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The Conservative Party Resignations 
 
Three MPs, Heidi Allen, Sarah Wollaston, and Anna Soubry - one of David Cameron's A-List 
quota candidates and a hard-line European Unionist -  have resigned from the Conservative 
Party to join with some fellow Remainers from the Labour Party in what is called The 
Independent Group. Whilst Theresa May might have been "saddened" by their departure it is 
a safe bet that no one of a patriotic disposition is. Indeed, the only sad thing is that they did 
not take some others with them, such as John Bercow and Kenneth Clarke. 
 
In their resignation letter of 20 February1 they stated they were in the Conservative Party 
because it had been the party of "economic competence" but also because it was about left-
wing catchphrases such as "tackling inequalities";  they had hoped that Theresa May would 
"continue to modernise our party" which as becomes clear does not actually mean 
modernise but rather to surrender to globalisation, and that she would make the party 
"reflect the diversity of the communities we seek to represent" rather than, say, represent 
conservatism which is after all why voters might vote for them. 
 
Apparently - that is, apparent to them and no-one else - the Conservatives are abandoning 
all this modernisation, diversity and tackling equalities and engaging in a "shift to the right of 
British Politics". This misperception of theirs is due to a conspiracy theory that the Party is 
"firmly in the grip of the ERG and DUP", and that there has been a "purple momentum", 
entryism by those who favour their own country and nation. The Conservative Party, as all 
are aware, remains the Party of internationalism irrespective of whether the UK forms part of 
the EU, they remain the Party of mass immigration, the Party of 'gay marriage', the Party of 
succouring Islamic terrorists, the Party which is not only opposed to punishing criminals in 
this county by use of the death penalty but insists on spending tax payers money on 
promoting similar non-punishment of criminals in other countries, it is the Party of 
redistributing our wealth as foreign aid to countries which can afford a space programme, the 
Party of feminism and of opposition to patriarchalism and social order, and it remains the 
Party of unnecessarily high taxation (presumably the "economic competence" referred to). 
There is no evidence whatsoever to show that the Conservative Party has moved 
rightwards.  
 
Brexit has, in their view, undone all the efforts to modernise the Conservative Party. Note 
theirs is the left-wing view that globalisation and international superstructures are modern 
and that national states with governments representing their own people are in some way 
archaic. "The final straw" for them "has been this governmentôs disastrous handling of 
Brexit". Absolutely no one disagrees that Brexit has been mishandled, but that can be 
attributed to a lack of patriotism, or even just lack of ability, in the Conservative Party rather 
than due to a revolt against modernity.  
 
In their inverted view they contend that by putting the European Union first they are putting 
our "countryôs interests first"; why can left-wingers never be honest? There can be 
agreement with the literal meaning in their conclusion, but obviously not in their intended 
meaning: "We believe there is a failure of politics in general, not just in the Conservative 
Party but in both main parties as they move to the fringes, leaving millions of people with no 
representation". That is what the "purple momentum" has been saying for years. The 
solution is that the Conservative Party needs to cease being the fringe party of minority 
rights, Fabianism and foreign rule and return to being as Disraeli conceived it, a national 
party. 

                                            
1
  Text of resignation letter on ConservativeHome 

  

https://www.conservativehome.com/parliament/2019/02/full-resignation-letter-we-no-longer-feel-we-can-remain-in-the-party-so-firmly-in-the-grip-of-the-erg-and-dup.html
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Brexit Comments 
 
So John Major calls for MPs to be given a free vote on the final Brexit deal. I donôt recall MPs 
given a free vote when Major was giving away the countryôs sovereignty to Brussels in the 
1990s? I DO recall Bill Cash and other Eurosceptic MPs (including Michael Portillo) labelled 
bastards by the THEN PM and threatened with de-selection and expulsion from the 
Conservative Party. Bill Cash, displaying no bitterness but his usual measured graciousness, 
did allude to this in a Newsnight interview this week (miracle the remoaner BBC showed it). 
Major says you canôt expect 16 million people who voted Remain in 2016 to just stay silent! 
Really? What about the 17 million people who voted Leave? According to Major, Leave 
voters (including presumably those who inconveniently havenôt died yet) didnôt know that a 
Leave vote meant leaving the single market and customs union. David Cameron, to be fair to 
him, was always very clear that leaving the EU meant leaving the SM & CU.    
 
