
THE END OF
DEMOCRACY

The ultimate achievement of our long
evolving democratic system has been a
state which is subject to the will of the
people and that is why we have been a
free people for so long.

However in the past half century we
have seen our own so called
representatives, for selfish reasons of
personal advantage, give away many
of the freedoms  to an executive which
has been designed to be undemocratic
and which is located in a foreign land.
It is the rebellion against this betrayal
which is at the heart of the movement
to leave the EU, not the secondary
matters which the media seem to
believe motivates Eurorealists and
which has absolutely nothing to do
with the kind of xenophobia of which
we are unjustly accused. This
accusation is nonsense as large
numbers of the pan European anti EU
movement feel the same way as us
concerning rule from Brussels.
The idea that the executive of the EU
is subject to elected representatives is
absurd, as the European Parliament is a
toothless talking shop, possessing no
power to truly defy the arrogant,
unelected appointees of the European
Commission. This is  precisely the
situation intended by the original
architects of the European project, who
lacked any belief in the people and
believed that the so called elites should
dominate, as only they were to be
trusted with important political
decisions.

The Real
Question

Although many important issues, such as
economic ones, are raised by the EU
referendum the essential question is
really a simple one.

"Do you wish to live in an independent
country, governed by your own democratically
elected representatives, or are you happy to be
a citizen of a European province, ruled by an
unelected and immovable bureaucratic and
political elite?"

We have spent centuries evolving our democratic system of
government and millions of our people have died to protect it.
The European project was intended from the beginning to be
fundamentally undemocratic, as those who devised it did not trust
the people and sought to ensure that only those who thought they
knew best should be in charge.

THE REFERENDUM GIVES THE BRITISH
PEOPLE THE CHANCE TO SHOW THAT THEY
REJECT RULE BY SUCH ARROGANT ELITES.

THE EURO
One of the biggest mistakes the
European elite has made has been to
try to impose a single currency on its
member states, not as an economic
and financial measure, but as a
purely political device to try to force
the pace on the creation of a single
state.

The people of Greece have been
martyred on the altar of the Euro, the
young people of Spain endure a 25%
unemployment rate because of its
iniquitous effects and indeed the
peoples of Southern Europe as a
whole are suffering from an
exchange rate forced upon them
which is good for Germany but
disastrous for weaker economies.

There is no way that the Euro can
survive, once the next downturn
comes, and we should give thanks
that we have so far avoided being
drawn into its tentacles.

We should however be in no doubt
that, were we to vote to stay in the
EU, we should find the single
currency forced upon us and that we
would then suffer all the
consequences when it collapses.

NOT ISOLATED
There are those who think that, by leaving the EU, we would be
in some way 'isolated' in the world, a belief that is totally
unfounded.

The reality is that we sit at the centre of the Commonwealth and
the English speaking world, possess historic links, and markets
around the globe and, once free of the grip of Brussels,  would
be able to enjoy the growing opportunities available in the
developing world, as opposed to being locked into the
demographically and economically declining European Union.

A kind of wary friendship would be the safest way to deal with
the often volatile European nations. Restoring relations with the
Commonwealth and promoting the concept of the Anglosphere,
based on shared history and values not race, would make for a
safer world. We should pursue matters to their logical conclusion
by withdrawing from the EU and joining the approximately 150
countries outside that organisation, thus leaving Europe isolated,
while we take up once more the path we should never have left,
of being a truly global nation.

The EU is effectively a device to
ensure rule by unelected elites.

Your Choice



MIGRATION FROM OUTSIDE THE EU
In the past few months we have watched,
with increasing incredulity and alarm, the
vast numbers of people flowing from the
Middle East and Africa into the EU,
particularly as we are aware that many wish
to end their journey in our already
overcrowded island.

Many of these people are fleeing war but
surveys show that the majority are economic
migrants who are seeking a better life. This is
quite understandable and no doubt in their
situation we should feel the same. However
there is no way in which we could absorb the
numbers wishing to come and still be able to
sustain our economies.

As worrying is the fact that large numbers of
these migrants come from societies with
different cultural assumptions to our own, on
such matters as the equality of women,
toleration of different sexual orientations and
the position of religion within society. The
women of Cologne can testify to the truth of
this.

We must help the needy wherever we can but
merely to take them into our country would
result in the collapse of our society. We can
only prevent such a disaster by leaving EU
and taking back control of our borders.

A  FARCE
David Cameron's so called negotiations
asked for pathetically little and clearly has
not even achieved that. Nevertheless this
exponent of PR spin is now attempting to
deceive the British people using the same
methods as used by his predecessors,
starting with that deceitful and mendacious
charlatan Edward Heath. The reality is that
Cameron never had any intention of
approaching these so called negotiations in
an unbiased way, being absolutely
determined that the UK should remain
locked within the EU, come what may, and
the actual operation of everything he claims
to have achieved is subject to the agreement
of the European Commission who, given
their track record, will merely decline to
accept that the supposed agreement applies
in the cases raised.

The proposal that a sufficient number of
national parliaments can unite to block EU
laws is laughable. We can be sure that the

UK would be unable to find enough others
to support their wishes and, anyway, given
that such an arrangement supposedly exists
already, this makes no substantial difference
to the status quo, while the whole question
of migration is not centred on benefits but
on the inability of the UK to control its own
borders.

The raison d'être of the EU is the creation of
a single European state. The architects of the
project have never deviated from this aim
and will go to the wall to defend 'ever closer
union'. Anyone who believes that they will
give up this fundamental ambition merely to
accommodate the British is living the other
side of the looking glass.



