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Nottinghamôs
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Nottingham
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NOTTINGHAM VOICE is published
by the Nottingham Voice Committee .
Publication Committee: Fred Broad,
John Sheffield, Andrew Sutherland.
Information, contributions, critic-
isms, letters, etc. received at the
above address or telephone number.
Callers-in welcome.
Note: Nottingham Voice is affiliated
to the People's Centre, 33 Mans-
field Road, Nottingham, but should
not be taken as representing the
opinion of the Centre, or other
affiliated organisations, or of any
other organisation.

Printed by THE CHESS PLAYER
LTD, Nottingham.
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REGULAR READERS may be somewhat bewildered by
our frequent changes of format. The explanation is
straightforward - we are experimenting to find a
design which is attractive and readable, but easy to
lay out. Because our time and manpower are limited,
we need to be as economical as possible.
At the moment, in fact, we are rethinking our whole
idea of Nottingham Voice, though we have not made
any major changes in the present issue apart from
layout. Future issues may be completely different,
however, depending on where our rethinking takes
us.
We are concentrating on three main areas:
1. Political plicy. We have always insisted that

o ng am oice s ould be independent of any
political group. We intend to maintain this position,
but feel it has led to a certain lack of direction -
it has not always been possible to see what the paper
stands for, or even precisely what it is against. We
hope to deýne our position more clearly so that our
coverage will penetrate a little deeper and be rather
more constructive. -
2. Finances. Our long-term plan was to develop
Nottingham Voice as a commercially viable paper,
employing one or more people full-time. We think
this would be quite possible - in fact, we have been
making some progress towards it - but only after an
extensive increase in advertising (the commercial
press, of course, is heavily dependent on advertis-
ing, revenue from sales being considerably smaller).
This emphasis on advertising would inevitably affect
editorial policy - it is a well-known fact that radical
papers do not attract advertising! This might be
described as the horns of a dilemma - on the one
hand we could express our opinions freely but might
end up with no paper to express them in; on the other
hand, we would have a financially viable paper, but
would be limited to opinions which would not alarm
our advertisers.
3. Deplo%ing our resources. So far, much of our
restric e manpower as en occupied in developing
Nottingham Voice as a general magazine (hence our
expanding arts section, sport, pubs, etc.), and as a
clearing-house for a number of community and politic-
al issues. These may be excellent things in them-
selves, but may be too ambitious for a small, non-
professional staff. The quality of our news and
analysis has suffered: it might be more sensible to
concentrate on finding out and digging deep - the
types of reporting other local media are wary of.

The July edition of Nottingham Voice should show the
results of our thinking. We would be pleased if
readers joined in. Apart from the fact that sales have
risen steadily, if unspectacularly, we have very little
information about our readers - who they are, why
they buy the paper, and what they think of its various
sections. If you have any comments to make or help
to offer, please call in at the Peopleó s Centre or
óphone us at 411676.
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"SI-IOW IT ONE MORE TIME - POOR CHARLIE FELL ASLEEP
DURING THAT PARTICULARLY VILE BIT!"

(It was reported that, following a letter from the Festival of Light, Nottinghamós Public
A Protection Committee is to view more obscene films in order to vet them for public viewing.)

Sill lllltllll
LONG-STANDING READERS OF NOTTINGHAM VOICE may be interested to hear of another
episode in the continuing saga of the Ark Youth Centre. Just to remind you, the Ark is a centre
for kids who don't ýt into the normal youth club setting. It is run in the old Huntingdon Street
school kitchens. During last summer the Ark had to move out of its old premises and look for new
ones. For four months the Ark was without premises. The feeling amongst kids , helpers and
committee members at the time was that the Education Department was completely Lminterested and
it took an angry letter from the kids themselves to get the City Secretary to intervene and wake the
Education Department up. Now , six months later , the enterprising bureaucracy of the Education
Department has struck again. .

The current leader of the Ark is Bobby McNauló. He was appointed to this job (job and a half?)
a year ago on the princely wage of Ã15 per week. This had to keep himself, his wife, his small
son and another child on the way. One of the undertakings of the Ark Committee was to increase
this to a living wage as soon as they could. During this last year the progress made has been nil.
The problem has been that the money for wages came from the Education Department, and they
were not too keen to play ball and increase the leaderó s salary.

The problem is that Bobby has no formal qualiýcations. It doesn't matter that he is brilliant
at the job and that he has a natural understanding of the kids. It doesn't matter that he has
actually experienced many of the problems that the Ark kids are now facing (and more besides).
He hasn't got the formal qualiýcations.

Many of the members of the Ark Committee have a wide knowledge of qualiýed and unqualiýed
youth leaders , and the knowledge thatthey had someone of Bobbyó s ability and were paying him
peanuts became too much for -them. They decided that they would increase his pay. They did this
knowing that if the Education Department (or Leisure Services, when their hibernation is over)
did not agree to pay the extra amount then the Ark would have to close in 3 to 6 months.

