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PART FOUR: 

 

THE COMMON MANIFESTO 



THE MANIFESTO OF THE UNION PARTY 

***** 

Hello there! 

My name is Theodore Clifford Mallier, though most people call me Theo. 

I am the leader of the Union Party. 

They say you should never argue about three things: football, politics and 
religion. I agree with two of those categories. If we tried to get everybody in 
this country to follow one religion, you might as well be trying to get everybody 
to follow one football club. It’s never going to happen, and shouldn’t either. 

Politics, though….I’m not convinced. 

The Union Party has been set up as the party of the people. 

Our aim is to win seats around the country based upon the ethics that we 
all have as members of the public. My belief is that having the right frame of 
mind and the right ethics will guide you through any problem, and I believe 
that there are a lot of people around this country who have the same beliefs 
as me. 

To be a bully is to surround yourself with people who are scared of you, 
using your strength as a group to intimidate and oppress others. To stop other 
people from speaking out against you: that’s what it is to be a bully. Bullies 
are cowards. They cannot face others on their own. They must have other 
people around them to do what they do to others. 

They do not have the strength of mind to understand that they are hurting 
other people, and do not have as much support as they think from those on 
their side. To stand up to bullies requires bravery. It needs a measure of 
strength that those bullies only wish they could have. 

Bullies are usually a ringleader supported by weak people. You need only 
to tackle the ringleader and the rest will back down, probably relieved that you 
have done so. The leaders of this country are not leaders, they are 
ringleaders. They bully others around them and against them to get what they 
want, even to the detriment of the public. 

As soon as one person, or one country, stands up to bullies, others will 
follow. 

Now, there is one. 

It is me, you, and everybody that thinks the same way we do. We are 
coming together as one, unified in one political party. 

It is called the Union Party, and is so-called because we have to be 
unified in our strengths and beliefs to enable us to get rid of the manipulative, 
self-serving, bullying leaders of the country that we currently have. These 
people do not listen to the opinions of the public, and attack those that criticise 
them. The main political parties in this country do what they do because of 
their party’s policies. Those within the party are not allowed to think for 
themselves, or to give their own opinion, because it may go against their 
party’s policies. 



The Union Party’s policies are formed based on what the public wants to 
do, not what politicians want to do to benefit themselves. This manifesto has 
been created by the Union Party because we think there are huge problems 
with this country that need to be sorted out. A realisation has to be made that 
we are never going to fix these problems by keeping the merry-go-round of 
the main parties in office. 

A new way has to be found, and a new party has to take over that has the 
public’s interests at heart. 

That party is the Union Party, and I am going to campaign to become the 
next prime minister of this country. 

You should also take note that this is not like any other manifesto you 
have ever read. Some hard, straight-talking things need to be said about this 
country, and these things take time to fix. One generation is fifteen years, and 
it is my belief that this is how long it will take to fix the major problems we 
have in this country. It will be a long, hard and painful road, but some things 
are worth working for, and some things are worth having to endure to feel the 
overwhelming benefit of knowing that we have gone through it all and came 
out the other end with strength, unity and wisdom. 

Everybody in this country seems to be pitched against another group or 
person; north vs south, rich vs poor, public sector vs private sector, celebrities 
vs fans, MPs vs the public, men vs women, class vs class. 

Have you ever seen those TV programmes where people from vastly 
different worlds are pitched together? They get on with each other. It’s 
because they’ve seen the other side that they were so ignorant about. They 
seem to have the same thoughts and opinions. Of course they do; it’s 
because they’re human, and the fundamental part of being human is that we 
are all the same, but different. 

There are some guidelines I would like to share with you. These are 
guidelines that we have used to write this manifesto, and will give you an idea 
of how our proposals for improvement have been formed: 

 If you tackle a problem with the right ethics and frame of mind, you 
have a much better chance of fixing it. 

 Most problems in this world concerning people can be summed up by 
the phrase ‘us and them’. 

 Everybody has a level of vanity and is hiding something they don’t want 
others to find out about, and will sometimes get upset and insult you when 
you find them out. 

 Problems are always the same on every level; it’s all about scale. 

 People do not get the full story before making a judgment. 

 In most cases, your opinion will not be listened to. 

 There are five per cent of people in this world that are making things 
bad for the other 95 per cent. 

 People don’t like being treated like idiots. 



 You don’t know what is going on behind what you see. 

 There are always exceptions to every guideline. 

There is one simple question you have to ask yourself before you read on 
or not. Do you care about this country? 

We have to run the country in the same way we run our homes and 
businesses. When we do that, we are balancing the books and trying to get 
the best deals for ourselves by shopping around and not wasting money on 
people and things that don’t deserve them. 

If I get in as the leader of this country, I will be doing those same things. I 
will be running the country in the same way that you and I run our homes or 
businesses. You have a responsibility as well, though. You also have to try 
and change your part of the world. A lot of small changes can turn into huge 
ones, and we all owe it to ourselves to improve the way our country operates. 

While you are trying to change your part of the world, I will be helping you 
from the top by changing all the madness incorporated in current policies and 
rules. Big change has to come from the top and the bottom. It is the pincer 
movement; the most successful battle tactic in history. 

This manifesto is written by a member of the public and it is saying what 
most of the public thinks. It is not flowery or wordy; it is straight-talking, which 
is what people want. It is interesting and engaging, rather than seventy pages 
of statistics and persuasion that you’re sick of by page five. 

MPs can dazzle us with fine arguments, reminding us of a secret world in 
which they live that we know nothing about. They use their arguments to tell 
us what we want. We know what we want, and we sometimes aren’t smart 
enough to put it the way we want to. Why should we; aren’t they supposed to 
listen to us no matter how we put it? Why do they treat us with derision 
because we don’t know the same words that they do? I know lots of words 
that they don’t, and it doesn’t make me any better or worse. 

Here’s one; honesty. 

We always want our children to be better off than us and mostly they are, 
but not always. The children of this country are our former colonies. Places 
like the USA, Canada, and Australia do some things better than we do. India 
hadn’t done very well, but they are trying hard and now succeeding. South 
Africa was the troublesome black sheep of the family, but finally had a self-
realisation and has come roaring back stronger and more resilient. We are 
proud of them all because they are our children, and they don’t do what we 
tell them any more. They have grown up, and we can see how we have 
affected them. 

We need to learn from them now. 

We need to shatter our illusions and reconsider our position in the world.  
Great Britain doesn’t learn from the former colonies or from other countries 
and it’s about time we did. We’ve done it in sport and surely we can do it for 
our country. 

Our country has to have a moment of realisation to jolt it into action, like 
the overweight woman that gets stuck in a deck chair on holiday and goes on 



to lose 10 stones, or the alcoholic who has ten cans of lager before breakfast, 
then never drinks again. I thought the riots in London would have been that 
moment, but it seems not. So the moment, when it arrives, has to be worse 
than that? I shudder to think what that is going to be. 

China and Germany are perfect examples of how to run an efficient and 
healthy economy. They learnt from their mistakes in the past and had the self-
realisation that we are waiting for to fix our country’s problems. 

When things like riots and family arguments happen, the trivial initial 
problem just brings out simmering tension, and that’s what happened in 
London. When I was a child, it happened on my home estate as well. It was 
for the same reason as the London ones; simmering tension. I fear that it is 
sure to happen again at some point, and I think next time it will be worse. 

I am going to ask you to read this entire manifesto before you either get 
enraged or supportive. Not everybody is going to agree with what I am going 
to say, but I ask you to at least get the full story before you react. 

I know from people around me and from the support I get on TV 
programmes that most people feel the same way that I do. 

We all just want our voice to be heard, and what better way for our voice 
to be heard than to make it so loud that nobody can hear anything else. The 
best way to do this is to run the country ourselves. 

These are the words of the common person, the people on the street, and 
we need to be listened to. In general, people who tell the truth get silenced 
because nobody in power wants to hear it. We, the public, are always 
silenced and subdued with rhetoric from those that don’t want to fix our 
problems. 

Not this time. 

The whole country is FUBAR and it’s up to us to sort it out. 

It is fairly simple; you are either part of the problem or you are part of the 
solution. I don’t believe for one second that the people in this country are bad 
people, and firmly believe that it is only a small percentage that are making it 
bad for everybody else. When we are trying to fix our country, we have to 
remember the central theme of utilitarianism: ‘It is the greatest good to the 
greatest number of people which is the measure of right and wrong.’ 

We could stop a lot of what we hear about, by using that now-strange 
commodity of ‘common sense’. We all have it in some degree, but then we all 
see these crazy stories in the media about prisoners trying to get the vote, or 
criminals’ human rights being placed above the victims’. 

We all know this is wrong but we are powerless to do anything about it. 
We all know that bureaucracy is the enemy of common sense, yet we allow 
bureaucracy to win every time. It is because our laws contradict themselves 
most of the time and we need to sort that out. We need to get rid of the 
European Court of Human Rights from our legislation, but our leaders are too 
scared to do it. 

This country’s people are lions led by donkeys. 



Not any more. 

Guy Fawkes tried to start a fire in parliament. 

Let’s start one now. 



Theo Mallier, (hereafter referred to as ‘me’, or ‘I’) 

Before I get started, I would like to tell you a little bit about me. By the time 
you have finished reading this manifesto, I hope that you will probably agree 
with most things I have said and will vote for me, but you can’t vote for 
someone if you don’t know what they’re about, right? 

There has been quite a media campaign to get me to stand for prime 
minister recently, and I am guessing that some of you have seen me on TV 
and in the papers. I underwent a traumatic experience a couple of years ago, 
and ended up with some burns on my face and on my hands. I always keep 
my hands covered up in public as they are quite shocking to look at, but I 
cannot and will not hide my face. It was people’s reactions to my face that 
sent me on this journey, and it has turned me into the person I am now. I need 
a daily reminder in the mirror so that I never forget that I am doing this for the 
right reasons. I have been bullied, reacted to negatively, and called names, all 
by closed-minded people who do these things because I don’t look ‘normal’, 
whatever that is meant to be. 

My central ethics are to be against lying and bullying, and I have always 
tried to treat people equally and with respect, no matter who they are or what 
job they do. I was like this before my ‘incident’, and since it has all happened, 
those things that I call my central ethics have been increased ten-fold. I came 
out of that experience with an ability to see through certain people and the 
things they do and say. 

Because of the way my face and hands look now, people make 
comments about it, stare at me, call me names, drive past me and shout 
‘freak’. I have managed to live with this and it has never really been a 
problem. But then, because of one ignorant and prejudiced person, my life 
really did change. I had never before experienced the hateful and malicious 
prejudice that an idiot can show towards another person. 

I am the same as everybody else. I have feelings and emotions, and 
sensitivity. I can be hurt by the things that people say and do in the same way 
that everybody else can be. I am learning to live with this new way of life 
because of the way my face looks, but if I can get a voice in this country that 
can be heard, especially as the country’s leader, then I can change things for 
the better, not just for me, but for everybody who has ever been or is being, 
bullied or a victim of prejudice. 

These are not the only things I want to fix as leader of this country, and 
you will see below there is a lot more that I would like to change. I just wanted 
to let you know that I am doing this with the right frame of mind, the right 
ethics, and for the right reasons. It’s about time somebody came along and 
said the things I am going to say, and I am certainly not afraid to face abuse, 
intimidation and ridicule because of the ideas in this manifesto. 

I have already experienced all that and now feel untouchable from any 
abuse that is levelled at me. 

That idiot that has turned me into the person I am now has made me feel 
stronger than I have ever felt before in my life, and the skin I have now may 
be burned, but it is the thickest skin I have ever had. They have created a 
monster, and now they have to deal with the thing they have created. I know 



myself better now. 

Do not make the mistake of thinking that I am perfect. Of course I’m not. I 
have many faults that I am trying to work on but it’s hard to change the 
essence of who you are. I try, and have to be reminded sometimes by others 
that my behaviour may not be acceptable in some cases. We are all guilty of 
that and I am no exception. 

My personal ethics are: no malicious lying to or about people for your own 
gain; no bullying; treat everybody with equal respect. These are mine and I 
will not try to force them onto anybody, but I would hope that other people will 
feel the same as me. 

In my mind, to say you are against any of those ethics is not considered 
acceptable. But you already live by those ethics? Of course you do? Great. I 
am not aiming this at you, then. You don’t live by those ethics? Why not? I 
would like to hear your reasons, then, why maliciously lying for your own gain, 
bullying, and not treating people with equal respect is OK. I would like to hear 
them, honestly. 

Prove me wrong. 

Prove to me that malicious lying, bullying, and inequality is OK to accept 
and I may be persuaded, but you will have a difficult job ahead of you. 

Whatever situation you are placed in, if you have the right ethics, you will 
never go wrong. You might make mistakes, but you will have made them 
knowing that at least your intentions were good. I consult others before 
making decisions, but not always. Leaders are there to make decisions on the 
behalf of others, but they have to do it with the right ethics inside their head, 
not self-serving ones. 

I don’t sell and I don’t try to persuade. I tell people what I think and let 
them decide for themselves. In my opinion, good things sell themselves; no 
persuasion is required. 

I don’t respect liars and bullies and people who think others are beneath 
them; I have respect for all except them. I treat them with contempt and I try to 
protect others from them. 

I am open to opinion but not open to self-serving opinion; I do not 
micromanage, and I believe that I am a good decision-maker because I 
always try to make a decision with the right intentions. 

Finally, I believe that you should hold strong in your ethics in the face of 
ridicule and criticism. People might say you are idealistic and high-minded 
and that might even be true, but to have sound ethics and live your life by 
them is a sure-fire way to get things right most of the time. 

All pencils have erasers on one end. It’s expected. 

When Thomas Edison was asked about the light bulb, he said, ‘If I find 
10,000 ways something won't work, I haven't failed. I am not discouraged, 
because every wrong attempt discarded is another step forward.’ 

That might sound a bit wasteful but the tenet is clear: making mistakes is 
part of the journey towards success, and I think anybody would find it difficult 



to argue with the success of Thomas Edison. 

Some ideas fail; it happens. But, sometimes, some people will never 
admit it. But people should always remember: ‘form is temporary, and class is 
permanent.’ You are allowed to make mistakes because you would not be 
human if you didn’t. 

When you go into something already knowing that you could make 
mistakes and mess the whole thing up, knowing it will be hard and painful, 
then you find a new kind of courage you never felt before. When you go into 
something knowing that you are prepared to take risks that could end up as 
mistakes, then you need the courage to move forward. When you go into 
something with the knowledge that when you make mistakes, you will admit 
them first to yourself and then to others, then fix them, you need the humility 
to say so. When you go into something and understand that you have learnt 
something going into your next move, then you find wisdom. 

When you can do all these things, you can take on any challenge. 

One more thing before I start. 

There is a difference between a leader and a manager. Leaders have a 
vision, and managers make it happen. If the leader is going the wrong way, 
then everybody is, but if a manager is going the wrong way they just need to 
be put right. There is a fallacy that leaders are born, not made. 

I think leaders can be made. 

You need lots of different attributes to be a good leader, but the main 
attribute is to understand that it is not your goal you are reaching for; it is 
everybody’s goal. You have to put aside personal gain and think of what is 
best for the people you are leading. You also need to have the humility to 
know when you are wrong and to do something about it. 

I don’t know if I will be a good leader of this country or not. In my opinion, 
nobody, not even leaders, have the answer to everything. What I do know is 
how to run a home and how to run a business, and how to have employees 
and look after them. Doing these things is the same as running a country, it’s 
all about scale. 

What I also know is that leaders lead by example, and that leaders are the 
ones with the vision of where they want their project to be in the future. Other 
people do most of the work to get there, but the leader is the person who 
visualises the final end result. 

That would be my goal as a leader. 



Members of Parliament 

You’re at your job in a clothes factory, and the managers have made a 
decision that affects how the company will run. They have decided to use a 
different material supplier for the company’s products, and have saved money 
in manufacturing the goods so they look good to the CEO. 

You complain that their idea will not work because the company has 
always had a good reputation for product quality, and that’s why people buy 
from them. They give you a load of guff about how they know better and they 
have made the decision in the best interests of the company and its 
employees. 

‘OK’, you think, ‘we’ll see how it goes.’ 

It goes badly; company takings go down as customers realise the quality 
of the goods isn’t as high as it used to be. People get laid off because of it. 
You go back to the managers and say, ‘I told you before that wouldn’t work, 
but you didn’t listen to me.’ 

‘Things like this are just a part of the industry, there’s a down-turn. It 
wasn’t our fault…blah, blah…we didn’t make a mistake….blah, blah…we’re 
changing it again to see if it works…blah, blah, blah, blah…’ 

That’s all you can hear now. 

They will not admit their mistake, and the new change is to sell the clothes 
at a cheaper rate. If that works they will have justified their earlier decision to 
buy from a cheaper supplier. You know yourself that they could have gone 
back to the old supplier and revert to the original standards, but the old 
supplier has gone out of business now because they lost this big order from 
your company. 

The new change comes in and also fails. 

Customers are concerned about the quality of the clothes, even at a 
cheaper price. Takings are down again, and more people are laid off. You 
have a suspicion you are going to lose your job soon. 

‘What are you doing?’ you say to the managers, ‘I could do a better job 
than you.’ 

Their arrogance tells them to tell you that they know better than you, and 
you don’t understand other things that are going on that affect their decisions. 

‘But you keep making mistakes,’ you say. 

‘No, it’s not our fault….blah, blah, blah, blah.’ 

You are now at a point where you just want them to admit they have 
made mistakes, and you can all fix the company problems together if they did 
that. But they will not do that. Their arrogance, and the worry about other 
people’s perceptions of them because they do not know what they are doing, 
stops them from admitting anything. 

You are now thinking about the Peter Principle. These incompetent 
people running this company are just chancers and really don’t know what 
they’re doing. They are keeping things from you. They seem to be OK, 
though; they are not feeling the pinch of the recession in the same way that 



everybody else is, even though the company is failing. 

You start to think, ‘These people are just looking out for themselves and 
don’t care about how their decisions affect other people, as long as they are 
OK.’ You start to think more, ‘If I were in their job, I would do things differently. 
I am interested in helping this company to work, and I have good ideas, but 
they don’t take any notice of me, because it wasn’t them that thought of the 
ideas. Other people work here and they have good ideas too, ideas that would 
work, but these people in charge do not listen because they do not care about 
the employees, even though they say that they do. 

You and your workmates are just small fry to them, nobodies, not even 
worth listening to. 

You find out that the reason they are using the new, cheaper quality 
supplier is because the supplier has underhandedly paid them to do so. The 
managers of your company cannot admit to this because they will be exposed 
for what they are, so keep on using the supplier even though they know it will 
mean the end of your company soon. 

In the end, they decide to get rid of you, because you are causing 
problems for them by getting too close to the truth. They do not want to be 
exposed for the mis-managers they are, and after you are gone, they tell 
people that you were sacked because you were looking at porn on the 
Internet. People are rightly disgusted at you even though it is not true. Nobody 
will support you because of the reason you were sacked, and when you plead 
innocence, nobody believes you. They cannot go against the company 
because they are worried for their own jobs. 

All you were doing was trying to help the company, but the people in 
charge did not want you to stop their gravy train. The company eventually fails 
completely and closes, also causing closure of the cheaper supplier. The 
people that have done all this are OK because they have had their pieces of 
silver. They will get jobs elsewhere and might possibly do the same again; this 
is expected from people with no ethics. They have caused the closure of three 
manufacturing plants and the loss of hundreds of jobs, all because they saw 
the quick buck, and then had to justify their choices by sticking with their 
mistakes. They could not admit their mistakes, and it affected everybody 
involved. 

