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In recent years the British people have been increasingly denied their democratic rights. 
On issue after issue, the views of the majority of British people have been ignored and 
overridden by politically correct elite with its own agenda. All this in a country that 
invented modern Parliamentary democracy. 
 
On immigration, on capital punishment, on the surrender of British sovereignty to the EU 
and in numerous other areas, democracy has been eroded as politicians fail to offer the 
British people real choice on such vital issues. 
 
We are owed that choice and we should restore and defend the basic democratic rights we 
have all been denied. More REAL democracy, not less, at national, regional and local 
levels is what is required.  
 
There should be a Bill of Rights that guarantees basic fundamental freedoms to the 
British people. Ordinary British people should have real democratic power over their own 
lives and that Government, local and national, so that it is truly accountable to the people 
who elect it. 
 
Some laws that exist on the statute books prevent people from making a free choice. They 
should be abolished, along with the “Human Rights Act” which has been imposed on this 
country through the European Union, and which is nothing but an excuse to prevent 
British laws stopping the scroungers of the world bleeding our nation dry. 
 
Traditional free speech should be a “given” supported by citizen-initiated referenda 
whose outcomes are binding on Parliament. That is true democracy, NOT the farce of 
Government we have witnessed and endured these past generations.  
 
Whilst we are “all for” a multi cultural integrated society, the immigration problem is 
now completely out of control.  
 
Britain is rapidly being colonised by the Third World. Eleven percent of all people living 
in Britain today is not of British origin and was not born here. When this figure is added 
to the totals of second and third generation immigrants already here, the Third World 
origin sector of the population rises to well over twenty percent. 
 
Unchecked, mass immigration at this level will mean that Britain will become a Third 
World nation well within two generations. All these facts point to the extinguishing of the 
British identity through immigration. Something must be done if the British people are to 
retain their homeland and identity.  
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The current unrestricted, uncontrolled situation has led higher crime rates, demand for 
more housing, extra strain on the environment, traffic congestion, longer hospital waiting 
lists, lower educational standards, higher income tax, lower wages, high unemployment, a 
loss of British identity, a breakdown in community spirit, more restrictive policing, 
higher council taxes, a shortage of council homes, higher levels of stress and unhappiness 
and a fragmented community. 
 
These are some of the consequences of uncontrolled immigration, a massive financial 
burden on the taxpayer that should be spend on UK solutions, a broken criminal justice 
system,  prison overcrowding, a broken society with a rapidly eroding sense of national 
heritage and culture.  

The problem of immigration has nothing to do with race, creed or culture. It has 
everything to do with overcrowding and a politically motivated attempt by ministers to 
transform the fundamental make-up and identity of this country. The Government 
immigration strategy of ethnic cleansing was devised and implemented with the 
deliberate intention to destroy the right of the British people to live in a society defined 
by a common history, religion, law, language and traditions.  

It was done to destroy for ever what it means to be culturally British and to put another 
'multicultural' identity in its place. And it was done without telling or asking the British 
people whether they wanted their country and their culture to be transformed in this way.  

The argument that Britain is better off with this level of immigration has been 
conclusively shown to be economically illiterate.  

Schools in areas of very high immigration find it desperately difficult to cope with so 
many children who don't even have basic English. Other services, such as health or 
housing, are similarly being overwhelmed by the sheer weight of numbers.  

A measure of immigration is indeed good for a country. But this policy was not 
introduced to enhance British culture and society by broadening the mix. It was to 
destroy its defining character altogether. 

Other countries would not tolerate millions of immigrants taking over their society. Japan 
would not do it; China would not do it; India would not do it; Pakistan would not do it – 
so why should Britain?  
 
Each nation has the right to maintain its own traditional culture and identity. The right of 
India to remain Indian, the right of China to remain Chinese, the right of Pakistan to 
remain Pakistani and the right of Saudi Arabia to remain Saudi does not mean that any of 
these nations have to “hate” anybody else. All it means is that they wish to preserve their 
identity and national existence. 
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Other countries would not tolerate millions of immigrants taking over their society. Japan 
would not do it; China would not do it; India would not do it; Pakistan would not do it – 
so why should Britain? 
 
This is all we want for Britain – the right to be British and the right to openly celebrate 
events like Christmas that we have celebrated for centuries, without fearing the imaginary 
offence this might cause.  
 
Is this such an extreme demand? Is this so unreasonable?  – NO! In fact, it is perfectly 
normal and completely in line with the rights granted to every other nation and in accord 
with international law. 
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For years, as the number of immigrants to Britain shot up apparently uncontrollably, the 
question was, “how exactly was this allowed to happen?”.  

Was it through a fit of absent-mindedness or gross incompetence? Or was it not 
inadvertent at all, but deliberate?  

At first sight, the latter explanation seemed just too outrageous. After all, a deliberate 
policy of mass immigration would have amounted to nothing less than an attempt to 
change the very make-up of this country without telling the electorate.  

There could not have been a more grave abuse of the entire democratic process. Now, 
however, we learn that this is exactly what did happen. The Labour government has been 
engaged upon a deliberate and secret policy of national cultural sabotage.  

This astonishing revelation surfaced quite casually in a newspaper article by Andrew 
Neather, a speech writer for Tony Blair, Jack Straw and David Blunkett. Neather wrote a 
landmark speech in September 2000 by the then immigration minister, Barbara Roche, 
that called for a loosening of immigration controls. But the true scope and purpose of this 
new policy was concealed.  

