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More beer money for students?

Many of you will possibly have read in the Sunday papers about
the possibility of obtaining rent rebates if you live in Hall. Very
few people seem to have any ideas of the situation as the people
who do know are not keen to let on about a possible loophole in
the 1980 Housing Act. The following article is by Sue Telling of
Student Services and outlines the position up-to-date.

The national press, via publicity by the NUS, have drawn the
attention of many people to a clause in the 1980 Housing Act which
appears to enable students living in Halls of Residence to apply for rent
allowances. This sounds like a great way of bolstering grants against
rising residence fees. But unfortunately there is still a lot of confusion
about how different boroughs will respond to claims; how colleges will
react to inquiries regarding a breakdown of Hall bills for assessment
purposes; how, if any test cases are taken to court, lawyers will
interpret the relevant clause with regard to individual cases; and
finally, if students are granted this allowance, whether or not the
amount of money involved will be worth applying for.

A Department of the Environment spokesman is reported to have
confirmed that students could claim allowances for rent paid in hostel
type accommodation. However, the Housing Officer for Kensington
and Chelsea seems to have spoken to a different official at the D of E.
His information was that people in Halls of Residence would be
unlikely to qualify since although they fulfill the first part of the
relevant clause in the new Housing Act there are aspects of the second
part of the clause that could be construed against them. People living
in hostels can indeed claim, but the official interpretation of a hostel is
one in which people are living in dormitories. The original intent of the
1980 Housing Act was not apparently to allow students in college
residences this opportunity to supplement their grant. The D of E does
admit that the whole thing is very woolly and finds it difficult to
predict just what the final outcome will be. Our local Housing Officer
seems to think that this borough would turn down such a claim.

Meanwhile, some boroughs have been actively encouraging students
to apply. For instance, the Welfare Rights Officer of Greenwich
Borough Council wrote to Thames Polytechnic Students’ Union.
However when students did apply the rent allowance office wanted a

_breakdown from the Polytechnic on what exactly the students were
paying for, since the residence fees are heavily subsidised. The
accounts department at first estimated that about £1.25 of the normal
£24.60 was rent. The union contested this finding and it was
subsequently admitted that a student’s Hall bill could not be itemised.
This would also seem to apply to any IC Residence bill. The
Kensington and Chelsea Housing Department meanwhile, take the
view that the it is not within their jurisdiction to approach the land-
lord for a breakdown of a bill but take it at face value then apply their
own analysis of the figures.

Thames Polytechnic Union are still waiting to hear from Greenwich
Borough Council on their final decision. There is apparently a
government directive for boroughs to delay making any payments until
the wording of the Housing Act has been more closely scrutinised. If
the Union does get a negative reply they intend taking the Borough to
Court to fulfill its obligations under the 1980 Housing Act as long as
the NUS are prepared to supply the necessary funds. It would seem
that a successful test case will be the only way of ultimately getting any
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payments through since boroughs are under great financial pressure at
present to abide by central directives.

If all this hasn’t been enough to dampen anyone’s enthusiasm
perhaps it would be as well to also recall some information given in a
previous FELIX article on who can apply for rent allowances and how
they are calculated. ; :

Agreements with a landlord that are described as ‘holiday’ or
‘company’ lets and accommodation that is shared with the landlord

are all still outside the range of rent allowances. People with ‘licenced’

agreements do now qualify under the new 1980 Housing Act and it is
always possible to take a ‘holiday let’ to the County Court for
reclassification when it is obvious that the tenants are not on
holiday.........

Most boroughs have a different way of working out these allowances
since quite a lot of discretion is allowed. The following is a description
of this Borough’s method: it

A 25% deduction is usually made for furniture, with a further
amount deducted (up to 25%) if heating is included in the rent. The
rate element (approx 25%) is also removed, but this will be subject to its
own rebate. The basic rebate will be between 20% and 30% of the
remaining figure. The percentage varies according to the rent payable,
shrinking as the rent increases. However, if your income is less than
£34.90 (the single person’s housing benefit needs allowance), as it
normally will be during the vacation then 25% of the difference
between the income and the needs allowance is added to the basic
figure. If your income is more than the needs allowance then the basic
rate is reduced by 17% of the difference between the income and the
needs allowance.

If a rate rebate is applicable this part is not subject to any initial
reductions, but the calculations tend to be even more tortuous without
providing a very clear indication of the final outcome.