You are now out of a job and the two other places you could have worked 
at have also closed. You have also been sacked from your last job which 
doesn’t look good for you. You end up working in a packing company for a 
lower wage because you need it to live. 

The managers have made a decision that affects how the company will 
run. They have decided to use a different material supplier for the company’s 
products, and have saved money in manufacturing the goods so they look 
good to the CEO. 

This time, you say nothing. 

Them 

There are many managers in companies in this world who are in too high 
a position. It is the Peter Principle; they have been promoted to jobs which are 



beyond their ability. They are not good enough to be able to do that job, and 
all they’re doing is just trying not to be found out. 

MPs are the same. 

Most of the politicians in this country seem to have no transparency. If the 
public wants to know what is going on about any issue, the politicians are not 
accountable. They divert, insult others, and even insult you. They answer 
questions they have not been asked, and don’t answer the questions they 
have been asked. They hide their true intentions with rhetoric, abuse, insults, 
blaming, question-dodging, and derision of other people’s opinions because 
they ‘belong to a party’ that disagrees with the other side, regardless of their 
own personal opinion. 

There are four main parties in this country; two large ones and two 
smaller ones. 

The Tory Party is an exclusive club where cabinet posts are given to old 
school friends who have no idea of the department for which they are now the 
minister. 

The Labour Party is union-funded and can only try to solve problems by 
throwing money at them. To do this, they tax everybody until everybody’s 
backside hurts. 

Liberal Democrats are a bunch of do-gooders. They are social workers 
who represent minorities, and shouldn’t be anywhere near governing our 
country; these are the five per cent that are making the country worse for the 
other 95 per cent. 

UKIP wants to have a larger slice of the pie and the Union Party is trying 
to have the whole thing. 

If UKIP wants to join the Union Party, they are more than welcome. 

We are a socio-capitalist country because we want to look after ourselves, 
but we also pay to look after the less fortunate, and pay for the people that 
look after our welfare. 

Not everybody is truly and completely Tory, Labour, Liberal Democrat or 
UKIP. 

We mostly have a bit of each one. MPs represent these parties and are 
not open to the ideas of the others. One party could have the best idea in the 
world but they will get attacked and ridiculed by the other parties because 
firstly, the other parties didn’t think of the idea and secondly, they cannot be 
seen to agree with it because where would that get them? 

If there was a party that embraced all issues with the right ethics, and 
used a part of each of the other parties’ ideals, then that party would never 
have to deride others. They would come up with ideas and implement them 
based on the ethos of ‘this is the right thing to do’, rather than ‘this is the best 
thing for me and my party’. The Union Party plans to do the right thing in 
every case and in every problem, and will not self-serve, blame the past, or 
dodge questions. The Union Party believes that honesty is the best policy, 
and that hard problems require hard solutions. 



It is called the Union Party because anybody can join it, regardless of your 
political views. We will all work together to fix this sorry state our country is in. 
We will do it in the interests of other people, not ourselves. We will do it 
without metaphorically lining our own pockets to curry favour with unions and 
industries. 

We will crash the gravy train. 

The problem with MPs is… 

Let’s say a sales person is trying to sell you a car. You’ve only gone into 
the showroom to look around and nothing has really taken your fancy. The 
sales person will start to try and persuade you that a particular car is the best 
choice for you. 

‘But you don’t even know me, or anything about my life’, you say, ‘how 
can you possibly say that you know better than me about how this car will be 
the best choice for me?’ 

The sales person starts to tell you about all the bells and whistles of the 
car; the good things that will make you buy it like its comfort or its 
performance. ‘But what about the fuel economy?’ you reply. ‘That’s important 
to me.’ 

‘Come on…you don’t want to focus on the negative. What kind of way to 
look at the world is that? If there were more people in the world like you we’d 
all be miserable.’ 

‘So there’s nothing wrong with the fuel economy, then?’ 

‘Well, you know, nothing is ever perfect, but is fuel economy really more 
important than comfort or performance?’ 

‘Yes. To me, it is.’ 

‘Well, you know, if it is really that important to you, you can get it changed 
to an LPG car.’ 

‘At extra cost to me?’ 

‘Well, yes if that’s what you want.’ 

‘But I don’t want the hassle of doing that. I could just go and get a different 
car, and anyway, would I get the same performance if I converted it to LPG?’ 

‘Well, you know, I don’t have the exact figures for that.’ 

‘You don’t? Why not? If you’re going to make these suggestions to people 
then you should know the figures for something like that.’ 

‘Well, you know, not everybody else asks that question. It’s not important 
to other people.’ 

‘It’s important to me, and that’s all that matters.’ 

‘Well, you know, not really. Just think what it would be like to have this car 
on your drive.’ 

‘I don’t care about that. I care about fuel economy.’ 

You’ve seen this person for what he is and what he is trying to do, so you 



go in for one final question: ‘I am more interested in getting a hybrid or an 
electric car. What do you have in that line?’ 

‘Well, you know, we do have some, but I can assure you, this is the one 
that you want.’ 

‘No, it isn’t. Could you tell me the mpg of a hybrid car, and how it works? 
How does the battery get charged when the car’s on the motorway?’ 

‘Well, you know, I don’t really have that information. You don’t need to 
know how something works to know that it does.’ 

‘So you are a car sales person, and you don’t know how a car works?’ 

‘Well, you know, we don’t need to. We just sell them. So do you want to 
make an offer on this car or not?’ 

 

What you have there is somebody who is clearly not listening to what you 
say. They are not interested in your concerns, and have even suggested that 
they know better than you about your own life. All they want you to do is buy 
the car even though you don’t want it. It does not matter to them as long as 
they get what they want. 

Most MPs are glorified sales people, and all sales people try to do is 
convince you of things that you don’t want. Good ideas sell themselves; no 
persuasion is required. The expression is that you can’t get an honest answer 
out of a politician. Why? Isn’t that the whole point? 

One of the reasons people don’t trust MPs is because they don’t like 
being treated as though they are stupid. When asked about the negative 
points, they try to divert you and concentrate on the positive points instead. 
You ask them technical questions about their own area of expertise, and they 
can’t even answer them because they just don’t know. They are bluffing you. 
They give the pretence of knowing better than you but clearly don’t. You are 
never going to buy a car from these people. 

Does any of this sound familiar? 

If a product or idea is good, with no holes in it at all, it will sell itself. There 
would be no need for bluff or diversion. There would be no need to defend its 
negative points as there aren’t any. No persuasion would be required because 
there is nothing wrong with it. If there was something wrong with it, the 
designer or originator would fix the problem. That’s how you sell good 
products and ideas; not by persuasion, but by making the product or idea the 
best it could possibly be. 

MPs only ever come up with half-baked solutions to problems. They 
generally do not consult the people that will be affected by their decisions. If a 
problem comes up, there always seems to be a fast-track solution. Big 
problems cannot be fixed that quickly. It’s almost as if they’re just trying to 
please people and look popular. 

They do not lead; they react. OK, decisions can be made quickly, so why 
can’t this happen with everything else? Whenever problems in this country are 
pointed out to MPs, but the problem doesn’t affect them, then the answer is 



‘the wheels turn slowly’. If the problem does affect them or they want to be 
seen to look good, then decisions are made swiftly. 

This seems incredibly strange to me. Could it possibly be that most 
politicians are only looking after their own interests? Surely not. These are 
public servants. These people are paid by us to make the right decision on 
our behalf. Is it possible that they are not doing that? Is it really possible that 
MPs are so worried about other people’s perception of them that they make 
populist decisions just to try and stay in office, and don’t really have the 
public’s interests at heart? 

And are MPs so superhuman that it is not possible for them to ever make 
a mistake? To not make a mistake is not superhuman; it is inhuman. If you 
know somebody in your life that has never made a mistake, then you know a 
very rare and unusual person. Nobody ever lives a life without making any 
mistakes, and if they do, they have learnt nothing at all. MPs, though, never 
seem to make any. We all know they are human, and all humans make 
mistakes, so how come they never do? 

The answer is, obviously, that of course they do. They make mistakes all 
the time. The difference between them and us is that, when we make a 
mistake, we admit it. When we make a mistake, we know that we have to 
admit it in order to fix it. What MPs do is divert the negative things that are 
said about them. They are too worried about other people’s perspective of 
them to admit that they have done something wrong. 

They even use bullying tactics against the people saying negative things 
about them so that their mistake will not be exposed. How many times have 
you seen diversion and blaming other parties, even past ones? How many 
times have you seen them try to bluff others or attack them, so that their 
mistakes will not be highlighted? 

It would be much better for all of us if they could admit that they have 
done wrong, and then we could all try and fix the problems they have caused. 
Even when they know they are wrong, and we know they are wrong as well, 
they still go to great lengths to show they are right, at the expense of a lot of 
people. Sometimes you just have to admit you’ve made a mistake and fix it. 
It’s less messy and people will respect you more. 

Thankfully, we are not in the Eurozone, but MEPs are persistent in trying 
to keep the Euro propped up in the face of economic disaster. This is causing 
financial pain to a lot of people and the Euro should be abandoned as an 
expensive mistake. This is the perfect example of politicians not wanting to 
admit failure. 

However, we are in the European Union and we are tired of their 
meddling in our affairs. 

The only solution is to get out of the EU. We could stay in and only accept 
the rulings we want, but how would that work? That doesn’t work in our law 
system; you can’t just dismiss some laws and not others. It is the only way to 
fix this problem for our country, but as usual, people who won’t admit they are 
wrong are causing further damage for everyone else. 

All most MPs seem to care about is the next election. They don’t want to 



lose their seat so try to present themselves as being infallible. Nobody is 
infallible. There are too many people in this world who worry too much about 
other people’s perspective of them, MPs included. Admitting your mistakes 
and doing your job in the interests of helping other people as you are paid to 
do, earns a lot more respect from the public. 

MPs are meant to do what we ask of them, not the other way round. They 
have been voted in by the public to represent them and they don’t; they just 
protect themselves. Self-justification only makes the problem worse; just 
admit you’ve made a mistake. Don’t spoil people’s lives by trying to show 
them you’re never wrong. Don’t try and hide it; it makes people distrust you. 

The public needs to have its say on what is happening to this country. We 
are not being listened to by anybody. That three-line whip about devolution? 
What an insult to the people in this country. I can’t stand bullies or people who 
lie with malicious intent. We are all being bullied by the leaders of this country. 
The three-line whip, the TLW, or is it the Total Liberty-free Weapon? The TLW 
is bullying behaviour; do what the party says or you’re gone. 

We are not good enough to be listened to and have our say about major 
issues that are affecting us all. We should have the chance to decide whether 
or not we want to be in Europe. 

I will give you that chance. 

If I were in office, I would set up a website to allow a vote by registered 
voters; referendums every few months on major issues that we need to 
decide on. 

An ideal world? 

I am not criticising MPs who do the right thing. I have no reason to do 
that. I applaud them. I am criticising the MPs who are self-serving in the name 
of themselves and their party; the ones who don’t even take any notice of their 
own constituents. 

The rebels who voted for a referendum against a three-line whip give us 
all hope. If you are an MP and you are doing, or trying to do, the right thing, 
then there is no reason why you would be upset or have a problem with what I 
am saying here. I agree with you and you agree with me. Only people who 
disagree with me are going to get upset, snipe at me, and bring aggression 
my way, by way of insults and misplaced rhetoric. It’s these people that are 
actually causing the problem. 

A small minority is giving the rest a bad name, as happens in just about 
every other walk of life. The difference here is that the minority are the ones at 
the top, our so-called leaders. These people are pleasing themselves and 
nobody else. 

Some MPs might be reading this thinking, ‘Yeah, I wish I could actually 
say these things, but I can’t.’ 

What rot. 

That is an outrageous position for them to be in. MPs need to start saying 
what they actually think, and not what the party thinks, or what they think 
people want to hear. We all have freedom of speech, including MPs. For them 



to say that they are not allowed to give their own opinion on issues that affect 
the whole country is a travesty of diplomacy and equality. If you want to be 
associated with a party that will listen to your opinions and let you say what 
you want in public, then there is one thing you can do. 

Defect, and join the Union Party. 

If I become leader, it makes sense to use the resources of MPs who have 
already been there. They know more about being an MP than I do, but they 
must start to do their jobs with the renewed way of thinking that comes from 
being a member of the Union Party. If we get no defections from other parties, 
then we will learn how to run the country ourselves; it will just take longer 
because we need time to learn; the same as it does in any new job that you 
start. 

There are those who will say, ‘The political process is not that easy.’ We 
will make it so that it is. We have the choice ourselves on how easy or how 
hard we can make this. Emotional blackmail is being used to stop us fixing our 
country. MPs say that nobody else can do the job they do, and nobody has 
the bravery that they have to tackle huge problems that affect millions of 
people. 

How many times have you said to yourself or others, ‘If I were prime 
minister...’? If you have a genuine interest and commitment to fixing the 
country and had the chance to do so, you would learn what to do pretty 
quickly, but what you would also do is put yourself in the position of the 
people affected by your decisions. You know that position already, because 
you are in that position now. Also, three-monthly web-based referendums will 
allow people to vote on decisions that are made. That is real democracy. Of 
course, some problems need quick decisions. Some problems cannot be 
voted on because there is no time. I will have to make these quick decisions, 
but do not worry. 

I am you. 

We are everybody, and have similar everyday problems. 

I have run a home and a business, and looked after children for years. I 
have a lot of life experience to bring to the table. The leaders we have, and 
most of the MPs we have, have gone straight from university to politics. 
There’s no experience of real life on that route. To them, a white noise is 
classified as racism, but to me, it is an expression of the background noise 
that never gets noticed. 

We need to put ourselves in the positions that they have; to stop them. 
They are a busted flush on our national toilet. Get them out and get us in; we 
can do it better than them. We are not white noise any more. We are real 
people and we want our country back. We are being ripped off by the people 
who are meant to serve us, and if we run for office with a majority vote and 
get in, they will regret the chance that they once had to listen to us. 

Years ago, a Premier League football team tried to run their club by using 
two managers. That is two people with different visions, having to compromise 
with each other on every issue. This didn’t last too long as it was a complete 
failure. 



A coalition cannot work; it is not possible. Leaders with different agendas 
and visions will never work together. If there is a chance of a coalition, then 
we should have another election, and will keep doing it until no coalition is 
possible.  In a coalition, too much compromise takes place and election 
promises are broken. 

Coalition is the only perfect way to make sure that nobody gets what they 
want. 



Family 

You’re in your house, and there’s a big row caused by somebody leaving 
their boots in the passage in everybody’s way. When cabin fever is present, 
trivial things always blow up into something they shouldn’t, and arguments are 
never really about what have caused them. Unusually, everybody’s involved: 
you, your partner, your parents, your teenage children, and even your ten-
year-old is joining in. You are all arguing, shouting at each other, insulting 
each other. Arguments with people who are close are the most hurtful 
because you all know each other’s secrets, and they fly out of everybody’s 
mouth. You all hate each other at that moment, and you can’t understand how 
you have managed to end up with a family like this. 

There’s a knock at the door. 

You go to answer it, and there’s another family there. They start arguing 
with you, because you have left your empty wheelie bin in the street in front of 
their house. You argue back because it was the bin men that put it there, but 
simmering tension makes this argument blow up as well. 

The rest of your family stop what they are doing, and come out to help 
you. This other family has no chance now. You have been backed up by 
everybody in your house, even the ten-year-old. The other family back down 
because there are more of you than them. You all go back into the house and 
say sorry to each other. 

Harmony is restored, and you all sit down to watch TV together. 

The best thing about families is that these are people who know 
everything about you. Apart from internal family betrayal, families will usually 
stand up for each other, regardless of the enemy. There is nobody you feel 
you can trust and rely on more than your family. It is the most basic form of 
tribalism you will see. If you are betrayed by a family member, it is much 
worse than being betrayed by anybody else. The implicit trust has gone, and it 
is hard to get back. I know of many people who don’t speak to other family 
members and never will, because they feel they have been betrayed. 

The worst thing about families is that these are people who know 
everything about you. When conflict happens, nobody could hurt you more 
than they can. People in close quarters can let resentment simmer, but they 
don’t want to hurt the other person and keep it locked up until a row starts, 
then everything explodes. 

The most fundamental foundation of all families is togetherness. Families 
who stay together, or stay in contact with each other, have others they can 
rely on when bad times come around. They say that you can pick your friends 
but you can’t pick your family. That’s not strictly true. If you were given an 
opportunity to pick another family, or your friends, you would usually stick with 
the ones you have. 

Bedrocks 

It would be extremely unfair of me to try and tell other people how to look 
after their children. I don’t like it when somebody does it to me, and I am not 
going to do it you. We are mostly great parents. We have problems when 
bringing up children, like tantrums, fights with other children, being bullied by 



other children, bullying other children, wiping away snot bubbles, their safety, 
their diet, and the eternal problem of making sure their eyes don’t ‘go square’ 
when they are watching the TV, which you’ve told them about ‘a thousand 
times’. 

I personally do not know if I am a good parent or not. I think I am, but I will 
never really know until my children grow up and tell me that I am. We are 
mostly just trying our best not to ruin them completely, and it seems that most 
people usually turn out OK, despite what we do when we’re bringing them up. 

I am a product of a single-parent family, but it wasn’t my mother that 
brought me up, it was my father. This is still seen as being quite unusual 
although I don’t know why. It is almost as if people say that fathers don’t care 
about their children as much as mothers do. I can assure you that is not the 
case, as I am sure most fathers will also say. My children and coming 
grandchildren are the most important people I am ever going to meet in my 
life, no matter how long that life lasts. 

It is inequitable that fathers lose out on their children when separations 
between parents happen. Fathers trying to get access to their children is 
about equal rights, and there is no reason why fathers should not have the 
same equal rights as most other people. (Most, you say? More on that later.) 

There is a fallacy that single-parent families create problem children. 
Problem children are not just a result of absent fathers or mothers. I am a 
product of a single-parent family and I am fine. I know plenty of other single-
parent families and their resulting children, and they are also fine. I also know 
that children from families with both parents can be problem children. 

One thing that contributes towards problem children is a lack of respect 
from some parents towards other people. I am thankful that this is, and will 
always be, a small percentage of parents. There is a small minority that, when 
their children commit crime, they are proud. Believe me I know this. I know 
and have met thousands of parents in my life; I can only say of about a couple 
of them that they should do better. 

So where’s the problem with parents? A minority, as always. These 
parents have to take more responsibility for their children. They have to show 
more discipline towards their children, and show teachers and other people 
more respect. Note that I am not talking about the children here; it’s not their 
fault. I am talking about the small minority of parents who think that other 
people should keep their children in check. These are the ones who tell 
people to keep their nose out of their business when it comes to looking after 
their children, yet don’t really do it themselves. It is their right, as it is my and 
your right, to tell people where to go when they tell us how to look after our 
children, but at least we actually try to do the job that is expected of us. 

What happens is that childhood affects you for the rest of your life. People 
become moulded as they grow up. If you believe Freud, you will know that 
your childhood is wired into the way you are for the rest of your life. It will take 
one generation to fix our problems; the younger one that we have now. If we 
guide them properly now while they are children, then this good influence will 
permeate the rest of the country in the future. 

Screenagers 



Teenagers seem to get bad press these days. If they’re not binge-drinking 
or hanging around the streets, then they are accused of having no respect for 
other people and for not having the ability to do something with their life. They 
supposedly don’t care about anybody else, and they always seem to have 
their head stuck in some kind of screen, ignoring the world around them. 

If you are not a teenager any more, think back to what it was like when 
you were. Does all that stuff I’ve just said sound familiar to you? Teenagers 
are only doing the things we all did. But we have respect for others and are 
working and don’t hang around causing trouble, you would say? Yes, and so 
do they. 

