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NEXT TUESDAY'S meeting of Pushcliffe
Borough Counciló s Housing Committee will be
told why houses on Fox Road and Hound Road
have been left empty. Six houses have been
purchased by the Council over the last three
years for conversion but so far no work has
been carried out.

The houses, which lie at the back of the
Trent Bridge Cricket Ground, are now board-
ed up. Number 33 Fox Road was bought by the
Council "about three years ago" , according to
Mr Ellis, a Pushcliffe Council official, and
number 35 Fox Road was bought "about eight-
een months ago". Numbers 2 and 4 Hound
Road were purchased last June and number 18
Hound Road has been owned by the Council for
some time.

The Council say that these houses have not
necessarily been empty since they were bought
- some of the houses have continued to have i
tenants in them. We asked Mr Ellis how long
these houses had in fact been empty. "I'm
not prepared to say - it's a maiiiiter for the next
Housing Committee".

The Chairmanof the Housing Co. .nittee is
Councillor Douglas Hobson. He admmted that
there had been "somedelay" in dealing with
these properties. ñThere had, for example,
been "design problems". Numbers 2 and 4
Hound Road are to be turned into a Hostel for
homeless families and tenders have now been
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NOTTINGHAM VOICE is an independent
paper. We welcome news, articles and  
help from interested groups and individuals.
Editorial meetings are held each Monday at
6.00 p.m. at 33 Mansfield Road and, after-
wards, in the Peacock Hotel. All those
interested in helping are invited to come
along to the óPeacock at 7.00 p.m.
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invited for the necessary work. The hostel
should be ready in "about four months" .
Tenders are also being invited for conversions
on the other houses owned by the Council. ó

The provision of the hostel is being oppos-
ed by a local residents group known as FIGHT.
They are opposed to it because, as they drama-
tically put it, "Fox/Hound Road have suffered
enough". But whether residents are right to
oppose the hostel or not, they certainly have
grounds for complaint over the delay in con-
verting and letting the Council-owned propert-
ies.

There are many other, privately-owned,
houses in West Bridgford which are empty.
But with the shortage of accommodation in the
area as acute as it is at present there is no
need for the Council to encourage the trend by
leaving their own properties empty.

So why has there been this delay? Cllr
Hobson explained that the present Conservat-
ive-controlled Council will be making efforts
to see that the houses are used as soon as
possible, and that the Council "will have to
explain to everyone why the delay has happen-
ed". J-\nd why _l1@_ the delay happenedô? Cllr
Hobson explained that it was the fault of the
previous Conservative Council. "The last
Council has been doing nothing for the last
year."

So next Tuesday '.s Housing Committee will
hear why these delays have happened - and,
with luck, will give the go-ahead for work to
start immediately. Let's hope so, for the
sake of the people who could be living in these
properties . i _  

THE COUNTY COUNCIL have started to move
staff into their new offices at the corner of the
Trent Bridge Cricket Ground, Trent Bridge
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they should start a park 'n' ride scheme for
their own employees.

THE PEOPLE'S CENTRE is ýnding that
tenants paying excessive rents are too scared
to apply for fair rents to be ýxed. One of the
reasons, they claim, is that the police are not
enforcing the Rent Acts which make eviction
and harassment criminal offences. Many
tenants feel that landlords can get away with
throwing them out.

Last weekend the Centre investigated one
landlord who had illegally evicted a tenant who
was applying for a fair rent with People's
Centre backing. The Centre found that eleven
out of twenty-one of his tenants who were seen
did not have rent books. This is a serious
offence because rent books are the only proof
people have that they have paid their rent.

Altogether, twenty-one out of thirty-seven
tenants in five houses were visited. They were
all paying excessive rents. The total rent
income (including rates) from these five houses
was about Ã270 a week. This could be reduced
by up to Ã100 if fair rents were registered for
all tenants. This landlord is not the worst in
Nottingham - many tenants commented on how
reasonable he was. He has srccessfully come
to terms with any tenant who has applied for a
fair rent. The terms in some cases have been
threatened eviction or even actual illegal
eviction.

Getting such landlords prosecuted is not
easy. The City has a Tenancy Relations
Officer who is there to keep things quiet. But
if a landlord does something blatant he may
recommend prosecution. This has to be back-
ed by Marcus Wakely, the City Secretary
(until this week it had to be backed by the
Housing Committee as well). Even so, this
week it was decided to prosecute over three
illegal evictions. One of them involved a
tenant illegally evicted from 21 Noel Street by
the landlord Mr Aram after applying for a fair
rent.

Jim Turner, secretary of the secret
Private Landlords Association, claims that Mr
Aram is not a member of that Association. He
also claims that the People's Centre publicity
this week, asking for police to take action
against landlords evicting or harassing tenants,
was the last straw for many landlords, who
contacted him saying they would get out.

We suggested to him that they get round the
Rent Acts in the same way as many other land-
lords, including Roger Dilkes, chairman of
the Private Landlords Association. This
involves giving one tenant a free room in return
for etting him to provide breakfasts or teas toE
the other tenants, who pay Ã12 per room. (The
Rent Act does not protect tenants receiving
board as well as lodging.)
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WHATEVER THE GOVERNMENT tells you
(tighten you belts for just one more year,
lads, things óll get better), there's no doubt
at all that things are going to get a lot worse.

One reason why things will get worse is
that the people presiding over them are
precisely the people things are not going to
get all that much worse for. (If the captain
was in the same boat, you might be more
confident it wouldn't sink - this is one of the
best arguments for equality.)

However bad things get, there'll be
plenty of posh cars, expensive restaurants,
exclusive residences, pricey couturiers, and
"good" public schools.