Major now joins the chorus calling for a Second Referendum.  Why were we never given a 
referendum on the Maastricht Treaty?  
 
Northern Ireland is none of the EUôs business, its meddling in the post-Brexit customs 
arrangements of the NI/RI border just a blatant attempt to retain some kind of hold over the 
UK. It should be kicked into touch. At our Swinton Circle hosted by DUP MP Sammy Wilson, 
I suggested that for many reasons post Brexit the EUôs survival in its present form is far from 
assured. The EU needs Britainôs 39bn divorce settlement rather more than Britain needs a 
trade deal with the EU. British negotiators should remember that in the days before March 
2019; stop genuflecting as we have been as if the EU in these negotiations held all the aces. 
It doesnôt!  
 

Chris Watts 
 
 
Brexit is being murdered in broad daylight because Brexiteers are leaderless and not even 
leading Brexiteers want Theresa May's job. Nigel Farage got out of the saddle before he 
reached his destination and even proposed a second referendum for reasons no one can 
understand other than the knee-jerk self sabotage that British leaders are infamous for. 
Perhaps that is part of the death instinct of a senescent society suffering from dementia: the 
patient seems to prefer waiting for death having clearly lost the will to get better. That there 
is no senior male politician capable of taking over from the incompetent and demoralising 
May is conclusive evidence of the hopelessness of the situation. Democracy is all about 
waiting for things to fail and get worse so we can have the dubious satisfaction of 
complaining about it.  
 

Claire Khaw 

 
 

* 
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Another Migration Millstone Around Our Necks 
 
By Arthur St Hugh 
 
The Government is not just busy betraying Brexit, it is also busy betraying Britain through its 
other international agreements and its commitment to mass immigration and globalisation. 
The UK has agreed to adhere to the UN's Global Compact for Migration1. It is claimed to be 
"non-binding", but if that were the case then it would not be a compact. 
 
The Compact is to be regarded as "a milestone in the history of the global dialogue and 
international cooperation on migration" creating a "cooperative framework" for "improving 
migration governance".  Immigration is believed by the UN to be "a source of prosperity, 
innovation and sustainable development in our globalized world". The aim is stated to be to 
"Facilitate safe, orderly and regular migration" - note the word regular. Member States within 
the UN regime are called sovereign with regard to this "migration governance" but only "in 
conformity with international law" which negates the sovereignty. The Compact proclaims 
that these Member States, as well as individuals and other entities, "are accountable to laws 
that are publicly promulgated, equally enforced and independently adjudicated, and which 
are consistent with international law" again emphasising that Member States under the UN 
are not in practice sovereign. You may be wondering when any of this was ever  "publicly 
promulgated" by the democrats at Westminster, but elected representatives silently rubber-
stamping the diktats of the international community is perfectly acceptable to our foreign 
masters, indeed one suspects that it is their preferred method of democracy. 
 
The Compact's "Objectives and Commitments" - the latter word clearly implying a binding 
agreement - confirm the UN's view of the world as nothing more than an economic space, 
where populations move from one administration to another. It requires those so committed, 
as the UK Government now is, to "Facilitate regional and cross-regional labour mobility", to 
consider "the health needs of migrants in national and local health care policies and plans" 
even though our National Health system is already under massive economic stress, and to 
"Provide inclusive and equitable quality education to migrant children and youth" even 
though our Education system is already under massive economic stress, and this also 
means "dedicating targeted resources to schools with a high concentration of migrant 
children" as so many of our schools now are. Inevitably there must be support for 
"multicultural activities". All racism and xenophobia - why would that arise one wonders, the 
UN of course does not give it much thought - must be eliminated "in conformity with 
international human rights law". Migrants must be engaged with and empowered to 
"denounce" the native population should they react negatively, i.e. act in their own interests, 
and the media must be controlled by "sensitizing  and  educating  media  professionals  on 
migration-related  issues  and  terminology" to ensure "independent, objective and quality 
reporting", as if we did not already have enough fake news. 
 
