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Law and Order 

 

If the police illegally break into you home without a 

warrant, I think you should pick up the nearest fire arm 

and kill them, or failing that run them through with a 

sword citing self defence/necessity. As your defending 

you home  and your land from incompetence. 

In fact if I’m on the jury, I will let you off, as I believe you 

should be able to defend your home and your person to 

the death from unwarranted aggression, and I have no 

issue with duelling in the street to settle a dispute so 

long as no innocents come to harm/are put at risk by 

your action and my views aren’t going to change on this. 

If society requires or demands more policing  it has 

already failed, as we the people should work together 

because we want to, not out of fear and as such I hate 

the notion of police walking the streets, in any number 

at all. especially in packs of 3, in broad daylight with no 

issues in sight. as it seems overkill if you ask me! one is 

enough. 

Obviously there are times,  when I would like to see 

police present, i.e. when  you have a large number of 

yobs, who are unable to control themselves,  or their 

aggression present, so people can chill for once. I do not 

like to watch vidios of Essex police, spraying mace into 

an immobilised mans face. this is wrong, and shouldn’t 

be tolerated in any society at all. As our cops need to be 

intelligent enough to control their actions, and to 

respect even the most despicable of foe. I would love 

them all to be black belts in aikido as well, and to know 

that Scotland is indeed in the EU, and subject to human 

rights law. I would also like them to know what human 

rights law is. as well as the law continued in the police 

sergeants manual - as I get stroppy when the police 

break in illegally (especially when I’m in the bath)  with 

no evidence and then refuse to press charges against 

those who committed fraud under section 128 of the 

mental health act, because I’m a no body inter alia. and 

can be easily fobbed off. 

Now most of you will probably notice a theme 

developing me, getting annoyed at the police when they 

continually overstep the line, when they show up twice 

in a row to press speeding tickets, which shouldn’t be 

their concern and I hate it when they start  framing 

statements how they like, and start playing politics on 

the street. As their job is merely to keep the peace, and 

gather the facts. While it is the crowns prosecution job, 

who decides if its in the public interest to prosecute or 

not  Which means that the attorney general office 

should be elected, like it is in the states. as the people 

ought to get a say in what crimes they prosecute. 

Though this perhaps won’t help minorities who get 

screwed regardless of who in power, as I have to all 

intents and purpose given up on the law in Britain in 

general. and argued as such in the royal courts of justice. 

when I declared “parliament is not the law” because 

that goes to consent, and stands above us uncensored, 

as no man, religion or government has the right to steal 

the law, and claim it as their own, as the many do not 

rule the one, and no man or women has the right to 

impose their belief set on any other, without consent. I 

do not consent to this unelected parliament, and its 

rules. as 16.2% of the population voting the labour 

majority in, makes no majority at all, and assuming they 

could make a majority. it does not give you the right to 

take our freedom away. democracy is 7 men voting to 

rape a women, they are in majority, and have no respect 

for the underling freedoms which protect us, which is 

why I ignore your law. as we the people have a right to 

protect those who do not consent to an act,  and who 

request our aid, but that is it.  Moralists have no place in 

power, and I am a libertarian through and through, if 

you want to take drugs, go naked in the street (or 

completely covered) that is your choice as a freeman, 

and likewise if you want to beat the crap out of each 

other, skydive or duel in the street that is your right, as 

long as you consent to the act. as freedom matters more 

here. 

I think Britain has no respect for freedom, and seeks to 

impose its belief set over people, and its crossed the line, 

I find our judges bigoted, out of touch and fearful of the 

law. they have no respect for it, and argue parliament 

instead, and I have nothing but contempt for it, as not 

one of them seems capable of writing a rounded 

judgment at all. the ECHR can, and go to great lengths to 

write verdicts, while Britain seems to cover it up. 

Our judges need to be forced to write statements 

showing they have understood the case, and all the 

argument presented there in, currently they ignore 

them, and this is wrong. if someone makes seven 

arguments, you can’t  pick on one, and ignore the rest. 

that is wrong, you have to argue the lot! 

In the meantime we seem to have lost all notion of a 

pluralistic society, and the separation of power appears 

lost for good. we have the prosecution laughing away 

with “indepedent legal advisors” in council tax cases, 

with no representation at all for the people on the street.  

we need representation, and  judges which understand 
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the law, and it would help if they could find Strasbourg, 

or even Europe on the map! 