The Ark has now been told that the Education Department will be recommending to the
Committee that the increase not be paid because Bobby does not have 3 to 5 "O" levels. Ironically,
this news came through just after Bobby had delivered a lecture to postgraduate students at the
University. For them, Bobbyó s experience and insight were sufficient compensation for a lack of
GCE passes.

Let's be clear about what this means. The Ark has decided that it will close when it cannot
afford to pay its leader. Remember this when you read and hear about the problems caused by
young people in the Victoria Centre; when you hear about vandalism in the centre of the City.
Remember it, because this is directly relatedto what else there is for adolescents to do in the
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City. If you're interested, ask some of the Ark kids what they did with their time during the four
months that the Ark was closed.

At a wider level, it also means that this is yet another local government device to chop out the
involvement of ordinary people in things that are going on in their area. How many people are
there around the City who would be really good at running their own youth centre, or their own
playscheme, and yet are never likely to be "qualiýed" to do so? Better, it seems, to have an over-
qualiýed donkey than someone who is simply good at the job. Bureaucrats and civil servants only
Lmderstand pieces of paper; straightforward ability or experience goes out of the window and you,
Joe Citizen, Man in the Street, go with it.

Remember things like this when people talk about participation. The kids and helpers at the
Ark participated in appointing their leader. They participated in getting their premises open.
They participate in determining what goes on there. Now they have participated too far. They
want a say in what their leader is paid. Sacrilegel O

The matter was discussed by the Leisure Services Committee, who had before them a
recommendation from the Director that the increase be not paid. They deferred the decision, which
was a step in the right direction since not one of the councillors had ever been to the Ark. And now
the decision has been deferred again pending a visit from the councillors so that they will at least
know what they are deciding about.

It is going to be really interesting to see where the councillors line up on this issue, especial-
ly Labour ("for the people") councillors. I suppose, really, that this is a challenge to keep open
the sort of Ark that those who go there feel is needed.
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THE RUSHCLIFFE DISTRICT COUNCIL (who used to be the West Bridgford Urban District Council)
is setting a fine example to other property owners who leave housing empty when there is a
desperate housing shortage. The Council has been busy buying up houses in the Stratford Road/
Church Drive area of West Bridgford and has now acquired over forty. Not all, it appears, are to
rehouse the homeless or families from the housing waiting list. Some stand empty for years. For
example, numbers 4 and 6 Stratford Road have now been empty for two years. Number 17 has been
boarded up and number 18 is also unoccupied.

These houses are not slum dwellings or "unfit for human habitation". They are solid semi-
detached Edwardian houses which in the City would be regarded as too good even to be included
within an Improvement Area.

The mystery begins in 1972, when West Bridgford Council submitted a planning application to
build council offices on the nearby park. Part of the Stratford Road area was seen as a way of
replacing the open space that would be lost. This application disappeared during the 1974 local
government reorganisation. But not the dream of new council offices. Ofýcially all the houses are
to be "redeveloped". But angry protests at rate increases and the pending 1976 elections make new
council offices unlikely.

In the meantime, good houses remain empty. Explain that to the next homeless family,, .Rushcliffe .

linhhledyunnk
THE RECENTLY ISSUED DEPRIVED AREA STUDY produced by the County Cotmcil Planning
Department is not the easiest thing in the world to read. The report is liberally scattered with
terms like "matrix", "multivariate sets", "principal component analysis" and "spatial analysis", to
name but a few. So what does the study actually tell usô? Well, it says that the areas suffering
from "multiple deprivation" are to be found in the inner wards of Nottingham, that is St Annó s, the
Meadows, Radford, and Forest Fields, and in Newark, Worksop, Kirkby and Mansfield. The
Raleigh Street area, which was the most deprived area, was reported to have commented "Well at
least we've come top in something!"

One could put it another way and say that there are a lot of poor people in Nottingham and poor
people are deprived and tend to have more problems than other people. These conclusions are
hardly startling and one wonders how much money was spent on the study. However, the report
does conclude with some recommendations for overcoming the problems of "deprived areas". One
of these recommendations is for Advice Centres which would "mount campaigns to persuade local
people to make their needs known; act as a focus and provide premises for community groups; and
help to co-ordinate voluntary groups and direct their work to those whose needs have been brought
to notice". Well Nottinghamshire County Council, we've got news for you. The Peopleó s Centre
has been doing precisely that for over the last year, and we'd like to thank the Council for all
their support - we did have a pencil from Cllr Dick Wilson. Perhaps colmcillors would do well to
actually read some Ffthe reports their departments spend so much time compiling and even follow
through some of their recommendations!


























