You can see it all around you. 

Look at all the teenagers you know in your life. How many of them would 
you say are bad, disrespectful people? I know a few teenagers, and I wouldn’t 
say I knew any that were like that. I see A-level students in the paper and 
think, ‘Well done. That’s one in the eye for the older generation.’ I see 
teenagers and children on talent shows, thousands of them, who are 
committed to their ability, want to work together, and always show the 
greatest respect to those around them. Teenagers are going through one of 
the toughest times in their life, and they need support, not criticism. They 
need help, not to be dismissed, and they need a job so they can fulfil the pride 
they already feel in having worked for their money. 

Why is there so much youth unemployment? Is it because they have been 
mollycoddled for years? Maybe. Is it because we have failed them? Yes, 
probably. The problem teenagers have when trying to find work is that they 
have no work experience, and are not going to get any if they can’t get a job. 
It is a ‘Catch-22’ situation for them. 

We need to help them, and this is my proposal. 

There are thousands of businesses around this country who would like 
some extra hands at no cost. We would place teenagers in these companies, 
and pay them the minimum wage for 20 hours’ work a week. This would mean 
doubling the amount of money they currently get every week, and there is a 
way to pay for this which I will explain later. This would help employers to 
grow their business at small cost to them, but they must treat these young 
people with respect, the same as they would any employee. 

After a year, if their business has grown, the employers have to give 
justifiable reason why they cannot give them a full time job. I understand fully 
that this situation could be abused by employers. If they have a valid reason 
to get rid of a person who is just a poor employee, then that is the employee’s 
fault, but if the employer has grown in that time and this growth can be 
attributed to the extra hands, and they need extra hands, they must take on 
the employees after one year, even on a temporary contract if necessary. This 
will give the employers help for no cost to them, and will give the employees 
that much-needed work experience to make it easier for them to find work 
elsewhere. 

Late teenagers - you can vote. How do you feel when you’re labelled as 
Alco pop-binging, slovenly hoodies with no respect for anyone? You’re doing 
what everybody does in this country at some point in their life. Stand up for 



yourself. VOTE, and I will speak for you; respect goes both ways. 

Or, you could just put your hands in the shape of a ‘W’. 

Experience makes people better. 

In general, the older generation are proud, independent, and dignified 
people, and we need to help them if they want it. These are our parents and 
grandparents; if not yours, then they are somebody’s, and should be treated 
with the respect and dignity they deserve. Don’t forget that we are all heading 
there one day, and if we have measures in place now to help them, whether 
financially or physically, we will benefit ourselves when we get there. 

I propose to double the amount of state pension on retirement, whenever 
that is. Older people do not have to retire when they are told to, but if they are 
in a job, they cannot claim state pension. They should be able to retire 
whenever they feel like it. It is not up to anybody else to decide that. As soon 
as an employer notices that an older person is not fit for purpose, then the 
option for retirement has to be offered to them. I would guess that most older 
people would certainly like to work beyond retirement age, and we should let 
them. 

It is their decision to stop working. 

These people know a lot more about work and life than we do. Why would 
you get rid of somebody just because they reach a certain age? Those years 
are probably the best ones they will provide, due to their experience. The 
older generation possess more life-sagacity, and have a better understanding 
that when you get older, it is people that are more important than anything 
else. 

You don’t have to wait until you get to the last quarter of your life to find 
that out. 



Education 

You’re in your house and your thirteen-year-old son comes in and says, 
‘Dad. I was confused today at school.’ 

‘What it is, son? Come and tell me all about it.’ (Please remember that 
reality is suspended in some of these examples.) 

He sits down and tells you all about how he was in the science class that 
day. He was learning about the history of the earth, and how dinosaurs lived 
millions of years ago. Once they were extinct, a new generation of animals 
came along, resulting in humans. The teacher said, ‘Other people will say to 
you that this is incorrect, but they are wrong, and science is right.’ 

‘Then’, he says, ‘I went to religious education. In that class, the teacher 
said that humans were created by God, and that we had only been around for 
a few thousand years. He said that God created everything in seven days. 
When I asked about the dinosaurs, he said that God left clues. ‘Clues to 
what?’ I said. ‘Clues to dinosaurs, for humans to find.’ he said. 

You think to yourself, ‘I went to that school, and they never used to say 
that.’ 

Your son continues, ‘Why would he do that? If he created everything then 
he must have created dinosaurs as well. If he did it all in seven days, then 
humans and dinosaurs would have been around at the same time.’ The 
teacher said, ‘Don’t question the word of God, and don’t question me. The 
theory of evolution is bunk. Religion is right, and science is wrong.’ When he 
said that, the rest of the class started sniggering at me. I felt so stupid, but all I 
wanted to do was ask about it, and the teacher wouldn’t even listen to me.’ 

You tell him, ‘Don’t worry, son. That is the way of the world. If you can 
question things in the way that you have, then you are already ahead of 
people who don’t. It will set you in good stead if you ever want to go to a 
university.’ 

‘University? Have I got to go to a university? You didn’t go to one, and you 
are telling me that I need to?’ 

‘I am not telling you that you need to go. I just want you to have the 
opportunities I didn’t have. I want you to have a better life than me.’ 

‘But I don’t want to go to university. I want to leave school and earn 
money, like you did.’ 

‘You don’t think you need a good education first?’ 

‘Not if it’s like school.’ 

‘It’s not like school. It’s a place where you can question things and people 
will take notice, as far as I know. It is a good place for that kind of thing.’ 

‘People would listen if I questioned the things I question?’ 

‘Yes, probably. You have to understand that it is those that question who 
learn more.’ 

‘Is university the only place you can do that?’ 

‘No. If you take an interest in something and want to learn more, and want 



to question the things you have learned, you can do that anywhere.’ 

‘So I don’t have to go to a university, then?’ 

‘Are you questioning me, and what I think?’ 

‘Yes. You’ve just said it is better to do that.’ 

‘Actually, you’re right, son. No, you don’t have to go to a university.’ 

That example tells the story of how our children should be given evidence 
and then be able to question what they want to question and be encouraged 
to do so, not ridiculed. Children’s minds are being formed at school, and it is 
our responsibility as adults to help them prepare for their life as an adult, not 
to give them a skewed view of the world. 

Children must be taught how to think, not what to think. 

They should be taught how to fix problems, not create them. 

How can you teach religious education and science in the same school? 
Give them a chance. I have a possible solution for this later on, but for now, I 
am only going to talk about education. 

The ‘best’ years of your life. 

For us to give the children of our society the best preparation for being an 
adult, teaching in schools has to be much more vocational and 
entrepreneurial. We need to engender in them the spirit of opportunity. 
Competition is a factor. I have been to school sports days where all the 
children have been given a trophy just for taking part. Children have to learn 
that it is OK to lose sometimes; you learn more anyway. If you want to win in 
any area of life, you have to raise your game and get better. That is how you 
overcome defeat. 

Some parents rely too much on teachers to teach their children these 
things, but why? Your children are the most precious people in the world to 
you and you let somebody else tell them how they should behave? I accept 
that most parents don’t do this and again, I applaud that. But when it comes to 
fixing our society completely and totally, we have to get at the roots of 
problems, not hack away at the branches. The solution lies in our children, 
and we have to show them how to behave by improving our own behaviour. 
By doing this, we will end up with a next generation of people who are not 
self-serving, not bullying, treat all equally, and integrate with others. 

But what about the teachers? I have heard certain opinion that there are 
some teachers who only join education because of the good holidays, or it is a 
decent way to keep a long term job. They are not doing the job for the right 
reasons, and some of them go straight from university to teaching without any 
real life experience. Are some people really saying that teachers don’t have 
the right ethics to do the job they are doing? 

What rot. 

I don’t believe that is true for one second. I have come to the thought that 
when it comes to teaching children, parents and guardians have the greatest 
responsibility. Teachers and society have this responsibility too but not as 
much. I am not just talking about subjects but morals and values. If parents 



don’t have the right morals and values, then their children are likely to be the 
same. 

But again, who am I to tell parents how to raise their children? I wouldn’t 
like it if somebody tried to do that to me, and I’m not trying to do that to 
anybody else. If we want to make a better society, then we as parents have to 
be better able to contribute to it. 

Three-year blowouts. 

Too much emphasis is placed on university degrees. It is almost as if you 
have to be a member of a ‘degree club’ before you can even get a job 
interview. If I had two candidates for a job, one with a degree but no 
experience, and one with experience but no degree, I would pick the second 
one. 

The debate might be that it’s a rite of passage, a part of life. That’s true in 
some parts of society, but not where I come from. Where I come from, you 
leave school and get a job. University always looks to me to be a three-year 
jolly. You don’t have to go to a university to do that between the ages of 18 
and 21. I didn’t, and I had just as good a time as they did at that age. 

Another argument is that having a degree shows a certain level of 
intelligence. Really? How many people have you met with degrees who have 
no clue how to behave in real life? 

You don’t need one. 

Get working as soon as you can. You’ll learn more, and it will save you 
money that you could spend on something else like starting a business or just 
enjoying yourself for a while. 

But, I hear you cry, getting an education shows you have the commitment 
to succeed in life, and people with a degree will have a better chance of 
getting a job. That is not the case. If you are genuinely interested in 
something, you will educate yourself anyway. We are all geeks about 
something; we all have something we know plenty about even though 
sometimes we hide it as our guilty secret. 

I have two diplomas; one in science and one in psychology. I studied for 
these in my twenties and it took me six years to achieve them. I didn’t do it 
because I needed them; I did it out of interest. I just wanted to learn about the 
subjects in a structured way. The point is that it was my choice to do so. I felt 
so interested in something that I felt I wanted to learn more about it. To me, 
that’s how you should approach education. 

Degrees are starting to become worthless unless you go into research or 
the same business your degree is in, or it is just something you are truly 
interested in. This is why we see people with degrees in ‘Wizardry’ or ’The 
Force’ working in fast food outlets. Their degrees are a copout. If you want to 
go to university, do it if it is a subject you’re really interested in, or do it if you 
want that kind of experience in the life-bank, but do it because you want to do 
it, not because other people want you to. 

But what about the universities themselves? They might start to lose 
business. That’s the way it goes. If it were free, then that’s a fair enough 



argument, but it’s not free. If you have to pay for it, then it is a business, and 
all businesses have to compete or fail. 

Get rid of this idea that degrees are important; they’re not. You have to 
get one to get on in life? No, you don’t. It is for these reasons that I am 
promoting more entrepreneurial and vocational lessons in schools. These are 
things that children actually need to know to get on in life. 

Standing up for yourself or others. 

I was a victim of bullying at school. At that time, I found it hard to tell 
people I was being bullied, as I thought they either wouldn’t believe me or 
they were too caught up in their own problems to listen to me. In the end, I 
had to stand up to the ringleader on my own, then I was helped out by my 
friend. It worked and I was not bullied at school again, but it could have so 
easily gone another way. My friend bullied him a bit by doing that, but once 
the bully has been bullied, everything changes. 

When people realise they are bullying others and they are exposed, it 
changes the way they think. I became a stronger person for standing up to 
that boy, and that strength has been with me ever since. It took a while for me 
to gather the strength to stand up to bullies, but in the end I just had to do 
something because I thought nobody else would help me. 

Some other children do not have this strength, and they are the ones who 
need to be helped. Do not turn your back on them when they tell you they are 
being bullied. Stop what you are doing and let them talk. They will feel better 
and they will know they are not suffering in silence. Somebody is listening and 
sometimes that’s all that’s needed. 



Law and order 

You’re in your house, and it’s the middle of the night. 

You hear a noise and try to listen for another one. There is, and you are 
now wondering if someone is in the house. With trepidation, you get out of 
bed and go down the stairs as quietly as possible. You enter the front room 
and switch on the light, and the dark-dressed, balaclavaed, stocky man, stops 
trying to unplug your TV in the quickest way he can, and turns to face you. 

He doesn’t move or run away, and stands there staring at you. 

What do you do? 

You’re probably thinking, ‘I would chase him out of my house.’ But wait. 
This man is in your house and is clearly not scared of you; he could be 
anybody, a hardened criminal in an out of prison all his life, bitter and mentally 
scarred by treatment from people like you. He could be carrying anything, and 
you are not. 

He is looking at you and does not know what you are going to do, but 
neither do you. Adrenaline is rushing through your body, a mixture of fear and 
anger, not the best conditions to have a fight in. The last time you had a near-
proper fight with anybody was in school, and even that was an arm-swinging 
and missing affair, both of you scrapping away but not doing any damage, 
except to yourself when one of your swings hits the other’s collar bone. 

So you scramble around with your eyes for something, a weapon to help 
you out. One of your children has left his little league baseball bat on the 
settee, and you decide that it is good enough, unaware that the weapon is 
now for him and not you. You pick it up and sum up the courage to say 
something, ‘Get out.’ 

He can smell your fear. The adrenaline was also coursing through his 
body but now you have revealed yourself. He is not scared. 

He walks towards you then walks past, out of your house. He was a 
burglar and not a violent man, and you are relieved at that. OK, he has gone, 
but you are forever scarred by the experience. Later you will tell your friends 
how you bravely charged through the house getting rid of this man with a 
giant cricket bat, but you know the truth. 

You felt real fear and anger; somebody was in your house where your 
children are and now that somebody is gone. You were affronted by this 
man’s arrogance when he walked past you knowing you held no threat to him. 
You have done your duty as a parent and homeowner, but you have never felt 
so scared of somebody else in your life; your comfortable, easy life where you 
don’t have to deal with people like that, and you never want to experience it 
again. 

But how does a government make sure it never happens again? 
Prisoners get too easy a life, and going to prison is nothing but an 
occupational hazard to them. 

It’s porridge, not ham and eggs. 

Do you feel sorry for the treatment of prisoners? Should we treat them 



humanely? If someone raped your daughter would you feel happy knowing 
that person’s human rights were above yours? No, you wouldn’t, and you 
would want to make sure they never did it again. One proposal I thought of is 
to put that person in a room for five minutes with the father and let the father 
go to town. Of course, that is extreme, and I don’t want extremes. 

Any violent crime is the worst crime, but a lot of the time, a lot of prisoners 
regret what they have done. They have made a stupid mistake and were 
caught, or they have had their life turned around by having a spell in prison. 
Those people don’t deserve poor treatment. If they are willing to be 
rehabilitated, then we should help them to be. Sometimes a spell in prison or 
a visit to a court as the accused is enough to turn people around. 

I’ve never been to prison and I hope I never do go there. I’m scared of 
prison because I am a decent person. Our problem is that a lot of criminals 
are not scared of it. We should make prisons places where you don’t want to 
go. Use the models from other countries, which involve real punishment. 

It is meant to be a taking away of freedom. You are a prisoner and want to 
vote? No, you don’t have the freedom to vote. You want TVs, phones, human 
rights? No. You are not going to get those things; you give them up when you 
decide to try and ruin somebody else’s life. Boredom and isolation are a real 
punishment. So is being given time to think about their crime and to mull over 
how they have affected other people. There are not enough naughty steps in 
prisons. 

When they are ready to rehabilitate, we shall treat them properly, 
humanely, and help them to change. You cannot force people to change 
unless they want to do it themselves. 

Where has all the common sense gone? 

Contrary to popular belief, the law is not really an ass, but some of the 
people operating within it are. In most cases, justice does prevail, and there is 
a correct outcome, but in some cases, judges have their hands tied by a lack 
of common sense in most of our laws. They should remember, and we should 
remember, that they are called judges, and are not administrators of rules. 
They have a duty to bring common sense to any case, and in most cases they 
do, but yet again, the extreme cases end up in the media. These are the 
cases that make us angry; those cases where they have made a good and 
sensible judgment are just not newsworthy. 

Some solicitors don’t help the situation. Some solicitors know their client 
is guilty but then get them off on technicalities, even fighting against the police 
who also know the person is guilty. When it comes to the law, technicalities 
should never take priority over spirit. 

People operating in courtrooms use these loopholes in the law to help 
people who are guilty, and judges are powerless to stop it. So really we have 
some situations where criminals are protected more than victims of crime. 

What rot. 

If a criminal commits a violent crime, how on earth can they be protected 
at great cost to the taxpayer? It is because they have human rights. Yes, that 
is true, but I would rather protect the human rights of the innocent than the 



guilty. We should protect witnesses who put people away, not the criminals. It 
is a travesty of the law to let these things happen, and please, let’s introduce 
some common sense into this. 



Business 

You’re in your office, and you pick up the phone to call somebody. 

Your company sells fencing panels to the DIY industry, and you get wood 
supplies from this company that you are now phoning. Some of the wood they 
sent you in their last delivery is warped, and you are phoning them to let them 
know so you can get it replaced. 

They reply that the wood they sent was OK when it left their depot, and if 
it is damaged, it is nothing to do with them. 

‘Hold on,’ you say. ‘It cannot be us. The wood hasn’t even left the lorry 
yet. We haven’t even signed to accept delivery. Most of it is OK, and if you 
take it back you could probably reuse and repackage it. We expect good 
quality wood from you, and you have not provided it.’ 

‘It is not our fault. It must be the haulage company.’ 

‘It cannot be the haulage company. I know you load the wood onto their 
lorries at your end and cover it. It was still covered when it got here, and some 
of the wood is warped. You have to take it back and send us a good batch.’ 

‘We are not doing that. It was fine when it left us. You have to sign for it 
and pay the invoice that is with it.’ 

‘I am not paying for it. I have not signed for it, so do not have to pay for it. 
If you would just accept it back, we will take the new batch and pay for it. We 
know mistakes happen. It will not affect our working relationship. We will 
continue to use you for our wood supplies.’ 

‘I don’t care. We can supply our wood to plenty of places. We are not 
taking it back. You are trying to rip us off. We want payment for it.’ 

‘But we have had a relationship for years. You have no reason to not trust 
us. I am being honest, and if you took the wood back, you would see for 
yourself why we do not want it.’ 

‘No. We’re not taking it back’ 

‘Well, we’re not accepting it, and we are sending the lorry back’ 

‘Send the lorry back. We don’t care. We will sell it somewhere else. We 
know you need it so you’re going to have to accept it.’ 

This is where you need some bravery. 

They are right. You do need it to fulfil your own orders, but you are not 
accepting this poor service. You contact the DIY stores you provide for and 
tell them your supplier has let you down, so your next delivery will be late. 
They are OK with this as they have a good relationship with you and this is 
abnormal for your company. People make mistakes, but they are happy with 
your service so they let you off. ‘By the way,’ they say, ‘who is the wood 
supplier?’ When you tell them, they just say, ‘OK. Them again. We 
understand.’ 

Now you have to get another supplier. When you phone around, other 
companies tell you that they are getting more work because of that supplier. 
You find one that will supply what you need by tomorrow, and their prices are 



much cheaper. Their service is so good, that later on when they have to raise 
their prices slightly, you don’t mind. They are still cheaper than the company 
that used to supply you, and their service is much better. You are happier with 
them, and when, one day, some of the wood is warped, they are shocked, 
and send you another batch at no cost. You will never use anybody else ever 
again. 

The original company that you used to deal with are now having big 
problems. Their reputation is so bad that they have had to go out of business. 
In the economic downturn, you looked after the new company and kept them 
afloat because you didn’t want to lose them. The previous company had only 
been after the quick buck, and thought they had you cornered so they could 
do what they wanted. 

They have learnt a valuable lesson. 

If you do not treat your customers right, you are ultimately heading for 
failure. 

Ambition and success in your life is not all about being rich. When you 
have your own company, the most important thing to do is to look after your 
customers. If you are a big company, the most important things to do are to 
look after your customers and your employees. If you work for a company, the 
most important thing to do is to provide the best service you can to that 
employer and its customers. 