I want the charter of fundamental freedoms in british 

law, and I would sign up to any charter with any court 

if it had any chance of making our judges behave.  as 

words are humpty dumpty  and its clear from verdict sin 

the us supreme court,  that judges can argue what they 

want.  and well I wouldn’t mind so much, but our judges 

don’t even bother to make it look balanced anymore. 

this makes me sick, as I have no respect for the British 

legal system at all, as they appear more interested in 

sucking up to one another, then arguing the law. 

the people have been forgotten, and have been  scared 

off arguing anything at all, as bureaucracy, after 

bureaucracy scares them with the threat of money, and 

fees. and tries to blackmail them into pleading guilty for 

crimes they didn’t commit, because it would be better 

then pleading not guilty at all. this is wrong. you should 

argue everything, don’t take those speeding tickets on 

faith, they have to prove the evidence in a court of law. 

as it could have been another car, stealing your plates. 

Was it your rubbish in that bin? I think not it could have 

been anyone’s, like your next door neighbours perhaps. 

wheres the proof? As I hate it when the people are 

scared into submission by morons looking to exploit 

them for an easy life, as that is wrong, and I would 

defend them at every turn. so rip up those fines, and 

take it to court, and if you loose that, the next one in 

turn. 

Your innocent till proven guilty in Britain (or should be) 

and its time to live up to that. We must argue every little 

point, concede nothing,  assume nothing, as we’re 

better then that or should be at least. So stand as one, 

against many and defend your land. look evil in the eye, 

and say no, I will not budge,  this is my land, my freedom 

and we will never surrender to fear as every man and 

women has the right to do as they will, in Britain today. 

Holding people without charge is wrong.  we should 

never have gone back on the magna carta, and 

parliament is in breach of the 1689 bill of rights, as they 

do not have (and never will) have the authority to take 

our freedom away. it was a pledge recognising our 

freedoms as they stand,  and as such is not subject to 

the review of parliament. which is currently acting like 

the 7 men, who would vote to rape a women (the 

country) to death.  

It is ultra vires,  and it has no right to strip our freedom 

away. you can’t hold people without charge for more 

then 24 hours, that is wrong, we all have the right of 

habeous corpus, and you don’t get the right to dictate 

whos belief is right, as we all get to speak, and share our 

ideas, and if you  can’t handle that, you don’t belong in 

civilised society at all, as we have the right to restrain 

people, who pose a risk to society (in that they may 

bludgeon someone to death, and we have the evidence 

to show that as well (and it better be good!!!)) but no 

more. 

You have to give people - and nations -  the benefit of 

the doubt, do not fire until fired upon, and leave them 

well alone. 

By all means, go to someone aid, but they better 

consent to it, I have no issue with suicide, if that is their 

right. (Why didn’t you help them? locking them up, isn’t 

help!!!) though I don’t trust the medical profession 

when it comes to euthanasia, because it could be 

misused, and well the majority always did delight in 

screwing individuals, and the minority over. see the T-4 

wards in hitlers day, and the concentration camps for 

more, as no sooner do you give the people a set of rules 

the abuse it. 

much like the old saying that the iq of the mob is the iq 

of the lowest person their, divided by the number of 

people in the mob [or organisation], and when that mob 

is the health service, the iq gets very low indeed. as for 

some reason, people stop thinking in groups! I have no 

idea why, they just do and I am sick of it inter alia bon 

sur. though I have no idea how to get people thinking 

again. 

I think the police would do better, setting up a table in 

the street (perhaps collecting money, after I cut their 

budgets to bits) in order to become approachable again,  

as people don’t like the police walking up to them,  

asking them questions in the street. as even if you do 

win the argument, and they bugger off, you still feel 

violated, and put under stress, as it become a us, against 

them mentality. and we the people are fighting for 

freedom, and we sometimes forget who they are. some 

are alright, others aren’t, and I suppose it’s a matter of 

taste. 

I don’t like licensing law, as I don’t think the majority 

gets to say, who sells what, who plays what music, and 

well I think it should be a first come, first served policy, 

with market forces in play. I would legalise brotherals. I 

have no issue with sex, or my body. and well some 

women, just love to watch a bloke play - to orgasm inter 

alia - though I have yet to receive money for it, mores 

the pity, and I am cool with that, as  we Love to 

entertain, but yes it would be nice to make a living from 

it, instead!  As I reflect  on how everyone wants it free! 

and go yes, freedoms cool, but I would so like to be paid 

for it  (perhaps  arguing statute  for free) 


