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IT WAS most c<>ur.<S«'<us, .<nd n o-t
uvvfu) IO Our Camp.<i«n, fur COu>!.>I! >r
I)'or Walkcr, »ho has ahvays tc.n su<h
an enthusias(ic pr<)iagonist of th: Levy
Dca), to sct out th • s«vcn f,et.:rs on
which his posi:!on is based. A)l even
arc e!(her wrnng, or irrcl«vant.

I. Mr kya)Ler says St.>cl' Conversl<>n
o»n «o «er balf of the Tolmcrs Sq<.are si(e.«

They do not. He then sms "only (hc an>ount
of che ollices can bc Jisputed," «i(h (hc
clear implication that Stock Convcrslon can
maLe a consiJerab)e profit evcn if Camden
Council rcfusc to help them. This is a comI plete misconception of planning law. In fact,
without Camden's active assistancc Stovk
Conversion «ouid be able to build only a

srively small nun>ber of ogiv>cs on
nt of the Tuln>crs Square si(e.

2. hir 'i<'a)ier poin:s out I lat «om
Pul)o«y p,r hase order on part of thc hous
in- !..au ),«s rcfu)cd by thc (a)c Govcrn
m<nr In iy<0. T<'uc, but totally irrelcvant
to !h» current i)sue.

s<tc Iv eva tly tl.e samc undrr the (.'I,»Jius
propo cl as th» Stock Conversi.)n pror wal."
1'he O'll'<r«nce is (hat Cla)diu) >Ifar ) t. ai<e
Camden all (he de)elopment pr >i<ts. 1hese
prof<ts could be tran)latcd into bct(cr hous
ine, m re housing, more vocial .>menitics. or
more oibcc space. 'Thc chuive is Camdcn's.

<L h'Ir Walkcr a«cuses Claudius of be
ing property developcrs. Of coursr. thci are.
But — I repcat-thcy arc dc)ciopcrs v,hn
promise to rc(urn al l t h e J e<vi<>pmcnt
pro(its of Tolmem Square In the cnmmunitv.
loe Levy is a propcr(y J«cloper»lu> «on't.
That Iin case hir Maiker has foreo(tcn) is
wba( I put in my writ, and «hy thcrc is a
Imge campaicn 6y <he pc)pie of Cam<l«n
afx>t. He aiso sa<s: -The chairm.<n of St»CL
Cunver)ion and his irienJs c»n a larcc )lmre
of the equity of EJ»ard Bates (n>cr«hanc

Ibankers of Claudius). This emraordmary
) )>atemcnt is untrue. Even if it wcrc t<ue.
how revealing that .'<Ir Cv<>lkcr is foreed to
cav',I at tiny convcntional «apit <iis( pr )!i>S
<vhcn he prop«ms to allow va>t and un
neccssary profits.

m>ing idiot" could <hink an Env<ronmcnt
<Viniste««ould grant a «ompuisor< purchase
order for Claudius. Presumahly <uch ra<ing
idi<>ts includc Re • Frecson. ShaJ<>w Xiin<s
ter for Housing. )ll(<d Harr,n <nn. Jcputy
I~ nf t h e GLC. Cliv«jcrLin, Dourias

th Hampstead and St Panvras hlor!h
.r Par(ies, «nd a larqc number of I:is

rey«onsible councill~r culleagues in Can:', dc'o.

would invohe pa)ing Stock C'on>e»i >n E7
n>i!Iion for Join' n ,>:hine.«Of cuur<e. But
once a<gain Mr Cyalkcr )Irains at a cn at
while ienorin an elcpl>ant. If he obicc(s
to foe Le>y rv((ing E7 million, «hv doesn't

, he ublect () him kw>>in E20 miilion?

lack ol F«i>h in (hc irs(ice and common
guod >vnsv .,I a public inquiry»lmn he

lps «<>mh cxaminin- each uf Counvil.
lor )V<>lkcr's "faets« in turn; mavbe b) <lo
ing so we can corrcct a number of the mis
con«eptions and mivreprcsert>tions v,hich
hase ied bim, and others, to favuur the
Lcv)' Dcal.

a:" ucs it c< u!Jn't go «cll f)r Cl»<m««. I)<c
kn<i» nmcn( Depa>(mcnc has ai<v:.Jy • .<id:
-Ihe 31<n»tcr»«uld ha>c In b<!..C<e p»
tice to SI k C o n<«r)ion a-mn)t Ihc )in.<n
cial hcnciits to t h e I ><al « n >nu<ni<y
pr >m»cd hv Ci.<udius.. . ccr(aini; rcia(»c
prea<» ( ) thc ra<cp«)crs of (h<. (»o )ehcmas
». >uld be a farn)r tn be >akcn int > «cmu<n>.«
tth> i) he ) J c fca«st? D>es he v <mpic>«ly
J»mi) (hv inguvnvc at a p«hl<c <> quir) f
the a>any (huu)ands of ordinary C«mdvn
re)id«n<s, plus ra)ing idi >Is like Rvg tree
son aaJ lllt)d Harrington?