Concerned British citizens raised a petition against accepting the Compact, noting that 
Hungary had not accepted it2.  The Hungarians recognised that the Compact was "pro-
immigration in the extreme" and that "Those who are voting in favour of the Compact are 
contributing to the launching of new waves of mass migration". The Hungarians realise that 
immigration, rather than being something favourable,  "is in fact a dangerous process that 
destabilises both source countries and transit countries, and which can lead to the creation 
of parallel societies in target countries, which represents a huge security risk". The 

                                            
1
 The Global Compact for Safe, Orderly and Regular Migration 

2
 Petition The UK should not agree the UN's Global Compact for Migration 

https://refugeesmigrants.un.org/sites/default/files/180711_final_draft_0.pdf
https://www.iom.int/global-compact-migration
https://petition.parliament.uk/petitions/232698
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Hungarians wisely suggested that "Instead of encouraging migration, the international 
community should be working to stop it"3. 
 
If only we had, like Hungary, a government which worked both in our national interests, and  
also considered the interests of the whole world as well. Instead, the UK Government 
refused to debate the petition on the grounds that the Compact was not "legally binding" 
which evaded the point that the UK should not be submitting to any such directive 
irrespective of whether the Government adheres to it by contract or by consent. It should be 
noted that the Compact, which the Conservatives agreed without presenting it to the 
electors, explicitly states "We commit to fulfil the objectives and commitments outlined in the 
Global Compact" and "We will implement the Global Compact"; the Conservatives, the "We", 
have agreed to obey. 
 
The Conservatives seek to fool the people that they are doing something about immigration 
by proclaiming4 that "free movement" has ended - though their adherence to the Compact 
proves this is not the case - and by adopting a skills-based immigration system - the 
Compact calls on the Government to "Review and revise existing options and pathways for 
regular migration, with a view to optimize skills matching in labour markets"; the 
Government's policy is in effect Objective 5 of the Compact. What this means is ending the 
preference for migrants from the EU and instead allowing immigration to be "open to all 
nationalities" from around the world; unsurprisingly, there will be "no cap on numbers on the 
skilled workers route" and such "skilled workers" can "bring dependants".    
 
Setting aside its adhesion to the Compact, the Government's White Paper crucially fails in 
three main areas: 
- The promotion of families settling in the UK, however many "suitability and eligibility 

criteria" are introduced, is still the promotion of settler colonialism. Why not simply a skill-
based employment-restricted migrant policy with no "family migration" at all?   

- The policy will not "protect the UK against terrorist attacks" because the "parallel 
societies" will have an economic and political base within the UK.  Why not a 'risk 
assessment' of migrants as part of the suitability criteria, favouring only those whose 
culture does not engage in, promote, or otherwise support, terrorism against the British?  

- The policy does not address the destabilising effects of previous migration. Why not 
apply this "skilled-based" policy to existing immigrants, and migrate those that do not "aid 
our economy and our public services"?  

 
Astonishingly, the Government would have us believe that "professional sports persons, 
entertainers and artists" are also some of the "skilled workers" that our economy is crying 
out for. One is surprised that they did not include politicians as well, but presumably they 
knew it was impossible to justify even the current ones on economic grounds let alone on 
any other grounds.  
 
Brexit from the EU was the first step on the road towards independence, further along that 
road there must also be a Brexit from the UN. 