In its 1997 election manifesto, Labour promised 'firm control over immigration' and in 
2005 it promised a 'crackdown on abuse'. In 2001, its manifesto merely said that the 
immigration rules needed to reflect changes to the economy to meet skills shortages.  

But all this concealed a monumental shift of policy. For Neather wrote that until 'at least 
February 2008, when a new points-based system was introduced to limit foreign workers 
in response to increasing uproar, the purpose of the policy Roche ushered in was to open 
up the UK to mass immigration.  

This has been achieved. Some 2.3million migrants have been added to the population 
since 2001. Since 1997, the number of work permits has quadrupled to 120,000 a year.  
Unless policies change, over the next 25 years some seven million more will be added to 
Britain's population, a rate of growth three times as fast as took place in the Eighties.  

Such an increase is simply unsustainable.  

Britain is already one of the most overcrowded countries in Europe. But now let’s look at 
the real reason why this policy was introduced, and in secret. The Government's 'driving 
political purpose', wrote Neather, was 'to make the UK truly multicultural'.  
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It was a politically motivated attempt by ministers to transform the fundamental make-up 
and identity of this country. It was done to destroy the right of the British people to live 
in a society defined by a common history, religion, law, language and traditions. It was 
ethnic cleansing of the British culture. But for heavens sake…  

WHY? 

It was done to destroy for ever what it means to be culturally British and to put another 
'multicultural' identity in its place. And it was done without telling or asking the British 
people whether they wanted their country and their culture to be transformed in this way.  

It has been reported hat one motivation by Labour ministers was 'to rub the right's nose in 
diversity and render their arguments out of date. Even Neather found that particular 
element of gratuitous Left-wing bullying to be 'a manoeuvre too far'. Yet apart from this, 
Neather saw nothing wrong in the policy he has described. Mass immigration, he wrote, 
had provided the 'foreign nannies, cleaners and gardeners' without whom London could 
hardly function.  

What elitist arrogance! As if most people employ nannies, cleaners and gardeners. And 
what ignorance. The argument that Britain is better off with this level of immigration has 
been conclusively shown to be economically illiterate.  

Neather gave the impression that most immigrants are Eastern Europeans. But these form 
fewer than a quarter of all immigrants. And the fact is that, despite his blithe assertions to 
the contrary, schools in areas of very high immigration find it desperately difficult to 
cope with so many children who don't even have basic English. Other services, such as 
health or housing, are similarly being overwhelmed by the sheer weight of numbers.  

But the most shattering revelation was that this policy of mass immigration was not 
introduced to produce nannies or cleaners for the likes of Neather. It was to destroy 
Britain's identity and transform it into a multicultural society where British attributes 
would have no greater status than any other country's.  

A measure of immigration is indeed good for a country. But this policy was not to 
enhance British culture and society by broadening the mix. It was to destroy its defining 
character altogether. 

It also conveniently guaranteed an increasingly Labour-voting electorate since, as a 
recent survey by the Electoral Commission has revealed, some 90 per cent of black 
people and three-quarters of Asians vote Labour. In Neather's hermetically sealed bubble, 
the benefits of mass immigration were so overwhelming he couldn't understand why 
ministers had been so nervous about it.  

They were, he wrote, reluctant to discuss what increased immigration would mean, above 
all to Labour's core white working class vote. So they deliberately kept it secret. They 
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knew that if they told the truth about what they were doing, voters would rise up in 
protest. So they kept it out of their election manifestos. 

It was indeed a conspiracy to deceive the electorate into voting for them. And yet it is 
these very people who have the gall to puff themselves up in self-righteous astonishment 
at the rise of the BNP.  

Now we know it was no such failure of policy. It was deliberate. For the government of 
which Jack Straw is such a long- standing member, had secretly plotted to flood the 
country with immigrants to change its very character and identity.  

This more than any other reason is why Nick Griffin and his party has gained so much 
support. According to a YouGov poll taken after the Question Time program, no fewer 
than 22 per cent of British voters would 'seriously consider' voting for the BNP.  

That nearly one quarter of British people might vote for a neo-Nazi party with views so 
contrary to democracy, human rights and common decency is truly appalling.  

The core reason is that for years they have watched as their country's landscape has been 
transformed out of all recognition - and that politicians from all mainstream parties have 
told them first that it isn't happening and second, that they are racist bigots to object even 
if it is.  

Now the political picture has been transformed overnight by the unguarded candour of 
Andrew Neather's eye-opening superciliousness. For now we know that Labour 
politicians actually caused this to happen - and did so out of total contempt for their own 
core voters.  

As Neather sneered, the jobs filled by immigrant workers 'certainly wouldn't be taken by 
unemployed BNP voters from Barking or Burnley. So that's how New Labour views the 
white working class, supposedly the very people it is in politics to champion. Who can 
wonder that its core vote is now decamping in such large numbers to the BNP when 
Labour treats them like this? Condemned out of its own mouth and by its own actions, 
New Labour is responsible for the rise of the BNP - by an act of unalloyed treachery to 
the entire nation. 

IN DENIAL 

Jack Straw, the former Home Secretary, now the Justice Secretary, said it was "just 
untrue" that the Government had a deliberate policy to use immigration for political ends 
and to attack the right.  