no(c of Ihc hou)ing fu;ures rescarehv<l by
arvhi>«e( Bichard Ilubin and Bena(c Prince.
They show that at the end ct the Lcvy
schcme Camden «ill have h»<sed, at most,
SOO people on the housing li)t. Is that «ur(h
losing E20 mdlion to Joe Levyl It «uuid
actually be cl>eaper fnr C>mden t«buy eavh
uf th >se homeless a lusurv Eeo,OOO gat, and
«e «ould save Tolmcrs Squarel

npponents who havc sor c . <raumvnts
»rong, not against tho<e»ho lm)c tham all
wrong. And such triviA points, too.

Camden gets thc E20 miilion, or )o«kcvy.
iahy does hlr kyaiker try to I>' m;<ncrs
«nh tiny, inaccura(e irrelevances? Hc n>u«t
bc nervuus.

!

I h <pe hlr ipalker has ai)n taken gn >d

I am accustomed to arguia • aaain)t

The main issue is whether c>er<nnc <n

a0i</ I <, ) ( 7

MY PARTICIPATIO'c in the Stop Le<y
campaign is because I believe tbe Toln>crs
h>quare deal is a bad deal for thc people
of Camden. and for the followin rcasons:

I. If a developer needs thc co.opera
tion ard activa as)<htance of a locai auth.
orit< in ofdvr to produce a <'.ofupany gan>
of k20 million. !t is ahsolute nonsense for
>hc iova) cu(h>nty to give this a)>i>(anve
fur a pal(r). return of EI,)00.000.

devclopcr and au(hnrit> in this b <ru«gh
ha)c resul(«J in w<niiar Ji)pr)por>i >na:e
u;<ins — the via))ic caan>ple bc'.n' Centre
Puint.

other borou-I>s in L n<ion, is su>leri<m f»<m
an acute short<me >I b >th cash and Iaui for
the purpose of <ncrea> n' its hou)ing stock.

One of the wais <t can ove cornc this
famine is to n)aLe bener use of i(s dis
cretionary powem relating to pl.<nnin; per
n>is)ions, spc«ial pianninÃ permi sk>n» und
vo<npub >r) pur«l)a>c or<iers.

proleet, thcrc arose i>r the f>rs( Iime a
ncw (ypc uf prop<»iti)n v hereby it bccame
pos>ible for Camden (o piuncer a nc» e <n
cept in dc<elopmcnt »h'cb»ould rc)ul<
in a eain-nor for thc o)mmcrcial de<cl
oper, but for the people oi the borough.

The implica(ions ot this new ()pc of
schcmc go far beyond this Tnlm<r< .'Iqu.<re
deal. P>r it « i l l aive the D«p:u'(mcnt of
the Environment the opportuni(< to )h»v
by <(s appro)al and support foi thc local
au(hori() that it is rcady to gct its pri«r<I<cs
right-that is. to gi<e tlm peoplc anil <h ir
hominq requiren<cnts p<«fvrcnce u)cr the
purcly~cummcrei <I in<cre<>s of the pr)p;«<

no» Lne« r hat L iauJius intend«ro >ich(
( 'an<J«n v Jcri«i«n to Jo the Jcal <.i<h
S>otk C'nc<cr)iun in >he c<>ur(s. I.en Ih<
d<la) I) au<»a< inv<imbi«butb hcre and
»hc<> Il<c (-I O) com<'. u(» ur <nqu<r>v

CamJ«n «ou(J Jo hc((vr (o go for the lunc
Ierm <ie» and <he c«rrccc prin<iplc ui th«
<nawer ra<hvr Iban h«pe Io achie<e a no»
Jnuh(lul shur(-(crm gain.