  
                                            
3
 Hungarian Government  Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade The Global Compact for Migration is a betrayal of 

Europe; Hungary will be voting no 
4
 Home Secretary announces new skills-based immigration system 

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/766672/The-UKs-future-skills-based-immigration-system-accessible-version.pdf
http://www.kormany.hu/en/ministry-of-foreign-affairs-and-trade/news/the-global-compact-for-migration-is-a-betrayal-of-europe-hungary-will-be-voting-no
http://www.kormany.hu/en/ministry-of-foreign-affairs-and-trade/news/the-global-compact-for-migration-is-a-betrayal-of-europe-hungary-will-be-voting-no
https://www.gov.uk/government/news/home-secretary-announces-new-skills-based-immigration-system


A Distracting Definition 
 
by Arthur St Hugh 
 
Various political entities across the country have over the last year or two moved to adopt 
the International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance (IHRA)'s "Working Definition of 
Antisemitism" 1. 
 
Human Rights barrister Geoffrey Robertson QC  has stated the Definition is "imprecise, 
confusing and open to misinterpretation and even manipulation" and "a particular problem 
with the IHRA definition is that it is likely in practice to chill free speech"2. 
 
The pro-Corbyn, and by anyone's definition, extreme Left Socialist Worker fought a rear-
guard action within the Labour Party against the adoption, noting amongst other things that it 
"conflates anti-Semitism with opposition to Israel"3 . Whilst the Socialist Worker screeches its 
arguments with the usual left-wing delirium, blaming "Trump and his alt-right supporters" for 
a supposed "international increase in anti-Semitism", it is prepared to raise the issue of "the 
racist foundation of Israel in 1948 and ongoing occupation of Palestiniansô land". And it is not 
just the Socialist Worker, of course, who condemn the Israelis for racism, the Iranian deputy 
ambassador to the UN, for example, recently stated that "Racism is in the very nature of the 
Israeli regime"4. 
 
The IHRA's Definition includes a statement and examples, and it is the examples which have 
largely attracted attention. The statement itself is flawed as it defines "antisemitism" as 
something solely against the Jews yet the Jews only make up a small proportion of the 
Semitic race. Far from educating people then, the IHRA deliberately sets out to deceive. The 
Definition excludes the majority of the Semitic race; for the Jews to appropriate the word 
Semite to themselves is as wrong as the Nazis appropriating the word Aryan to themselves. 
The Definition also implicitly defines the Jews as a people rather than as adherents of a 
religion.  
 
The IHRA example that "Accusing Jews as a people of being responsible for real or 
imagined wrongdoing committed by a single Jewish person or group" can be accepted, it 
obviously is better to focus on the actual "single Jewish person or group" committing the 
"wrongdoing" rather than make vague generalisations about 'the Jews'. But while the use of 
vague generalisations are unhelpful and without meaning, are they in themselves really 
'xenophobia'? People talk of 'the Americans' or 'the Africans', but is the use of these vague 
generalisations 'xenophobia'? If the answer is that it depends on the context then that would 
seem to apply to all the examples of the Definition save that of the first relating to "Calling 
for, aiding, or justifying the killing or harming of Jews in the name of a radical ideology or an 
extremist view of religion." Why not, then, simply have that example as the working definition 
of Judaeophobia? 
 
If all the examples given in the Definition other than the first do not actually help in any way 
to define "antisemitism", the most problematic parts are those which seek to conjoin the 
matter with Israel. Rather contradictorily we get "Accusing Jewish citizens of being more 
loyal to Israel" and then "Denying the Jewish people their right to self-determination, e.g., by 
claiming that the existence of a State of Israel is a racist endeavour". If "the Jewish people"  
as citizens of the countries they are resident in have an inherent right to self-determination 

                                            
1
 House of Commons Library UK Governmentôs adoption of the IHRA definition of antisemitism 

2
 Geoffrey Robinson QC Opinion Anti-Semitism: The IHRA Definition and its Consequences for Freedom of 

Expression 2018 
3
 Socialist Worker 10 September 2018 Confronting the lies they tell about Corbyn 