If you apply during term-time however £10 of your rent is ignored in
these calculations since this figure is the weekly rent already allocated
in the grant. For most IC students this will mean that term-time
allowances just won’t be worth applying for. During the short
vacations however there could be an allowance of between £2 and £6 a
week. People living in the College head tenancies are getting around £4
a week. In the past the Student Services Office has recommended this
allowance for those who have to pay rent during the Christmas and
Easter holidays. Unfortunately the Housing Department will not
consider any claims made during the summer vacation since living in
College at this time is not regarded by at least one oflicial as being a
permanent place of residence.

If you do decide to apply for a rent allowance this is how to go about
it:

. It’s best to phone your Town Hall first to discover their interview
procedure and establish just where the relevant office is since it may not
be in the main building. Have all the necesary identification, proof of
rent and bank statement with you for anything missing will mean
another visit and possibly lost rebate since it only begins when they
have established the relevant facts.

If in the end you are refused payment, contact the Student Services
Office, 15 Princes Gardens, since they may have news of developments
in other boroughs which could possibly be used in negotiations with
Kensington and Chelsea.

Free!



Letters to
the Editor

Dear Sir

I wish to complain about your
editorial in last week’s issue of
FELIX (no 586).

The vast majority of the people
that I have met on ICU Council
are quiet, unassuming, polite
people who are soley interested in
serving the interest of their fellow
students.

To refer to these people as
‘ego-centric, pseudo-politico,
nancy-boy, pettyfogging twats”
is indeed an insult, and besides
which, it is grossly untrue.

Instead of casting aspersions on
many good people, may I suggest
that you either give credit where
credit is due, or shut up.

Yours faithfully
C J Batchelor
Mech Eng 3

¢

Ed’s Note

You were one of the people on
Council I referred to as “‘with only
a few exceptions’”. Well done
Colin! Keep up the good work!

Sir
I was appalled when I read your
editorial in the last issue of
FELIX. Many other members of
Council to whom I have spoken
were also appalled. We were
appalled that you could so
misconstrue the facts on which,
at the end of the day, your case
must rest. It is right and proper
that you should point out that a
few members of Council do not
have the same deep régard for
the Union as the rest of us. I,
myself a member of PWP this
year, have striven to get people
around the table to establish a
meaningful dialogue on many
areas relevant to student life.
As for your charge of egocen-
tricity what pilfle! I often talk to
ordinary students and sometimes
allow them to buy me a drink. In

addition to accusc members of
Council of pomposity merits the
ridicule it so fully and justly
deserves.

You raise the case of Social
Colours awards as a prime
example of back-slapping among
hacks. This is an award, which I
note you were not deemed
worthy ol receiving. I can only
speak. for myself in stating that I
am proud to wear the tie that I
know I fully deserve. Also Mr
Editor Marshall (I hope that
engenders enough respect) who
put forward the Social Colour
nominations for FELIX staff,

surcly *not yourself, a man of

towering moral principle.
[ am sir, your obedient servant,
Stephen Goulder
PWP Hon Sec 1980/1
Int Services Cttee 1980/1
Council 1980/1
SCC Exec Cttee 1980/1
RCSU Gen Comm 1980/1
Biochem II Ac Rep:- 1980/1
RCS Ac Affairs Comm 1980/1
Social Clubs Comm 1980/1
FELIX Cow Gum Monitor
1980/1
UGM Chairman 1981/2
SCC Chairman 1981/2
House Committee 1981/2
Union Finance Cttee 1981/2
Bookshop Committee 1981/2
Council 1981/2
RCS Gen Comm 1981/2
Social Clubs Cttee 198172
Social Clubs Excc Cttee 1981/2

Dear Steve

I was most interested to read
your editorial in last week’s
FELIX. I found it most amusing,
as I believe did most students.

However, whilst I find it hard
to disagree with the general
theme of your remarks, I would
like to take up a couple of points
where I thought you were slightly’
wide of the mark.

Firstly, on perhaps a slightly
petty note, I am interested as to
where you obtain your informa-
tion about Mr Passmore’s time of
arrival in the Union Office. I
don’t believe you've often been
seen in your ollice before 2:00pm.
And how you can have the gall to
describe yourself as a ‘serious
observer of the Union’ is quite
beyond me.

On a more serious note, I refer
to your comments on the Union
Council. As a member of this
prestigious body I found myself
reeling from the sheer verbosity
of your description of its honour-
able members. (I don’t have the
presumptousness to assume
myself one of your ‘few excep-
tions’.) After some thought,
however, I realised that not only
have you misjudged the situation,
but you are wrong as well. (This
isn't surprising since you've only
been to Council once this year.)