I

I

3 "Tbe proposed developmcnt nn rhe

ik "If such a CPO » cre cmn(cd it

7. h>r 'i('alL«r als,) has a lamcn(ahle

3. Accordine Io hlr kv<>lkcr, «oni) a

THE DEIIATE about Tolmers Squarc <s an
lmpor(ant nne foc Camuen anal Ihe Jccivioo
sill ha>e important implications for pro
per(y rcde>clopment tbroughout Londnn. It
therefore nccds to be con)idered <ert carc
fully indeed.

attcmp( to return (he Impro)ed >alue of
rede>elupcd Iand to (he comn>uni>y rcprc
)cnted hy tkc hor»ugh. All (he a«<e«)ments
made (hus far by cooneil olliccr) sho«(hat
the me(hod is prac(icable. If ic . C«ceCd . it
can be an impor(ant breakthrou b in urban
dc<clopmrnt »hicb»ill reduce (he cole of
the propcr(y dc>eloper.

l<or '(('alker agaiast tbe adop>'.un of tbe
ClauJius schema is (bat the t;<.<ernmcnt
«ill refuse to con(irm the compul<nry par
cha)e ordcr on the land o»ncd b) S(ock
Con>ersion, and that tbe council ma) then
love (he honsing beneg( propo<cd in this
svheme. I (hink (hat tbis a)sump(iuo is
dcbatable.

is Ihat it »ould make a bi" sa<inc for Cam
Jen rat«pa<ers. To a Tory, sa)inc >he ratc
pa)erv' money bas al»a)s been a iunda
mental belief. Has I>or '(Vaiker forgo(ten
that the mtepa)ers' associationv «erc the
Ithinly >cilcd) precursors ol the Convcr<a
ti>e Party in lecal go)ernmen(?

poval «ould sa<e the ratcpa)<ro moncv
coulJ be the olfer that che Te ) siiu<«(er
cannut refusel

dclay and locs in council hoa.iaa I i>c
lie)e that this case is largel) lovt (wcauvc «e

The main argument put Ior«ar<t b!

Thc )econd conviJcra(ien is Ihe likcl<

The Claudius propo al is an inaenious

Tl>c arcua>ent (bat the Cl<u<JI«) prn.

Thc argument for conlirmine (he CP(3

— NICHOLAS TOLIALIN,
37 Glou«es(cr Crevrenr.

h<kk I.

Jv>clupcr. who)c m>l) cuncern is n>«sm)um
proiits for his in>cscment.

bod< to cry, «Enou h", and Car> I n,h,)«ld
now procced to do (hi<a The b>reu; h. (o.
rcther wi!h o<hcr arcas of Lnndon. I>as b«cn
dc)ledeJ' sui)ie<an<ly by the >n>n)<ro<n<««
crcatv<! by the Jc>cl>pcrs. And ic is <J h
Iin>r <a.<t (he futurc i)f London was ta!.en
uu( . I <hc hand» of spcculators.

rightl) be dcvcribcd as a progrcss»e rnc.
und is comi»))cd in (hc main of «ovn<a!Iors
«hose primary con«ern is the «cil b <n; o!
ons(i(uen(s.

T he ar umancs;ut I )r«ard b Ii: c
council 6)r ac«ep(an«c of the Lc)i ic. I
in my opinion. ba)CJ >n a <« « r •
i«)ncst appraiml of Ihc .)p'.' <n<, .<
agrced to as a rc)ulc nf fear: «' .

p >sd<b(c I »s nf ig) uni«<i h . . <> u! J
Ihc hlinis(cr reiusc t) )upp«<: ' . ai<crna

The time is lohc ovcf Jue fc< ) <mc

The prcsent Camden Council can

tchen dealing «ith thi< Tolmcrs Square

3. At present, Ca)ndco, to,"ether»i(h

2. Prc)ious arrangemcn>s he(wccn

In all >he cir«»n»I.>accs. I b«lie<e Iaa(

ENID I> )STBICII.
Camdcn Couneillor Ior Prlor) inard
and GLC Councillor for ll«mp<teaJ.

I,u< (<Cs

<s <«<': -u< <<n»vr

MRS SABINE (.OLtTI.ER<
45 Parliament Hill alan)ion«

Lissendcn Ga<Jen«<%'NL

THE t«o stories of the Tolmers Squarq
mix-up anJ thc drastic renc in<aca es in
tv est Hampstcad, bighlight a t errif) ing
human problcm,

failure <)I thc H>using Fm«nvc A<t. Ne can
)cc <hat landlords can dri<e a c«ach.and
four through ch«clau>es dc<igncd to pr>
<cct the tanant. Can anyonc now Juub( <ha(
thC<e iv a need fOr a right Of a!<pc.>l (O a
<ourroi i.<w.

IO ali Ic .<n:s. orivate and council. I( i) not
ai«a)) ; ; < « I<'Jn(agc fof a tcn <n( t ) cs
vhancr'.<  .!it-motivated landl >ro f)r
b;«<. , m<cd landlord. The » <h r f
P<»a< . (o be tak«n.ovcr b«he Io«al
a«<h,v nders(andahle and, <n my
• <«««. I, ' • 'hc )Ufa<rcd Ho«« cf. I .<n>
n.<r • « '. « I a mere tak«-o<cr .>r Iran.!cr

I!,c <ct!in '-up ot tenants cn. <p!rmi<m.
na«.euiariv in >e>peet of pri>a<ei,.o«ncd
bl >vks. )vb>v 'I to the a<ni)!««s o( sp<wu.
<a<)r««ould re(urn the cmph«)i> to <!m
human na(ure of:he problcn>.