Writing in The Daily Telegraph Mr Straw, former Home Secretary said: "I read the 
original stories with incredulity, since they are the reverse of the truth. I spent my time as 
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Home Secretary seeking better to control immigration, by new laws and more effective 
administration. "  

He did, however, accept that the Government's immigration policies have piled pressures 
on communities and housing stock. He said he found "plenty of people disturbed by the 
rapid change in their area, with a pretty sudden rise in black, Asian and Eastern European 
residents, and anger as a consequence that long standing residents were losing out on 
housing waiting lists. I don’t dismiss either concern."  

He added: "This is an issue which won’t go away by not talking about it. But I’m just as 
clear that talk of “secret plots to encourage mass immigration” are just untrue."  

WHO SHOULD WE BELIEVE?  

Let’s look at a few more revelations . . . . 

Tom Whitehead, the Home Affairs Editor of the Telegraph, published an article detailing 
that warnings of links between mass immigration and crime were removed from a key 
Home Office report amid fears they would be used by critics.  

The report, published in 2001, had originally pointed to a risk that organised criminals 
would exploit increases numbers of migrants. But the passages were removed from the 
final document because Downing Street was "nervous" that such comments would be 
seized on by extremists.  

It is the latest controversy surrounding the study, Migration, A Social and Economic 
Analysis, which was at the centre of the row fuelling claims that Labour had a secret plot 
to use mass immigration to boost multiculturalism and rub the right's nose in diversity.  

Further to the Andrew Neather revelations, it emerged a section headed "Criminal 
behaviour", written as part of a chapter on the impact of migration, was removed. The 
missing section warned: "Migration has opened up new opportunities for organised 
crime."  

It reported: "There is emerging evidence that the circumstances in which asylum seekers 
are living is leading to criminal offences, including fights and begging."  

One draft also asserted that Britain's record towards Jews fleeing the Nazi regime was 
"positively shameful in some respects". It also said racism towards black migrants in past 
years had come "not just from extremists or working class communities, but from 
politicians and policy-makers at the highest level". Both comments were edited out of the 
published version.  

A Cabinet Office spokesman denied that any political pressure was brought to bear on the 
report.  
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Damian Green, the shadow immigration minister, said: "With every day that passes it 
becomes increasingly clear that the Government tried to deceive the British people about 
immigration policy. "This is a disgraceful episode."  

Phil Woolas, the immigration minister, said Mr Neather's claims were 'simply not born 
out by the facts'. "The biggest reason for illegal immigration into the United Kingdom 
was not as Mr Neather – who no doubt is on a bonus with his employers – said, it was the 
abandonment in 1994 by the John Major Government of border controls."  

He added: "This Prime Minister has a much more robust attitude to migration than the 
previous prime minister, and the changes we have been implementing have come straight 
from Gordon Brown," he said.  

It is now 2010. Labour have been in Government for 12 years. If the John Major 
Government had been responsible for abandoning border controls, rather than pointlessly 
blaming opposing parties, surely Labour should have taken action to deal with the 
problem in the twelve years that followed? And the robust attitude to migration 
supposedly evident in this Prime Minister… would we not have expected to see evidence 
of that robustness in the form of more balanced immigration?  

We will examine the twelve year Labour performance on immigration in some detail.  

����������
� 	�
� �
MIGRATION WATCH UK  

Migrationwatch UK is an independent think tank. It is chaired by Sir Andrew Green, a 
former Ambassador to Saudi Arabia. They have a distinguished Advisory Council from 
diverse ethnic and professional backgrounds. 

Migration Watch entirely accept that genuine refugees should be welcomed; nowadays 
those granted protection comprise only about 3% of net foreign immigration. 

They also recognise that many immigrants have made a valuable contribution to our 
society in terms both of skills and diversity so we are not opposed to immigration that is 
moderate and managed. At present it is neither. 

Our purpose is to monitor developments, conduct research, and provide the public with 
full and accurate facts placed in their proper context. We also make recommendations for 
policy. 

Since its formation in September 2008 Migration Watch have provided research for the 
Cross Party Group on Balanced Migration led by Frank Field MP (Labour) and Nicholas 
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Soames MP (Conservative). Details of the Group and their proposals can be found at 
www.balancedmigration.org 

Unlike most organisations in this field, Migration Watch receives no subsidy from the 
government.  

ACCORDING TO MIGRATION WATCH, WHAT IS THE 
PROBLEM? 

Introduction   

1. The essence of the problem is that governments have lost control over our borders 
during the past fifteen years. This has resulted in immigration on a scale that is placing 
huge strain on our public services, housing, environment, society and quality of life.  

2. In recent years the focus of attention has been on migrants from the new Eastern 
European members of the EU. There has indeed been a massive inflow of nearly one 
million of whom about half a million are believed to be still in the UK. However, new 
arrivals are declining and we expect them soon to be counter-balanced by those returning 
home after spending a few years in Britain. It is not yet clear, however, how the 
economic crisis in Eastern Europe will affect these flows. 

3. Asylum is back in the news with hundreds of mainly young men seeking to cross the 
channel from Calais but the number of asylum claims is small compared to immigration 
as a whole. They are now running at about 30,000 a year - only 10% of net foreign 
immigration. 

4. The recession is likely to reduce immigration but previous experience suggests that this 
will be only a temporary phenomenon, after the last three recessions immigration 
resumed its strong upward trend. 