I speak to a lot of people who would like to have their own company 
because they think they can do better than the managers for whom they 
currently work. If they could run their own company they would look after their 
employees and wouldn’t have to deal with any work politics. As we all know, 
bad politics is a disease we can do without. 

If people feel like this, why don’t they do it? 

There are a lot of people who want to be self-employed than actually do it, 
and the main obstacle, their main demotivation, is fear. People are scared to 
fail, and it is really the only thing stopping them from doing what they want to 
do, so they stay in their safe jobs. All you need to do is realise that there are 
too many people running companies, councils, and countries, whose main 
aim is hoping that they never get found out. 

Failing at something isn’t ‘being a failure’; it’s just one more step on the 
road to success. You can start a business any time you want. It’s not really 
difficult, and if it’s something you really love doing, it will never feel like work. 
But before I start sounding too much like a self-help book, I would like to give 
you some advice. 

‘These are big words to say to start a business’, you might say, ‘I don’t 
have the money to do it.’ This is the bleat of the person who thinks there is 
some great secret to starting a business. Most people think that they have to 
create a new or niche product and they will have their fortune made. That’s a 
tough way to do it, and you do need a lot of money to do it. The best thing to 
do is to find a big industry and try and get a piece of it. If you don’t have great 
overheads you can be competitive and you will get more business. 

You don’t need to reinvent the wheel and you don’t need a lot of money. If 



you have the Internet, which you probably do, you can start tomorrow. 
Anybody that doesn’t have a great amount of money to spend on a business 
should start with e-commerce, and sell goods or services online. You can start 
as small as you like and build it up. These are austere times and more people 
are using the web to buy. I predict that within ten years it will be the dominant 
type of commerce. Online auction sites are a perfect example of how good 
service will get you more sales due to their feedback systems. There’s no 
excuse not to get started apart from yourself and your fear being the problem. 

Stop reading books and watching TV programmes about how to do it. Just 
stop moaning and whining and get started. You learn more by experience 
than by reading books; that applies to everything. 

Producing, not reducing. 

Our country has a magnificent history of invention and manufacturing, but 
over the years, our workforce has been overtaken by people who just ‘want it 
more’. I don’t think we have become lazy; we have just become more choosy 
about the jobs we want. We need to get rid of that. We also need to get rid of 
the people who are leading our country, because they are pandering to 
Europe and giving them tenders that we should be keeping for ourselves. If 
the leaders of our country weren’t so concerned about keeping other countries 
happy who don’t even care about us, then our manufacturing industry would 
still be booming. 

We have to get that back. That comes with competition, good service and 
good pricing. We can do that. There are a lot of proud people in this country 
who are not happy to be out of work through no real fault of their own. Some 
industries have to expire, but some others don’t. We have been priced out of 
jobs and orders through shoddy leadership of our country and of our 
companies.  We need to lock the doors to our country and make what we 
need by ourselves. That is never going to happen, but I think what we can do 
is make sure we buy British in future. This will generate income and jobs and 
will build our own industries back up again. When we have done that, we must 
make sure they don’t fall away again. 

Catching waves. 

Our children are growing up in the greatest technological age we have 
ever known, and superconductivity and nanotechnology have not even hit yet. 
Those of you who have not caught on to the digital revolution are going to be 
left way behind in the future. It is my prediction that in the next ten years, the 
amount of business and communication taking place digitally will completely 
overwhelm those that have not bought into it. For the generations that are 
coming through now, they will have known nothing else but digital technology. 
Yes, they will still know how to write, spell, and add up, but they will also know 
how to use technology in a way that is beyond the rest of us. 

The Internet is a godsend for men; not for the obvious reason but now we 
don’t have to go shopping any more. Men are huge Internet customers, but so 
are young people and women as well. These numbers are only going to get 
bigger and bigger. 

Embrace technology, it is here to stay. 



Happy customers are returning customers. 

I have written above that we should teach children in schools about how 
to behave as a grown up, and that they should learn about competition and 
business. If we taught them these skills in schools, then in one generation’s 
time, there would be a lot more entrepreneurialism and more competition, 
resulting in better and cheaper services. 

Isn’t that what we all want? 

Competition means that people will lose their jobs. So what? I say. That’s 
the nature of business. If you’re not competitive, frugal, and provide good 
service, you’re eventually going to fail. In times of economic downturn, it is the 
companies that don’t provide these things that will close. The strongest and 
fittest companies keep going because people continue to use them, happy 
with what they provide. It is the same theory as natural selection. You are 
naturally going to choose the companies that are the best, and they will 
survive at the cost of the weaker ones. 

But this is all very capitalist, Theo. What kind of country are we are going 
to create? Well, what would you prefer; the alternative to capitalism? I 
wouldn’t. I would prefer everybody to foster a spirit of opportunity and 
entrepreneurialism, providing good service and cheaper prices and this is the 
only way to do it. When people are in a position where they are relying on 
their good service and competition to feed their children, they will do it. 

But won’t this cause bile, nastiness, and hype? You don’t need to use 
bile, nastiness and hype to be competitive. Use your skills; that’s all you will 
be valued on anyway. 

Not everybody wants to run their own business. Most people are happy 
working for others, but all people, even those in paid jobs, should think about 
service. Even when you are employed by someone else, you should think of it 
as providing a service for them and should provide the best service you can, 
especially in the private sector. In the public sector, they are all called 
Services, and it is noticeable that the word ‘good’ is not in front of that. 

I ran a business for a few years, and to me, good service is above 
everything else, even money. If you provide good service to people, you will 
get more work, and therefore, more money. Provide good cheap service, and 
you will get more work. 

If you do a good job, customers will tell five people, if you do a bad job 
they will tell twenty. 



Services 

You’re in your house, and it’s a bit messy. You don’t want to clean it up 
yourself, so you decide to hire somebody else to do it. The person you hire 
says they will come the next day but don’t turn up until three days later. They 
tell you that they turned up on the day but you didn’t answer the door. You 
know yourself that you were in all day and nobody called. You suspect that if 
they had knocked on the door then all they had done was touched the door 
with the tip of their forefinger because they didn’t want you to answer. They 
tell you that they are hired by you now so they have to do the job you have 
asked for. You cannot get anybody else. 

They clean up your house but it takes longer than it should and it’s not 
really a good job. When you ask them about it, they quote your original 
specification and tell you that all you asked for was a tidy house, and you 
didn’t ask for things to be scrubbed and polished. That’s extra. OK, you think, 
I can’t argue with that. I will pay for the extra service, and will you do the 
windows as well? 

The cleaner turns up ten days later which was meant to be a week later. 
This time, they have three other people with them, and one of them is in a 
wheelchair. They tell you that due to regulations, they need to use a ladder to 
do the windows, and they need another person to hold the bottom of the 
ladder, for Health and Safety reasons. That’s why the first extra person is 
there. The cleaner then tells you that the second extra person is there to 
inspect the tools they have, and to ensure the first two are doing everything 
safely and following regulations. 

They tell you that the person in the wheelchair is there to do the cleaning 
in the lower parts of the rooms, and the lower windows. You protest, but they 
tell you that disabled people want to make a positive contribution to society 
and the rest of us should let them do that. You have to employ them because 
you don’t want to be accused of prejudice, do you? 

‘But one of the others could do that,’ you say. 

‘No. Not really. He is the ladder holder, he is the inspector, and he is the 
cleaner of the lower parts of the house. None of us can do any part of each 
other’s job. That’s not allowed, and by the way, you have to pay for all this.’ 

‘What?’ you think, ‘where has common sense gone?’ You hired one 
person and now you have four. They don’t do a fantastic job anyway, and you 
don’t want them all there. All you want is one person to clean the house and 
not quote regulations and rules at you to explain why they can’t do it. You tell 
them that you cannot afford it, and that they are either going to halve the 
amount of personnel, or are going to have accept a lower payment. 

‘We can’t do that,’ the cleaner says, ‘you have hired all of us to do a job 
for you and you can’t just say you don’t need all of us. We are not taking a 
reduced payment.’ 

‘Well, OK, then. You can finish this week but I am not paying for all four of 
you next week. Your service is not great, and I want somebody else to do it. I 
am not paying for all this as I don’t need four people to do the job of one 
person.’ 



‘If you do not pay us, then we will not turn up next week. We will exercise 
our right to strike and not work until you pay us what we deserve.’ 

‘But you don’t deserve it, and I certainly don’t need four people. Strike if 
you want. I am not paying you more than I should for a job you don’t do very 
well anyway.’ 

Next week arrives, and as they said, they don’t turn up. You don’t know if 
this is actually a strike or they haven’t turned up on time as usual. You start to 
tidy up the house yourself and discover that, actually, it is quite easy to do. 
You don’t need those people anyway, and you resolve to lay them off as you 
don’t need their service any more. You have realised that you were being held 
to ransom by those people, and all they have done has made you realise that 
you don’t need them. 

That night, a burglar comes into your house. He doesn’t take much 
because in the process of stealing from you, he has accidentally started a fire 
and fled. You phone the fire service, and they turn up almost immediately. 
Police also turn up and so does an ambulance. The firemen take all of your 
family out the house and put out the fire, the police get fingerprints and go and 
arrest the burglar, and the ambulance takes one of your children who is 
coughing to the hospital where they look after her and make her better. 

Because of this, you realise what is important in your life. Those people 
who helped you did so with no fuss. Their priority was to save your family and 
capture the criminal, and they showed compassion towards your family, and 
no regard for anything else except helping you. 

A week later, the cleaners turn up three days late. You tell them that you 
do not need their services after all and, as a consequence of their own 
actions, they have made you realise that. ‘You are all laid off.’ 

They are shocked. Their delusion that they provide a good service had 
made them think they could treat you in any way they wanted, and if you 
complained they would remove their service to you. ‘I am fine with not using 
you any more. You were a waste of my money and I don’t need you. If you 
want to continue providing a service to people, then you should remember 
that word ‘service’ when you are dealing with people.’ 

‘Those other people, however, they treated me and my family with 
respect, and did not worry about their personal safety when they were saving 
my family. That is a service I want to keep. I am going to use the money I 
have saved from not paying you any more to help them. For the rest of my 
life, I am going to make sure those people and their families are looked after 
for as long as they live, and those after them that do the same things that they 
do. Those people deserve as much help as I can give them and I am going to 
give them as much help as I can.’ 

Just who pays for all this, anyway? 

In times of austerity, you concentrate on priorities and essentials. What is 
the most essential thing you could say you have? The one thing that if you 
didn’t have it, you couldn’t do anything else? Is it your health? Welfare 
services are our priority and should not be skimped on. 

It is incredible that footballers and pop stars get more respect than people 



who work in welfare, the real heroes and sheroes of this world. Job centre 
employees and refuse collectors are not the same as these people. OK, they 
do an important job, but they don’t save lives. When it comes to looking after 
welfare workers, I want to treat them as more important and make sure it is 
these people that are protected. 

As for water services, how, in a country surrounded by water and where 
it’s raining half the time, can we ever be short of water? But we hear the same 
things, it’s all about cost. Water is the fundamental basis for all life. How can 
cost be more important than that? 

We could probably keep all of our public services, but if they want the 
same rights and pay as private companies, then they have to be run in the 
same way as a private company. 

That means no waste, and no people that we don’t need. 

This will sound like a real anathema, but some of the people in our service 
industries are just not required. There are some civil servants who change 
systems, road layouts, and procedures that just don’t need to be changed. It 
is change for change’s sake, carried out because some people just have to 
justify their job. The person who decides to commission a £100k statue that 
nobody wants in a town centre? We don’t need that person, or their statue. 

If it isn’t broken, don’t fix it. 



War and remembrance 

You’re in your house, and you look out of the window and see two people 
arguing in the street, one much bigger than the other, and you go to help. 

Which one are you going to help? The bigger one? Or would you go to the 
bigger one and say, ‘Hey, back off. Leave him alone.’ But then you find out 
the smaller one was throwing stones at the bigger one’s window. What then? 

‘You shouldn’t be doing that’. 

What are you doing at this moment? 

Mediating. 

You are using real diplomacy. You listen to both sides and decide. Don’t 
just look after one side; that’s not real diplomacy. You do not mediate with 
self-serving intentions. 

Through mediation you find out that the bigger one has been bullying the 
smaller one’s family, lauding over them with their superior wealth and 
arrogance and the smaller one has had enough and taken action. Now you 
turn to the bigger one and say, ‘That’s not the right thing for you to do.’ 

When it comes to war and disputes in and between other countries, we 
are not just going to join in with the bigger one to suppress the smaller one. If 
we are asked to join in, we should ask them, ‘Why?’ We would find out the 
opinions from both sides, and if we decide to act, then we decide based on 
what we have heard, and I think I know what our answer will be most of the 
time; ‘We are not joining in, but we are willing to help you resolve your 
problems if you genuinely want to fix those problems and you want our help to 
do that. If you don’t want our help we will go away and leave you to it. If you 
just want us to join your side, we are not going to do that unless we feel that 
there is an incredibly strong reason for us to do so. For example, helping the 
people in a country to fight against a dictatorship.’ 

The sign of any great leader faced with a war is to give the opposition the 
chance to change what they are doing. If they refuse, then reveal the strength 
that you have on your side. If they still refuse after that, then it is time. War 
and fighting is only ever a last resort. 

Sending people, armed forces, to a possible death, is the hardest thing 
anybody would have to do as a leader. If I were going to do it, I would only do 
it as an absolute last resort, when all other avenues have been explored and 
exhausted. 

I would also only do it if I believed the cause was right. There are not 
many causes I believe should be resolved by violence and this would be my 
way of thinking when making the kind of decision that could cost lives. The 
armed forces do as they are told no matter what their own opinions, but I 
would much prefer to ask them to risk their life for something they also 
believed in. 

Our armed forces are one of, if not the, best in the world and deserve to 
be treated that way; I can assure you now that if I have cause to send armed 
forces into war, they will be doing so with the best and most well-equipped 
tools and supplies they could possibly have. I would even make cuts 



elsewhere to do that if I had to, like we did in the great wars. 

When it comes to people’s lives, cost is not a factor. 

Never forget those who have died to help you. 

You’re at the cemetery, putting flowers on your great-grandfather’s grave. 
A German person comes along and says to you, ‘You can’t do that.’  

You are surprised and puzzled. You have never seen this person before 
in your life and they are telling you that you cannot remember your own great-
grandfather. ‘Why?’ you ask them, ‘What has it got to do with you?’ 

‘That man was responsible for the death of my great-grandfather. You 
should not respect him.’ 

‘But he was in the war. He was fighting against oppression from your 
country. You can’t go starting fights with people then complain when you get 
beaten.’ 

‘But we as a country regret that time in our history. We are trying to forget 
about it but you lot keep going on about it. You are mentioning the war to us 
every year.’ 

‘It is not about that. It is about remembering what they fought for. It is not 
about the things they did to others. It is about how they stood up to bullying 
from another country. We remember them to ensure we know the reason why 
you can say those things to me. It is to remind us to make sure it never 
happens again.’ 

‘I am not happy that you remember him in this way.’ 

‘That is unfortunate, but I am going to keep doing it. If you try to stop me, 
then you are risking starting a fight with me.’ 

‘We do not start fights with anybody any more.’ 

‘No, you do not. It is because of people like my great-grandfather that you 
do not do that any more. The bully got bullied back, and when that happens, 
everything changes.’ 

‘I am not a bully. I am asking you to stop remembering him.’ 

‘I will not do that, and if you do want to fight about it, let’s go. I’m ready.’ 

He goes away. 

You may have seen me on Talk the Talk. If you did, and you saw the way 
I was dressed, you will understand how strongly I feel about this subject. 

When a country like ours stands up for itself, it is usually because another 
country has gone too far. Remember, when that happened, our country was 
the first to stand up to the oppression and say no to the oppressor. Somebody 
was trying to take over Europe by bullying and when they got to us, they were 
met with a challenge. 

Never forget that other countries joined us, but only after we had stood up 
to the bully. Sometimes all it takes is for one to stand up and take them on, 
and others stand up as well. That’s the same in the schoolyard, workplace, 
war, and politics. Stand up and take out the ringleader and you are on your 



way to beating them. 

That country learnt a huge lesson and they regret that part of their history. 
It’s the same as the bully being bullied and realising all the wrong things they 
have done to others in the past. 

Do not forget that it also happened to our country in the past. We used to 
be the oppressor to other countries. John Bull. The British Bulldog. The 
bullies. That’s what we used to be. We went around the world taking over 
countries that we had no right to take over. Then somebody tried to do it to us. 
Once the bully has been bullied, everything changes. We got over being 
bullied, we stood up to it, overcame it, but then, we realised. What did we do 
in the past? Is that how we were to others? 

My word. 

We are so sorry for the way we treated you. 

With that realisation in mind, we have to remember that there are lots of 
different nationalities in our country. Some of their countries were oppressed 
by us, and we were oppressed by some of their countries. We have to 
consider everybody when we are remembering the heroes and sheroes who 
have died in service. 

My proposal is that we have one day off every year, on November 11th, 
and call it British National Day. 

We always remember those who have died in wartime for us. I am 
proposing that we remember everybody in our history who has died in helping 
others, be that a war, a natural disaster, or in service to others, I am talking 
about remembering those like police officers, fire and rescue workers and 
nurses, or anybody who has died to help others. It may be your ancestor who 
died at Agincourt or Bannockburn. We have to remember them as well, and 
what they fought for; opposition to tyranny and oppression. 

It’s the same as when you remember people in your personal life on the 
anniversary of their death. We as a country should collectively remember all 
those who died to help others, whether against oppression, tragedy or 
disasters. This proposal might grate with a few people, but please hear me 
out first. 

I propose that we change the two minute silence on November 11th to a 
two minute round of applause. Collectively, everybody goes outside and when 
it is 11 a.m. start clapping. I expect that the cacophony of noise will make a 
much greater impact than standing in silence. It is the new way that football 
supporters remember players and in my opinion is a much better way to do it. 
If the whole country was outside applauding, then nobody would be able to 
ignore it, and it would also drown out any protestors. 

Remember, silence is sadness, but applause is recognition. 

And as an extra honour to the people of this country who died, what better 
way to remember them than to fix the country that they bravely died for? 



Economy 

You’re in your house and you look out into your garden. It’s a bit of a 
mess, and you’ve already had your fingers burned with that cleaning company 
from earlier. As you look out, you see three teenagers sitting on the wall 
across the street. You go out to them and say, ‘I’ll give you all £10 each if you 
clean up my garden.’ They are unemployed, and welcome the chance to earn 
some money from working. 

When they are finished, you pay them and they say to you, ‘Mister, we are 
happy that you employed us, and we have realised that we can set up a 
company and do the same thing for other people. We are going to take your 
money and give some to the Inland Revenue, and we are going to ask all your 
neighbours if they want the same service that you do.’ You tell your 
neighbours, and these three teenagers end up doing gardening jobs for all the 
people in your street. 

A few weeks later, the multi-million pound gardening company that has 
been doing gardening jobs on your estate has learnt of this small business, 
and they are not happy. They come to your door and say, ‘Sir. We have lost 
all the jobs in this street, and we are losing other jobs on the estate. We are 
struggling financially and we would like you and the other customers to help 
us out so we don’t struggle financially any more.’ 

‘No,’ you say. ‘You are a business and a large one at that. If you cannot 
compete, then it is not my fault, and it is not the fault of those three teenagers. 
They do a good job, a better one than you. If I were going to help someone 
financially and keep them afloat, I would much rather it was them than you. 
You are a faceless company to me, and they are not.’ 

