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Election Hustings 10
th

 April 2015 

Extra questions and Responses from  

Emmett Jenner (UKIP) 

 

1. As we are supposedly a world leader in civilisation and 
democracy—why dont we scrap trident and invest the 100 
billion plus in our health, education and care system? 

Answer: “It is easy to misunderstand the purpose of the Trident 
deterrent system.  NATO, which we are members of, ensures 
global stability by keeping our military efforts coordinated.  
NATO is backed by the nuclear deterrent and if we wanted to 
scrap our contribution through trident for moral reasons we’d 
also have to leave NATO. To stay and benefit from the ultimate 
protection under the umbrella of the nuclear deterrent would be 
morally incompatible.  In other words, our operating of Trident 
is linked to our NATO membership.   

If we scrapped our Trident system on moral grounds it wouldn’t 
be right to continue to benefit from NATO membership as it 
would remain nuclear backed.  I agree with the principle that we 
do misdirect our resources in this country but there are other 
things we could cut.  Our membership of the European Union 
isn’t beneficial to us in any way and we could recover our 
membership cost and contributions and put that back into our 
central fund for reallocation to more worthy causes.   

Cutting that would be a victimless crime, save from a few MEPs 
losing their jobs, nobody would lose out if the UK were to end 
its membership of the EU.  We also spend a lot of money over 
what is morally justifiable on foreign aid.  UKIP believes in 
inoculation against harmful easily preventable diseases and 
disaster relief, that’s what our aid budget should be spent on.  
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What we should cut is spending on the Indian space program.  
They don’t even want our money but we continue to spend 
abroad on unnecessary projects of this nature while people in 
this country are hard pushed and struggling.  The moral case is 
clear.  It’s worth pointing out that just as with any other 
government expenditure, the money spent on wages, rentals, 
systems, utilities, ect... all goes back into the UK economy so 
the total cost of £100 billion won’t all leave the country and can 
be spent again”  

 

2. In light of findings by various leading economic and 
sociological thinkers such as Thomas Piketty and Peter 
Joseph who state that money causes inequality, is 
destroying our planet and depleting finite resources—why 
does no political party even just consider that the capitalist 
economic system is broken, and no longer fit for purpose? 

Answer: “We don’t really operate a capitalist system.  What we 
have today is ‘corporate capitalism’ – this is extremely 
beneficial to a few large corporations, government and the 
shareholders of the same large corporations.  When we’re told 
GDP has increased this indicates that large corporations and 
banks have increased their profits.  The bailout of the banks a 
few years ago is a demonstration of exactly what is wrong with 
the system we operate.   

The public paid to prop up the failed banks rather than allowing 
them to crash.  This had all sorts of implications which I can’t 
go into here but the austerity we have in public finances today 
is one result of what happened back then.  Under a truly 
capitalist system those banks ought to have crashed and by 
now we would have recovered.  As it is, we’re still not seeing 
salaries as they were in 2008 but we have had inflation so 
we’re all much poorer than we were 7 years ago.  

Money itself does not cause inequality. Money isn’t an 
emotional entity capable of action of any sort.  Money is simply 
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a means for storing and exchanging effort.  When a money 
system is working properly it is entirely equal.  Everyone will 
have had experience at some point in their life of equal 
exchange using money.  i.e. you sell something you made or 
something you no longer want, someone gives you what you’re 
asking for it. You are both happy with the exchange so have 
both benefitted equally. When the money system becomes 
corrupted by people we see the sort of inequality we have in 
today’s society as a consequence of that.   

I understand in some cases people will put this question from 
the socialist / communist point of view.  I would say whilst in 
theory, if everybody does all the things they’re supposed to do 
then a fully planned economy will succeed and there will be 
happiness for all.  The fundamental flaw in the logic is that 
similarly to corporate capitalism the possibility for corrupt 
behaviour by those who can will destroy it in the end.  
Communism has been tried before.   

The Soviet Union had absolutely every chance to succeed and 
prove the communist / socialist model and it did make some 
people happy... but at horrendous human cost... A LOT of 
people died.  We often look back on the atrocities of the 20th 
century and cite Hitler as the worst of the lot.  He was 
responsible for a great many deaths.  But compared to deaths 
under communist regimes Hitler’s crimes were insignificant.  
Estimates for numbers of deaths from mass-killings under the 
regimes of Mao in China, Stalin for the USSR and the Khmer 
Rogue in Cambodia are estimated to be between 21 million and 
70 million people.  Human nature isn’t compatible with the 
repression inherent in communistic systems.  As I said, it has 
been tried, it failed and huge numbers of people died.  I think it 
is fair to say we ought not try it again” 

3. To all parties intent on making cuts to welfare and social 
services. Do you believe in survival of the fittest? Because 
without such support we cannot compete. 
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Answer: “UKIP does not believe in cutting public services.  The 
conservatives have an ideological obsession with cutting public 
services.  In some ways UKIP could be compared to more 
socially inclusive parties in respect of this.  Where I believe 
UKIP offers an advantage over those other parties is that UKIP 
has a simple means to bring a lot of money back into the UK 
economy which can be redistributed.  A UKIP government 
wouldn’t have to cut.” 