4
 Tehran Times 23 January 2019 Iran urges world to end Israeli impunity 

https://www.holocaustremembrance.com/
https://www.holocaustremembrance.com/node/196
https://www.holocaustremembrance.com/node/196
https://commonslibrary.parliament.uk/home-affairs/communities/uk-governments-adoption-of-the-ihra-definition-of-antisemitism/
https://socialistworker.org/2018/09/10/confronting-the-lies-they-tell-about-corbyn
https://www.tehrantimes.com/news/432237/Iran-urges-world-to-end-Israeli-impunity
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by becoming an Israeli then that is implying that "Jewish citizens" are potentially "more loyal 
to Israel" than to their own country because they are able to express this right at any time 
and thus by default until that time they have an undeclared loyalty to Israel. Not only are 
these examples, like the statement itself, badly written but they invite the interpretation which 
they are supposedly against.  
 
The IHRA's ostensible purpose is given in its title; inevitably one may speculate that perhaps 
it has another purpose in promoting this Definition, and that is to draw attention away not just 
from the ongoing sufferings of the Semitic Palestinians at the hands of the Israelis, but from 
Israel's warlike aggression against neighbouring, mainly Semitic, countries. Recently there 
have been "arbitrary air strikes on Syria" by Israel 5. The Jerusalem Post brags that also 
"Iraq emerges as a potential target for Israel"6. Iran seems to be the country Israel would 
most like to attack. Imagine if a country in Europe acted as Israel acts, would there not be a 
region-wide war?  Adopting the Definition could be viewed as yet another episode of 
appeasement by the government at Westminster. 
 
Whether it is interpreted as appeasement or in some other way, the question must be why 
are British political entities concerned with it and not instead concentrating on being pro-
British? In conjunction with this, why would anyone think to put a holocaust memorial (or 
indeed a memorial to any foreign event) in Britain? In opposing the one planned for Victoria 
Tower Gardens, the Royal Parks stated that it was because it would "fundamentally change 
the historic character and associated vistas in and out of the park"7 a comment which 
signifies the problem; for such memorialisation seeks to deliberately redefine our history as 
another's history. Why not instead a memorial to the young women of Rotherham and other 
cities who have had to endure - and still are enduring - rape by migrants with the connivance 
of the mainstream political parties? The IHRA calls for a "world without genocide" yet one 
will search in vain for any mention of the plight of our race in South Africa. Why is there not a 
'Definition of Anti-Britishness', which would recognise as racism the denial of our right to 
national self-determination by those opposed to Brexit? Alas, we all know the answer, and 
that is that the most explicitly anti-British element amongst us are those political entities 
which govern us.  
 

                                            
5
 Reuters 23 January 2019 Russia says 'arbitrary' Israeli air strikes on Syria must stop 

6
 The Jerusalem Post 23 January 2019 Iraqi airspace is open for Israel to strike Iran 

7
 The Evening Standard 9 February 2019 Holocaust memorial plans for Victoria Tower Gardens criticised by 

London's Royal Parks charity  

 
 

* 
 

Divided Britain 
 
Indians living in Britain want the British to have an annual day to commemorate the partition 
of India1. This then is yet another example of colonists seeking to import their history into our 
country. Why should we commemorate any foreign event? And if we must, why not, for 
example, commemorate the overthrow and partition of the Habsburg and Ottoman states?  
 
The two partitions which are relevant to the British, and about which every British child 
should be taught, are that of the partition of the British Isles in 1922, when Lloyd George and 
the Conservative Party handed over 26 counties of the U.K. to terrorists, and the partitioning 
of Greater Britain into separate states under the Statute of Westminster 1931, which 
followed on from the Balfour Declaration of 1926, again a Conservative Party misdeed. 

