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Dear Ms. Warnock.
Thank you for yt ur letter of the 20'n April regarding the currently proposed route for the

Aberdeen Westem Peripheral Road.

Firstly and to remove any doubt regarding myself and any opinions, which I may express in the context of the
AWPR, I freely admit to knowing very little about the matter as my home is many miles away. I am what is
called a 'Paper' Candidate rather than a 'Real' Candidate, which is to say I am standing without any anticipation of
being retumed at the election and my name appe,us on the ballot paper solely to allow any who wish to register a
vote for UKIP to do so.

Non the less and in general terms, having visited your web site. the issue of the AWPR would appear to be exactly
the kind of thing with which The UKIP is concemed. It is an issue of democratic process or. more accurately, the
lack of such in any meaningful sense, or, having paid'lip service'to such its subsequent complete disregard by'The Powers that be '.

A little while ago I sent the following to Matthew Desmond, The UKIP's lead candidate in the are4 for his use in
saying a little about each of his 'Paper' candidate supporters. I believe this extract will leave you in no doubt as to
what my view would be were I to be directly involved in the issue of thc AWpR.

Don't vole for nrc! )lote.for l'ou!

' I-hut 
s r igl t t .  t lort ' / 'vrt t t ' / i t r  me. l  don' l  rurt l  1o run I lrc tountrr^. l l 'hut I  cia \ t 'dtr l  is to set, l l rc got,ernnrent t"t /  I l t is

Lotutlr.'.' returned to t'Ou. tlle people oi this .outltm^. ond the only vu.r, thot ttrn be achiet,t,d is./i>r'I_gLto |otc.lbr
LtKIP, thc onbreal Independencelanv. Our poli<'t ol real. dirett,Tenat:rut.:t,bt, re/irenilunt v.ill return tnrc
lreedont to lhe people . l l  L.K. S(ott ish. Regiotra! and distr ict let 'els; 1./  ' ,ou t.ut l t  i t  Iggt 'ote. lbr ir .  i l  not the n;gg
tol( ugaittsl  i t :  ei lher va.t,  i t  vi l l  he ysl!urtd not ' lhent '  muking the dar, ' is iorts t lrot t t f / i t ' r  your ! i le und the l i t t ,s 6l
vour clti!drnt.

So. there it is. I note that, in the context of the AWPR. "()n I DeL'emlter 2()05 T-ot.i:;h Scort, the .\totish jiret.urne
Irdttsport ntirtisler. ntodc the surprising dt!nounL'enent llnt Ilrc .lherdeen 14'PR voutd.lbllot tt route Ilutt vus uot
orteo/thaorigirtul . f iveroutesl lMt\ ' . ' ! t lot l t l t trpuhl ictortsultut iort i t t . \pr ing2005tAWPRConsultat ionl".  This
is precisely what we in The UKIP are talking about. decisions made in Edinburgh, doubtless on the basis of
instructions liom Westminster in accord with the guidance (Orders?) of Brussels, which affect the people of
Aberdeen, who's views on the matter are sought, considered and then, because you didn't come up with the right
response, conveniently disregarded.

The question implicit in you letter is why, having had local consultations and having achieved a short list of
proposals, you suddenly find a eflbctive decision, not included in those proposals, foisted upon you from who
knows where.

I have enclosed a DVD entitles "Britain on the Brink", which I hope you will view. It runs for some 33 Minutes
and. in my view, is well made and not too boring since it contains short presentations by a number of different
people, who are al l  experts in their own f ields. l l t ,  i rrr: . t i iutrrrr hr I  rnrlsirr . lcrrkirrr (about l8 minutes in, just in
case you don't want to wade through the u,hole thing - though I believe, should you choose to do so, it's well
u , o r t h i t )  i \  l . i j i l r J r i i i l r i \  r ! ' l ! \ i i l t i  l { }  l l t , ' ! l i r a \ l j ( ) 1 1 , ' i ' , i } i r  : : r r L i  i ' ( ) 1 1  \ \ i t j i ! '  l l i t l n s l c i . i s ' 1 . } : i t r . l l . t '

As a Political Party, The UKIP stands for 'real' democracy, not 'representational' democracy. By use of binding
referenda at all levels - IE National. Regional and District, in short whatever the appropriate level is for a
particular decision - the govemment at all levels would reflect the will of the people at all levels, thereby allowing
infinite diversity within an overall unily. A bit utopian you might think? Not at all! The Swiss have had the
system for years; it works and works well. With such a system in place the issue with which you are concerned
would not be an issue at all.
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Bluntly- in the context of both the AWPR and all other issues. you can try and win by playing someone else's
game in accordance with their rules (which they disregard when it suits them) or you can try toihange the game
and the rules by which it's played so that every one gets a fair say in what's to happen accorcling io what and
where the issue is. The latter is what we in The UKIp are atout.

Lastly- as I'm sure you will have guessed, I'm not a 'Politician' but then that is a very common characteristic in
The UKIP' we're, by and large, stmply a collection of ordinary people with, collectively. a lot of specialist
knowledge from tarming to fishing by way of finance who are trying to do what is right, noiwhat is expedient or
convenient.

I hope you will hold me excused for not having responded in detail to your specific questions but, bluntly. simply
and honestly- I don't know the answers. I do believe that, unless factors oufw,ith must be given precedence
because of some extreme condition, the only answer is that the people concemed shoulrt tre the piople making the
decision: that is' govemment of the people by the people and not govemment of the people by some other
unelected people from somewhere else.

2 Kaim Crescent
Bathgate
West Lothian
EH48 IER


