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NUMBER ONE POLICY – THE RIGHT TO BE BORN 
 

The 1967 Abortion Act came into effect in April 1968.  In the first year [nine months] there were 

25,185 UK abortions recorded.  In the last recorded year, 2006, there were 214,181 abortions in 

the UK - with the great majority carried out in England.  With the advent of the morning-after pill 

it is unrecorded how many more babies were conceived but did not get a chance to be born.  The 

recorded abortions are now nearing the 7 million mark and about one third of those babies, if born 

instead of being destroyed, would now be economically active and paying taxes to pay for our 

public services and state benefits, especially pensions. 

 

More importantly, we have lost the benefit of their talents and contribution to the common good.  

Included among them might have been a genius who would have contributed a quantum leap in 

human understanding, or discovered cures for diseases, or methods of increasing food production, 

or been an outstanding musician or athlete.  International law protects the unborn, but our 

governments in their arrogance have ignored the very conventions that they have subscribed to.  

The meaning of Right to Life has been distorted at every level from the UK, through the EC and 

up to the UN. 

 

Without the acceptance of abortion it would not have been possible to introduce Invasive 

Violating Fertility treatment and embryo experimentation.  Neither men nor states can grant 

human rights, which they have confused with civil rights.  Human rights, including the Right to 

Life, are inalienable and natural God given rights.  Governments and the UN can only confirm 

those rights and uphold them.  They have deliberately failed to do this for their own warped 

reasons. 

 

Resurgence is committed to affirming the Right to Life and repealing all legislation that 

contravenes and distorts this basic Right from which all other Rights flow.  In the process we will 

support any initiatives to tighten up the procedures and eradicate the abuses of the existing 

legislation.  Our ultimate aim is to ensure the Right to be Born. 

 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

HOW POLITICS SHOULD BE 

 
The Liberal Democrats strategy is to be part of a hung Parliament and form a coalition with either 

the Labour or Conservative parties.  The price for their participation would be the introduction of 

proportional representation based on the Single Transferable Vote system. This requires large 

multi-member constituencies as in the Republic of Ireland. 
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This should be explained to the public because while PR seems attractive and a fairer way of 

electing a government, our electoral system is intended to elect the people’s representatives.  

Under PR, the usual outcome is that no one party gets enough members elected to form a 

government by themselves and horse trading takes place for weeks after the election before a 

coalition is formed on an agreed programme for government, which does not resemble the 

manifesto of the individual parties. 

 

Within the constituencies in Ireland, usually based on counties or parts of them, you may get five 

TDs elected to the Dail.  Party loyalty counts for little as a Fine Gael supporter might vote for a 

FG candidate who hails from his part of the county but will not vote for the Fine Gael candidate 

who resides in the far end of the county.  His second vote will go to a local candidate who is not 

Fianna Fail.  It is very tribal and territorial. 

 

The parties knowing that they will not win all five seats may only put forward the number of 

candidates that matches the number of TDs that they can expect to pass the threshold number of 

votes for election.  To put in more candidates will split their vote and result in fewer party 

candidates being elected.  I have enquired into the mechanism as to how the voting system works 

as it is not immediately apparent how the transfer of second and third preferences work.  You 

have to number the candidates in order of preference from one to nine if there are nine candidates. 

 

Those in the know usually only vote for two candidates in order not to give the opposition any 

opportunity.  People know that the candidates at the bottom of the first count will have their votes 

redistributed on the basis of their second choice.  But ask them to explain how the excess votes of 

the candidates, who have crossed the threshold number of votes required for election, are 

distributed and they will be at a loss to understand never mind explain.  Some counts take days to 

complete and require many counts.  When the results are published in the newspapers they are 

shown like a spread sheet with columns filling the full width of a broadsheet. 

 

The system is very reliant on the electorate trusting the officials who administer the election to 

ensure that the process, especially the count, is carried out fairly and honestly.  In an attempt to 

speed up the process a trial was carried out in a number of constituencies with a computerised 

voting system.  After one attempt the computers were consigned to a warehouse where they 

gather dust and cobwebs. 

 

Father Kevin Doran  writing in the July/August edition of Alive!  last year made a fundamental 

point under the heading THE OPPOSITION HAS AN IMPORTANT ROLE TO PLAY: 

 

Various parties and individuals have been criticised for their willingness to enter government 

with Fianna Fail, but the alternative was to go through the election process all over again. 

The party system adds to the difficulty.  If each TD decided how to cast his vote or her vote on 

each issue as it arose, then the need for a stable majority would not arise.  A policy would stand 

or fall on its merits. 

But then, if there were no parties, would we have coherent government at all? 

There has to be a balance.  We need a stable government.  But we also need to remember that it  

is the Oireachtas, not the government, that the people elect. 