‘But if our company fails, it will affect the whole infrastructure of the 
gardening industry. If we collapse, then all the other companies will collapse 
as well.’ 

‘I don’t think so. If your large, faceless company collapses and is replaced 
by other smaller ones, I don’t think it is going to affect us as badly as you say. 
You are a private business, and I am not going to help you. If your company 
fails, then if what you say does happen, we will just have to deal with it. I 
would much rather keep the smaller companies going than you. The smaller 
companies will keep the economy going better than you can.’ 

The large company fails, and the smaller companies are protected by 
people like you and your neighbours. The gardening industry does not 
collapse, it grows. Smaller companies compete with each other and 
everybody is happy with the amount of work the companies are getting, and 
the level of service that is being provided. 

Everybody has more money in their pocket and is spending it, and the 
economy improves. 

It is not a rich man’s world. 

I keep seeing stories from financial forecasters who predict what is going 
to happen in the future. One thing I have noticed is that their predictions are 
usually wrong. This has made me realise that when it comes to finance, 
nobody can predict anything and they know as much as me and you about the 



future. 

Governments keep throwing money at problems. Throwing money at 
problems does not fix them. People being prudent and getting to the core of a 
financial problem; that is what fixes it. 

Why did we bail out the banks? 

Private companies should be allowed to fail, and then the government 
deals with the consequences. Why should they be singled out to be helped? 
The reasons given at the time were that if the banks fail then the whole 
economy fails. The banks were bailed out and the whole economy failed 
anyway. It would have been catastrophic the experts say, much worse. 

Well, it is much worse. Nothing has been fixed, and now we’re broke. 

We should have given all the money to small businesses to prop them up. 

They would have been able to keep their businesses going, and had 
money in their pockets to spend and pay their business loans and mortgages. 
This would have allowed the banks to stay afloat because everybody was still 
paying them back. Banks are private businesses and if they go out of 
business, that’s tough. How much do you think the banks care about all the 
people that have lost businesses or lost their jobs or life savings because of 
them? They don’t, and they use a government overdraft to pay themselves 
bonuses they don’t deserve. 

That should never have been allowed to happen. It was a catastrophic 
decision to bail the banks out. We should have looked after small businesses 
and homes, not faceless, uncaring corporations. 

I learnt, through my childhood and running a business, about prudence. I 
don’t throw money away on lost causes, things I don’t believe in, and 
companies that don’t deserve it. I will transfer these skills to running the 
finances of our country. I know how to look after the pennies, how to provide 
good service to people, and how to run things with sound ethics that have 
guided me through every problem I have ever had, no matter what it was. 

Yes, I spend money on things I enjoy; treats for me and my family. As far 
as our country goes, these are World Cups, Olympics, and Royal Weddings. 
What happens when we host these events, or our country does well in 
tournaments elsewhere? Everybody feels better, together, the economy 
increases, people spend more, and therefore people earn more. 

Bums on bikes. 

You and I have heard many stories about people on welfare getting 
ridiculous amounts of money from the state. As always, newsworthy stories 
are merely the extremes, but sometimes you need to stop the whole problem 
to avoid these extremes. In my opinion, stories like this should never happen 
even once. It naturally boils blood to hear about them, and we want to put a 
stop to any of these cases. 

It’s not people on benefits that are the problem; it’s benefit cheats. This is 
not just fiddling the system, but refusing or not trying to work is also cheating 
the system. Also, when a few of them do decide to work, they do not 
contribute any tax to the system, so taxpayers are getting ripped off twice. I’ve 



even had ridiculous conversations with people who have no intention of 
working, telling me that we shouldn’t give our money away, and we shouldn’t 
let people come here and take our benefits. 

Our huge problem is that some people on welfare do not want to work 
because they are better off not doing so, and people who work hard have to 
pay for them. 

What rot. 

There should never be a situation in our country where you are better off 
staying out of work. The welfare state has allowed this to happen, and it is the 
welfare state that needs to change the way they deal with these cases. You 
may say to me, ‘Hold on, Theo, surely these are extremes as well?’ I am sorry 
to say that they are not. It is true that people have pride and want to work; 
they don’t like being out of work and want to do everything they can to get a 
job. That is great, and the welfare state is in place for those people. 

We should only help those who need it and cannot fend for themselves. 
These are the elderly, disabled, homeless, children, and honest people who 
have worked for years and need that help until they can help themselves 
again. 

If you have never contributed to this country and don’t plan to contribute 
to the economic and social welfare of this country, then you are against what 
the majority of the people in this country are trying to do, which is to create an 
integrated, self-sufficient, supportive society where there are no social 
divisions, no financial dependence on the state, and no self-serving bullying or 
malicious lying. 

If you are one of those people, then the government we will form is going 
to make you contribute to the welfare of this country, either by getting you a 
job or by helping to fix the country. The government we are planning to form is 
going to make you fix potholes, clean the beaches, clean up parks, paint 
buildings, and a host of all the other jobs that are not being done because of 
people like you. 

If you don’t help, your benefits are going to be stopped. 

We will also help you to get employment. If we find you a job and offer it 
to you, you should take it. If we do this three times and you refuse all of them, 
your benefits are going to be stopped. 

You don’t spend forty hours a week looking for a job. If people are, good 
luck to them and we should help them as much as possible. But I know that 
the majority of people looking for work do not spend forty hours a week on 
doing that. Some of them don’t even spend one hour a week, if at all. 

‘But hold on,’ you might say to me. ‘Why should we do work for a 
pittance? Our allowance is not enough to live on, never mind a job that 
doesn’t pay any better.’ 

My answer to you is to get a job that pays more, then. Any job you can 
find pays more than Jobseeker’s Allowance, and my final question to you is: 

Why should the rest of us pay for you to do nothing? 



As sure as death. 

Why do we pay so much tax? As just one example, we pay road tax and 
the largest percentage tax in Europe on fuel, then when bad weather comes, 
we fall apart. There is no salt and there are potholes, which results in more 
cost to repair our cars, which is also taxed. 

As a country, we pay more tax than anybody else. It is a ridiculous 
situation. 

Then we see it all getting given away to other countries or wasted on 
people in our country who don’t deserve it. Why do hard-working taxpayers in 
this country get squeezed to pay layabouts around the world? We want our 
government to use our taxes properly, and pay for the things that need to be 
fixed here, and now. 

In the main, people don’t mind paying taxes, as long as it’s used fairly and 
properly and not wasted. It’s when they see their tax contribution thrown away 
that causes anger. 

I propose that: 

Everybody in this country does not have to pay any more National 
Insurance. The tax system is much more complicated than it needs to be. We 
don’t need to have two separate types of payment from everybody. 

VAT on all products is reduced to 10 per cent. If we’re going to get people 
spending again, it makes no sense to charge more VAT on what they buy. 

Everybody, no matter what you earn, pays 30 per cent of all their 
earnings. If we are an equal society, then everybody should pay the same 
percentage tax. This includes rich people. 

There will be no tax havens, and if you earn money in this country, then 
you pay 30 per cent tax to this country. 

In most cases, no matter what your level of income is, you will have 
around 7 per cent more cash in your pocket by introducing these measures. 
But, you say, these are great ideas, but where is all the tax going to come 
from then? How are we going to pay for all this? By looking after ourselves, 
that’s how. Getting money back, not wasting it, by getting back to making 
things, by stopping people coming here and getting money they don’t 
deserve, and by looking after our country in the same way you would look 
after your home or business. 

In those cases, you do everything you can either to save or make money. 
You balance the books all the time without cooking them. 

It’s all just a question of scale. 



Europe 

You’re in your house and there’s a knock on the door. 

It’s your neighbour. You’ve seen him a few times but you wouldn’t say you 
know him very well; just a ‘hello’ now and again and cards through the door at 
Christmas. 

‘Hello, there,’ he says, ‘I just wanted to tell you that I am in a bit of 
financial bother and I wondered if you could help me out?’ 

‘Yes, if I can.’ 

‘Well, I just wondered if you could give me some money?’ 

‘Er, no, I don’t think so.’ 

‘But I have debts that I cannot pay. I have been overspending recently 
and I don’t have any money left to pay them. I could get a loan from the bank 
but they have said they will charge me a higher rate of interest because I am 
a higher risk. I don’t want to do that so I am asking if you would give me the 
money instead.‘ 

‘I don’t think I should do that. I have had financial problems myself 
recently, and I could help you to fix yours. In our house, we have been cutting 
back on a lot of things to make ends meet. I am not using that money I have 
saved to give to you. If I just give you money, that is not fixing the problem. If I 
give you money, you will just spend it and come back next year asking for the 
same again. What have you been spending your money on, anyway?’ 

‘Well, I bought a boat, and a car. I had a big party for no real reason, and I 
went on holiday even though I didn’t need one.’ 

‘But what about the basics? They sound like luxuries to me.’ 

‘Yeah, I do buy the basics as well, but I was given loads of credit and 
used it all. Now I have to pay for it and I don’t want to.’ 

‘That is no real reason for me to do it for you. If I give you money, you will 
spend it on the same things. You need to cut down on all the luxuries and 
tighten your belt. I can help you, but you need to be willing to help yourself as 
well.’ 

‘Well, OK, so are you going to give me the money or not?’ 

‘Absolutely no way.’ 

Royaume-Uni; nil points. 

When somebody has a debt problem you don’t give them money. That is 
not fixing the problem. If you give them money you may as well just throw it 
away. 

It is my opinion that we should get out of Europe. 

I recently noticed that civil servants were losing jobs so European orange-
sellers get to keep theirs. We need to stop wasting public money on lost 
causes and look after ourselves first. Money doesn’t fix problems, people do. 
We should never have bailed anybody out; it is not our responsibility to bail 
out other countries and we are not obliged to do it. We are giving money to 



other countries and all they do in return is snub us in the Eurovision Song 
Contest. 

The argument we are given for staying in Europe is that we would lose 
trade if we pulled out. 

What rot. 

Our country is one of the biggest economies in the world. If countries in 
Europe will not deal with us any more, they are only hurting themselves, not 
us. 

Of course they will continue to trade with us. If they don’t buy from us, sell 
it somewhere else for less; that’s what businesses do and so can we. Other 
countries around the world are queuing up to trade with us. Places like China, 
Brazil, and India would take up the deficit we have lost from other European 
countries, and guess what? They would be a lot cheaper, and we would end 
up actually making more money by dealing with them. It would be a huge 
benefit for us to change who we trade with, so bring it on. 

We don’t want to do the things they want to do. What are they going to 
do? Fine us? We won’t pay. Take us to court? Do it; we are not part of your 
legislation. Start a war with us? I doubt it; that would be the same as them 
stamping their feet and screaming and screaming until their face turned blue. 
It would be bullying us for their own gain, and we’re not having it; we would 
stand up to that. 

It has happened before when there was a world recession followed by a 
German chancellor trying to control the rest of Europe. It’s happening again, 
and again it has to be this country that has to stand up first against it. Getting 
away from the EU has turned into a fight for independence. 

Let’s get away from this self-serving, wasteful European Union that we 
pay into for no reason; we don’t even get any financial benefit from it. We 
actually pay more into it than we get back from it. We can start to fix our 
country in the way we want to, without crazy laws on how straight our 
bananas should be or how many fish we can take out of the sea. We would 
also not be funding the outrageous expenses of Euro MPs. I have said 
enough about MPs above, and the ones in Europe are impossibly worse. 

Human Rights are for all, not just some. 

The European Court of Human Rights has turned legislation in our 
country into a laughing stock. The ECHR was set up to help people in genuine 
need of it. It was for people struggling against oppression in their country, and 
it was for people to be treated equally in the face of injustice. It was not set up 
to help some immigrant thieves to stay in our country because they say they 
would be treated badly in their own. 

We are a soft touch and everybody knows it. We have to stop that. We 
are not going to be a soft touch any more. We are going to be a hard, tough, 
wall of belligerence towards people who are trying to take the mickey out of 
us. If people come to our country and commit crime, they are going to be sent 
back to where they came from, and if that means them going back to a place 
where they will be treated badly, tough. Don’t abuse our hospitality and come 
to our country and steal from us. That’s not what guests do in people’s houses 



and if they do, they are asked to leave and never allowed to come back. 

Don’t believe what anybody tells you about this; we can withdraw from 
anything at any time we want. And what exactly can the EU do to us if we pull 
out? They will most likely start to bully us. Countries in Europe have tried to 
take over our country before, but this time it’s red tape not jack boots that are 
trampling over the continent. We have to honour the people that stood up for 
our freedom in the past (always) and we have to honour them in the same 
vein by also showing the bravery they showed. They gave their lives for us; 
we don’t have to give our lives this time and there is no physical threat. If we 
are attacked by red tape then we should respond by tearing it all up, saying, 
‘What are you going to do now?’ 

Who do you think you are kidding, Mr Europe; we are not on the run. 

We have another Union to deal with. 

Ours. 

Tin-rattling. 

I was a beneficiary of a charity when I was a child, and I know the value of 
what these people do. We should give when we can but our time is more 
important than our cash. I don’t mind giving to charities, but I don’t actually do 
anything to help them. The problem is that I am too lazy or don’t feel any great 
passion for the charity. I know this is wrong, but I have a busy life and I just 
give them money and forget about it. Sometimes, if I can’t afford to, I don’t 
give them anything. 

Is that what you do as well? 

What you might do is spare a little cash even when you don’t actually 
have it to spare, because you feel strongly that you want to help. We could do 
that. We could give to other countries if we can spare it, or even if we can’t 
spare it, give because we feel strongly about it. 

I don’t think there should be a fixed amount every year that we have to 
give. I don’t do that in my house. I give if I truly believe in the cause, but I think 
that if you truly believed in a cause you wouldn’t just sit around and donate 
money; you would physically do something if you believed in it that much. 

If we are going to give charity to other countries, that’s what we should do. 
If a country needs charity money, we should use the money to send people 
and supplies to that place, not just give a donation. It’s still spending the 
money that we were going to give them, but we know exactly where it’s going; 
to our people and our supplies. 

Nobody should be forced to give to charity or to physically help them. To 
me, helping charities is something you do if you wish to. 

We have to help those countries that are less fortunate than we are. Yes, 
OK; but there are people less fortunate in our country, and I want to help them 
first; charity begins at home, and then we can help others, but we need to sort 
ourselves out first. 

That’s what I’d rather do. 



Great Britain 

You’re in your house, and you hear tinkering around in your barn. When 
you go to investigate, you find one man has set up home in one half of the 
barn, and a family has set up home in the other half. 

You go to the man who is on his own, and say to him, ‘What are you 
doing here? This is my house, my land. You can’t just walk in here and set up 
house. Who said you could come here and take over my barn?’ 

‘Nobody said.’ he replies, ‘Nobody said I could but also nobody stopped 
me, either. I needed a place to go because the last place I was at treated me 
badly.’ 

‘That doesn’t mean you can come here. How did you get onto my land, 
anyway?’ 

‘The door was wide open, so I just came in.’ 

But you must have passed four houses on the way here. Why not go into 
one of those?’ 

‘Because I had heard you were a soft touch.’ 

You are now getting annoyed by the man’s arrogance. ‘So what if the 
door was open? That doesn’t mean you can just walk in and live here. Why 
would I want somebody on my land who does something like that? Your own 
ethics should have told you that you don’t behave like that. I want you to leave 
my barn immediately.’ 

‘But I have rights now. You can’t just kick me out of here. If you want to 
get rid of me, you’re going to have to go through a long, legal process, and 
even after that, I would still be here. The courts will be on my side.’ 

‘But this is my land. You don’t have the right to be here. If I want you off it, 
I am going to get you off it. If you do manage to stay here, are you going to 
pay rent to me?’ 

‘No. I don’t have to do that. You will pay for me. Also, you have no right to 
extract me forcefully. I have rights to stay here. You should also realise that 
you are going to have to pay for my upkeep. I am not working and have no 
intention of doing so because I don’t need to. You have to pay for me to live in 
here.’ 

‘But what if I cannot afford to do so? 

‘That is not my problem. It is yours. If you do not pay for me, I will 
complain to the ECHR to make you pay for me. You will have to work harder 
and longer to gain extra cash to pay for me as well.’ 

‘No. I am not happy with that I am going to forcibly remove you from my 
barn.’ 

‘But you will be arrested if you do that.’ 

‘I do not care. Get out of my barn before I make you do so.’ 

He leaves the barn, though hides on your land without your knowledge. 

The family with eight children in the other part of the barn have also set up 



home, but this time when you ask them how they got in, the father says, ‘The 
door was open, and we looked around to see if anybody was around to ask if 
we could come in. There was nobody, and we saw the other guy in the barn 
and thought it was OK. We wanted to pay to use the barn, but there was 
nobody here.’ 

‘Hmmmm,’ you think, ‘this is a good start.’ 

He goes on, ‘I understand that this is your house, but we are desperate. I 
will pay you. I have money. I have brought my family here to escape the 
injustice that was going on in the last house I was in. I want to work. I will pay 
you to stay here. I don’t want anything from you but a room and when I am 
sorted out I will move to my own house. Please help us. I am a plumber and I 
can fix the jobs in your house that you cannot fix. I am a working man and just 
need this opportunity. You are a good person, I can see that. I will abide by 
the rules of your house and will teach my children to respect your rules. We 
just need some time and we will be out of your way.’ 

‘And you will pay rent and you will fix jobs around my house for free?’ 

‘We will do anything you want. We respect your property and we intend to 
integrate ourselves to your rules and to not interfere with your way of life.’ 

‘That is good, I am happy for you to stay here until you can get back on 
your feet. Would you all like a cup of tea?’ 

‘I pledge allegiance to the flag of Great Britain and to the sovereignty for 
which it stands: one nation indivisible with liberty and justice for all.’ 

We, as a country, are too proud and arrogant. Those countries that used 
to be in our empire - we are the parent of those countries and they are our 
children. Like all parents, we want our children to do better than we ever did. 

They have. 

We look at what they are doing and the ideas they have had, and we 
arrogantly and blindly will not take their ideas on board because we weren’t 
the ones who thought of them. 

As parents, we hardly ever listen to the ideas of our children when we 
should. They see things in a much simpler way than we do. They say things 
as they see them, and don’t have the layer of pretence and fear with which we 
have covered ourselves, to make us ignore our children even when they are 
talking complete sense. 

The ideas from other countries that I am talking about are; the pledge of 
allegiance for everybody and said in schools every morning; the right to fly 
your flag whenever you want; a method of regulating immigration by using a 
points system; you must have a trade, some cash, and an opportunity for 
work if you want to come into our country. You are not just going to come in 
and leech from us. If you come here, you adapt to suit us, not the other way 
around. And if you don’t like it... 

There is no worse delusion than self-delusion and we have it; we as a 
country have it, because we think we have a higher place in the world than we 
actually do. 



We don’t know best any more. 

We are not going to fix this country by idle griping. Money will come from 
our taxes and by generating manufacturing again, starting businesses and 
encouraging the youth of this country to do the same. Competition will drive 
down prices and improve services. We will all generate money by working at it 
and getting more in our pockets, thereby paying more taxes and not wasting it 
on other countries or by foolish projects. We will generate our own power, 
make our own things, sell them to other countries, and make money any way 
we all can. We are a socio-capitalist country; we pay taxes but have the 
capacity to earn more. 

It can be done. 

I want this country, our country, to be a union of all four countries; it’s 
even in our flag. But, if the other three countries apart from England want to 
break away, they do so with our good wishes. I would never stop that. I would 
also put forward a referendum for the English people to vote on devolution 
which has not happened yet. 

All countries have a flag; not just ours. 

Being patriotic is not nationalism. 