                                            
1
 The Guardian 15 July 2018 Declare an annual day to mark partition of India, MPs told        

https://www.reuters.com/article/us-mideast-crisis-syria-israel-russia/russia-says-arbitrary-israeli-air-strikes-on-syria-must-stop-idUSKCN1PH1K5
https://www.jpost.com/Opinion/Iraqi-airspace-is-open-for-Israel-to-strike-Iran-578421
https://www.standard.co.uk/news/london/holocaust-memorial-plans-for-victoria-tower-gardens-criticised-by-royal-parks-charity-a4062331.html
https://www.standard.co.uk/news/london/holocaust-memorial-plans-for-victoria-tower-gardens-criticised-by-royal-parks-charity-a4062331.html
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2018/jul/15/uk-annual-day-commemorate-partition-india-my-family-partition-and-me
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It should be noted that during the football World Cup when mention was made of how few 
English players there were in the England team (though it was not expressed that way) 
comment was made of Harry Kane M.B.E. being a descendent of 'immigrants' from Ireland 
(meaning in this case Southern Ireland) when the reality is that he is like all of us a victim of 
the '22 partition. If there had been no partition he might have played under a different white 
with red cross flag, that of St. Patrick rather than St. George, or maybe, ideally, there would 
have been a single U.K. team. Even better, a single united British States team with players 
from across Greater Britain, just as there is a single team from Germany or from the U.S.A. . 
 
The partitioning of Greater Britain forced upon us the evil notion that our own kith and kin in 
Canada, Australia, New Zealand and South Africa were to be regarded as strangers. That  
'Remainers' today would have us instead imagine that foreigners in the European Union are 
our fellow citizens is a direct effect of that partition. 
 
But these partitions are not things which we should ever commemorate. Rather, they should 
be eternally condemned. Reunification of our fatherland and national unification must be the 
aim of patriots after having thrown off the yoke of foreign rule.  
 
 

* 

 
 

Memorials 
 
by Allan Robertson 
 

 

Coastal Bomb Disposal War 
Memorial Norfolk 
 

 

Proposed Submarinersô 
Memorial Liverpool ï Battle of 
the Atlantic 
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Operation Banner stain glass 
window, City Hall, Belfast 
 

 

Spitfire on a pole Grangemouth, 
Scotland 
 

 

The Lancastria Memorial 2011 
Clydebank 

 

Magennis VC Memorial City Hall 
Belfast 
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James Magennis VC Mural 
Northern Ireland 

 

Belfast Blitz Memorial in Tigersô 
Bay Belfast 
 

 

Statue of Sir David Stirling 
Near Doune Perthshire. SAS 
Memorial 
 

 

Westminster Abbey New 
Memorial for the LRDPG 2013 
 

https://www.google.co.uk/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=2ahUKEwits7HPlqbdAhVHSxoKHaiCAQ4QjRx6BAgBEAU&url=https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/av/uk-36061711/belfast-marks-blitz-anniversary&psig=AOvVaw0OA1j2Jj6BQ5WCgJRMlYI9&ust=1536316255417120
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On October 14th it is 79 years 
since it was sunk at Scapa Flow 
by U47 on 14/10/39, also it is 
102 years since the ship was 
commissioned on 1st May 1916. 
There are two stone Royal Oak 
memorials in the memorial 
garden next to the beach which 
overlooks the wreck site. 
 

 

25/4/17 English Masons honour 
VC Masons  
 

 

Transport for London poster, 
Duncan Boyes VC 

http://www.google.co.uk/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=2ahUKEwjGtvz9-6_dAhXNyIUKHbpLDx8QjRx6BAgBEAU&url=http://www.hunkydoryinternational.com/portfolio/victoria-crosses-on-the-victoria-line/&psig=AOvVaw3OKiSf-_ByXMUzRiPSGiux&ust=1536652820344502
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Hamilton VC Memorial Arch 
 

 

The Parachute Regiment 
commissioned this memorial to 
Corporal Budd VC KIA Sangin 
Afghanistan 2006 
 

 

Prince Philip unveils the Statue 
of Commander Johnny Walker at 
Liverpool Pier Head in 1998. 
Commander Walker accounted 
for 25 U-Boats 1942-44. 
 