The government needs to respect the Oireacthas.  This means listening to the wisdom of the 

opposition.  It means not ramming through legislation without adequate debate. 

It probably also means having the courtesy to inform the Dail before asking the President to 

dissolve it! 

 



 3 

Before the last election I predicted that if Labour was re-elected they would do untold damage.  I 

think that I have been proved right with for example, the issue of civil partnerships leading to the 

sexual orientation regulations, demonstrating how the agenda of a small minority has been 

rammed through contrary to the reasonable moral and conscientious objections of the Christian 

majority in this country. 

 

This is not democracy and the danger is that as people feel loss of power to influence government 

they resort to other methods to get their message across.  When a march of over 1 million people 

to protest against the invasion of Iraq and the illegal war is ignored, and protestors repeatedly 

penetrate the security of the Houses of Parliament to make a protest but are dismissed without 

proper consideration of their concerns, they will resort to more violent actions.  A government 

without legitimacy is a dictatorship.  The massive House of Commons majorities of Thatcher’s 

government and Blair’s government resulted in Parliamentary dictatorships based on party 

political domination of the Chamber. 

 

This is enforced with ruthless discipline by the whips consisting of intimidation, threats and even 

physical abuse.  The majority party in the Commons will be divided in thirds.  One third will be 

offered a position in government (a second well paid job) which they do not want to lose by going 

against the whips and they must also have regarded for the doctrine of collective responsibility.  

Another third will have aspirations to enter government and do not want to blot their copybook 

and spoil their prospects.  The final third will have a secure constituency base and have no 

aspirations other than to represent their constituents, so will be open to defy the whips. 

 

Martin Bell (the Man in the White Suite) gives a telling account of life in the House of Commons, 

which he experienced from the inside during his tenure as an independent MP.  In his book 

Through Gates of Fire the reality of our democratic process is revealed.  His conclusion is that 

there is a need for a large body of independent MPs to resist the domination of the elected House 

by government that controls the business and time of the House. 

 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

HOW WE ARE TO PROCEED 
 

We are not foolish enough to believe that we can form the government of the UK.  Our aim is to 

get Resurgence candidates elected to the House of Commons and then use Parliamentary 

procedures to introduce Bills and make amendments to legislation.  In adopting policies and 

drawing up a manifesto, our purpose is to indicate to voters the way that we will proceed and how 

a Resurgence MP will vote in divisions.  As elected representatives of the people we will hold 

government to account. 

 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

WHAT DO YOU THINK OF THE SHOW SO FAR? 
 

Rubbish! As Eric Morecambe used to say. 

 

That might have been Eric’s reaction at the end of the new Chancellor’s first Budget statement to 

the Commons.  Last year Chancellor Brown, in his last Budget, committed his successor to 

various changes and initiatives that did not leave Darling much room for stamping his own 

identity or initiative on the Treasury’s conduct of the economy. 
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When Darling accepted the position as Chancellor of the Exchequer, he must have known that 

Premier Brown is a control freak and would be pulling his strings.  What he could not have 

anticipated was the problem files left by Brown.  (Oh! By the way Alistair, I’ve left you some 

unfinished business in the in-tray. Ta-Ta)  The sub-prime mortgage scandal in the USA was 

exported world-wide and then compounded by our own crisis at Northern Rock caused by the 

bank’s management.  This hot-potato was juggled between the Treasury, Bank of England and 

Financial Services Authority all of whom did not want to get their fingers burnt.  The result was 

that the crisis of confidence was mishandled. 

 

With swift action Northern Rock could have been safely taken under the wing of Lloyds TSB just 

has we have now seen in the USA with Bear Stearns taken over by J P Morgan Chase - backed up 

by guarantees from the Federal Reserve.  The difference is that the USA can act unfettered while 

the UK is constrained by EU rules and regulations.  The UK taxpayer is now footing the bill and 

all because of a lack of confidence. 

 

It would be interesting to know how many of the people queuing to get their savings out of 

Northern Rock were previously members of the mutual building society who voted for 

incorporation and received a windfall of free shares.  Did they anticipate in their panic that their 

shares would plummet in value?  Resulting in a crisis, subsequent anticipated 2,000 job losses 

and nationalisation.  Cruel if they were employee-shareholders.  They might not have felt any 

responsibility for the wider banking sector, but their actions were the catalyst that started the 

financial crisis in the UK.  Having withdrawn their money from Northern Rock they then sought 

a safe home for it, the main beneficiary being building societies – how ironic is that? 

 

Next they then decided to sell their shares before they dropped below their original value, and 

that is when the vultures started circling.  The hedge funds started buying in a falling market on 

the prospect of making profit when the takeover or nationalisation took place. 