You don’t realise you are patriotic until somebody attacks your country, in 
the same way that you don’t realise you care about your family, town, city, or 
football team, until somebody else has a go at it. You all stand together when 
those things happen. It is tribalism at any level you care to think of. 

This is not nationalism. We don’t hate other countries; we just want a 
chance to fix ours before we help others. It is tribalism, which is a pride in your 
group, whether it be family or country. In the World Wars, we were the first to 
stand up and say no to oppression. It was an attack on our country that we all 
stood together to take on. We didn’t win it on our own, we were just the first 
ones to stand up to it, and usually that’s all it takes to make others realise and 
join in. 

It gave us pride in our country and ourselves, and I don’t believe that pride 
has ever gone away, as it doesn’t in any other countries. 

Wherever we were born or wherever we belong, is always only ever a 
situation of birth. We don’t really own this land or property; it is not ours to 
own, and everybody has a sense of belonging to something no matter where 
they were born. So where does this patriotism come from, apart from pride, 
belonging and togetherness, if that’s not enough? 

It is loyalty, but not really loyalty to countries. It is loyalty to people. Our 
families, our town centres, our cities. We belong there and everybody belongs 
to ours or theirs. Who cares if somebody comes from another town or family, 
or speaks with a different accent or language? So what? We are all just 
people. We are all the same but different, and we all have much more in 
common than we think. 

In the main, we all want roughly the same things, so why don’t we make it 
happen? 

Everybody hates us, and we don’t care. 



Remember when you used to play in the street with your mates, be it 
football, cricket, rounders, or kerbs? The innocence of enjoying sport is 
complete in just about all of us when we are children, but then we grow up 
and it all gets serious and more cynical. Remember, even when it was just in 
the street, how great it felt when you won, no matter what you were playing 
and whom it was against? 

Our country is great when we’re doing well in a sport. The economy gets 
a huge boost because everybody is happier. We are one of the few countries 
that have a team in just about everything. Can you think of another country 
that has a top football team, top rugby team, a top athletics team and a top 
cricket team? 

It is for this reason that I am putting sporting development as one of our 
priorities. Nobody should be left out because they can’t afford it, or be rejected 
from clubs that operate by elitism. Australia has a large priority in sports. They 
do well in lots of them, and that country always appears to be happier than 
ours and that country is not alone. 

Sport is an activity that connects countries and people all over the world. 
We may not be good at all of it, but we all need to be given a chance to see if 
we are. 

Just one more for the road. 

So, how do you solve the problem of alcohol? 

As a country, we drink far too much alcohol, which causes all kinds of 
health problems as well as physical damage. The main problem with alcohol 
is that it brings delusion, anger and tears. It causes fights, drink driving, and 
people doing stupid things just because they’re too drunk. Sober thoughts 
become spoken words when you’ve had too much to drink. 

As with most things, the bug is caught when you’re young. Anybody who 
disagrees with this only needs to take a look at one of our city centres on a 
Saturday night to see how big the problem is. People are getting smashed on 
cheap deals in pubs and supermarkets, so can the problem be solved by 
raising prices? 

No. 

The alcohol consumption in this country is due to the culture, not the 
prices. We have had the problem for a thousand years and it is not going to 
go away quickly. 

My proposal is to make a higher age limit for people before they can buy 
alcohol, and it should be enforced. Raise the drinking age to 21 and enforce 
ID. I thought of raising it to 25 which would fix the problem more quickly but I 
don’t think that would go down well with the people in our country. 

We have to make a cultural change, and cultural changes are not easy. 

It’s bring and buy, not come and take. 

The only immigrants I ever meet are through my business and the 
children’s school, and you know what, they’ve all got jobs, pay tax, have good 
ethics, and cannot for the life of them understand why they are treated with 



animosity by people who only get their opinions from right-wing newspapers 
and propaganda. 

But, there is another problem, and that is immigration is not regulated well 
enough. 

We need to take some lessons from other countries on how they control 
immigration, and not be too proud or arrogant to understand that sometimes 
we get things wrong and need to learn lessons from others. 

We need to have a points system for people who come to our country. 
Currently, no points system is there because we have to take in our share of 
people from the European Union and that’s all they need to get in to our 
country. We are probably not going to be in the EU any more so that is not 
going to be an issue in the future. 

People who want to come to our country are going to have to have money 
to bring with them; they are going to have to have a trade, and an opportunity 
to use that trade. If a job can be given to somebody already here, then the 
person already here is going to get that job, not somebody from another 
country. Try and walk into a country like Australia and the USA and see if you 
can stay there without these things. You will be sent back here with a flea in 
your ear, and that is what we are going to do to people trying to get here. 

Also, pledge allegiance to Britain or go, and learn to speak the language 
or go. If we let you into our country and you commit crime, you are not going 
to be in our country any more. 

I am not religious, but this is a Christian country and we shouldn’t have to 
change that for people. If you want to force your religions onto us, we are not 
going to have them. We will do what we want as a country not what you want 
us to do. You will change and integrate with us, and we will help you to 
integrate, but we are not changing everything to suit you. 

We are not going to accept being called racists any more when we say 
that our country is full. We are saying it because of that very reason; our 
country is full. 

We are not stopping people from coming here but before we let 
somebody into our country we want to know who they are and why they want 
to come here. 

Why do so many people want to come here anyway? Is it because of 
benefits? Maybe in some cases, but in general I don’t think so. It’s a great 
country, and that’s why so many people want to come here, but we are letting 
it go to pot. Look at any previous empire; they let themselves be destroyed 
from within. 

We are doing that to our country. 

Would we let strangers just walk into our house and help themselves? No, 
we wouldn’t. We are not taking huddled masses any more. We just can’t do it. 

Immigrants who are trying to get into our country illegally; they are trying 
to burgle our house, and we should treat them that way. Go somewhere else. 
And if they are refugees, then why not settle in the first safe country they get 
to. Why come all the way here? There’s a load of other countries and 22 miles 



of water to get over before you get to ours. 

What rot. 

The word that is opposite to integration is dis-integration. 

Even if we stop or curb immigration, the problem of people already being 
here is not going to go away, and we have to include it in our future. But we 
can do this in a positive way by integration, commitment to the country, and 
by having a constitution. 

I know loads of people from different backgrounds, and I can only ever 
give my opinion on the people I have ever met, and nobody else. I have met 
lots of Catholics, Protestants, Muslims, Jews, and others. I have met all 
nationalities and we get on fine. I think most people would say this as well, so 
where is the problem? I have said the answer earlier and will do the same 
later on as well; the problems with everything in this country are being caused 
by minorities and extremists. 

Everybody else is willing to integrate and deal with each other, but a small 
minority do not want to, and they force other people not to as well. This even 
comes down to our very own language. One big way to help people integrate 
with each other in this country is for everyone to speak the same language 
and we have one. English. 

People can speak whatever language they want amongst themselves, but 
the language of our country is English; you have to learn it if you want to live 
here, and you have to learn it if you want to do business in most parts of the 
world. 

There will be no more road signs in other languages. If you want to know 
what a road sign says, learn the language. If you are committed to integrating 
into the rest of our country, you should be doing that anyway. If you’re not 
committed to that, you shouldn’t be here. 

Nobody does it better… 

I have read and seen that our society is being eroded, and that our 
systems and traditions are disappearing. The main thing being eroded in this 
country is character. This is a country that always fights for what it believes in 
and stands up to being bullied. I honestly believe that people in this country 
have that fight still in them. 

British people have a proud history. Yes, we have oppressed others in the 
past, but we have stood up to oppressors in the past as well. Just about every 
good sport you can think of was created here, and so were some of the 
greatest sportspeople. Our sporting leagues are the best in the world and 
everybody wants to play here. 

We have a proud tradition in many things. Our music industry is the best 
in the world and we are the masters of comedy, wit and irony, unmatched by 
anybody. We make the best movies because they make you think about life, 
not about blowing up the evil enemy (the evil enemy usually being British 
people). We have produced most of the best inventors and innovators in 
history and other countries have built on the expertise that we have provided. 

The two most famous writers in history were British, and they stood at the 



top of a huge list of other famous British writers. We still produce some of the 
best writers in the world because nobody just has that knack in the way that 
we do. Our history is rich with amazing stories, and we have the best capital 
city in the world because we have kept the buildings in which that history 
occurred. 

British history is almost exclusively the history of our royal family. Our 
royal family is the most famous and best in the world, and is only going to get 
better because of the Princess Diana-inspired new generation that is going to 
take over soon, not that there’s anything wrong with the German-rooted older 
one. Why do you think that when one of our princes got married, one third of 
the world stopped and watched? 

Nobody does pomp like we do. 

When we as British people, see what is happening to our great country, it 
stirs up the blood. 

People are angry, but have you ever stopped and asked why? 

They are crying out for help, and nobody is listening. 



Religion 

You’re in your house watching the TV, and there is a programme on about 
the Grand Unification Theory. It explains that the universe was formed in a 
few seconds, and that the lightest elements went on to form all the planets, 
galaxies and stars. Stars exploded to form other elements and these then 
formed galaxies including the one in which we live, with all the elements we 
know about. We are all made from dead stars. The TV programme then 
describes a theory about what happens when you die. 

Genetic production is at a level we do not yet understand. Your children 
look like you but more than that, they are also like you as a person. They have 
the same nature and personality; that can only happen at a level we don’t yet 
know about. When we die, we are recycled to that level and go out into space, 
to come back together with other subatomic particles, form new galaxies, 
planets and develop in the same way as this one did, taking millions of years 
to get to where we are today. It is not reincarnation, but recycling, like 
thousands of aluminium cans being used to make an aeroplane; there is no 
trace of what it was before. 

When we close our eyes in death, we wake up somewhere else a new 
being, which could be anything, maybe on another planet, another galaxy or 
even in another universe. Ridiculous? Maybe, but it is just a theory to explain 
what happens after you die. Now, you take this theory and write a big, thick, 
book about it. 

Over the space of, say, 2000 years, you get as many people as possible 
to believe your theory. You get so many people to believe in it, that if anybody 
ever says anything different they are ridiculed and treated like a heretic. You 
even go as far as burning people to death because they won’t believe the 
same thing that you do. 

Other theories crop up. These are similar to yours but with small 
differences. You do not like these other theories about what happens when 
you die, so you try to stop them from gaining support. You start wars with 
these other theorists because they don’t agree with you. You have more 
people on your side so your great strength means that you win the wars. 
Millions of people die because of their belief in theories, and eventually, 
opposing theories end up not dealing with each other. 

Opposing theories still exist, but all sides are so entrenched in their beliefs 
that they will not even tolerate the other sides. 

Another idea turns up which is actually a viable opposition to yours. This 
one swells and swells and starts to prove your theory wrong. You start to 
change your theory gradually to fit the evidence they have found, yet they 
keep discovering more evidence to prove more of your theory wrong. Their 
theory says that we were all created by a mighty being, and that when we die, 
we take a place in the home of that being. 

You find it difficult to argue with this theory but you have to because you 
don’t want to say you have been wrong all this time and caused all this pain 
on a theory that was wrong. You actually want to believe their theory but now 
you can’t because of your history. You still have more people on your side, 
but this time you don’t start wars with them. 



This time, you treat them like unknowing children who must be ridiculed 
for not believing what everybody else believes. You try to make them feel 
stupid because you’ve been around for longer and understand that faith in 
your theory only comes with great wisdom, and you tell them that if they 
completely disproved your theory then people would have no hope for another 
life when they die. 

Does that sound ridiculous? 

Maybe, but it is all based on different theories. Nobody knows for sure, 
and the theories are not provable but at least possible. 

Snakes cannot talk. 

I am going to say some things here that a lot of people are not going to 
like, but there is something you must understand about my opinions before 
you read them. 

I am an agnostic; the only thing that stops me going all the way to atheism 
is that I cannot 100 per cent say that everything is predetermined. I don’t 
mean by God, but by anything. The atheist creed is ‘there is nothing out there’ 
but I cannot say that with 100 per cent certainty, though I am just about there. 
I cannot make the final leap because of the word ‘agnostic’; nobody knows for 
sure, but there are people that think they do. 

I relate God to the story of Santa Claus. They are both big, beardy men 
created by mankind to make people behave. One is for children, and the other 
one is for grown-ups. I don’t believe there’s a man in the sky that will punish 
us if we’re naughty but I cannot 100 per cent say that there is not some entity 
out there that was responsible for the Big Bang; nobody knows or will ever 
know. Anybody who has realised Santa does not exist (in childhood) has the 
capacity to doubt the evidence about anything. I believe that there is a lot 
more people with doubts than conviction, and I also believe that if you are 100 
per cent convinced in your faith, it should never matter if anybody questions it. 

Religion has a fascinating history and there are many great stories in it 
and moralistic lessons, but these are just stories containing ethical lessons, 
the same as you would find in a lot of American teenage sitcoms. 

It is my opinion that 95 per cent of religious people are decent, respectful, 
tolerant, open-minded, God-fearing people. God and religion and prayers are 
a help to a lot of people, a crutch to lean on in bad times, and a beacon of 
hope in an ever-more cynical world. Faith and religion make people do great 
things, and their hope and prayers go out to others when they are facing 
tough problems. 

I do not have a problem with this 95 per cent of religious people, and 
would never try to persuade them not to believe what they believe in as it is 
none of my business. I would never compete with all the great things that 
people do in the name of religion, and would never want to. 

But…that other five per cent. I have a big problem with them. In most 
cases, extremism and intolerance only hurt people mentally. Mental illness is 
a very serious problem; believe me, I know that from personal experience. But 
these people don’t just hurt people mentally; they kill people. Throughout 
history, millions of people have died because of religion. 



Proof is in the humble pie. 

Science’s job is to prove and disprove in equal measure. All scientists’ 
theories are just that; theories. It is unlikely, but who is to say that fossils are 
not some coming together of random materials in such a way as to show a 
structured picture, in the same way that people can see the face of Jesus in a 
cloud, Elvis in a potato, or Michael Jackson in a crisp, displayed with the 
headlines ‘The Turin Cloud’, ‘Spudden Doll’, and ‘MoonWalkers’. If these 
people wanted to come back, this is not the way they would do it. There are 
too many fossils, however, for it to be accidental. 

The main difference between the theories of religion and science is that 
science theory fits the evidence. Science does not try to fit its facts to a story; 
it gets a story based on the facts, unlike religion. Religion sees the things that 
science brings up and then changes its story to fit. Scientists are quite happy 
to change their story at any point based on new evidence; they most probably 
want to because it would mean something new has been discovered. Religion 
sticks to its story regardless of evidence, and if the evidence doesn’t fit their 
story then it is the evidence that is wrong. 

What rot. 

Do you not think that if religion could get scientific proof on their side, it 
would be presented with great fanfare? If there were some kind of solid, 
scientific proof that God existed, religion would be embracing science with 
open arms, happy to acknowledge it because it has helped them. 

You’ve probably gathered by now that I have fallen on the side of science, 
safe in the knowledge that if I am wrong and God did create everything, then 
he must be a scientist as well anyway, and could not possibly admonish other 
scientists for trying to find the truth. 

Extremists and intolerant people are hiding their insecurity. 

Criticising religious people usually brings one of two reactions. There is 
the religious person who will react with an open mind and be tolerant of the 
other person’s opinion even if they don’t agree with it. They will not try to bully 
them into submission by calling them names or treating them like they are 
childish and stupid for not believing the same things that they do. 

That is what we call a ‘good’ reaction. 

However, there can also be another type of reaction. This is the one 
where the religious person treats the criticiser with bile and aggression. They 
will do anything to stop the other person saying what they are saying, and will 
even go to the extreme of hurting them or threatening to hurt them. 

That is what we call a ‘bad’ reaction. 

Does that sound familiar? MPs, banks, oil companies; they all react in the 
same way to criticism; by using insults and aggression, arrogance and 
belittlement. Why is that? Are you scared you’ve been found out? 

Intolerant and extremist religious people are the people I am talking about 
here, which is not you reading this. Isn’t that right? You’ve never heard 
anyone say they don’t believe in God and treated them like a naive idiot who 
doesn’t know what they’re talking about. 



Have you? 

In all the religions I have heard of, the central tenet is based on ‘good will 
to all men’. To an extremist or intolerant bigot, the expression ‘good will to all 
men’ really means ‘good will to all men, but only if all men believe what we 
do’. Other people have to believe the same things and if not, the result will be 
massive intolerance. They will have extreme right wing or intolerant views or 
behaviour (this last comment was taken from the OED definition of ‘fascism’). 

‘But wait a second,’ you might say. ‘Aren’t you, who has written this, also 
an extremist? Religion is not that bad. Religion is harmless.’ 

What rot. 

Go and say that to the families of the Jewish people in the Second World 
War, or of the World Trade Centre victims, or the millions upon millions of 
people who have died in wars that have been fought in the name of religion. 
Go and tell them that religion is harmless and doesn’t hurt anybody. 

The amount of people who doubt is more than anyone thinks. They don’t 
want to say so for fear of reprisal from these extremists and intolerant people, 
and intolerance to others’ opinions is a measure of insecurity in their own 
beliefs. 

The theory of religion is outdated. 

It is not just cultural and racial segregation that we have a problem with in 
this country. One of the biggest problems we have is religious segregation. 
We will never be able to integrate fully if this problem remains. 

Local councils do not help. They do things like encourage people to say 
‘Happy Holidays’ rather than ‘Merry Christmas’ or to call Christmas Lights 
‘Holiday lights’. They claim they are trying to help make a more integrated 
society, but they are doing the opposite. They are pandering to one group at 
the expense of other groups. They don’t seem to want to change the words 
surrounding Ramadan or Hanukkah, though these are religious terms used by 
non-Christians. But remember, it is councils that make these decisions, not 
religious people. How many non-Christians do you know who care about 
lights being named Christmas lights? There are none that I know of; they 
laugh at it. 

Councils say to us that we have to be tolerant of other religions in our 
country. We are, but that does not mean we have to change all of our names 
and customs to suit other people. They don’t do that for us and we don’t want 
them to, either. 

Tolerance goes both ways, remember. 

It is local councils that are making the problem worse, and it’s already bad 
enough what with people being bombed and killed because of extremism. 

Children are just adults that haven’t grown up yet. 

Just how many problems would be solved in this world if we could get rid 
of religion? I am not proposing to do that. If I were, I may as well just throw 
this manifesto in the bin and not bother. What I actually want is for the word 
‘religion’ to be removed from all legislation. 



My proposal is that religious education should not be a school subject in 
its own right. It could be placed in the English faculty in schools, where 
children learn about books including religious texts. It would be a way of 
saying to children; here’s the story, read the book and decide for yourself if 
you want to believe it or not. 

But I think there is a better place to put it. 

Religious education should have the name Creatology and be placed in 
the science faculty. 

Sometimes, the only way to stop extremes is to take away the problem 
completely. So this is my proposal: 

I believe there is a way that religion and science can be alongside each 
other and use the individual theories that they have, but it would have to be 
humility all round. Religion is going to have to dump the mad stories, and 
science is going to have to accept that they have faith as well; faith in 
theories, the same as religion. Everything about science could be completely 
wrong. Theories are just that; nobody knows. 

I don’t mind schools teaching Creatology, but it should be taught in the 
science subject because anything should only ever be taught based on the 
evidence available. What we should say to schoolchildren is ‘there is an 
entity, that we shall call God, who created the Big Bang’ and it would mean no 
more arguments about who is right. It would be a way of saying that the 
universe was created (religion) but this is how it works (science). 

It would mean that both sides could even work together without any more 
need for hypocrisy and arguments. 