TRADE WITH THE WORLD
Those who wish to
remain within the EU
constantly claim that,
not only is UK
membership
beneficial for our
foreign trade, but
that, were we to
leave, the result
would be that the EU
would somehow
cease to trade with
us. These claims are
absolute nonsense.

One repeated deceit
is to constantly assert
that the majority of

our exports go to the
EU. What they don't
tell you is that they
count all those goods
in transit through
major European ports
on their way to the
rest of the world as
exports to the EU.

The vast majority of
economic activity in
Britain actually takes
place within our own
country but an
impartial survey of
our foreign trade
shows that EU

membership is in fact
a hinderance, rather
than a help.

Firstly we buy from
the other states much
more than they do
from us so any
interruption of trade
would hurt them
more and they would
be cutting off their
nose to spite their
face if they tried to
impose any sort of
vengeful sanctions.

Secondly World
Trade Organisation
agreements would
make it illegal for
anything more than
very minor tariffs to
be applied against us.

We make a profit,
and an increasing
one, from our trade
with the wider world,
but a substantial loss
from our trade with
the rest of the EU

Currently we cannot
make our own

advantageous trade
agreements with
other nations but
have ceded that right
to the EU, thus
preventing our
businesses from
operating in Britain's
best interests.

Leaving the EU
would in fact be
greatly beneficial
for our foreign
trade.

FREE MOVEMENT OF LABOUR
Although we have so far avoided signing up to the
Schengen agreement on open borders we have
already seen the effects of allowing large numbers of
EU citizens to enter the UK.
Perhaps we would need this influx if we were able to
find sufficient employment for our own people but
this is clearly not the case.
Whole areas of the our country, particularly in the
North, have seen the demise of major industries and
the prospects for workers in those areas are dire.
It is absurd that, at a time when those such as the steel
workers of Teesside are obliged to watch their works
close down and be unable to find alternative
employment, we should bring so many requiring
employment into the UK from all over Europe.

The claim that we lack sufficient skills in this country
is questionable and, were it to be true, a devastating
indictment of our educational system.



Although we can argue about
economic matters until the cows
come home there are some things
which will come to pass, should we
be so foolish as to vote to remain.
We would in time be forced to join
the Euro. We should eventually be
obliged to join Schengen, which
would see the other EU members
offload their unwanted migrants
onto our country. We would lose our
system of Common Law, seeing it
replaced by the Napoleonic system of
Corpus Juris, our armed forces
would be sent to war in the interests

of the EU not Britain, and our
democracy would wither on the vine.

The question the people should put
to the political class is simple "Just
how dumb do you think we are?".
For all our sakes we must show them
that we will not sacrifice everything
we stand for, and the hope of a
bright future as an independent
nation, with a global outlook,
because of ridiculous scare stories
concocted by supporters of the EU.

PEACE or WAR

To join, donate or volunteer:
www.ukip.org
01626 831290 270 wordsBorderless Brit ain

THE DECISION

The legal system of Common
Law in Britain has been
developed over many centuries,
based on largely precedent and
legislative action. Among the
most fundamental rights of the
ordinary person, upon which
our liberty from arbitrary
dictatorship depends, are a
presumption of innocence, the
right to be brought before a
court (habeas corpus), equality
before the law, an independent
judiciary, separation between
the investigating authority and
the courts and trial by a jury of
one's peers.

In contrast to this the EU
intends that all states within its
boundaries should impose a
system called Corpus
Juris which is the reverse of so
much of British law.

Here one would be faced with a
European Public Prosecutor
with the power to imprison
anyone for up to six months,
renewable for a further three
months, pending investigation.
In other words you could
languish in prison while a
prosecutor sought to find
evidence against you. In
addition mainland European
courts consist of professional

judges, not jurors or lay
magistrates, thus doing away
with habeas corpus and jury
trial. Corpus Juris will end the
separation of the judiciary from
the state, which becomes both
judge and jury, responsible for
the prosecution and sentence. A
decision to prosecute would be
initiated even before the
opening of an investigation.

One of the most iniquitous
features of this EU system is
the European Arrest Warrant by
which means a British citizen
could be arrested within the
UK, on the order of a judge
elsewhere in the European
Union, imprisoned in a foreign
jail, refused the right to appear
before a court, be presumed
guilty and finally tried by
professional judges, without the
right to be heard by a jury.

In the official explanatory
memorandum to the Corpus
Juris document, it is actually
described, as "a fairer, simpler
and more efficient system of
repression”. Is that what we
want here?

LAW AND ORDER

It is frequently claimed that the
existence of the EU has preserved
peace in Europe but this claim is just
not true.

In the first place what those who say
this really mean is that it has
restrained Germany, a nation which,
in the less than 150 years of its
existence, has lashed out at its
neighbours a number of times and has
launched two devastating world wars.
Yet the very supporters of the EU
assert that, because of the lessons
learnt through two major defeats,
Germany in now a changed, peace
loving nation. If this latter belief is
true then the fact of the EU is not
required to prevent Teutonic
aggression and certainly no other
major European power is likely to go
to war with another.

Secondly it was the existence of
NATO which deterred the Warsaw
Pact from attempting an attack on
Western Europe, not the EU, and it is
the continuing existence of the former
which ensures that even a revived
Russia will not risk launching any sort
of major military action against  us.

Finally it was meddling by the EU
which helped provoke the Balkan
Wars at the end of the twentieth
century and its was similar
interference in the Black Sea which
caused Russia to react as she has
done.

The truth is that the tensions caused
by the inbuilt conflict of interests
within the EU between, for example,
Southern and Northern Europe, are
likely to eventually provoke internal
strife and history tells us that civil
wars are often more bloody than other