 

If the Government can be criticised, then so can a banking industry that took no collective action 

and indeed made the situation worse by individually pulling up the draw-bridge and refusing to 

lend to each other.  If this is a free-market, then why did the Government get involved?  Why did 

the Federal Reserve intervene in the USA - that shining example of the capitalist free market 

economy and trade now exported world-wide as the Global Economy?  We will answer those 

questions a little later. 

 

Governments might have the resources to save one bank but they will find it harder to deal with 

the second and third failing bank.  Darling’s Budget has failed to address the problem and even 

worse has continued to ignore the problem 

 

When Darling made his Autumn pre-budget report it was evident that the seriousness of the 

situation had not sunk in and anyone mentioning the R word was accused of talking down the 

economy.  Well we might not technically be in recession but all the hallmarks are there.  Loss of 

confidence; bank run and nationalisation of Northern Rock; bank shares plunging and stock 

market in general decline; official Bank of England interest rate ignored with higher rates for 

mortgages and unsecured loans; mortgage repossessions increasing and credit cancelled; builders 

with unsold properties and house prices in decline; retailers on the High Street complaining of 

lower sales and asking for further interest rate cuts; jobs being cut; the weakening of the Pound 

masked by the collapse of the Dollar; the trade deficit growing; energy and raw-food costs 

increasing faster than general inflation. 
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Never mind all that. Admiral Brown and Captain Darling have put their telescopes to their blind 

eyes and it is steady as you go.  Left-hand down a bit and steer for the horizon and a safe harbour.  

Ignore the shoals because they have plumbed the depths and their golden rules mean that they 

have a sprat’s clearance.  But HMS Great Britain and NI is not copper-bottomed and has 

accumulated barnacles that are slowing it and dragging it down.  The tide has turned and guess 

what, the ship has hit a big Rock.  It is all hands to the pumps.  Unfortunately they are pumping 

water into the ship instead of pumping it out. 

 

For the sake of clarity, barnacles equal debt.  That is, massive personal debt, growing public 

sector debt, off the book debt like the Northern Rock guarantees and arms length government 

companies, not forgetting the Private Finance Initiative, and of course the National debt. 

 

The growing trade deficit has had a major bearing on the value of the Pound.  The oil producing 

countries have accumulated vast reserves of petro Dollars and are now using those funds to buy 

up banks, companies, property and land in the western economies.  Because oil is traded in 

Dollars, they have reacted to the falling value of the Dollar that by unintended consequence has 

devalued their oil still underground.  The price of oil has increased as a result.  The new 

manufacturing countries, like China, hold vast amounts of foreign currency which when switched 

from Dollar to Euro affect the exchange rate and send the spiral down further.  They have also 

gone on the acquisition trail, such as the acquisition of MG Rover.   It easy to see the logic in 

Tata of India buying up Tetley tea in order to control and to own the whole supply chain.  But it 

has gone beyond that with them buying up the UKs steel and car manufacturing sector. 

 

These factors go some way towards explaining why the Pound is stronger against the Dollar but 

weaker against the Euro and most other currencies.  It is about perception.  With London the 

leading global finance centre and the UK economy more aligned to the USA than the EU we are 

seen as particularly vulnerable to the crisis in USA. 

 

Our growing trade deficit, fuelled by an addiction to cheap manufactured products from China, 

means that we are further under threat.  As the Pound falls those imports become dearer.  There is 

more competition for energy, fuels, raw materials and metals.  As the developing countries 

become more prosperous and create a consumer class they want to share in the prosperity and 

enjoy the fruits of their labour.  This means more competition for raw food supplies such as rice, 

wheat and meat.  The problem is compounded by reduced production through drought, with 

climate change being blamed.  Rice producing countries have now banned exports in order to 

feed their own, in fear of riots.  There is a clear link – cheap consumer imports result in higher 

food prices.  Is this how the Global Economy is supposed to work? 

 

If we continue to lower interest rates the Pound also falls.  The drive to lower interest rates is in 

order to sustain the housing and retail markets.  As the Pound falls it should according to the CBI 

and TUC make it easier to export.  Except that the second biggest sector in the UK economy is 

aeronautics and we have to price and sell in Dollars.  This affects the UK and EU equally, but it 

does mean that the strength of the Dollar is a more important factor than the B of E setting 

interest rates.  If the purpose of low interest rates is to keep inflation under control then it is also a 

failure because the main inflationary pressure is rising oil and food prices caused by imports of 

these commodities. 