4. How are you going to support disabled people who are 
isolated by the welfare cuts? 

Answer: “Governments and local authorities know what they’re 
meant to do when it comes to the administration surrounding 
welfare but for many reasons, often lack of funding, it does not 
happen.  A UKIP government would obviously have access to 
the same knowledgebase as any other government but we’d be 
able to fund it fairly so could provide a better service” 

5. On the topic of immigration: if we stopped competing 
internationally, and shared the world's resources and skills 
equally people wouldn't need to move to countries who have 
a better standard of living. Why does no party seem to be 
striving for such a better world? 

Answer: “Whilst the theory here is honourable the issue we 
have is that the world isn’t in a position to be able to achieve 
this sort of cohesive society.  Generally speaking each 
generation of humans live better than the last.  The standard of 
living for the entire world increases every year.  As a population 
on the whole we are looking out for each other but progress is 
extremely slow and at the planetary level we can’t expect to 
see equally high standards of living and the same quality of life 
for every human being within our own lifetimes.   

Look to history to see how far the human race has progressed 
over the centuries and you can see it’s quite clear we will 
eventually solve this puzzle, but this will happen over hundreds 
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of years.  No political party standing for election on May 7th can 
offer any substantial policy on this issue” 

 

6. Has your party created an Easy Read version of your 
manifesto? 

Answer: “No, none of the political parties have” 

 

7. What will your party do to reduce air pollution like we are 
experiencing today? 

Answer: “This question was asked during the hustings and I 
pointed out that successive Labour and Tory governments have 
pushed drivers towards use of diesel fuel instead of petrol.  At 
street level the exhaust produced by diesel engines is by many 
magnitudes more harmful than exhaust from a petrol engine.  
This is a failure of government policy.  Controlling tax levels on 
various fuels could incentivise greater use of less polluting 
fuels.  That is a direct action any government could take to 
reduce local air pollution”  

 

8. A 2013 Ipsos Mori survey found the general public believed 
that almost a quarter, 24 percent, of all benefits were claimed 
fraudulently, 34 times greater than the official 0.7 per cent 
estimate, reports Welfare Weekly. 
According to HMRC figures for 2012/13, £1.2bn of benefit 
spending is lost due to fraud, while £4.1bn is lost through tax 
evasion. What will your party do to stop such corporate tax 
evasion? 

Answer: “UKIP propose a ‘turnover’ tax.  Ultimately all 
corporation taxes are paid by the consumer.  This is because 
corporations get their money by selling their products and 
services to everyday folk.  At present companies are taxed 
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using the corporation tax system.  This tax is applied when the 
company declares a profit.  If a company has arranged its 
accounts so the company appears unprofitable then they don’t 
pay tax.   

A ‘turnover tax’ is different because the company has to pay a 
percentage for every £1 it takes at the tills.  This tax will be paid 
by the consumer.  A company not making sufficient profit will 
have to increase prices.  A company making false 
decelerations will have to pay.  With the system applied fairly to 
all businesses there will be no advantage or disadvantage for 
any business or any consumer” 

 

9. Re: Independent Living Fund — when this closes would your 
party ensure that local councils get extra money to bridge the 
gap and ensure continuity. 

Answer: “As a society we’ve all agreed we want a welfare 
system, so we should do whatever it takes to ensure people 
don’t slip through the net and end up destitute as a result of 
governments and local authorities mucking about with the way 
the system is administered”  

 

10. Will the information be in easy read? 

Answer:  

 
11. Why is the media still allowed to do to disabled people 

what it can't do to ethnic minorities? 

Answer: “I’m assuming this question relates to the likes of 
BBC’s Little Britain portrayal of disable people and programs 
which use similar devices?  Assuming so I would say singling 
out any person with particular attributes for comedic effect 
walks the fine line between what isn’t and what is regarded as 
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acceptable.  As a political campaigner for UKIP we’re often 
portrayed unfairly in the media and there isn’t anything we can 
do to prevent it.   

They will say things about us which aren’t true at all, so I know 
how it feels, the feeling that you’re powerless to do anything 
other than shout at the TV. TV lives and dies by ratings though, 
shows will be pulled if people campaign against them” 

 

12. In this country we are not used to a coalition government 
compared to other countries. As it is looking likely that 
another coalition will be formed, how are the parties 
intending to ensure that a vote for a smaller party is not a 
wasted vote? 

Answer: “UKIP is a new party but isn’t really a small party any 
longer.  It was officially classified by Ofcom (the broadcasting 
regulator) as a major party back in January and has been out-
polling the Liberal Democrats for years now.  The message 
from UKIP today is that if you vote UKIP, you get UKIP”   

 

13. Would you be willing to make all campaign and political 
literature accessible to people regardless of cost? 

Answer: “None of the parties have done this for the 2015 
election but it is something people ought to give consideration 
to for future elections”  

 

14. What would be your most important priority for people with 
learning disabilities? 

Answer: “This is really a personal question; there isn’t a way to 
answer this as a political party so my personal view is as 
follows.  I personally believe the most important thing for any 
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person with a learning disability is to find out what they like to 
do, find out what they’re good at and expand on it.  I’d suggest 
in every field of expertise there is a person with a learning 
disability competing with all other kinds of people and doing so 
successfully.   

