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I f  the ex i 's t ing arrangeihent remains unal tered,  Washington's commercial and 

i n d u s t r i a  assets w i l l  
be\passed 

t o  the commission f o r  the New Towns following 

the wind-u o f  the 
Developm~.t 

Corporat ion. A t  present on ly  the assets of 

f o u r  New Tow s ; C r a w l e y  and H e l  Hempstead on the l s t  o f  A p r i l  1962 and 

Welwyn and Hat f  ld on 1st Ap r i  1966 - have been t rans fe r red .  Expanded 

prbgrammes f o r  many 8 t e remai ing  New Towns have postponed t h e i r  completion, 
\i 

and meanwhile the f u t  re the(2mmiss ion i s  open to  quest ion. The 
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,~urrent debate on the ' fu ture co e r c i a l  and i n d u s t r i a l  assets o f  the 
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idle New To,;ns i s  f u l l y  i l l u s t r a t e d  i n  a r t i c l e  " I n  search o f  a Landlord" 

Count i n  the February/March issue o f  Town a Country Planning 1979. (4 ) .  Here 

i t  i s  s u f f i c i e n t  t o  o u t l i  -ne the proble a hat  might a r i se  i n  the particular 

s ss case o f  Washington i f  these assets 

\ a r e  

~a, 

se to  the Commission f o r  New Towns. 

0~ WCO-A 
The Commission i s  a cen t ra l  and remote body, and p i t e  the presence o f  &10C.14~ 

manager o f  the Commission, i t  i s  only, 

exp~ ienced ` i s  
promotinga~#Amanaging 

i n d u s t r i a l  and commercial a c t i v i t y  i n  the London New Towns. The problems 

o f  the depressed areas are very  d i f f e r e n t ,  and 
r e q u i r e \ d i f f e r e n t  

management 

techniques. Here the Commission o f  the New Towns 
would\be 

a t  a disadvantage, 

espec ia l l y  i f  w i t h i n  i t ,  there developed an element o f  co mpet i t ion  f o r  funds 

between New Towns. Furthermore, un l i ke  
rented~housing, 

C ommercial and 

i n d u s t r i a l  p roper ty  i s  a p r o f i t  maker. The 
f i n I n c i a l  

bene f i t s  t h a t  accrue 

from these assets w i l l  be remunerated t o  the Treasury, 
la 

the Commission 

f o r  New Towns not  t o  the Local Au tho r , t y .  Some would argue t h a t  t h i s  is 

p e r f e c t l y  j u s t i f i a b l e ,  seeing as the 
Developmenticost/wa*s 

borne by the tax 
/ 

s designated i n  order payer and not  the ra te  payer. However, Washingt n wa 

t o  create some form o f  i n d u s t r i a l  moment ' n  t f t  no r th ,  through the "spill 

over" e f f e c t s ,  o f  i t s  own development. I t  would seem l o g i c a l  then that 

remuneration from t h i s  pub l i c  investment should accrue to  the local 

community. Sunderland Borough Counci l  would arg e t h a t  they must bear 

the cost  o f  a large munic ipal  housing stock,  

and tanno t  

o f f s e t  their 