 

This is the conundrum.  The Gordian knot. Whatever we do the crisis will get worse.  The 

example of Japan and its ten years of recession coupled with minus interest rates shows how 

difficult the problem is.  The G7 are responsible for creating a global economy based on 

consumer spending funded through debt. 
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Gordon Brown is one of the main architects of that system.  This is proved by the concerted 

action of the central banks of the USA, EU, UK, Canada and Switzerland to pump billions of 

liquidity into the global economy.  That first attempt in December was a desperate attempt to 

keep the existing economic system based on cheap money going.  The fact that they had to repeat 

the exercise in March indicates how bad the situation is and how close we are to a Recession. 

 

Our Prospectus, in March last year, identified that our economy was built on quicksand.  On my 

travels through Europe, I find that people are equally concerned about the basis and sustainability 

of their own national economies. 

 

So how do we untie the Gordian knot and have we got time?  Better perhaps to follow 

Alexander’s example and take an incisive cut to the problem! 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

TAXATION FOR THE COMMON GOOD 

 
A document under the above title was issued by the Catholic Bishop’s Conference of England 

and Wales in 2004.  It built on a previous document published in 1997 entitled The Common 

Good and also referred to an original 1982 document, as quoted:- 

 

10. In 1982, the Laity Commission of the Catholic Bishops’ Conference of England and Wales 

published Community, Benefit and Taxation which stated that taxation was based on the 

common good and, thus, was underpinned by morality.  There are a number of questions which 

arise from such a view, such as: 

 

• do high taxation rates deter enterprise and initiative? 

• should we be allowed to withhold taxes for policies which are against our consciences – 

for example NHS abortion services or the production of nuclear weapons? 

• is taxation a good thing or is it theft? 

• are some form of taxes immoral? 

• what is the difference between tax evasion and tax avoidance? 

• what does the citizen get for his or her money? 

• what is a reasonable percentage of income to pay in tax? 

• how much should the state attempt to raise from tax? 

• with regard to taxation as a redistributor of wealth, on what criteria is it decided that 

certain forms of employment entitle a person to a greater share of the world’s resources 

than another? 

 

11. The Bishops of England and Wales present this publication as a contribution to the Church’s 

teaching and as stimulation to thought on the part of all members of the Church.  It is intended to 

provide information, raise questions and further discussion about the role of taxation in our 

society, within the context of the Church’s social teaching.  This publication, drawing on and 

summarising a more detailed original paper, covering the following: 

 

• Catholic social teaching as it bears on taxation. 

• an overview of public services financed by taxation. 

• who pays tax and how. 

• different forms of tax. 

• questions for further reflection and discussion. 
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These are:- 

• What structures and services are necessary for the common good of society?  Which of 

these should have a high priority?  Am I happy to contribute to those through taxation? 

 

• Am I willing to pay more for better services?  If so, how much more would I pay for 

which services?  How do I weigh appropriate rates of taxation over and against quality of 

services? 

 

• Am I willing to pay for those who are too poor to provide for themselves?  What 

provision from public services would I hope to enjoy when I am old and vulnerable? 

 

• Are taxes being used well?  Are services being run well?  What is the appropriate mixture 

of public and private provision? 

 

• How progressive should taxation be? Should I pay more?  Should the wealthy pay more?  

Should some people pay less? 

 

• What is the appropriate balance between different forms of taxation (for example, income 

tax and VAT)? 

 

• To what extent should taxes be used to promote socially useful aims (for example, taxes 

on tobacco, alcohol and petrol)? 

 

• In what circumstances should specific taxes be allocated to specific services? 

 

• Are there issues which would lead me to withhold part of my taxes? 

 

• How important is taxation among the many issues considered by voters at the time of an 

election? 

 

12. Catholic social teaching offers an understanding of our relationship with the world and others.  

This relationship includes, inextricably, political and economic matters.  Catholic social teaching 

also states that there is a need and a duty to reflect, as Catholic citizens, on the many aspects 

which the teaching embraces. 

 

At the core of the teaching – as expressed in The Common Good – are the concepts of fairness, 

justice, dignity, and respect for persons, all of which, in different ways, bear on any consideration 

of the place and morality of taxation. 

 

13. Taxation touches our lives in many ways.  But consideration has to be given not only to how 

much we pay in tax but what is provided out of taxation.  Taxes and our attitudes towards them 

define, in a profound way, what kind of society we want to live in.  While it is not the role of the 

bishops to suggest precise methods and levels of taxation, it is our duty to set out the Church’s 

teaching on the principles, attitudes and values which should inform matters and derive from the 

teaching some practical considerations. 

 

Resurgence - These factors will inform our policies; and the questions we will need to answer. 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

E-mail:   leader.resurgence@btinternet.com  Phone:   01526 348 555 

Post to:  P.K. – S.C.L.  PO BOX 1070 - LINCOLN - LN4 4WE 