<n <n><) a horrible rr. x-up. Cam<I<n C«<n<vl
are m <r.<liy «rong <n )upl»>rtinq <hv Levy
Jca> hu( «hen faccd wnh a hl<ni >er «ho
<..n b • cspe<ncd to Iavour pri<a<«J <«I '<

<» <t nm>I be admi(tcd <!!a> t!!c) ha)c ..
< ob><um

IS <«e<cr. onc can na<e n> vimpnh<
.»>h Iho«c <.hn seek to n>akc n>rcl) p»»
prlnwal capitai out ol the i>)ue of hou«n
n«w m need.

.<!!. <Iw< «u<««)» ' huus»v I« ivl,n< n. «h<le
«n<.«n<n. , w d p » n!s. <<>» I)o I <vn i«.m>
l<a«<J .m v r» I >cnm ra>h«r Ii>an <h«(l«s
Ih.u <h >.. < , • «cd a<e pcopk ;<nJ no(

Lv< c<,,ne par(s ol Ihv >aw bc
u.e<k k ' pc <I!a( CamJ):> C >uneal
.«!l bc .I (o u s e t h e t a k«-o)cr
r<»«m ' 4 » 4 Act soi«i< ior tlw h«sc
nr u ' . L e t us al)o f>glu I « hancc
«'« I; ' »ol>e rhc ten.mt <n the «n
Ir<ul i en) iru nm«m ard <h» mananc
n<cn . i! h u >ne

" !: .
,

' .>t I!<c cspcr)c of «r<hna«pc.<iqv
»«.< «. nt .< Jccent num«. anil «I . I l>«<«
• h < h.ip or encoura'e vueh pr.»uvcrs

COI?NCILLOR Ivor lyaikcr vta>cv catc
rorically that the Ministcr of lb>««ina anJ
Constiuction»ill not congrm a CPO against
Stock Con)ersioo and calls tho~e oi' u) < ho
(hink other»ise «raving ldiotsy<

might be a cbancc of governmv><t b) tl:e
(imc «ha( he himself calls a scry pro
trac(eJ in<iuiriv has been concluJed. Or is
hc vukgestiog tha( e)en a Lahour hlini)>cr
»uu(J rcluse to coniirm sacb a t:POI

>»« h «n>c. Tl<is lc<r, though c<cr p<«<eu(.
I <hiuk ««<"r«ra<cJ.

i( iv a rcvO«niscd fa<t by n«» <h<>t >h»
.»<»n<u ut has nu( sh '»n b'> u« .«>«« •

<<v<J«W<S tn n>O'<C a"au»t <i>C pr >P<»I)
Jc<cl <pc<' and<«r spccuiator<u Crn<rc Po<n(
««h pv(cr kva!Ler's empt> Ihrca!) Comcs
rv«o<i< to m.nd. 'Ihe Tuln<crs hquarc i))uc
I) <I« iv< 'nt, h<>wc>ar, inasm< vh as >hc chv<ee
Io bc m,<J« is a clear-«ut one, «hivh can
i>a<c hu< one in>erpretatmn.

<h««»h s and interests of the p <plc <I
C<mivn. then Ihis » i l l dr,<c <c< .)n <>lwr
n.<il <nto <he vv>In of (be pam) iha( m>verns
(hi) <a>unt(y.

«ill <r w aiker anJ others hke-mim'cd< S<nce
«hvn Jo pcnplc, c»nvinced th.<t their cause
I) <«)C. run away from a light bc<;m)e thc
od<l) appcar staeked aaainst (h«m! hlapiin.
Covent Garden and P<ccadiliy shuuld s(if
fcn Ilmir detcrmination.

The Tolmers Square sinmtion <s turn

8»( .<n< such appeal must bc avaiiable

The rents dcci>ion empha>i<cs the t)!al

Indv«J.:nis is the gr<'atcst >r. ced< of

Has it not occurrcd to him that (here

Sh<>u!J (he <h'linister still ««t acain)(

Cin«llv. f)r the cons<deration ol C'<un

SALIUEL LVAI.DhtA)I<
$9 BucL<ngbam hianvw>n .

1yest bnd Lane. NC(r<.

I '::.s!!y, lct us cuno«nu< )l»n»v «ho

R<>h> L<)h(II.AVD.
Prospcct<ve Purham. n(.<r) «;n J»I,<IC,

tkm>ps(ead Div>s<onal L<t cral A)v,w<a> <n.
I'in F n< hic< R«,«l. «i( I
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