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Having come into power in 1974, the Labour government of Harold Wilson had promised the British people a referendum on the recent joining of the Common Market
and a chance to leave if they so desired. This referendum was called for 1975. The Government and the opposition were divided, with parliamentarians from the
parties campaigning on both sides of the aisle. Also campaigning against the Common Market were the forces of the National Front, a British extreme right street
movement and political party, and its assorted publications, including the paper of its former neo-Nazi leading light, John Tyndall.

Using copies of Spearhead from the University of Northampton’s Searchlight Archive, this poster tells the story of this Brexit that never was from the perspective of the
Spearhead campaign, and examines how they engaged with the campaign. Though history never repeats itself exactly, there are trends, messages and themes which

repeat themselves from 1975 through to the present, and challenge our perceptions on just how far we might have moved on.

DO WE NEED
EUROPE?

The cover of Spearhead, February/March 1968. The campaign for the long
awaited referendum on membership of the Common Market in 1975 had
been running for years by the time of the vote, and Spearhead and its
associated movements were constant commentators and campaigners.

Established by John Tyndall in 1964, Spearhead was closely associated to
the Greater British Movement, National Front and British National Party,
all of which Tyndall had a part in founding and leading at various points.
It finally ceased publication after Tyndall's death in 2005, after 41 years
of continuous publication.
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N July NF activists from the London area

assisted by some others from the pro'ses 1

| held an impressive march through London

&

inprotest against the campaign to get Britain
into the European Common Market. The
marchers (pictured left) aroused great inter-
est amongst the passing public and much
support.

Itis interesting to note that not one men-
tion of the march was made in the national
Press, including the Beaverbrook papers
which claim to oppose British entry into
Europe.

BUY BULK!

Help to spread SPEARHEAD by buying
supplies for bulk distribution at special
wholesale rate of 8d. per copy for all
quantities of 50 or over.

PORTING UNION MOVEMENT:

No.190 March 1 1975 EVERY FORTNIGHT

 Make!t Dne Chioice Only InThe EEC Referendum

FEURDPE: YES

“"ALTERNATIVE

to the Common Market

T|HE Common Market drive continues unabated. Despite the enormous dangers that this
projectholds for Britain —dangers of which even some of its most staunch protagonists
are fully aware — the British Government, and the official voice of the Opposition, seem
completely committed, Everywhere the Common-Marketeers are winning the day.
Howisitthata case against which there is such an overwhelming weight of argument, and

which is based on vague speculations over which just about everyone has doubts, is coming:

to prevail? It seems almost as if the nation is saying: ""we don’t really know what we’re
jumping into, but we’ ve just got to jump!"

I have spoken to many hundreds of people on this issue. Some have been woolly left-wing
internationalists whom one might expect to supportE. C. M, asa step towards their one -world
dream. But others have been sincere patriots, with the soundest views over most other
issues of the day. A distressing number of the latter have fallen for the Common Market
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Marketeers scrape
the barrel

The last month has seen the pro-

Marketeers of Parliament and Press showing

FOOT AND BENN
Even they are preferable
to Market

contemporary national decay the distinctions
of left and right within the established
political spectrum have become scarcely
more than academic. The Foots, the Benns
and the Joneses could not do any more
harm to Britain than has been done by the
Heaths and the Wilsons.

And there is always the fact that they
can quickly be got rid of once we so decide,
whereas extrication from the Common Mar-
ket, though always possible, will become
increasingly difficult as the noose of political

re-establish the national freedom and
sovereignty of Great Britain. If we happen
for the moment to be placed in the same
camp as the left by reason of wanting with-
drawal, so be it. That does not make our case
wrong. We refuse to descend to this infantile
level of argument now being pursued by the
more moronic apostles of Toryism.

Referendum folly

This is the first part of a iwo-part article.
The writer is Secretary and Publicity Officer
of the National Front Industrial Section.

WORKING PEOPLE in this country have
always had to put up with the worst social
conditions and the threat of unemployment,
but since the war they have had to bear the
additional burden of black immigration.

Whereas on some other issues unions
stand up for the working man, on the issue of
immigration union leaders seem completely
out of touch with the wishes of ordinary
people. Consequently, union policies and
resolutions on immigration and integration
do not reflect their members’ feelings and
are dangerously against the interests of
British trade unionists. The overwhelming
majority of working people were opposed to
Immigration from the start, and there is
increasing friction between British workers
an.d immigrants at shop-floor level. Whether
this appears in the Press or not, it is evident
that white discontent is spreading and that
black immigration is creating a growing race
problem in British industry.

RACE-MIXING ON THE RAMPAGE

NEIL FARNELL (T.G.W.U.)