The scale of immigration  

5. Foreign immigrants are now arriving at the rate of about ½ million a year - or nearly 
one a minute. Allowing for those who leave, net foreign immigration reached 333,000 in 
2007.  

6. Meanwhile British emigration has risen in recent years and was 96,000 in 2007. This 
gives a net increase for 2007 of 237,000. These current levels of immigration are 25 
times higher than at any time in our history. 
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The impact of immigration  

7. The major impact is on population. The independent Office for National Statistics 
(ONS) projects an increase of nearly 10 million in the next 20 years, nearly all in 
England. 70% will be due to immigration.  

8. The latest government household projections show that immigration will account for 
39% of all new households in the next 20 years. 

9. Meanwhile, there are more than 300 primary schools in which over 70% have English 
as a second language; this is nearly a half million children. 

Economic benefit  

10. Clearly some migrants bring economic benefit to the UK but, taken as a whole, what 
they add to production is counter balanced by their addition to the population. The only 
major inquiry ever conducted in the UK was carried out by the Economic Affairs 
Committee of the House of Lords in 2007/08. In April 2008 they reported that "We have 
found no evidence for the argument, made by the government, business and many others, 
that net immigration - immigration minus emigration - generates significant economic 
benefits for the existing UK population." As regards the contribution of migrants to the 
Exchequer, they concluded that "The overall fiscal impact of immigration is likely to be 
small, though this masks significant variations across different immigrant groups." 

11. It is noteworthy that the House of Lords endorsed most of the arguments put forward 
by Migrationwatch. 

The components of immigration  

12. The three major components are: 

a. Economic migration. 
The present government have trebled the number of work permits issued from 
43,000 in 1997 to 129,000 in 2007. Dependants are additional.  

b. Family reunion. 
The government changed the rules in June 1997 to permit marriage to be used as a 
means of immigration. The numbers have since risen by 50% to about 42,000 a 
year.  

c. Asylum. 
The government have sought to tighten the system and have made a number of 
improvements. However, they are still not removing as many as are rejected each 
year so the pool of illegal immigrants continues to grow. Applications are 
currently running at about 30,000 a year.  
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Illegal immigration   

13. There are three main sources of illegal immigration - those who enter illegally on the 
back of a truck, visitors and students who overstay their visas, and rejected asylum 
seekers who the authorities fail to remove.  

14. In June 2005, a government commissioned study gave a central estimate of 430,000. 
Migrationwatch updated this to 475,000. In March 2009 a study by the London School of 
Economics suggested a central estimate of 725,000 of which 518,000 were thought to be 
in London. The government continue to be opposed to an amnesty - for good reasons.  

Government Policy  

15. The massive increase in immigration since 1997 was not the result of "globalisation". 
It was the result of acts and omissions by the government. 

16. The government now claim, correctly, to be introducing the most far-reaching 
reforms to the immigration system for more than a generation. Unfortunately, they are 
neither "tough" nor "Australian style". The Australian immigration system starts with a 
limit and selects within it. The British system has no limits and is not intended to have 
any. Migrationwatch have made proposals for toughening this points based system. 

Conservative policy  

17. The Conservatives continue to call for an annual limit on work permits and the 
creation of a border police force. The latter is of secondary significance and the former is 
of limited effect. A low limit on work permits would constrain the competitiveness of key 
parts of industry while a high limit would have little effect on population growth.  

What should be done?  

18. The government should have an explicit and reasoned target range for net 
immigration, as recommended by the House of Lords, and adjust its immigration policies 
in line with that broad objective. Secondly, a work permit should not carry with it an 
almost automatic entitlement to settle. There should be a further points system to select 
those permitted to settle permanently in the UK. 

19. The broad objective should be to achieve "Balanced Migration" - that is to bring the 
level of immigration down towards the level of emigration. This is the objective of the 
Cross Party Group established in September 2008. A fuller account of their proposals can 
be found at www.balancedmigration.org 
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What Can Be Done? 

1 The central aim must be to stabilise the population of the UK as closely as possible to 
the present level. 

2 This requires a reduction in net immigration from the present level of 237,000 (2007) to 
50,000 or less. In other words immigration must be brought back to the levels of the early 
1990s. 

3 So the first step is to set a target range for net immigration and build policy round it, as 
the House of Lords Economic Committee recommended. At present the scale of 
immigration is simply the outcome of a complex set of regulations. We suggest that the 
range should be 10-20,000 a year. 

4 This leads to the question of whether such an approach is feasible, given free movement 
within the EU. In fact, immigration from the other members of the EU 15 is almost in 
balance (the average of the last five years is only about 20,000 a year). We expect the 
same to happen to the new East European members (the A8) in the next few years; they 
will continue to arrive, albeit in smaller numbers, but will be counterbalanced by 
departures. 

5 The next step is to examine the main components of immigration:  

Work Permits 
These have trebled from 40,000 to 120,000 a year since 1997. They could be capped but 
a low cap would hinder the competitiveness of industry and commerce when the recovery 
comes. A high cap would have no useful effect on population. The solution is to split 
economic migration from settlement. Work permits would be valid for only a maximum 
of four years. Those who wished to settle would be selected by a further points system, 
subject to an annual limit. 

Marriage 
There can be no question of interfering with genuine marriages but arranged marriages 
with overseas partners primarily intended for immigration should not be permitted. 
Existing measures to prevent sham marriages should also be tightened. 

