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Two vita
decisions

POLITICS, it has been said, is the art of the
possible. You can have all the pious hopes in
the world—and we usually get them at this
time of the year when the major parties hold
their conferences—but words are no match
for action, as Mr Heath in pariicular
now knows to his cost.

Which brings us to two considerable
dilemmas that will face Camden Council at its
meeting next week. Vital decisions will have to
be taken on Witanhurst and on Tolmers
Square. Which way will the council jimp?

Let us take Witanhurst first. Here the
council faces the crunch, after years of con-
troversy, on whether to grant pernussion to
Pamlion Properties to build 60 luxury homes
on the Highgate slope overlooking the Heath.

Camden, surprisingly, has never debated
the issue. But when it does <o it will be ip—be
light of two reports that show that ther. o
ways of defeating the compensation bugbear
that has haunted the council for so long.

Reports from the Witanhurst working
party and from St Michaels Medical Services
declare that if Camden refuses planning con-
sent and revokes the existing permission for
121 flats on the site, then the compensation
payable might even be nil and, at nost,
£675,000, which is far below carlier estimates
of sums up to £2 million.

There is no doubt that here is 2 case to
be answered. The council will be hard to con-
vince. Indeed, it may well mean that the final
decision on Witanhurst w’ll have to be delaved
yet again while Camden seeks expert udvice.

If that is the case, then so be it. For while
there is the possibility of saving tTE"Witanhurst
site from development, the council must fully
investigate the situation before taking an
irrevocable decision.

Now to Tolmers Squara, where there is a
definite chance that the Labour group
change its mind. rejecting the deal with M; o
Levy’s Stock Conversion and Investment Trost
and opting for the Claudius scheme put up by
Mr Christopher Booker and Mr Bennie Gray.

This would be an undoubted victory for
the votiferous Stop the Levy Deal Cempaign.
But should this happen it is more than likely
to be a hollow one, all the more so since the
campaign has ambiguous aims.

We have no regard for Mr Levy. We don't
like the idea of him making a penny—whether
his plan goes ahead or is turned down. Indeed,
We are 100 per cent behind the profits for the
people ideas submitted by Claudius.

But can Claudius work? Not one of its
backers has yet advanced any proof that the
Government would approve a CPO for the land
Mr Levy owns. Of course a_stop must be put
to a few making millions out of the many, but
we have no confidence whatsoever that this
Government would act in such a way.

This may well be the time to fight, but
Tolmers Square is not the place. The possi-

bility of providing council homes has 0 take
precedence over nailing bloody
mast.
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