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ON JUNE 7th, i 1973, NOTTINGHAM elected This was an option given to all councils when
54 councillors - three in each of eighteen
wards. The result was a massive Labour

local government was reorganised in 1973.
It was gle®fully accepted _by the Labour group,

majority: 44 Labour councillors and only ten and was accompanied by much Tory teeth-
Tories . gnashing and indignant editorialising in the

Can Labour stage a repeat performance? Evening POSL
It's anybodyós guess. Since the last election It means that, unlike past elections, we
almost everything has changed. In 1973, have no recent indication of voting trends.
following the usual pattern, Labour floated in
locally on a wave of disillusionment with the
national government of the day - in this case, c
Ted Heath and the politics of confrontation
This time round whether or not local men - -. . ô . . B t f tó bod ' t l t th
ýght on local issue? ô the patter? ls likely to local LIó_.a1bo1urSg?'g5up willshgvlgstfeeii ggeassingework to Labour's disadvantage instead - pretty hard. The most bewildering change
unle?ô 0.15 ý?Lf'rSeô the Agfebni of ñTlihw as ýmed since last time has been the complete redraw-
exac -Y mg or 3 crucl DOS a e PO 5' ing of the ward boundaries - which was the

responsibility of the Labour council.
-l_ Its implications have naturally been

ignored by the Evening Post (did they even
notice?) and soaped over by the Arrow:
"City wears a new face tailor made for theBut other things have changed too. We are ' H d th h cu;

now electing a completely new council every 705;ó b_eame e ea me' H _
three years instead of the old system of Tallopmad? for Labour might be more
electing one, third of the council annually.

NOTT]1\lGIðIAM VOICE is an independent
paper which is against the use of money
and power to exploit any group or

accurate. Whatever effect the changes have
on the Labour majority, they have certainly
given the Labour establishment the chance to
pay off a few old scores inside the party.

The main weapon here has been the A
increase in the number of electoral wards
from 18 to 27. This has meant smaller wards

individualg We Welcome news, aÔóti<Ä1e5 and and less councillors to a ward - two instead
hell) from lþtemsted QPOUPS and 1"d1Vidua15- of three, with the exception of Byron Ward,
Editorial meetings are held each Monday at which will have three. At the same time,
6.00 pm at 33 Mansýeld Reed endô eýeI._ most of the old wards have been broken up and
wards, in the Peacock Hotel. All those the old ward parties completely reorgamsed,
interested in helping are invited to attend in many C9595 Completely d95t1"9-Ye9- The
any meetine_ most notable example has been troublesome

Market Ward, a hot-bed of anti-Labour estab-
Nottingham Veiee is printed and published lishment activity which has disappeared
by the Nottingham Voice Committee, Hi
33 Mansfield Road, Nottingham.
Telephone: (0602) 411676..

totally in the new boundary structure. A
similar fate has befallen the old Lenton Ward,
another trouble spot: new Lenton Ward looks a
fairly safe establishment prospect.

This edition was produced by: Fred Bread, sp what pattern can we see in all this
R0891ñ CiñiiCh1eY, Nigel Le?ô Chas GFHT-in, turmoil? The best bet is to follow the party
Anne G1"1ý1l"1, Maýa" Jeý1"1e5, Ken TYT143511, establishment and their reliable troopers.
Chris Seal, Mick Jordan, Hugh Davies,
A .B. Dick and others.

So St Ann's will be safe for Peter Burgess
and Betty Higgins, Lenton will be safe for
party leader John Carroll, Bilborough for



Bert Littlewood and Bob Birch, Bridge for
George Chambers and Harold Roe, Clifton
East for Percy Holland and Stan Shelton,
Bulwell East for Ivy Matthews (though Commun-
ist John Peck might be a reasonable tip for
the second seat here), and Radford for Len
Maynard. "

On the other hand, Forest is unlikely to
be very rewarding for ex-Lenton Ward rebel
Peter Price, nor is Greenwood necessarily
going to be safe for ex-Market Ward (and ex-
Lord Mayor) Charlie Butler - hardly a rebel,
but a member of an earlier Labour establish-
ment and not over-popular with the present
leaders. g

The safe Tory wards can be spotted in the
same way: leader Jack Green and fellow Bill
Bradbury should have no trouble in Mapperley,
Oscar Watkinson and Rex Rolling should be
safe in Forest.

- But both these wards give an interesting
view of internal Tory politics. Neither ward
has changed much from the old Mapperley and
Forest wards, which means that in each of
them one of the three sitting councillors has
had to go - and who more suitable for the chop
than deposed Tory leader Fred Woodward and
this year's Sheriff Gerry Elliott, villain of
the piece in an over-publicised punch-up with
some old-age pensioners last year. No false
sentiment here - both have been shunted over
to working-class Radford Ward, hardly a
happy hunting-ground for Tories.

So whatever new -look council the election
brings, we are unlikely to see any basic
change in either of the political establishments,
and, local politics being what they are, this
has to be a pretty depressing prospect. The
Labour group in particular has managed to
eliminate all the elements which, though
awkward for the party bosses, at least repres-
ent the idealism which attracts many people to
the Labour movement in the ýrst place. The
only hope is that there may be a few surprises
among the lesser-known candidates.

Nor do the slogans and the election
addresses of the two main parties give much
encouragement. Though Labour at least
offers some sort of coherent programme, the
Tories seem largely to offer negatives - they
will stop the Zone and Collar, stop the
Festival Hall, stop buying private houses, cut
the bus subsidy, above all cut costs and keep
down the rates. The inspiring slogan at the
head of their manifesto is "A vote for freedom
and value for money" .