Asylum 
The numbers are nowadays small relative to immigration as a whole - applications of 
26,000 in 2007 are running at about 10% of net foreign immigration and grants of 
protection are less than half that number. The main requirement here is to improve the 
removal of failed asylum seekers. 

Students 
The number of students given leave to enter the UK in 2007 was 346,000 plus 16,700 
dependants. This is a huge number but it is important to realise that most of them return 
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at the end of their courses (to be replaced by others). So there is a student body of several 
hundred thousand and a constant turnover within it. This only affects net immigration 
(and therefore population) if there is a step change in their numbers which is sustained. In 
a nutshell, genuine students are not an immigration problem. 

6 In addition to these categories there are significant numbers of illegal immigrants in 
Britain. The most recent estimate is 725,000. The best way to tackle this problem is to 
impose heavy fines on the employers of illegal immigrants. The government are starting 
to do this believing, correctly, that if the opportunities for illegal work are closed off, 
people will not stay on illegally. An amnesty would be disastrous.  

7 It will be apparent that there is a way forward provided that the political system can be 
persuaded to respond to public opinion on the subject. The formation in September 2008 
of a Cross Party Group on Balanced Migration was a major step forward. Their website 
can be found at www.balancedmigration.org where a fuller account of their policy 
proposals can be found. 

Frequently Asked Questions 

Do Migrationwatch exaggerate? 

No. They obliged the Home Office, under the government's freedom of information rules, 
to release their information on Migrationwatch. Here is the text of an email from one 
Home Office official to another sent on 29 July 2003: 

“I have made this point many times before but can we please stop saying that MW 
migration forecasts are wrong. I have pointed out before that MW assumptions are often 
below the government actuary's department's high migration scenario”. 

And here is a quote from an editorial in The Times of 23 August 2004: 

“Once an electorate loses faith in the reliability of evidence on which decisions are made, 
no amount of persuasion can restore faith in the system. This would be the real damage of 
any Home Office revision of the Office for National Statistics. And this is why 
Migrationwatch is right to raise the alarm”. 

Surely the recession will reduce immigration? 

Yes, but only temporarily. 

Are economic migrants taking British jobs? 

There is some anecdotal evidence of foreign workers being preferred. However, the UK 
labour market is large and complex with nearly 30 million in the work force and, of 
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course, the total number of jobs is not fixed. The statistics are not unambiguous but there 
are some worrying signs. 

What is the point of immigration control if EU citi zens are free to come 
and go? 

Immigration from Eastern Europe is expected to decline. There are already signs of this. 
Meanwhile, some of those already here will decide to go home. As a result, net 
immigration will fall sharply. This is what happened when Spain, Portugal and Greece 
joined what was then the EC. The real long-term problem is in the developing world 
where populations are growing very rapidly but jobs are not. 

Why hasn't Balanced Migration been proposed before? 

For a generation people have avoided tackling the subject for fear of being thought to be 
racist. Now we are having a proper debate, we can address the issues sensibly. The 
Government are putting in place a whole range of measures to try to get our borders back 
under control but they have, so far, resolutely avoided any commitment to limit numbers, 
despite extremely strong public opinion. 

Is "Balanced Migration" really feasible? 

Certainly - over a period of time. It would also provide a focus for policy formation as the 
House of Lords Select Committee on Economic Affairs has suggested. At present, the 
Government has literally no idea what size of population they wish to see in the UK. 

How can you know what will happen to emigration? 

The Government have no control over emigration which is a result of the free decisions 
of British citizens. However, the broad trend rate of emigration could most certainly be 
used as an aiming mark for immigration policy if the Government had the political will to 
control the numbers. 

Surely immigrants benefit our economy? 

Some do, but their performance is very mixed. The Government claim that immigrants 
add £6 billion to our economy. What they do not say is that they also add to our 
population in almost exactly the same proportion as they add to production. Thus the 
benefit to the native population is very small - an outcome confirmed by major studies in 
the US, Canada and Holland and most recently by the House of Lords Select Committee 
on Economic Affairs. The Government's own calculation, submitted in evidence to that 
Committee, implies an annual benefit to the resident population of only 62p per head a 
week. 
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Surely London would collapse without immigrants? 

This debate is not about existing immigrant communities. Nobody is remotely suggesting 
that they should leave. The issue is how many more people our island can sustain. 

Do we need immigration to fill 600,000 vacancies? 

No. The Government first made this claim in 2002. Since then the number of foreign 
born workers aged over 16 has increased by 1.1 million yet in October 2008 there were 
still 610,000 vacancies. The reason is that immigrants also create demand which in turn 
creates new jobs, so the argument from labour shortages leads to an endless cycle of 
immigration. 

Surely we need the skills that foreigners can bring? 

Yes, there are skills gaps which foreigners could fill but they should do so only 
temporarily. We propose that they should be admitted only for period of four years while 
British workers are trained. The CBI themselves admit that immigration is not a long 
term solution to skills shortages. 

Don't we need foreigners to do to the jobs that British people are 
unwilling to do?  

No. The underlying issue is pay rates for the unskilled. At present, the difference between 
unskilled pay and benefits is so narrow that, for some, it is hardly worth working. That 
partly explains why we have 2 million unemployed and a further 2.6 million on 
incapacity benefit, of whom the Government wishes to move 1 million from welfare to 
work. These figures include just over one million young people who are not in education, 
employment or training. 