WORKERS
AGAINST
IVIMIGRATION

thqy will have to make their voices heard at
union meetings.

Ex-communist union bosses like
Jgnkins, Jones, Scanlon, Daly, etc., openly
give priority to immigrants and this is only
to be expected: What constitutes the worst
threat to union democracy and white workers
are the designs of the Communist Party
itself and the race relations bodies. Both are
clamouring for the Government to strengthen
the odious Race Relations Act, and both are
bringing pressure on the T.U.C. to set up its
own race relations department and include
race relations propaganda in union courses.

That communists and race relations
organisations have the same aims is no

paradoxically create a white backlash,
because far from wanting more power for
the immigrants, the vast majority of trade
unionists must be thinking, “what about
the white workers?”

BLACKS HIRED — WHITES FIRED

“It is the working class of white
workers who object to these coloured people
not the bosses™, a shop steward told The
Guardian (Feb. 21st, 1970). The threat qf
immigration and cheap immigrant labour is
obvious to the vast majority of British

workers. In such industries as textiles,
- - Q coruisco ind rip

NF TO FIGHT
MARYLEBONE

ALCOLM Skeggs, NF candidate for
South Ilford in the recent General
Election, is to stand for the NF in the
forthcoming By-Election "in Marylebone
caused by the appointment of Quintin Hogg

to Lord Chancellor.

Mr. Skeggs will devote his platform pre-
dominantly to the Common Market issue, and
his purpose will be to demonstrate to the
public the consistent record of the National
Front in being the only party to make a.
united stand against British entry into-

Europe
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FOR YEARS supporters of the Common. THE ECONOMIC EFFECTS

Market have insisted that Britain would
gain ‘“‘great economic advantage” if she
joined the E.E.C; but as the ‘Great Debate’
comes near to the crunch it becomes clear
that Britain will derive no economic ad-
vantages whatsoever — either short or long-
term — should she join. On the contrary,
she would only take upori herself steadily
increasing burdens which would ultimately
render her bankrupt.

It is of great significance that Prime
Minister Edward Heath failed to include
in his recent Government White Paper any
estimate of the ultimate total cost of Market
membership. The previous Labour Govern-
ment suggested in its White Paper a
maximum figure of £1,100 million per
year. Mr. Heath’s silence on the subject
can only mean that the real cost would
be even higher.

Tory Minister for Industry, Mr. John
Davis, stated at a Press Conference in
Stockholm last June that: “It is extra-
ordinarily difficult to predict the growth
of Britain’s economy after entry into the
EE.C” (The Government employs 300
highly qualified economists in Whitehall
to investigate just this sort of question!)
Yet it is on the basis of promised growth
that the Government insists that the cost
of membership — whatever it might be —
will be met!
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MALCOLM SKEGGS

‘Benefits’

to Britain an
Absolute Myth

The National Front, championed by Spearhead, engaged in street active
campaigning in the years running up to 1975. They even dedicated their
by-election campaigns in the years running up to 1975 to the anti-
Common Market cause, such as in Marylebone in 1970.

Tyndall accepted however that the vote was already likely lost by the
early 1970s, claiming that their exclusion meant there was no positive
message from the anti-Common Market campaign in the referendum,
which was all a sham anyway.

Top: Spearhead, September 1969, p. 12.

Middle Left: Spearhead, August 1970, p. 15.
Middle Right: Malcolm Skeggs, National Front Candidate for Marylebone.
Bottom: Spearhead, August 1971, p. 4.

line,

Unwittingly and innocently, they are aiding Britain’s enemies. Why ?

in the relation

Tyndall saw the White Commonwealth as a positive message, one that pre-
existed the European debate in his thinking, that could be used to sell the
idea. In turn he hoped the campaign would give a wider audience to his
specific ideology, which saw a rebirth of Britain based around this new
rebirth of Empire and a return to Africa to explicitly take wealth and
resources to fuel the white commonwealth. A typical part of extreme right
rhetoric, Tyndall did face some opposition—Oswald Mosley strongly
campaigned for Europe, viewing it as a new bastion of white Christian
culture that could be harnessed to provide a competing power bloc to the

Soviets and to America.

Top: Action, No. 190, 1st March 1975 p. 1.
Bottom: Spearhead, June 1967, p. 4.

EUROPE:

PARTIES

V.

PEOPLE

MASSIVE OPPOSITION, BUT STILL THEY’RE DRAGGING US IN

W MARTIN WEBSTER

G

Common Market
a Gigantic Fraud

Conservative and Labour leaders have been at pains to try and pursuade the British people
that the European Economic Community (the Common Market) represents a natural coming
together of European peoples. They say the purpose of the Common Market is to weld the
European nations into a single economic, military and political Third Force in the world, in
order that European civilisation may effectively resist Russian military imperialism on the
one hand and American economic imperialism on the other.