Far from being ‘ego-centric’’

and ‘pseudo-political’ most
members display the intelligence,

skill and concern for their
responsibilities of a Southside

Chef. Many fit the description of

being boring, apathetic and
largely incompetant individuals
who downgade Council to the
‘rubber-stamping’ body that it
often becomes. They have been
blind to the ineptitude and
esoteric indillerence of the Exec.
and have aided and abetted
‘cooperation’ verging on ac-
quiescence with almost every-
thing College throws at the
Union.

There are, however, a few,

exceptions, who could con-
ceivably be described as ‘ego-
centic’, ‘pseudo-political’ and
‘pettylogging’ by a cynic such as
yourself. They are the only
cffective voice of opposition
(apart from your good self) to the
Exec, the main check on their
otherwise unbridled activities. |
am pleased to number myself
amongst them.
Yours in ego-centric, peltyfogging
adversity,
Martin Taylor
; External Affairs Officer
PS: I thought that a/l this year’s
sabbaticals were equally deserv-
ing of a UGA (think about it).

Dear S Marshall
If you are going to slag off
John “UGA” Passmore why
restrict yourself to idiotic and
inaccurate backbiting. There are
many concrete issues which can
be justifiably cited to show his
lethargy and ineffectiveness as
ICU President—Ilack_of realistic
action on union policy on CND
and on South African participa-
tion in nuclear technology
courses; lack of sensitivity to
everyday issues aflecting many
students in College such as
refectories and overseas students
financing problems—to name
but a few. If you want to start a
reasonable debate on the role of
our glorious leader, then let’s
have some facts to argue about.
Yours
Simon Cox
Geology PG

Ed’'s Note

I don’t know who you are, but
you immediately strike me as a
person who’s not too hot upstairs,
if you take my meaning. Where
were you when I criticised ]
Passmore for exactly the things
you mention? Probably screwing
a few of those delectable birds
from WIST, if I'm not very much
mistaken.

Dear “Sir”

Your paper undulated into its
lower depths last week in your
particularly unpleasant remarks
about Rae Snee and Ruth
Hildebrand. We are not going to
question as to whether your
attacks were justified or not,
however we strongly object to the
sexist nature of your comments.

The size of breast, the supposedly
“‘unfeminine” appearance (‘‘fat
and ugly’’) do not affect a
person’s capacity to fulfil a role
in the Union or express an
opinion.

If you would like to put
forward positive suggestions as to
work J Passmore should do, then
state them and do not resort to
idiotic and inaccurate back-
biting (haven’t I heard this
somewhere before’-Ed.). We object
to the use of the image of a
helpless woman thing being
“petted” in the Union Office as
part of your attack. We do not
happen to be little furry animals.

- Whilst these “funny’ remarks

were probably slipped in without
any thought, we ask you to
reconsider them as they present
an attack not only on the persons
directly concerned but on all
women in College. Women will
stand no chance of playing an
equal role in a society which is
blinded by the image of women
as sexual objects.

NB We are writing in defence
of women in general and not
prompted by requests from the
individuals concerned here.

Ed’s Note a

Does “WIST” stand for *‘Wilde-
beests in Science & Technology’’?
Most of the people in “WIST”
seem to be men. Is Simon Cox in
“WIST”'? *Spect he’s just after a
quick letch, eh, girls?

Dear Steve

As the amount of space available
in FELIX for letters has appar-
ently expanded, I thought that I
might actually bother to write in
this week. I shall however try to
keep the prose simple, as I know
that literacy is not one of your
strong points. I have several
unconnected points to make.

One: Why do you sometimes
print letters with pseudonyms,
and at other times refuse to print
letters because they are signed
with pseudonyms?

Two: Why do you answer
criticism with insults to the critic
rather than reasoned argument?

Three: Why do you think
social colours are so important?

Four: Why do you like Liz
Lindsay so much? (I ask this out
of simple curiousity, my only
exposure to her having been her
shrill cries “‘come back this is
important” at UGMs and her
blatant lies about student
housing at the Physics Open
Day.)

Five: Swearing in print is not
of itself amusing but has to be
made so in context.

Six: When you ended your
most recent editorial ‘“‘Assume
normal student boring, ineffectual
lifestyles” were you addressing
yourself, vour readership or both,
and wouldn’t “‘resume’’ have
fitted better?

And finally, Seven: How come

Continued on page 6
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