Who will pick strawberries? 

There is a need for seasonal unskilled labour, especially in agriculture and horticulture. 
This is now being met largely by workers from East European members of the EU. If this 
proves insufficient, a strictly policed system of temporary migration could be considered. 

Surely there is no harm in migrants who work and pay taxes? 

There is a developing view, supported by the House of Lords Select Committee on 
Economic Affairs, that the effect of immigration on the budget is broadly neutral in the 
long term. However, large numbers add substantially to the pressure on housing and 
public services which take a long time to adjust. They also add, of course, to pressures on 
our environment. 
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Don't we need migrants to help pay for our pensions? 

This is false. Immigrants themselves grow older so the only effect, even of very large 
scale immigration, is to postpone by a few years the impact of an ageing population. The 
real answer is that, as people now live longer, they should work longer. The Turner 
Commission on pensions dismissed the argument that immigration would help with 
pensions saying that only high immigration can produce more than a trivial reduction in 
the projected dependency ratio over the next 50 years...and this would be only a 
temporary affect unless still higher levels of immigration continued in later years... This 
view was endorsed by the House of Lords Select Committee on Economic Affairs in their 
report published in April 2008. 

Won't EU migrants be so numerous as to exclude all others? 

It will take some years to achieve Balanced Migration and there will have to be some 
flexibility on the way; the management of the inflation target could provide a pattern. 
Over the past ten years net immigration from the EU15 has averaged only 19,000 per 
year and we expect immigration from Eastern Europe to decline over the coming years. 
This makes it unlikely that EU migration will squeeze out all others. 

Is it "racist" to apply limits only to non-EU citiz ens? 

No. The basis for this is not race. It you are a French or German citizen of whatever race, 
you have free access to Britain. Equally, if you are a non-EU citizen you do not have free 
access, whether or not you are white. 

BALANCED MIGRATION  

“We believe that immigration should be brought down to the level of emigration”. 

www.balancedmigration.com 

The need for change: 

·  According to Government statistics, one immigrant arrives every minute, and a 
new British passport is issued every three minutes. In England, a new home for 
immigrants needs to be built every six minutes; this will continue for the next 
20 years. 

·  Over the last ten years, almost three quarters of a million British people have left 
the UK and nearly 2.5 million immigrants have arrived. This rate of inflow is 
25 times higher than any previous period of immigration since the Norman 
Conquest in 1066. 
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·  Contrary to public perceptions, most immigrants come from outside the European 
Union and asylum seekers are relatively few in number. In 2006, for example, 
only one third of foreign migrants were from the EU; and only 3% were 
successful asylum seekers. 

·  Thanks largely to the scale of immigration, England will soon become the most 
crowded country in Europe. 

·  The Government’s own figures show that the annual benefit of immigration to 
individuals in Britain is about 62 pence per head per week. 

·  Looking ahead, Government projections show that immigration will add about 
seven million to the population of England by 2031 – equivalent to seven cities 
the size of Birmingham. 

·  The centrepiece of the Government’s major reform of immigration is their Points 
Based System for work permits. However, this does not limit numbers. 

·  We propose that there should be a limit – not on the number of people who come 
to work here, but on those permitted to live here permanently. 

·  This would be a major step towards bringing down the number of immigrants 
who are given permission to settle here to approximately the number of British 
citizens who are emigrating. That is what we mean by Balanced Migration. 

Balanced Migration would: 

·  Stabilise the population of the UK at about 65 million by mid-century (compared 
to 78.6 million now projected). 

·  Greatly reduce the pressures on our public services, infrastructure, environment 
and our society. 

·  Enable our economy to remain competitive. 

·  Encourage British firms to train British workers to address long term skills 
shortages. 

·  Greatly improve the prospects for integrating newcomers to our society. 

·  Reduce the drain of talented people from developing countries which need them 
4 more than we do.  
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6 January 2010  
CROSS PARTY PARLIAMENTARIANS PUBLISH 

DECLARATION ON IMMIGRATION –  
“70 MILLION IS TOO MANY”  

 
Declaration by Cross Party Group on Balanced Migration signed by 20 leading 

Parliamentarians including Baroness Boothroyd and Lord Carey  
Declaration calls for manifesto commitments to reduce net immigration to the levels of 

the early 1990s – less than 40k compared to 163k in 2008  
 

The Cross Party Group on Balanced Migration today publishes a ground-breaking 
Declaration on Immigration, calling on the major parties to make manifesto commitments to 
take action to prevent the UK population reaching 70 million in under 20 years, as is 
officially projected.  
 
The Declaration has been signed by 20 members of both Houses of Parliament, including 
former Archbishop of Canterbury Lord Carey, and former Speaker, Baroness Boothroyd.  
 
This Declaration marks an important moment in the debate about immigration. For the first 
time, a large number of Parliamentarians from both major parties together with distinguished 
Cross Bench Peers have come together to publicly urge Gordon Brown and David Cameron 
to place in this year’s party election manifestos a firm commitment to do what is necessary to 
prevent our population reaching 70 million by 2029.  
 
The Co-Chairmen of the Cross Party Group on Balanced Migration, Frank Field MP and 
Nicholas Soames MP, said:  

“Poll after poll shows the public to be deeply concerned about immigration and its impact on 
our population. Yet, as we enter the General Election campaign, neither party has promised 
the British people that they will prevent our population hitting 70 million. It is time the 
parties turned their rhetoric into reality by making manifesto commitments to prevent our 
population reaching 70 million by 2029.” 