Such pronouncements are deliberate lies.

The Common Market is nothing but a gigantic
swindle, an incredible ramp, promoted by
International Financiers, whereby the re-
maining tokens of European political indepen-
dence may be neutralised and whereby
Europe’s industrial potential may be com-
pletely absorbed by the America based Inter-
national Money Power.

Those who have observed the development

of the Common Market closely have known §

this for some time. It has not gone unnoticed,
for example, that those who promote the
Market chose Brussels as its Capital. Every
single major industrial concern in Belgium is
American owned! It has also not gone un-
noticed that far from being fearful of Europe
asan economic Third Force, America has con-
stantly encouraged Britain to join and
“strengthen” the Market, and has at the
same time been buying up British industry
at the rate of £2 million a day!
LTV 24 2
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GEORGE BALL

developed nations embargo-free access to the
markets of industrial nations who are sig-
natories to the scheme. How the industrial
nations involved are expected to benefit has
not been clearly spelled out, but in view of
the fact that America has been anxious for
countries like Britain to break off special
trading relationships with developing coun-
tries overseas (such as those in the British
Commonwealth) and concentrate on sub-
: e e S

are being produced under international in-
vestment, and this sector has been growing
about twice as fast as the gross national
product of the world.

“If this growth rate continues, the world
economy will be more than half internation-
alise”! by {i.c end of the century. This inter-
national production is not just an external
linking of economies; it is a bonding process
that has forged a world economy, incipient
still, but growing rapidly and probably ir-
revocably . . .

“United States investment abroad has
grown from $32,000 million in 1950 to
about $146,000 million in 1969. In Europe
United States direct investment has grown by
an average annual rate of about 15 per
cent . ..

“The ultimate health of the international
company and the world economy depends
on the degree to which we see the world as
an international economy instead of a group
of national economies.”

“PRIVATE CITIZEN”

Further evidence that the Common Mar-
ket is simply a thing of the Money Power
was contained in an article which appeared
in the London Evening Standard of 6th
January, 1971, in the form of an interview
with George Ball, former Under-Secretary at
the U.S. State Department in the Kennedy
administration. Ball has been a front man
for Wall Street finance houses for many
years, and he made a special visit to Europe
recently with the clear purpose of gingering
up. European statesmen over Britain’s ap-
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These conspiracy theories ran rampant in the pieces from Spearhead. Similar
to the need to create a ‘stab in the back’ myth for why Germany had failed in
the interwar years, for British nationalists like Tyndall there must be a
reason why Britain was suffering so much economically in the 60s, and that
was International Money Power- a code for Jewish influence.

Spearhead, using a flawed Harris Poll, claimed to be representing the true
will of the people against the political parties—striking a blow against the
establishment. Meanwhile the Common Market was linked to Money Power
and influence from states who already fell to its grasp, such as America.

Top: Spearhead, October 1969, p. 11.
Bottom: Spearhead, February 1971, p. 12.

As well as Tyndall seeing this as an opportunity to widen his support within
the extreme right, it was a chance to appeal beyond the nationalist
movement and seek to draw more into his groups. Tony Benn and Michael
Foot were even seen as possible allies, along with the extreme left, in
combatting the existential threat of European dominance.

The problem for Tyndall came in the inability of his movements to avoid
racist rhetoric that saw them isolated from the main campaigns. They
blamed Europe for black migration and race mixing, even while trying to
urge moderates to come and support them.

Top: Spearhead, May 1975, p. 2.
Bottom: Spearhead, February 1975, p. 8.

THE POLITICAL IMPLICATIONS

There are many lies and deceptions
in the Government’s recent White paper
advocating that Britain join the Common
Market, but perhaps the most calculated
lie is Prime Minister Edward Heath’s assertion
that membership of the E.E.C. “involves
no question of any erosion of essential
National Sovereignty”.

Even supporters of Common Market
entry have been appalled by that example
of political deceit. As an instance
Andrew Alexander, Parliamentary corres-
pondent of ihe pro-Market Daily Telegraph
wrote in a special article published on
24th July: “That is a plain lie; there is
no other word for it . . . there is no
justification whatsoever for deception.”