If children question any subject, then they should be encouraged, not just 
told they are wrong to do that. We should give them the facts, and let them 
decide for themselves if they want to believe it. I have no problem with people 
believing what they want to believe. I am in no position to say otherwise, but it 
has to be what people want to believe, not what they are told to. If religious 
people question their own beliefs, it would either be confirmed or denied, but 
base it on evidence, not faith and brainwashing. 

If religion is your lifestyle choice, then you can teach them at home if you 
want. As a parent I always want my children to develop naturally into what 
they want to be. Of course they will pick things up and form some of their 
opinions from me, but my intention is to listen to what they want to do, not 
force onto them the life that I want for them. It’s up to them how they want to 
live their life, in the same way as we have a choice in our own lives. We are 
here merely to guide them the best we can, not oppress and force them into 
something they don’t want to do. 

If religious people genuinely care about the community and integration, 
surely they will themselves encourage my proposal. If we take this out of 
schools and you still want to teach your children about being narrow-minded 
and intolerant, don’t let me or anybody else stop you. 

It is my belief that religion should be phased out of our society. It should 
not be taught in schools as a subject to believe in. One argument against it is 
that non-religious people are evil, and that not teaching it would create evil 



people. 

No. 

I am an agnostic. I am not evil. I help other people as much as I can, but I 
do it because it is just the right thing to do. I don’t do it because I will gain a 
place in some mystical nirvana. You don’t need a God to tell you to help 
others; it should just be the way you are. 

I don’t have faith in mythical beings in the sky; I have faith in people. 

But, you also say, if we remove religion as a theory, then we should 
remove science; that is all just theory as well. That’s true. The difference is 
when you say something in a science class, you can prove it by carrying out a 
physical experiment to back it up. 

Try doing that in a religious lesson. 

So then, how can a leader of our country not believe in God? What kind of 
decisions would he make? Not believing in God should not affect your 
decisions. Any decisions I would make will be based on the facts of the matter 
and what we, as people, can do about it. I believe in people, not gods, and will 
make decisions based on that. 

Pray for me if you think I need it, but if you’re going to pray for something, 
then pray for this country; it definitely needs it. 



Environment 

You’re in your garden, turning it over, and your spade hits a layer of coal. 
You are amazed by this discovery and dig up your whole garden to find that 
there is a full seam of coal underneath it. You run a seismic test and find out 
that the coal goes down about fifty metres, and calculate that you have 
enough coal in your garden to power your house for the next seventy years. 

So you start to use it in your house. You rig up a generator to provide 
electricity for your house, and learn how to transform the coal into synthetic 
fuel to power your car. After a while, you decide to get an electric car because 
it is a more efficient way to use your free electricity. You now have a way to 
power your whole life for the next seventy years, without having to rely on 
anybody else to provide it. It’s cheaper, more efficient, and there’s plenty of it. 

But then, an official turns up at your front door from the dual-fuel company 
with which you’re no longer registered. He asks you why you are not using 
power from their company, and you tell him about the coal in your back 
garden. ‘But you can’t use that,’ he says, ‘it’s not safe to do so.’ 

‘It conforms to all the regulations that it needs to. I have so much of it that 
I might even start to charge my neighbours if they want to use it.’ 

‘But you have to get power from us, or another company. You can’t just 
do what you want because you have found a source of power in your garden.’ 

‘Yes, I can.’ 

‘But it’s dangerous. You could cause all kinds of structural damage in the 
area because you are digging coal from your garden.’ 

‘It is not dangerous. It is perfectly safe. I am not going to use your 
company any more, or any other. If you want to stop me, you are going to 
need access to my garden, and I am not going to allow that. You could have 
switched my supply off at any time or charged me double rates, and I would 
have to pay it because I need it. I don’t need you any more. I am going alone 
with my power and there’s nothing you can do about it.’ 

‘Well, we’ll just see about that’. 

The next day, your house is in the media. The dual-fuel company has told 
the press that you are powering your house in a dangerous way, and that if 
anybody else in the area finds any coal in their garden, they should inform the 
dual-fuel company at once. Power comes from us, not your back gardens, 
and you have to subsidise our efforts to provide clean power. You are 
damaging the environment with your home-made generators. 

But all that does is make your neighbours check their back gardens, and 
they find the same as you. They are all now using their own coal to power 
their houses and cars, and have de-registered from the dual-fuel company. 

The dual-fuel company now realises it is in competition with you and 
others. As more people find this coal in their back gardens, the company tries 
to buy their house but are refused. It then has to lower its prices to compete 
but it cannot reduce them far enough to compete with ‘free’. 

Over time, everybody in the country realises that they have this source of 



power, and use it themselves. Because there is no dependence on power 
companies’ extortionate prices, everything in the country becomes cheaper. 
Power for electricity and transport is now so cheap and efficient that 
companies selling products don’t need to charge as much to the customer, 
and also everybody has more money in their pocket because they do not 
have to pay crazy prices for power any more. 

It is very difficult to score a goal when the goalposts keep moving. 

Remember when climate change used to be called global warming? 

People are becoming panicked about the environment because other 
people have told them that the world is going to end soon if we don’t stop 
using fossil fuels. The exact same thing happened with the Millennium Bug. In 
that case, the world panicked about planes flying out of the sky and 
computers becoming defunct, but then it happened, and nothing happened. 
The same is happening again, and people are being misinformed about the 
environment to allow the promotion of technology that we don’t really need. 

I am not a ‘green’. I do agree that carbon dioxide levels have been getting 
higher over 200 years due to the industrial revolution, but the temperature has 
only gone up by one degree in 150 years, and has not gone up at all in the 
last ten years. 

As with everything, you should only ever make an appraisal based on 
evidence. Based on scientific evidence, it is indisputable that the rise in 
carbon dioxide has been caused by mankind, and that the average world 
temperature has gone up slightly. 

I also agree with coincidences, and I think that there may be no link 
between these two events; they have just happened at the same time. 
Correlation does not imply causality. There is some evidence that in the past, 
higher carbon dioxide levels caused a rise in world temperatures. But when I 
am talking about the past, I am talking about scientists looking back millions of 
years, which cannot be accepted as wholly accurate. It is not really 
acceptable to base the whole issue of the environment on tenuous evidence 
that can in no way be relied on. 

The biggest thing I don’t agree with is the forecasts for the future. I have 
seen many of them, and the worst-case scenario is that the temperature might 
go up by three degrees after fifty years if we continue to use fossil fuels at the 
current and future rate. 

That is the worst case. 

The forecasts for oil and gas supplies tell us that they will become 
depleted over the next fifty years. We have already peaked when it comes to 
these two fuels, and the supply trend is downwards. Because of this, I predict 
that in about thirty years, the price of oil and gas will be so high that they will 
only be a luxury, and only the most well-off people will be able to use them 
regularly. 

That takes away the problem of carbon emissions in the future. The earth 
is saving itself by not supplying our needs any more in the future, and we will 
have to use something else to get our electricity and fuel. If hardly anybody is 
using oil and gas, then it won’t be a problem. 



The predictions for coal supply tell us that there are 200 years left. Coal is 
also the worst offender when it comes to carbon emissions, and yes, that is a 
problem. If we don’t have any oil or gas left, then we shouldn’t really use coal 
for all of the world’s power because we will be running the risk of over-
pollution. So we have to have an alternative, but what is that? 

Keep the home fires burning. 

The biggest decision we have to make at present is what kind of source 
we are going to use to supply our homes, businesses and cars. Nuclear 
power and renewables cost more than oil, gas and coal. Yes, they do, at 
present, but there will be a cross-over period with gas and oil, and it is not too 
far away. 

For this country to lose power is not just a disruption to the population. If 
one of our suppliers cut us off for a week we’d have no shops or factories 
open, no phones, laptops, PCs, and cars would be grounded. We would lose 
billions upon billions; we cannot be exposed to this and we must be self-
sufficient. 

Our solution for the next thirty years is that we have to use the shale gas 
that we have just discovered in our country. It’s ours, and it’s cheaper and 
more efficient. We are going to have to live with fossil fuels for a while anyway 
so we may as well use our own. It is the best option for now and it will give us 
time to work out what we’re going to do next. Or in other words, it will give us 
time to crack the problem of nuclear fusion. 

When we have done that, the fat lady is singing for all other power 
suppliers. 

Hobson’s choice. 

The future for our country, and the world, is electricity to power 
everything. It has to be. No matter what, we can always make it and we can 
make it from different sources. You know, this problem is not as bad as we 
think it is. We have the ingenuity to create solutions to all of these problems. 
We have done it many times before. 

Given the only choices we have - renewable energies and nuclear power - 
the only solution to me is to go nuclear. We have to. But hold on, you say, 
isn’t that the most dangerous solution? Is it? Haven’t you seen the safety 
measures that are in nuclear power plants these days? 

Nuclear power has a bad press, and it does not deserve it. The problem is 
that when nuclear accidents happen, they are worldwide news. It is the same 
as when an aeroplane crashes. They are very infrequent but when they do 
happen, a lot of people are affected at the same time. Nuclear power 
suppliers have the same problem. Remember when you were told that 
statistically, air travel is the safest way to fly? Nuclear power is the safest way 
to generate power. 

You may have seen last year there was a panic about a nuclear reactor in 
Japan. Did you notice that nobody got hurt or affected, but there was a 
worldwide condemnation of nuclear power? Did you also notice that there was 
an accident in a coal mine where miners died, and did you see the pictures of 
the wind turbine that blew up because it was too windy? 



A wind turbine blowing up because it is too windy? 

What rot. 

How can something be destroyed while doing the very thing it was 
designed for? If there were too much wind, we should be thinking, ‘Great, 
more power.’ But no, if there is too much wind, it falls to pieces. 

Now, did you also notice how much of a furore there was about these 
industries when these accidents happened? 

You didn’t notice that? 

No, neither did I. 

Pockets are for change and car keys, not politicians. 

The biggest problem that nuclear power has, the biggest bug-bear with 
people who don’t want it, is that of toxic nuclear waste. This problem has been 
caused by using uranium to generate electricity. Can you possibly guess what 
kind of person made the decision years ago to use uranium? A politician. It 
was a political decision, and as we all well know, political decisions are made 
in the best interests of the public and not to the benefit of the self-serving 
person making the decision. 

It doesn’t have to be uranium. Thorium is a better alternative, and 
transmutation can be used to make the waste from thorium safe after a few 
weeks. These things need to be investigated and I will make sure that 
happens. We are going to be stuck with oil and coal for a while anyway, but 
the alternative should be right before we start using it. 

As for cars, there are currently some ideas for replacement in 
development. The replacement for petrol could come from ethanol, hydrogen 
or grassoline, but these are nice pipe dreams that are just not going to 
happen. Hybrids are a good solution for now, because more miles per gallon 
means less use of the fuel at the same cost, but the undeniable truth is that, in 
the future, electric cars will have to be the dominant type of car. 

They’re going to be the common man’s car in the future; the car of the 
people. The technology needs to be better, but it will get better, and if there is 
an electric car that can run for 500 miles on one charge, there will really be no 
great argument for not using them. 



Equality 

You’re in your job, and you’re the public face of the company. 

You used to carry out the tasks of the job, but your burns mean that you 
can’t do that any more. You own the company, so you just deal with 
customers on a sales and feedback level. You have acquired a disfigured face 
from burns in an accident, and over a space of time, you have become 
accustomed to people’s reactions to your appearance. People make jokes 
and call you names like ‘raccoon’ and ‘The Phantom’, and you laugh them off. 
You have created such a thick skin that it is impossible to break it, but 
someone does. 

As part of a customer feedback form, somebody writes that you shouldn’t 
do your job any more because of how your face looks, and should not be let 
out in public in the future. Your face has made you the person that you are 
and you have dealt with all kinds of prejudice because of it, but you have 
never before experienced this kind of written feedback. 

When you see the comment, you try to deal with that problem in the best 
way you can. It is hard, and other people do not understand why you have 
reacted in such a bad way to what amounts to just a few words. 

If you have seen me in public, you will know how my face looks, and you 
will have guessed that this story is not a fiction. It happened to me. 

You say you have never before been treated so badly by another human 
being, and you try to explain to people that your physical appearance is not a 
representation of what you are inside. It is a prejudice to say these things. So, 
you go to your solicitor and say you want to prosecute the person under the 
Equality Act. 

But, what is this? Your solicitor tells you that your physical appearance is 
not on the list of protected categories. This means that anybody can say or do 
anything they like to you and you are not protected by the law. 

You have no right of reply. 

OK, you think, I will try and put it behind me and forget about it. But you 
can’t because of the customer’s comment. You don’t want to be the public 
face of the company any more in case you upset somebody else. Another 
person in the company has to take over your job, and because you can’t do 
the practical side, you don’t really have a function except just being the owner. 

This is not good enough for you. You want an active part in your company 
and now you can’t have one, so you decide to sell it. You get a good deal for it 
and you are set up for a long time, but it is difficult to forget how the 
comments of one ignorant and prejudiced person have had such an effect on 
your life. 

After a while you feel better and more confident and you don’t care what 
anybody writes or says about you any more. You also want to say what you 
want to about a few things; some things that just need to be said to others. 
You feel untouchable and stronger because of your experience. 

But you have had to give up your job because of this person, and you 
need to be doing something … 



Equality for all, and not just some. 

To discriminate against somebody is to treat another person differently 
according to their age, disability, gender, gender reassignment, race, religion, 
maternity status, marital status, or sexual orientation. In other words, it is 
mostly based on people’s physical appearance. The list tells us not to be 
prejudiced or discriminate towards people on that list. It is pretty much telling 
us that most people cannot do anything about the way they look so should not 
be treated differently. 

That is, apart from religion. Religious people can change their mind 
whenever they want, and sometimes do. We should remove religion from the 
list. In fact, we should remove them all. 

How can you have an Equality Act, then say this is the list of people that 
are to be treated equally? If you’re not on the list, tough. People can do or say 
whatever they want about you and it’s not against the law. Has it really 
happened, and is in legislation, that some people are more equal than others? 

Physical appearance also includes people’s size, physical defects (that 
we all have), baldness, ginger people, those with disfigured faces, pretty girls, 
and many others. The list could go on and on and where does it stop?  

We’d be better off saying everybody is equal and leave it at that. It’s as if 
there are some perfect people held up as ideal, and if you’re not that, you are 
being treated unequally. We are all different. For example, disabled people 
are on the list because they can’t do anything about it, but there are others 
that go through the same kind of problems and are not on the list. 

That religion thing I mentioned above; is it really true that we could be a 
ridiculous situation in the future where somebody calling themselves a Jedi 
Knight has more rights at work than small people, ginger people, or those with 
burned faces? 

What rot. 

The Equality Act should never have started a list of categories that are to 
be treated more equally than others. 

We need to scrap that list, or include everybody. We need to say that 
everybody is to be treated equally and leave it at that. 

Varnish does not hide the grain of the wood, it enhances it. 

What people think of you is based on their own perspective of you, not 
what you think of yourself. I am always the same person inside, but others 
see different things based on who they are, and how they perceive you. Look 
what happens when you get to know individuals better; how many times have 
you heard, ‘Hey, I didn’t know that about you’, but you’ve always known it 
about yourself? You haven’t changed the person you are, but their perception 
has changed of you. 

A lot of the time, people don’t look beyond physical appearance when 
they’re dealing with others. We should appreciate people for who they are, not 
what job they do, where they live, what accent they have, or the people they 
hang around with. 



A top businessman and a factory worker are worlds apart, but if they don’t 
wish their children to hit others, or bully, or lie, then those two people have the 
same values; one is not ‘better’ than the other. People are not more intelligent 
or above or beneath each other; they just know different things, and one 
person should not be ridiculed because they don’t happen to know something 
that somebody else does. 

I respect people based on how they treat others, not what their job title is, 
and I always make an effort not to judge anybody before I understand their 
problem fully. 

You don’t know what’s going on behind somebody’s eyes, and behind 
closed doors. 

‘Man gives to charity’ does not have as much impact as ‘man steals from 
charity’. 

I am sure anybody reading this has heard many stories about various 
things like immigrants living in millionaire mansions or petulant footballers 
treating people like rubbish, or daft people making claims against 
supermarkets because they slipped on orange juice on the floor that they 
could clearly see. 

We all see these stories and get angry or outraged. What you should 
know, or realise, is that these are extreme stories. The media will only tell you 
about stories that are interesting or outrageous. They will not tell you about 
the many immigrants who come to our country and work hard and pay taxes 
and are no trouble at all. They will not tell you about the many footballers who 
love their club and fans and attend children’s hospitals to cheer people up. 

Those stories are not newsworthy. Most of the media is propaganda and 
celebrity gossip anyway. I hope you don’t take much notice of it, but I hope 
you also know that the media have their own five per cent problem. They are 
mostly responsible, serious journalists who want to report the news and give 
opinion, made to look bad by phone hackers and paparazzi. 

The real problem is that the extremes and minorities in this country are 
forming the opinions of the rest. Five per cent of people are making problems 
for the other 95 per cent. If we can make the five per cent smaller or vanish, 
then we can sort this country out, but we can’t pander to minorities any more. 

Think about all the people you have ever met in your life. When you think 
about it properly, you will find that your list will run into many thousands of 
people. Of course, you don’t know all these people well, but on the face of it, 
how many of the thousands of people you have ever met were bad people? I 
am going to guess your number is around five or six, give or take a couple. 

The majority voice needs to speak out and not be held back by the 
bullying and insulting aggression of minorities bleating about human rights but 
blithely dismissing the human rights of everybody else. Yes, the minority voice 
has to be listened to, but don’t change everything because of it to the 
detriment of everybody else. 

How far is the pandering of minorities and extremes going to go before we 
all say, ‘Hold on, does it have to get to the point where people like prisoners 
are claiming equal rights under the Human Rights Act?  



‘Hold on…..’ 

Nuts, crackers and bananas. 

It’s OK, I already know. 

I have contradicted myself, but it’s hard not to. How can I possibly say that 
we should all have equal rights and then say that nobody should make 
ridiculous claims under the Human Rights Act? 

The reason is that nobody knows what the hell they should do any more. 
We have so many ridiculous laws and rules that are contradictory that we 
cannot possibly do right for doing wrong. 

The solution is that the Equality Act, the Human Rights Act, and the 
Health and Safety Act in this country should all be under one banner. 

I am going to propose that there should be one Act and it will be called 
The Common Sense Act. 

This will oversee all laws in our courts that surround these three Acts, and 
will be a way for judges to use that valuable commodity that is so lacking in 
our society; common sense. 

We are all equal and individual and all cases should be treated that way, 
but it is called the Common Sense Act for a reason, and will remove all the 
ridiculous legislation surrounding equality, human rights, health and safety 
and political correctness, that the five per cent are using to cripple the rest of 
the country. 

It would mean that you cannot claim under the list of categories any more, 
but just as an equal person to everybody else. It does not mean that you have 
no rights; it means that we all have equal rights, including the supposed 
perfect people that we are all supposed to be equal to. 

The main thing it would do is to bring back some sorely-needed common 
sense to our country. 



Candidates 

MPs and councillors are the people who oversee constituencies and 
councils in our country. These are the people who generally have no 
experience in how to look after things. Councils don’t shop around. They don’t 
need to; it’s not their money that they’re spending. If they want to be paid like 
the private sector then they should be set up the same way. There is no 
competition for the services they provide, which means they can do what they 
want. 

Something needs to be done about what is going on in our country, and I 
think I know just the people to do it. The system is broken, society is broken, 
our country is broken, and I want to do something about it. 

Do you? 