A DECLARATION ON POPULATION  
70 MILLION IS TOO MANY  

 
1. We are gravely concerned about the rapid increase in the population of England that is 
now forecast. We note that the official projections show the population of the UK will 
increase from 61.4 million in 2008 to exceed 70 million by 2029. Over the next 25 years the 
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population will increase by 10 million, nearly all of the increase being in England. 70% – 7 
million – will be due to immigration. We believe that immigration on such a scale will have a 
significant impact on our public services, our quality of life and on the nature of our society.  
 
2. We welcome the considerable benefits that immigration has brought to British life. 
However, we note that over the last decade immigration has reached unprecedented levels. 
Furthermore, we note that a major enquiry by the Economic Affairs Committee of the House 
of Lords found no evidence that net immigration generates significant economic benefits for 
the existing UK population. We note also that the latest household projections show that 
nearly 40% of new households to be formed by 2031 will be the result of immigration – 
approximately one every five minutes.  
 
3. Accordingly, we call on the major parties to make clear commitments in their General 
Election manifestos to reduce net immigration to the levels of the early 1990s – that is less 
than 40,000 a year compared to 163,000 in 2008 – in such a way as to ensure that the 
population of the UK will not reach 70 million.  
 
4. We recognise that this will not be easy to achieve. Over the last decade or so we have lost 
control of immigration. It will take several years to put this right. But the first requirement is 
a clear political decision to put in hand the measures required to restore control over our 
borders, to break the present almost automatic link between coming to Britain and later 
gaining citizenship, and thus take a range of further measures to limit the growth in our 
population.  

5. We are convinced that failure to take action would be seriously damaging to the future 
harmony of our society. Nearly a million votes by our fellow citizens for an extremist party 
amount to a danger sign which must not be ignored. For too long the major political parties 
have failed to address these issues and the intense, if largely private, concern that they 
generate throughout our country. If politicians want to rebuild the public’s trust in the 
political system, they cannot continue to ignore this issue which matters so much to so many 
people. The time has come for action. 

Signatories to the Declaration on Population  
 
1. Rt Hon. Frank Field MP     Labour 
 
2. The Hon. Nicholas Soames MP    Conservative 
 
3. The Lord Jordan CBE     Labour 
 
4. Daniel Kawczynski MP     Conservative 
 
5. Rt Hon. Michael Ancram QC MP    Conservative 
 
6. Peter Bottomley MP     Conservative 
 
7. Christopher Chope MP     Conservative 
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8. Roger Godsiff MP      Labour 
 
9. John Horam MP      Conservative 
 
10. Robert Key MP      Conservative 
 
11. Peter Kilfoyle MP      Labour 
 
12. Rt Hon. the Lord Anderson of Swansea   Labour 
 
13. Rt Hon. the Baroness Boothroyd OM   Crossbencher – Former Labour 
 
14. Rt Rev. and Rt Hon. the Lord Carey of Clifton  Former Archbishop of Canterbury 
 
15. The Baroness Cox      Crossbencher – Former Conservative 
 
16. Rt Hon. the Earl Ferrers DL    Conservative 
 
17. The Lord Leach of Fairford    Conservative 
 
18. Professor the Lord Skidelsky    Crossbencher – Former Conservative 
 
19. The Lord Vinson LVO DL    Conservative 
 
20. Hazhir Teimourian     Independent Freelance Journalist  
 
12 Conservative 6 Labour 2 Independent 
 

·  According to Government figures, immigration at current levels will add about 7 
million to the population of England by 2031, equivalent to 7 cities the size of 
Birmingham. 

·  In 2009 England is expected to overtake Holland as the most crowded country in 
Europe. 

·  According to Government statistics, a new home for immigrants needs to be built 
every six minutes. 

·  Immigration directly added a million people to the UK's population in just five 
years - 2003 to 2007. 

·  There was a net inflow of 2.3 million people to the UK between 1991 and 2006.  
·  8% came from the new East European members of the EU. 
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Summary 

1. The money sent home by immigrants is seldom mentioned but should now be added to 
the debate about the economic gains and losses of massive levels of immigration. It has 
increased sharply in the last ten years as immigration has risen. It now amounts to over 4 
billion a year. This is 11 million a day.  

Detail 

2. The economic benefit of immigration was called into question by a major report from 
the Economic Committee of the House of Lords published in April 2008. They found "no 
evidence for the argument, made by the government, business and many others, that net 
immigration generates significant economic benefits for the existing UK population". 

3. Their overall conclusion was that immigration has very small impacts on GDP per 
capita (production per head), whether positive or negative. The government's own 
evidence put this at 0.15% per year which works out at an annual benefit of 62p per head 
per week. 

4. As regards the impact of immigration on the Exchequer, the Committee found the 
effects to be small - whether positive or negative depended on what was included. 

5. The report did not examine the cost of immigration to our balance of payments. 
Personal remittances from migrants are of considerable benefit to their home countries, 
often exceeding the amount of foreign aid. However they are also a cost to our balance of 
payments. The graph below illustrates how they have almost doubled in the last ten years 
to over £4bn a year as immigration has increased. Meanwhile the inflow from British 
workers overseas has remained stable at about £2.3bn. This amounts to an outflow of 11 
million a day and, taking account of money sent home by British expatriates, a net 
outflow of over £4.5 million a day. These figures should be seen against a current 
account deficit of £40.3 billion in 2007. 