Proof that Heath was deliberately trying
to deceive the British people can be derived
from examination of his speeches made
in support of the Common Market, which
not only admit but glorify the loss of
National Sovereignty which would result
if Britain signed the Treaty of Rome and
joined the E.E.C. Here is Heath, the
exultant internationalist, speaking:—

“We should recognise this surrender of
Sovereignty and its purpose. We accept

the Treaty of Rome uneguivocally"
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‘privileges’ — but they do not have carte ) ot v
blanche to do what they like to the British
constitution, people and nation. Above
all, they do not have the right to commit
treason — that is, to hand over the Sover-
eignty which they hold in trust on behalf
of the Queen and her subjects to an alien
power. That is the reason why all Members

of Parliament, before they are allowed to [b

take their seats, have to swear the following ;

solemn oath of allegiance: i
~ “I promise to bear true to the Sover-
eignty of Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth

the Second, her heirs and successors.” \

It cannot be disputed — indeed, it is
not disputed, except very recently by Mr.
Heath — that the Charter of the E:E.C.,
the Treaty of Rome, involves the progressive
surrender of the National Sovereigntx of

stitutio
New H
timatel
Europe}
sepaas

4|

4
by ifs
represe!
membe|
mission|
burcau
state aj
organis
one of
has ded
dent, g
membe]

THE FIGHT TO GET BRITAIN OUT
OF EUROPE GOES ON, NOTWITH-
STANDING THE YES VOTE ON
JUNE S5th.

That is the position of our journal.
That, we know, is the position of the
National Front. The decision to take Britain
into the Common Market was wrong and
remains wrong. In 2% years Britain has fared
disastrously as a result of the Market. These
facts are not altered by the result of a
referendum, whichever way it goes.

So far as the referendum is con-
cerned, the odds were loaded in favour of
the pro-Marketeers right from the start.
They had the entire national press and the
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harmful results of our being in the Market
have been brought home to the British
people. So for the pro-Marketeers to win
the referendum so resoundingly the anti-
Marketeers were required to really ‘fluff it’
in a big way. They did.

Certainly, the ‘pro’ side did not win
because of any great enthusiasm for Europe.
They won because the man in the street was
persuaded that we had to remain in, as there
was “nothing much else that we could do.”
For this state of affairs the anti-Marketeers
were entirely to blame.

Right from the start the so-called
‘Referendum Campaign’ ensured that it
would dilute and enfeeble its ranks by its
decisio o _have pothine to do with the

CONSPIRACY

Again, pro-Marketeers have mounted a
massive campaign of distortion and exaggera-
tion aimed at demonstrating that, while
nothing but good can come from staying in the
EEC, the most terrible fate will befall the British
people if they should be “misguided” enough to
elect to withdraw. Here are some examples of
these fictions, along with the related facts.

What makes the widespread use of such
misrepresentations, exaggerations and sheer
untruths so significant is that most of the
people who are perpetrating them are well
aware that this is what they are.

How is this extraordinary situation to be
explained? Part of the answer no doubt lies in
the fact that the belief that elitism — and
‘Parliamentary elitism in particular — should
always have the last say dies hard. But other
very powerful factors are clearly also at work.

e

TH'NK IN MEANS National Front_ member
~ ACT BRITISH Andrew Fountaine made

. ' his contribution to the
THE HORLD IS OUR MARKET. g
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Of course, there were the more mainstream and familiar arguments
present in Spearhead that we might expect, it did not exist in a vacuum. So
there was debate over the economic arguments, and of course a large
theme around the concept of sovereignty—it was clear to Spearhead that
this was not just a vote on the economics, but on future political union,
interesting when people now suggest what the 1975 vote was understood
to be about at the time.

anti-Common Market cam-
paign by erecting this large
3-piece poster at the gates
of his home, Narford Hall
in Norfolk. It almost
stopped the traffic.

In the end though, Spearhead was a voice in the wilderness. When it lost, it
blamed its exclusion from the leave campaign, it blamed the dark
shadowy hand of international finance, but also the fact the pro-Europe
campaign was hysteria driven rather than fact driven, and played upon
emotion. A claim familiar to us post-Brexit. They also clearly stated that it
wasn’t the end, and they would continue to fight to free Britain from
Europe

Top: Spearhead, August 1971, p. 6.
Middle: Spearhead, July 1975, p. 4.
Bottom: Spearhead, July 1975, p. 4.

The Searchlight Archive opened to the public in the summer of 2013 at the University of Northampton. Collected over 50 years by Searchlight magazine, the archive is a unique collection of material on the extreme right and anti-fascist
movements in the post-war period. With over 400 boxes on catalogue as of 2017, and a total collection of 1000-1200 boxes as well as oral histories and artefacts, it is a fantastic opportunity for researchers.

With a dedicated archivist, the Archive is located within the University of Northampton Archives and is open by appointment Mondays to Thursdays, 9.30 to 16.00.

For all enquiries, please contact our dedicated archivist, Daniel.Jones@Northampton.ac.uk, or check our online catalogue at http://library.northampton.ac.uk/archive