Hardly the clarion call of a new society.
But then we don't expect that from the Tories.
The essence of Toryism is to preserve the
well-being of those who are doing pretty well
already.

We do expect more from Labour, however.
The Labour manifesto (price 10p) is called
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acceptable ideas with the glimmerings of a
socialist ethic at the back of them - community
control over land development, public trans-
port as a public service rather than a profit-
making business - but it is so badly put
together that its sincerity is immediately in
question. It lumbers on from sentence to
clumsy sentence as if no-one could be bother-
ed to take it seriously enough to make it
readable. Are these really the burning .
convictions of a party speaking urgently and
lucidly to its electorate? What are we
expected to make of a policy which sums itself
up as "Labour will continue to make Notting-
ham a place to live and work in"?

The weakness of the manifesto and the
weakness of the Labour Party's whole
position is given away in a single sentence in
the section on redevelopment: "We intend to
develop and expand the general policy of
co-operation and consultation with the tenantsó
associations in the area where we carry out
development or improvements; we hope to
encourage the participation of local people in
all schemes which affect them" .  

So, in a single sentence (in a twelve-page
manifesto) the Labour group commits itself to
a policy of co-operation, consultation and
participation. There is no explanation of how
this is is going to be achieved, and we may
assume that its extent will depend entirely on
how far the politicians and the administrators
are willing to take it.

This is not what socialism is about, how-
ever, and it should not be what local govern-
ment is about. It is hardly surprising that
only a third of the electorate turns out when
the power of the vote amounts to the power to
appoint a body of crumb-droppers.

People will be interested in local govern-
ment when they can really control it. This
means taking power from the Council House
cliques and giving it to the people who it
actually affects. It means giving communities
the chance to l"Lll'l their own areas (not just be
consulted about it), it means making council-
lors genuinely answerable to electors by
giving wards the power to sack them and elect
someone else at agy time, it means that the
adminstrators - the Chief Executives, the City
Solicitors, the City Planning Officers - should
be at the command of the people who pay their
wages and not in control of them, it means
making all the decisions and all the informat-
ion available to all the electorate all the time.

Until the Labour Party can offer us this
sort of alternative it will remain yet one more
branch of Establishment Ltd.
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IF YOU LIVE IN BULWELL EAST, you have a
different sort of choice at the local election:
you can vote Communist as 1,526 people did
last time.

Does this mean Bulwell is what the News of
the World would call a "hotbed of Communism" ?
No - Bulwell is very similar to most estates in
Nottingham. Yet there is a reasonable chance
that it will return a Communist councillor next
week - John Peck.

- If you follow local news, you'll be familiar
with John Peck's name. He's president of the
Trades Council, secretary of Bulwell óTenants
Association, secretary of the Bulwell British
Legion, a shop steward, on the regional
committee of USDAW, and one of the founders
of the Nottingham Woodcraft Folk . . . The
list goes on.

Of course, some people collect labels like
these and do little, but John Peck has always
tried to make these offices mean something ,
not so much by sitting on committees as by
getting about at g grassroots level: following up
repairs complaints, campaigning for water to
be laid on the the Crabtree Estate allotments,
writing letter after letter to the Evening Post,
selling the Morning Star round the estate
every Saturday.  

But is all this really necessary? If he
wanted to be a councillor, wouldn't the
Labour Party gladly have had him?

"Oh yes," he says. "I've had the usual
offers. I was offered a safe parliamentary
seat about thirty years ago. But it's not just
a position I'm after. Besides, if I'd joined
the Labour Party I would have been kicked out
by now or come under enormous pressure to
back down. People who are lively and
argumentative are looked up to in the
Communist Party. You can't say that for the
Labour Party. "

In fact, he claims, the Communistsó whole
attitude and approach to politics is different.

"The Communist Party believe in theory and
education. You don't see that in the Labour
Party. And that's why, in a sense, we can't
lose this election." c Electioneering is a further
opportunity to explain Communist principles,
through leaþets, through street meetings,
through canvassing. In fact, he and other
party members hold street meetings throughout
the year, and he holds an advice session at
his house every Friday. Politics isn't just
seen as touting for a vote every few years:
"Our election campaign started after the last
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election result." L
This attitude reþects some of the policies

proposed by the Communists: "The response of
many electors is to opt out, not to vote, to say,
óThey're all the same. ' Someone expressed
this disillusion very clearly the other night.
He said, ñWe've had the same two teams for
the last thirty years and look what a mess
they've made of it. It's time the manager
was sacked and we started with completely
new teams. '"

So the Communists challenge this lack of
democracy. Democracy "means more than a
vote at the ballot box. " John Peck intends,
if elected, to continue with his street meetings
and weekly advice sessions, and perhaps
start a regular newsletter. He wants to see
elected neighbourhood councils in every area
and to see trades unions , tenants associations
and other organisations with co-opted '
members on Council committees. He sees local
politics as a matter of "people inside and the
people outside w orking together . "

But will anybody accept these ideasô?
Haven't the media and the capitalists made
"communist" such a dirty word that most people
are hopelessly prejudiced against the "reds"?
John Peck Qrees that he has to fight all kinds
of distortions which other, more "acceptable",
parties avoid. He quotes a small example
from last year. Someone was accusing the
Woodcraft Folk of being a school for
COIIlII1UlòliStS. It became an issue in the nation-
al press. The Evening Post wanted a local
angle so they phoned John Peck. "I gave the
Post seven names of people working with the
Woodcraft Folk. Two of these names were
Communists. They only quoted the two
Communists. '

John Peck is not only out to win the
election but to prove it's possible slowly to
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