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Print bills still have to be paid 
whether the paper contains one 
advert in each issue or 100.

The Beeston Express has always 
had a policy of at least attempting 
to tell people exactly what’s going 
on, so we will explain where our 
challenge lies.

Simply put, the paper’s growth 
chart is skewed and needs to be 
re-aligned if the paper is to continue 
to grow. Distribution has increased 
by 33 percent since the launch in 
May 2003. The number of pages 
has increased from eight to the 
current 20. Spot colour has become 
full colour. The cost of producing 
the paper has doubled, but income 
has not kept pace.

Readers tell us they like The 
Beeston Express. Now we want 
to make it even better – this 
community paper of ours – and, 
amongst other ideas, this will mean 
finding and paying regular staff.

Biting the bullet
We’re going to introduce a charge 
for The Beeston Express.

Research has been carried out 
to support this decision, including 
that of the Express Survey in 
February 2008, in which 62 percent 
of respondents said they wouldn’t 
object to paying for the paper.

The charge will most likely be 
introduced in the new year. This 
will have a massive impact on 
distribution as hand-delivered 
copies will virtually cease, and 
this is where the plans aren’t yet 
finalised.

More news in the November 14 
issue – don’t forget to pick up your 
Beeston Express!

LAST month, the Environment 
Agency (EA) called a public 
meeting at the Village Hotel, 
Attenborough, to outline its revised 
plans for the floodwall to be built 
as part of the 27km Nottingham 
Trent Left Bank Flood Alleviation 
Scheme (FAS).

The plans were due to be 
submitted to Broxtowe Borough 
Council for planning approval, and 
the EA was committed to letting 
the residents of Attenborough 
and other interested parties to the 
original consultation be aware of 
the amended proposals. Earlier 
plans to build a 2m high wall along 
The Strand at Attenborough had 
been withdrawn when the EA had 
another look at predicted flood 
levels for Nottingham, and decided 
the wall wasn’t high enough.

Now the revised plans were 
almost ready, and the EA was 
seeking residents’ comments with 
a view to including reasonable 
suggestions into the proposals 
before submitting them to 
Broxtowe Borough Council at the 
end of October 2008.

The EA decision to insist the 
floodwall be built along The 
Strand has, however, divided local 
opinion. The group opposing the 
EA’s preferred option to build 
between the village green and the 
road claim that a viable alternative 
is easily found through the old 

‘Fisherman’s Car Park’ on the 
south side of the village green. 
However, the fisherman’s car park 
falls within the nature reserve’s 
SSSI designation, and the EA will 
not consider it. The Attenborough 
Flood Alleviation Alliance (AFAA) 
has therefore campaigned to rally 
opposition to The Strand option 
since the FAS scheme first came 
to public awareness in 2006, and 
continues to support a route through 
the fisherman’s car park.

A second group, the Attenborough 
Floodwall Support group (AFSA), 
has many supporters that recall 
first-hand the horror of severe 
flooding in November 2000, and is 
concerned that the flood defences 
should be built in either location 
as soon as possible. To work, the 
scheme needs the defences to be in 
place along the entire length of the 
river between Sawley and Colwick. 
The Attenborough section is, 
metaphorically and literally, another 
brick in the wall.

Mr Trevor Walker, spokesman 
for the AFSA, lives on Allendale 
Avenue in the village, and was 
forced out of his home by the floods 
of November 2000.

“We lived in rented 
accommodation for six months,” 
he said. “That in itself wasn’t a real 
problem, but the aftermath was no 
joke. Even when we were allowed to 
move back to Allendale Avenue in 

May 2001, it was a long time before 
it felt like home again.”

Mr Walker feels that supporters of 
the scheme were not given chance 
to voice their comments on the 
new plans to EA representatives 
at the September meeting, due to 
the clamour of those in opposition. 
The revised plans include raising 
the level of The Strand to reduce 
the impact of the wall’s height, and 
replanting and landscaping on both 
sides.

He said: “We would like to see the 
views of the residents and people 
who were flooded in 2000 being 
reported, and not just the village 
outsiders who are more concerned 
with playing cricket, football 
and bowls than protecting homes 
from the misery of flood. Surely 
the protection of homes is more 
important than postponing a sports 
event?”

“Any delay would increase the 
chances of flooding for 16000 homes 
along the 27km defence route. Even 
if approval is given immediately, it 
will still be 2010 before protection is 
in place,” he added.

Mr Smerdon-White of the AFAA 
commented after the meeting: “The 
smaller group who just want flood 
defences and are unconcerned with 
the impact of the route through The 
Strand feel the new representations 
of the detail answer all the AFAA 
concerns.”

Defence for Attenborough 
floodwall
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Hubble, 
bubble, toil 
and trouble on 
the High Road
ON Saturday, November 1, staff 
from Ilkeston Co-op Travel will 
be making fun of Halloween at 
74-76 High Road, Beeston, to raise 
money for the charity chosen by 
staff, the British Heart Foundation.

Between 9am and 5.30pm 
staff will be dressing as spooky 
characters and holding children’s 
colouring competitions to win a 
tub of sweets, and a ‘guess the 
weight of the pumpkin’ challenge. 
Open to all for a small donation.

THE jacket potato seller of Ten Bell 
Square has been moved on – by 
bailiffs.

Steve Jones had been quietly 
selling hot baked jacket potatoes 
from his stall on Sainsbury’s 
land outside their Beeston store. 
Sainsbury’s gave him permission 
to operate on a trial basis for three 
months earlier this year, with the 
company saying it would carry 
out a review when the temporary 
agreement ended on April 1, after 
they had had a chance to see if any 
issues had arisen with regard to site 
control and customer feedback.

However, when the agreement 
expired on April 1 and a new 
one didn’t materialise, Mr Jones 
continued to trade as he waited for 
the review to be carried out. He 
alleges that, as he did not infringe 
any of the conditions stipulated by 
Sainsbury’s, the agreement should 
have been renewed, or that the 
company’s lawyers should at least 
give him their definitive reason for 

that not being the case.

Letters to and fro followed. 
Sainsbury’s legal team said 
permission had been withdrawn, 
and that Steve’s refusal to leave the 
site was unlawful and amounted to 
trespass.

In went the bailiffs.

Steve said: “The bailiffs 
arrived out of the blue on October 
10, bearing a legal ‘Notice to 
Vacate Land’ issued on behalf of 
Sainsbury’s. They gave me the 
option of moving myself – or 
having them do it for me.

“I still have no real answer from 
Sainsbury’s as to why they are 
doing this to me, only that ‘the 
arrangement was not something 
we could support further’. I am 
absolutely gutted. I have invested 
my entire savings in setting up this 
enterprise to support myself and my 
family, and Sainsbury’s has pulled 
the rug out from under my feet.”

Mr Jones collected a petition full 

of signatures from appreciative 
customers earlier in the summer, 
and MP Nick Palmer has written 
to the company in support of the 
enterprise.

Now Mr Jones has written to 
Sainsbury’s Chief Executive, Mr 
Justin King, enquiring if he, as the 
man at the top, has any idea what is 
happening in and around Sainsbury 
stores at local level.

“I simply want to trade in the Ten 
Bell Square,” he said. “I’m aware 
of the intricacies of contract law 
– but what about the humanitarian 
element involved?

“If, as I strongly suspect, the 
nature of the complaint is that 
Sainsbury’s didn’t ask me to pay 
rent during the trial period, why 
don’t they ask me to pay rent now 
– instead of taking this incredibly 
heavy-handed approach which 
has left me feeling battered and 
bruised?”

A reply has not been received 
from Sainsbury’s head office.

Jacket potato seller out on his ears


