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By David Leigh /,)
Camden council. -_;.{f

S

ardon, !

is likely tn lave io detend m !
the High Court us refusal to

accept a non-profitmekin

g plan

for oftice and house develop-

plan  was destaned o
private developers ol
€20m profi bui is descri

! ment near Buston Stution. The |

leprive
up o
bed by

* the courcil’s Labour ivader as

“top much of a zawble ™.

two

Thiee  months ago
property journalists, AMr
Christopher Buoker and Mr

| Bennie Gray, put up

a scheme

which they contended
cavoid the necessiy
.council agreement vith

would
for a
éiut‘k

,mecrsinu.
; largost

property

one  of Britain’s
tevelopers,

which 1s controlled by M Joe
Levy. -

On Wednesday the council’s
community planding and ve-
soirces committee voted seven
to two to o ahead with Mre Levy
wheo has offered 8.5 acres of the
Tolper’s Square site velatively
cheaply to the council for hous-
ing. In return, he gets help in
finally asscmbling the site and
plauning permission for a large
office block. &

AMe Booker dnd Mr Gray are
disappointed. They do not ques
tion the motives of Camden
council, which. has a desperate
housing probjem. but theyv
accuse it of tikidity and falling
prey to < mystification 7 by in-
terested parties.

Another jouinalist who 15 a
Camden ratcp‘;&'cr, Mr Nicholas |
Tomalin, is serying a writ today l
on the counciltarguing that the
agreement with Mr Levy is un-
Jawful because, ratepayers wiil !
suffer unncessaiy loss. }

rejection is a |

He s.lgs th
“ massive, and (ridiculous mis- |

take”. My Bnntzer and Mr Gray
say they have much suppor in
Camden where many people are i
opposed to the ?eal.
The council Is In an unenviable
osition. It wanted tu buy the
and for homes nearly 10. vears
ago. but compulsory purchase
orders were vetoed then by the
Miuister of Housing because the
market rate. £300.000 an acre, |
was thought too dear. |
The council fears that. at !
worst. Whitehall might dis- |

.approve, delay or cven reject @ |

new scheme. The deal with Stock
Conversion would have
collapsed by then and Mr Levv |
might bave been in a position te
go ahead with his oifice block
in any case. '
The council sees the criticisms |

of those who dislike London -

developers’ hish profits, and
the possibility of Camden re-!

covering L
housing, as

hese pro

fits for nore

less important tnan »

getting some houvses huilt in the !

g -redictable future for

families |

the 11,004 waiting list.
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