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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

So Camden Council's "new style land deal™ depends upon 2 privatls
property developer buying land at £300,000 an acre only to sell
it to Camden Council fox £200,000 an acre.

Property developers are not normally noted for such altruisn:

and public spirit. So if Alderman Greengross had completely {
described the deal, it would indeed be 2 "new departure in
central urben plunnln"" and his warm welcome would be apypropriszt:

However, when the property developer's "gif{t" of £1.200,000

dezer
fupon Camden Council permi tting commercial development on land w:l
should be used for housing, then the deal is 81npiy another pani-
festation of the fairly old-fashioned practice of making privat:

profits at public expense.

The Tolmers Square site containsg some dreadful houses. The p
living there, and others in 51m111r conditioneg, urgently nced
decent homes,

They must find it thoroughly unwelcome that the council euCu\._-¢
more office blocks to be built to lie empty while familiez hav

no home - particularly when the counecil “ro sose to conop““‘ta
with the very property developer who alread" has empty oifices =
let in the Tolaxers Square site.

If commercial developrent is permi ed on housing ;and in Tolmer
Square, wvhen the property speculators will have the green 1i sa%
to buy into any housing development srea, force the lund ?11Cu
up, and then "benevolently" offer a "new style land deal" in
return for ulannﬁng permission for COQLEICldl develop‘°ﬂc. The
lend available Ior hcusing will be continuously eroded.

As long as nationzl government permits the prope greeulator
to thrive, it will unfortunately be neceagsary for Canaen Gounc
do business with them.
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But I would hope that the next Labour council in Camden will rof¥
welcome udu“, but will control them carefully to ensure the mini-
mum exploitation of the public.

- BRIAH LOUGHER AN,
Prospective Labour Candidate,
Gospel Oak Vard.,