We need sharks, not jellyfish, leading our country and its constituencies 
and councils. We need people who will do and not just say they will do and 
then do nothing. We need people who will question the leader’s decisions and 
not just blindly follow the leader who is going in the wrong direction. We do 
not need ‘yes people’, unless the thing you are saying ‘yes’ to is in answer to 
the question ‘do you want to fix our country?’ 

If you don’t become a candidate, then get a vote and use it. Get out on 
voting day, and don’t waste your vote any more on empty promises. Vote for 
someone who is actually going to do what they say, and do what you say. I’ve 
already mentioned coalitions, and I repeat that if a coalition is the outcome, 
we will keep voting until somebody wins outright. I also propose that if we are 
in, then the voting system is changed to ‘first past the post’ so there can be no 
possible chance of a coalition in the future. 

They just do not work. 

I do not want to be too restrictive about who should run to be Union Party 
candidates in their constituency. All I am asking for is people who know how 
to run a home or a business. People like that know the value of a penny and 
they shop around for the best deal. 

If you treat a council or constituency as if what you are spending is your 
own, then you will make huge savings. If you run a council or constituency in 
the same way that you run a private business or home, then you will get rid of 
things you don’t need. You will use common sense to fix problems instead of 
blindly sticking to rules that ensure you give a bad service to people. 

Become a candidate for the Union Party and stand. Stand for the Union 
Party. Stand for U.P. Stand UP... Stand UP and be counted, and stand UP to 
the people who are destroying our country. 

Our country needs YOU. 



The thing about that Theo Mallier is… 

We’ve got to shut this man up, and we will do it with insults and his past 
history. 

Why? Am I not allowed to give my opinions on anything? I am a member 
of the public in this country, and our voice is either not being listened to or it is 
being drowned out by self-serving minorities. 

I have skeletons. We all have. It is what makes us who we all are. We 
make mistakes throughout our lives and it defines us and shapes us. We don’t 
make the same mistakes again, and this is what we call ‘experience’. 

People with experience know the value of admitting mistakes from the 
past. They know that they cannot hide them from everybody. If my past 
mistakes end up in the media then I will admit them and embrace them as I 
already have. We have all done things we are ashamed of, and I challenge 
the media to find out mine. All you will get from me is an admittance of the 
truth, and you will also get the lessons I have learnt from those mistakes. 

These are the uninformed ramblings of a madman. 

Really? Am I really that deluded? 

When we look at the things going on in this country am I the only one that 
thinks we are going to the dogs? I don’t think so. I can only ever write about 
the people I have met in my life, and I know that those other people think the 
same way as me. OK, they may not be passionate about it, but they want 
something to change so we don’t see these mad stories in the media any 
more. 

Why is it that somebody telling the truth about what is going wrong with 
our country brings anger, aggression, bile and derision from other parties and 
other MPs? 

My word. 

Could it be that they have been found out? 

Some of these points are just nationalist and racist. 

Yes, I expect this one to be wheeled out in the defence of those who are 
ruining our country. 

I am not a racist, and I treat everybody with respect and equality as much 
as I can. There were no members of minority groups working in my company. 
I was asked about this when I still had the company, and replied that not 
picking people from minority groups is the most anti-racist thing you could do. 

Huh? you might say. 

Think about it. If you have a group of people going for a job within your 
company, what you want is the best person for that job. What you are doing is 
picking the person based on their experience and skill set, and you are not 
doing this with anything else in mind. What you are really doing is treating the 
situation with no discrimination at all, whether negative or positive, and just 
getting the best person that you can. 

That is not racism; it is treating everybody equally and fairly. 



I am not a nationalist, and I don’t care what nationality ends up coming in 
or going out of our country. What I do want is some control over who is 
coming in, and I don’t want people coming here who are not going to 
contribute to the improvement of our country, whether economically or 
socially. They should bring things with them that are a benefit to us, not take 
things away. 

I am, however, a tribalist. I know that I am a tribalist because I know that 
everybody in the world is a tribalist as well. It does not matter which level this 
tribalism is on, but it is always there, and it is the reason why most of us in this 
country want to fix ourselves before we fix others. We do want to help to fix 
other countries, but charity begins at home. 

That is not nationalism; it is looking after our own first. 

He is a joke; he knows nothing. 

Maybe, but I question what other people know as well. I have real-life 
experience, same as you and others, but not the same as the people who are 
the leaders of this country. I know how to run a home and a business, and 
they don’t. I know how to make the right decisions based on the ethics I have, 
and they don’t. 

I know the same kind of things you do, and what would you do given the 
chance to be the prime minister? What would you change? 

The same things as me? 

He is an idealist. 

There is no such thing as an ideal world but there is such a thing as 
harmony. 

A lot of things can be fixed if we just have the strength to try, but some 
things might be unfixable. I know that, but it doesn’t mean you have to accept 
the world around you and think there is no hope of making it better. 

If you think none of this is possible, then take a look at China and how far 
they have come from where they were to where they are now. It took one 
generation to do that. 

Idealism? I’d rather live in an idealistic society than a cynical one. 

He is naive. 

Others may snipe and sneer at my stupid, naive ideas, but are they really 
stupid and naive ideas? Haven’t we all talked about these things at some 
point? 

If these are naive opinions and ideas, then look around you and call 
everybody around you stupid and naive as well. Most of us think the same 
way as me because most of us are ignored members of the public. 

Even if I was naive, then so what? Sometimes it takes a naive opinion to 
point out the obvious. 

My children do it to me all the time. 

He is a dreamer. 



Maybe, but I don’t think so. 

If I am a dreamer, then there are more of us than you think. 

The only difference between having dreams and having success is the 
amount of work in between. 

I am an MP and I do serve the public. 

Do it then, and let us see you doing it. 

I have spoken about the minority making everything bad for the majority, 
and this applies to MPs as well. If you are dedicated to serving the public, 
then stand up to the bullying leaders who are making you do what you don’t 
want to do. 

Even better, join the Union Party and you will be listened to. 

What I have said here in this manifesto is what the public thinks. If you are 
an MP and you serve the public as a member of the public, why don’t you 
come out and say what you actually think? Stop making promises and going 
against them because you are too scared to fight. 

If you defect and join our party, we will help you fight for what you want. 

These are great ideas, but who’s going to pay for it all? 

We are going to pay for it all. We already do, but are in debt because of it. 
We have to clear our debts and use the extra money to fix the things that 
need to be fixed. It’s our house we are living in and that’s how you fix debt 
problems in your house. 

We are not going to waste it any more on daft projects and work-shy 
scroungers. We are going to run councils like businesses. We are not going to 
give our money away to other countries. We are going to get out of the 
European Union and use that money to double state pensions and get the 
young into work. 

The public couldn’t run this country. 

Condescending and bullying people tell those whom they see as beneath 
them that they know better and they know how it all works: ‘Stay in your place 
and we will look after everything, but we well take a bigger slice of the pie for 
doing so.’ 

The public in this country has had enough of this kind of treatment. MPs 
arrogantly assume that because they have inside knowledge of the political 
system, only they know how to run the country. When members of the public 
question or complain, they are blithely ignored because the public ‘don’t know 
all the facts’. 

The last few political campaigns have been run under the banner of 
‘change’. All we are doing is changing the lunatics in our asylum, and what 
really needs to happen is a sea change. The whole attitude of the country has 
to change to make things better. 

Only the public can do that. 

He has no knowledge of how to do the job. 



Anybody who becomes the prime minister does not do so after having 
completed a training scheme or apprenticeship. They are flying by the seat of 
their pants in the same way that anybody in a new job does. 

If I don’t know the ins and outs of the job, so what? How exactly did they 
learn? From doing it, and this is what they produce. MPs will say, ‘We cannot 
give control of this country to a rookie, someone who doesn’t know what 
they’re doing; politics takes time, needs diplomacy, and the wheels turn 
slowly.’ 

What rot. 

The wheels turn at exactly the speed we want them to. If we want things 
changed quickly we can do it. Did you notice just how quickly the vote on MPs 
pay rises was turned around? It’s certainly possible to do that for everything 
else. 

What do I need to learn exactly? How to tell other people what to do? 

I can do that. 

He doesn’t know what he is talking about. 

I am lying and making assumptions, and I don’t know the truth of the 
whole situation? How could I? There is no transparency, but if you know the 
full situation, the right ethics will guide you in the right way. 

I am a member of the public and I don’t know what I’m talking about? So 
really, the public doesn’t know what it’s talking about? We have to consider all 
sides of any issue? We are capable of that. We don’t know how it works? So 
what, we’ll find our own way to make it work. 

There’s a lot of cost to running a political campaign. 

There doesn’t have to be. 

Most of us live in the real world, and that world consists of technology; the 
Internet, mobile phones, social networking sites and online sales are the way 
things have headed, and if anybody has not embraced that, they are going to 
be left way behind. 

Most campaigns seem to be run using contributions, but I do not want 
any, from anybody. If you have spare money you want to give away; give it to 
someone else who needs it. I have already said money doesn’t fix problems, 
and money shouldn’t win political campaigns. I am asking you for your support 
and help, not donations. No public money goes towards it. 

This campaign is web based, using emails, texts and networking sites. 
This manifesto is available to anybody on the web. Most of us have the web, 
and I propose to even use it to have votes on referendums every few months. 
I want to know what the people want to do, and we could have a referendum 
result within a week if we wanted to. All it takes is for people to embrace the 
technology and use it in a positive way. 

It saves on all the waste paper after elections that are filled with losing 
and winning candidates’ faces and marketing slogans. It means that we, as 
candidates, don’t have to go door-stepping to curry favour. You don’t want 
some smarmy person turning up at your front door trying to grease their way 



into your affections with empty promises. 

You want somebody who you know is going to do the right thing because 
you know they think the same way that you do. 

This is a revolution that will end up in a dictatorship. 

What is a revolution? It is a way to oust a government. If this is a 
revolution, then there is an attempted or successful one every five years or 
so. It is not a revolution; it is a campaign. I am not Wat Tyler, and I am not 
Oliver Cromwell. We live in a democratic society and your vote counts as 
much as anybody else’s. This election is going to be decided by the public, 
and the public finally has somebody they can believe in and rely on. 

It is not easy to make political decisions lightly or quickly. 

It’s not that simple to change things? It is. 

The real bleat for not changing things is that we need focus groups, 
mediators and legislation changes. The wheels turn slowly and a week is a 
long time in politics. It takes ages to change things. 

No, it doesn’t. 

We need referendums. We need to know what the public thinks. Once the 
decision has been made, the red tape can be shredded as quickly as we want 
it to be. We can change any law as quick as we like, and if pro-Europeans 
protest, we will ignore them because we are doing what the majority of the 
public want to do. 

Why doesn’t he go and live in another country if they’re so great? 

If you say to me ‘get lost’, I don’t mind. I don’t mind if everybody in the 
country gangs up against me, as long as you all do it in a spirit of 
togetherness. You will be doing, after all, what this country needs. 

I might have to live in another country after this, but I have a question for 
you. 

Why would you say something like that to me? What is the driving force 
within you that makes you make a comment like that? 

Is it pride in your country? 



So there 

There is no point in looking at the past and wishing we can go back to it; 
it’s not possible to go back in time, though history does have a habit of 
repeating itself. We have to look to the future, and have a vision of how we 
want our country to be, and then take the steps to make it happen. That’s 
what leaders and people who are passionate do. 

It’ll be tough and we need time, not personal attacks from other MPs and 
the media. Its going to take a whole generation to fix this country, and that 
generation is the new one coming in now. 

Big changes are required, and the leaders of this country do not have the 
balls to do it. Big changes take time and we’ve got time. We could change it 
all in one generation. 

We could start tomorrow if we wanted. 

Me. 

I had an experience in my life last year that made me stronger. I have 
always tried to help people in my life and be there for them. I have always 
been the rock for people to lean on, but this time the rock, the foundation, 
crumbled. Over a period, it was all built up again and I have come back ten 
times the man I was. 

I have not filled this manifesto with every little thing I am proposing to 
change; these are broad strokes. You have to believe that a leader will do the 
right thing in all situations based on their ethics; they are not self-serving. A 
good leader will always try to keep the customer happy, it just makes sense 
to. Of course, there will always be anomalies; people who are never happy 
with your service no matter what. Did I mention extremes? 

Also, I don’t know what to do about some things yet. 

I do not speak for the whole country on this issue; I cannot, it’s not 
possible. I can only speak on behalf of people whom I’ve met and who feel the 
same way as me. I have met a lot of people in my life and work and have 
never met anybody who doesn’t feel the same as me. Do you feel the same?  

What do you think? Sound dictatorial? It’s not. The political process is 
flawed; too many minority opinions get in the way of real progress. I will listen 
to the opinion of others and make judgment, as a leader should do. If you 
don’t like what I do; get me out. You have the power to do that then in the 
same way that we have the power to do it now. 

Minority opinions do count. They are valid and can change people’s 
minds, but you cannot please everybody. Try to do that and you are ultimately 
heading for failure. 

A minority voice should never be drowned out by the majority one; they 
should be listened to, but I would rather please a thousand people than ten. 

You’ve heard all this before, right? Seduced into voting then they can’t do 
anything because of bureaucracy, red tape, votes against. And why trust me 
anyway? All I can say is, this country is in the toilet, and we need a party 
determined to get it out. 



And what about me? I could get in and do the same, not follow up on 
promises and be self-serving, or become corrupt because it’s the only way to 
get anything done. I would expect you to stop that ever happening. This is 
why we need as many seats as possible, so we can put these proposals in 
place. 

Stand in the name of the Union Party. 

I, for one, have had enough; so much so that I am taking the step to try 
and oust the current leaders of our country and let someone who is not self-
serving have a go. We’ve all had enough. Let’s stop griping and do something 
about it. 

It’s the British way. 

We. 

We’ve just had enough and we have our own rules we want to live by in 
this country. Look at what has happened to our country because we have left 
it to others to sort out the things that we care about and want to fix. 

People are going to read this manifesto and not agree with everything I 
say; I’m going to guess that they won’t agree with, what, five per cent? All I 
am doing is giving the voice of the people in this country, and the voice of the 
people is saying ‘We’ve just had enough’. 

Don’t we have the greatest resource that we could possibly have in this 
country, its people? Enough of us care to fix our great problems. I do not 
believe for one second that the spirit of this country’s people has gone, but it 
has been disheartened by making austerity cuts but then giving away the 
benefit of them. 

This, as with anything you want to change, is a question of motivation. 
How much do you really care about this country and its problems? Enough to 
read this, forget it, and then start complaining about what’s wrong with the 
world today? That’s how much you care. Would you read this, embrace it, 
want to change, and actually do something? 

If you say you care about a problem and want to change it, and then do 
nothing, what you are actually saying is that you are happy with the problem, 
so don’t complain. All mouth and no trousers. Is that you? 

If you complain about things that need to change, but then don’t care 
enough to do anything, what do you really have to complain about? You’re 
happy with the situation if you do nothing. Leave it to others? We have, and 
look what’s going on. 

If you read this and feel apathy, you don’t care. I’m talking rubbish and we 
can’t fix it. Fine, but don‘t moan or complain about something you feel you 
can’t fix. You can’t do anything about it; why complain? If you agree with me, 
I’m telling the truth, we can fix it, then don’t just moan and complain; do 
something. We have a chance to fix our problems, but we have to take that 
chance, not sit around moaning and hoping somebody else will. It’s not going 
to happen unless we do it. 

These are hard things to do, hard things to change, but if they were easy 
things to change, then wouldn’t we have changed them already? Overcoming 



hard tasks is what makes it worthwhile. The harder the task, the greater the 
feeling of satisfaction, and we have to take it on. What we need is motivation 
to action these tasks, and what greater motivation is there than to have a 
hand in fixing our own country? Fixing the things that we all complain about? 
Do we care enough? 

We don’t live in Victorian times any more; we don’t need to ‘know our 
place’. 

No more top-down; listen to the people now. Top-down and bottom-up. 

Me, 

We. 

Let’s do it. 

These are the ethics of the UP, the Union Party, to take a new stance and 
do things in the way the public wants. There is no affiliation to any of the other 
main parties or any of the viewpoints and policies from any one of them. 

The only way is UP. 

If we keep doing the same things, we will keep getting the same results. 

We have to recrystallise our thoughts via a process of metamorphosis. 
We may be broken for a while but we will end up stronger and more together, 
more integrated, more worthy of telling ourselves that we managed to do it. 

We have the chance now to do something about our country; we have 
nothing to lose and everything to gain. All you can do is change your part of 
the world; yourself if you need to, your family, community, your workplace. 
Everything is made up from small parts. If everybody can change their part, 
then the whole changes. 

You don’t have to accept the way things are. The measure of success in 
any life is how much you can smile about when you die. You may not have 
been the best at anything, but you can go safe in the knowledge that you tried 
your best with the tools you have. 

The country has to have a period of rehab; lock the doors, batten down 
the hatches, watch the train wallpaper, and emerge later to the world 
recovered and ready to start again. 

This country is crumbling and our leaders are trying to paper over the 
cracks. We need to let the wall fall down and build it up again from scratch. 
Sometimes you need to cut your losses and start again, and that’s where we 
are now. We have a starting point, a solid foundation of this country’s people, 
and it will take a whole generation to rebuild, but it will be a wall made much 
more strongly. 

All this is just common sense and there’s no magic to it. This is the way 
anybody like you or me would do it, and I don’t understand why we are not. 

You might read this and think I am preaching and telling people what to 
do. I am a bit. I know that. All I am doing is giving others my opinion, saying 
what I think, and giving my proposals for making things better. If you agree 
with most of what I am saying, then vote for me. If you don’t agree, then vote 
for somebody else. 



That’s the way it works. 

It’s your choice. 

If you want to vote for somebody who is going to look after their own 
personal interests, and behave like some sacred cow who is infallible no 
matter what, i.e. more of the same of what we have now, then vote for 
someone else. 

If you want somebody who plans to lead the country out of the mess we 
are in, and do it in the way the public wants to, then vote for me. 

We are going it alone in the world. Build up the wall, lock the doors and 
sod the rest. We’ll come back when we’re ready. 

Don’t have the timidity of sheep; have the courage of lions. 

British ones. 

 

Theo Mallier, 

Leader of the Union Party 

 
***** 

 
Dear Reader, 
 
I hope you enjoyed Theo Mallier’s Common Manifesto. You might see at 

as no more than a political rant, which, I agree, it is, though it is this kind of 
thing that gets people into power, which you will see in Theo Mallier: The New 
Starter. 

As an author, I am always interested in feedback, whether it is good or 
bad, and am now asking you a favour. 

It is very difficult to get reviews on books on Amazon, and now you’ve 
read the book, I am asking you, if you would, to post a review on the Amazon 
page for The Common Manifesto. 

To make it easier, I have posted a link to the book’s Amazon page:  
http://www.amazon.co.uk/Theo-Mallier-Manifesto-Political-Fiction-

ebook/dp/B01D0KTHD2/ref=sr_1_2?ie=UTF8&qid=1458798189&sr=8-
2&keywords=theo+mallier 

The whole story is already completed, though I would like to hear your 
comments on this part, not only out of personal interest, but to improve my 
writing in general.  

 
Thank you for reading Theo Mallier: The Common Manifesto, and for 

taking time out of your life to read my work – it is always appreciated. 
 
Oh, and here’s a link to Volume Four: The New Starter: 
 
http://www.amazon.co.uk/Theo-Mallier-Starter-Andrew-Culyer-

ebook/dp/B00HUAESAG/ref=sr_1_3?ie=UTF8&qid=1458800893&sr=8-
3&keywords=theo+mallier 

 



Andrew Culyer 
 
 
 
Twitter: @andyculyer 
 
I’m also on Goodreads... 
 

https://www.goodreads.com/author/show/5824151.Andrew_Culyer 
 


