Thing You Can Talk To/Write To Your Councillors About

The Councillors believe that Option C is the most environmentally friendly, sustainable solution that everyone wants, and that the current centre even if modernised would not attract enough new users.

How Costly/Unpopular Is the Vic Leisure Centre?

	Centre
	Attendance
	Running Costs
	Cost Per Use

	
	
	
	

	Harvey Hadden 


	263,464 


	£ 348,844


	£1.32



	Tennis Centre
	279,623 


	£ 369,968


	£1.32



	Clifton
	287,904
	£ 472,580
	£1.64



	Elliot Durham  


	47,532
	£ 83,988
	£1.77

	Ken Martin 


	178,532
	£ 326,628
	£1.83

	Victoria


	215,491
	£ 429,888
	£1.99

	Southglade 


	220,000
	£45,840
	£2.03

	Beechdale


	206,280
	£ 420,639
	£2.04

	Noel Street
	113,515
	£62,065
	£2.31

	Portland 


	164,927
	£ 392,851
	£2.38

	John Carroll 


	141,432
	£ 398,654
	£2.82


(Figures drawn from Overview and Scrutiny Committee Scrutiny of Eversheds/APSE Leisure Centres Capitalisation Options Report 2004.  These are the most current, publicly available figures!)

VLC has more attendees than Beechdale, Ken Martin, Portland or John Carroll, and is cheaper per visit than Southglade, Beechdale, Noel St, Portland and John Carroll.

Will A More Modern Facility Make A Difference?

Latest APSE report (Dec 2008 to Community Wellbeing Select Committee) says:

“The APSE analysis includes satisfaction findings pre improvement works to centres. For example satisfaction with Portland Leisure Centre was 56% in 2006/07. Future surveys at the Centre as part of the rolling programme will show if there has been an improvement since the Centre has been upgraded.  The range of satisfaction with Centres varies from 54% to 68%.”

This clearly means that there are no figures to show whether or not upgrading has improved satisfaction in those leisure centres that have been upgraded. 

The introduction of free swimming has seen attendance increase substantially at the VLC, as indeed it did during the free swimming day the campaign and council held last May (over 650 swum that day).

 

The trends suggest that the usage of the centre is more sensitive to programming and pricing than the “newness” of the facilities.  What appears to encourage usage is a clean usable environment with a diversity of activities that the public want at an affordable price. 

What About All Those Roofs?
 
Any large building built before  about 1960 would have a roof made up of a number of different pitches, because it would have been uneconomical to build in any other way, so based on this argument we should demolish any large old building. We estimate that the Council House for instance has about 30 roofs. There are something like 24 different roofs on the existing centre, Option A would radically reduce this to about 11, as  compared to at least 13 for Option C.
 
Which Is The Most Environmentally Friendly Design?
 
Option A is the only one that is consistent with the Council's own Carbon targets. It would seem that refurbishing a HOUSE results in 35 tons less CO2 (the same carbon emissions as flying to Australia and back 10 times ) than building a new one so the amount of carbon saved by keeping as much of the building as possible would be immense, compared to the savings made by energy efficiency in the new-build of Option C.  Furthermore, Option C will have a 10 year life span, at which point it will have to be rebuilt, incurring more carbon.  By comparison, the Centre has stood for 150 years and is still structurally sound.
For more info please visit

http://www.bshf.org/published-information/publication.cfm?thePubID=3DE7278E-15C5-F4C0-99E86A547EB36D44
What Have People Actually Asked For?
 

The ONLY publicly available surveys are as follows:
 

  

Evidence from “Tell Us Your Views” (Council survey following initial decsion to close VLC - 1194 forms recieved, 3984 petitions, 290 at public meetings)
80% wished to keep the existing facilities
“Many see the VLC as an iconic building for the Sneinton Market area and are keen that its form as an historic building is nost to the City and the immediate area”
 

Evidence from May 31st    (546 respondents)
         Q4
93% of those surveyed would rather see Nottingham City Council put the money they promised into making VLC better, rather than building a new Leisure Centre somewhere else.
Q5
When asked What bits of VLC building would you like to see kept, the top 5 responses (in order of popularity) were: All of the building; Swimming pools; Clock tower; Turkish baths; Sports Hall.
Q6
When asked to rate the importance of existing facilities, top 5 were: Swimming, children’s activities, fitness classes, gym, sport hall
 Evidence from Nov 1st (43 respondents)
 92% agreed with the statement,  “I want Victoria Baths to be done up. This would save some of the best bits of the building while making it more modern”.  Only 7% agreed with the statement : “I want a new building to be in place of Victoria Baths.  This would give a purpose-built building, all new.”
Despite holding consultation exercises on three occasions since the new deisngs were unveiled, the Council have refused to release any figures showing which design is the most popular.  Why? How can they then go on to say that Option C is the favourite, when they have provided no evidence and when such a statement contradicts the only detailed public surveys available?
 