The last point is particularly significant,
Cuts in education - perhaps the most cynical-
ly destructive of all - will be pushed through
in spite of all the protests because they
won't apply to public schools, and all
governments , Labour as well as Tory ,
belong firmly to the Oxbridge/public school
tradition - so their kids won't be affected.

It will be the same with other economic
stringencies - the people in charge will be
snugly insulated against the worst effects.
If you don't believe this, see if any of the
government gets thinner .

So, while soap operatics like singing the
Red Flag in the House of Commons pass for
great socialist drama, in the real world out-
side we are probably about to witness the
most serious grinding of the faces of the
poor since the days of Oliver Twist. (The
Child Poverty Action Group reported recent-
ly that nutritional standards in the poorest
social groups are already lower than they
were at the turn of the century.)

What's the way outô? Well, a crisis of the
system should at least be a chance to try
something a little different.

Now , it's quite clear that the establish-
ment doesn't deserve to be insulated from the
consequences of its own incompetence. (It's
arguable that the British ruling class has an
almost unbroken line of succession since at
least 1066, and it's no good ruling the country
for over 900 years , then turning Ió0Ulôld and
telling everybody else itó s their fault.)

_ Obviously, what we need is a stiff dose  
of that good old Tory principle - incentives.
Incentives mean rewards for doing well - and
penalties for doing badly .

Clearly , the ruling classes have been
doing extremely badly in recent years and

(continued overleaf)
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(VOICE VIEW continued)

therefore deserve very stiff penalties indeed.
Equally clearly, as they are still very

comfortably off, there is no incentive for
them to do any better.

The obvious answer, therefore, is to
give them all similar incentives and penalties
to the rest of us - or, if possible, even
greater ones, since their responsibilities
are so much greater,

We have a very simple suggestion for
doing this (w hich would have a few useful by-
products as well). This is that in the basic
necessities of life the establishment (say,
all those with incomes of over Ã10,000 per
year) should immediately change places with
those at the opposite end of the scale.

Thus, the Prime Minister should
immediately move to the worst slum in Notting
Hill, and the poverty-stricken one-parent
family of nine who are likely to be inhabiting
this picturesque dwelling should immediately
be conveyed by government Rolls Royce to
the prime ministerial pad at 10 Downing
Street.

Big Jim should then be restricted to the
customary nourishing diet of those on Social
Security (tightening his belt, of course, as
his new , trim, slim-line ýgure develops),
and should entertain visiting diplomats and
heads of state accordingly.

This would have an excelient effect on the
balance of payments and foreign investment,
since gnomes of Zurich, magnates of the
international Monetary Fund, etc. would be
extremely impressed by the depths of
Britainó s self-sacrifice .

Similar salutary swaps would take place
over the whole country and would include, as
well as food and housing, such things as
clothing and education - and, of course,
income and investments (the more extravagant
of these could possibly be frozen, or compul-
sorily re-invested in the most socially useful
industries) .

Naturally, the establishment would not
be left to wallow for ever in such abject
poverty, however richly (sic) deserved:
their income and their basic amenities would
be index-linked to the rate of national
recovery, so that the faster Britain returned
to her former greatness, the faster their
standard of living would improve.

And the useful by-products we mentioned
earlieró? Well, not only would Britain's form-
er greatness be restored ð it would be a fair
bet that our education and housing problems
would improve out of all recognition tool
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Dear Fred ,

While thanking Pete James (Voice, May 22nd)
for describing CAMRA as worthwhile, there
are one or two points I would like to clear up.

(1) Watneys Starlight and Special Mild
could not have been sold in America during
Prohibition. Beer was allowed during
Prohibition as long as the alcohol content was
less than half of one per cent. To my know-
ledge, Starlight and Special have never been
much lower than 3% alcohol - Ä_i_lÃ times the
legal limit during Prohibition. Where Mr
James might have been confused was that
Roosevelt, immediately after inauguration,
asked Congress to modify the Volstead Act
(the Act that created the 18th Amendment) to
legalize 3.2% beer. Congress complied
immediately, so 3.2% beer was legal for the
short period before all booze was legalized.

(2) Mr James describes Watneys as the
worst of the Big Six - perhaps a little hard,
since Watneys still produce a fair amount of
real ale throughout the country, and more now
than they used to do. Watneys came in for
more attention because they stressed Watneys
Red, and the company did some barmy things
that CAMRA could jump on. As far as things
are concerned at the moment, Whitbread
probably qualify for the title "worst", since
they seem hell-bent on a policy of rationaliz-
ation, mega-breweries and bright beer.

(3) To put the record straight on support-
ing capitalists - the small companies have
been given relatively more support since they
produce better products (in general) and are
more accessible to the consumer. Small
companies like Mansýeld and Everards have
been strongly attacked for their policies.

(4) If CAMRA had been around when
Carlisle was de-nationalized, there would
have been a hell of a ýght to stop it. CAMRA
has praised the old state scheme. Mind you,
we are criticized as being wild lefties for
supporting local state ownership. You see,
we can't win - at the same time we are attack-
ed for supporting capitalists and socialists,
when what we are really interested in is
better choice of better beer in better pubs.

(5) CAMRA's line on the Capital Transfer
Tax was to oppose it because it would work
in the interests of monopoly capitalism in the
brewing industry. As small ýrms had to sell,
who would buy them - the Big Six. Result -
brewery closed down and the locals forced to
drink imported rubbish.

(6) I am sorry for being middle-class
(I cannot speak for the other 30,000 members),
but it is a fact that the middle-classes are the
most vociferous and active, not only in

 






