Not being able to learn to read or write shouldn’t mean you 
can’t be an excellent chef for example.   So if a learning 
disability is identified at an early stage the best education can 
be planned to set that person on the right track for life.  UKIP 
doesn’t believe in a one-size-fits-all approach to education and 
we’d rather see individuals succeed based on their individual 
merits”  

 

15. Would you publicly support Experts by Experience 
Bromley mission statement and campaign aims if elected? 

Answer: “UKIP is completely neutral when it comes to support 
for any external group.  We don’t support or dismiss any 
external group”  

 

16. How can UKIP claim they want to represent people with 
disabilities when NIgel Farage referred to the community as 
"an underclass of parasitic scroungers"? 

Answer: “The 2010 policies were written by an ex-tory who has 
now left the party and gone back to the tories.  We chucked the 
2010 manifesto.  Nobody has anything good to say about it.  
The quote above has been falsely attributed to Nigel Farage.  
He didn’t say it.  It was written in a policy document.  It referred 
to people who make fraudulent claims.   

These people make it more difficult for legitimate claimants and 
take away the available resources which could otherwise be 
allocated to genuine claims.  So the party no longer has that 
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document as policy, it wasn’t a statement by the leader and 
when put in context it means something completely different to 
the premise presented in the question”  

 

17. What would you do to make the environment more 
accessible and litter free? 

Answer: “This question also came up at the hustings.  The 
increased level of litter and dumped waste we’re seeing in 
Bromley and other towns and cities across the country has two 
causes.  Firstly the EU imposed landfill tax of £80 per ton.  It is 
so expensive for councils to dispose of waste that they now 
have policies in place to reject waste if they’re able to do so. 

The effect of this isn’t that the waste simply disappears.  The 
waste still exists and if the council refuse to accept it then it will 
be dumped somewhere out of sight of CCTV cameras at the 
back of buildings, country lanes, alleyways ect.  Secondly, the 
local authorities have absolved themselves of responsibility for 
litter and waste collection.  Most of the things we pay councils 
to do have now been outsourced to private contractors.   

All the council does is administer contracts for these services.  
So private companies profit and we have a service that the 
local authority can turn up or turn down depending on how 
much is available in the budget.  While we’re living through a 
period of tight public finances the level of litter collection has 
been turned down to minimum and we’re seeing an increase of 
litter as a consequence.   

So two things, EU landfill tax and local authorities not doing 
what they’re mean to do.  If we address these causes I’m 
confident our streets would be much cleaner”  
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18. Do you not think a question panel should be held more 
regularly before policies are enforced to check who is 
affected? 

Answer: “No, because politicians would ignore the results if 
they didn’t fit the agenda.  We’ve seen this happening so we 
know that’s how it works.  What we should have instead is what 
UKIP proposes.  UKIP proposes ‘parliamentary recall’  - This 
means if you feel your elected representative isn’t properly 
serving the community he/she was elected to represent a local 
petition can be organised to trigger a by-election.   

That local politician will then have to answer to the electorate 
and can only continue if he/she regains the public mandate to 
continue.  A genuinely unpopular representative may not be 
reselected by their party and their party may not win the by-
election either.  With this simple change politicians would be far 
more fearful of their electorate and would be far less likely to 
create policies which are likely to see them chucked out of 
office” 

 

19. Can the Green Party please explain why they support the 
Assisted Dying Bill when in Holland they are killing one in 
three without consent? 

Answer: “I’m not a representative from the Green party but 
usually the argument for supporting assisted dying is a matter 
of liberty.  From a personal point of view it seems totally unjust 
for suicide to be illegal.  If you don’t even own your own life 
what exactly have you got for you to do as you please with?   

There is a form of killing through neglect which exists in the UK 
known as the Liverpool Pathway which may be similar to the 
principles of what’s going on in Holland.  Although patients are 
cared for under the Liverpool Pathway it is a fact that it’s meant 
as a way of avoiding intervention which might prolong the life of 
the patient.  It’s not the same as killing or assisted dying but the 
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initial impetus for this and the eventual result is same, namely 
the death of the patient.   

There’s no vindictive motive at play here.  The issue is about 
how doctors and those in the medical profession can decide a 
person is beyond treatment or that their quality of life wouldn’t 
be sufficient to justify continued intervention.  As things stand 
I’m not aware that this matter has been formalised and so it is 
still up to doctors to make the decision.  I may be wrong about 
that”  

 

20. When working could it be an idea to pay taxes half direct 
to government and half direct to charities or just all to 
charities? 

Answer: “I don’t fully understand the question but if it means 
100% of salaries should be given to an organisation, either 
government, a charity or a mixture of both then my answer is 
certainly not” 

 

21. Are you going to keep your promises? 

Answer: “Yes, the only thing I promise is that as long as UKIP 
is committed to ending the UK’s membership of the EU then I’ll 
continue to stand as a candidate and support them” 

 

 

~ The End ~ 