6. These amounts refer only to money sent home through official banking channels. 
Other sums are sent home by informal channels. 
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Source: Letter from National Statistician to Frank Field MP of November 2008 
 

SIR ANDREW GREEN of Migrationwatch on immigration  

"In the past 10 years we have seen a massive increase in immigration to the UK. Together 
with Holland, we are now the most crowded country in Europe, and the increase in our 
population is putting pressure on our primary schools, our maternity wards and our 
housing. The EU’s expansion to the east has brought around 500,000 extra people to the 
UK, but in the long term the issue will be with people arriving from the rest of the world 
— from Asia, Africa and the Far East. There are clearly some cultural and economic 
benefits from immigration, but there is no question that the failure of the government’s 
immigration policy over the past 10 years has played directly into the hands of right-wing 
extremists like the BNP, whose strongest card is the chaos of the immigration system and 
the way in which working-class areas are being changed beyond recognition. We are at a 
turning point, and it is for the main political parties to decide whether they are going to 
adopt serious immigration policies and take the sting out of the extremists or continue to 
hide away from the issue."  

June 1, 2009 
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Professor David Coleman 

Professor Coleman, an internationally respected population expert, said the costs of 
immigration are likely to increase if, as according to Government figures, immigration 
continues to swell the population by 200,000 every year. 

Labour's 'open door' policy on immigration costs every household £350 a year, he claims. 

Professor Coleman, an Oxford University academic, puts the total annual bill to the 
taxpayer at almost £8.8billion. 

In a submission to a House of Lords committee, he said there had been an 'absent-minded 
commitment' to increase the population by one million every five years. 

Immigrants coming to the UK cost every UK household an estimated £50 a year 

A Government submission to the same Upper 
House panel claims that foreign workers 
contributed about £6billion to economic growth last 
year. 

But officials admit they have no conclusive data on 
two crucial measures favoured by experts - whether 
migrants make a positive contribution to GDP per 
head of population and whether they cost the 
Treasury more in the long term than they pay in 
taxes. 

'The absent-minded commitment into which we 
have drifted, to house a further 15million people - 
one million every five years - must be the biggest 
unintended consequence of government policy-of 

almost any century,' said Professor Coleman. 

'There are no merits in the promotion of population 
growth itself and many reasons to regret it, 
especially in a country as crowded as the United 
Kingdom.' 

Professor Coleman said the costs to the public 
sector include £1.5billion to run the asylum system, 
£280million to teach English to migrants and at 
least £330million to treat illnesses such as HIV. 
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Immigrant communities are over-represented in the criminal justice system, he added. 
Mass immigration also imposes 'congestion costs, diverts investment to new 
infrastructure and housing, impinges on space and amenity and accelerates the output of 
waste and greenhouse gas emissions.' 

Professor Coleman’s calculations do not include the costs to the judicial and prisons 
system of mass immigration, which would push the total up even further. 

To add insult to injury, taxpayers are also forced to pay over £260,000 for interpreters to 
help non-English-speaking immigrants apply for British passports. 

The need for interpreters for people writing citizenship tests makes a mockery of the 
government claim of the purpose of the citizenship test. Immigrants, who can only 
qualify after having been resident in Britain for five years, are supposed to demonstrate a 
command of the English language in order to even qualify to sit the test. 

By the time newcomers are applying for a passport they will have already passed a 
citizenship test and are supposed to at least be able to answer basic questions. 

Now it has been revealed that translators are still needed for many when they attend the 
new face-to-face interviews, which, it was claimed, were “designed to question applicants 
and cut down on identity fraud or bogus claims.” 

Immigration costs Britain £12.8 billion per year: ten times the 
National Health Service Deficit and 40 percent more than the 
foreign aid budget. 

According to figures from the Office of National Statistics, immigrants send home about 
£4 billion a year in remittances back to their home countries. When this is added to the 
previously estimated cost of immigration to Britain of £8.8 billion, the grand total of 
£12.8 billion is reached. 

The £4 billion figure is thought to be an underestimate, as it does not include money sent 
from Britain by unofficial banking channels. In contrast, just £2.3 billion a year flows 
into the country from British ex-pats working overseas. 

The figures, released by Sir Andrew Green from MigrationwatchUK, reveal that the 
“claim that migrants are of economic benefit to the UK are illusory. 

“For years we have been told that immigration can only benefit the economy. But when 
the evidence is examined, that claim falls apart. As employment of foreign born workers 
has risen, employment of UK born workers has fallen. 
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“And now we find that remittances have shot up as immigrants have sent savings home. 
So much for the benefits of uncontrolled immigration.” 

Figures from the Office for National Statistics show just over £11 billion was sent home 
by migrants in the UK in 2007 compared with just over £2 billion in 1998. 

To put this into perspective, this figure is three times the cost of new aircraft carriers 
planned for the Royal Navy. 

SLOUGH – A TRUE CASE STUDY 

Simply getting in and out of the shower is an ordeal for 73-year-old Brian Stainer, who 
has a heart condition and suffers from chronic breathlessness. "If I slipped over I might 
not be able to get up again," he says. 

Anyone who has seen him shuffling around his home would need little convincing. 

Slough Borough Council agreed to fit a handrail in Mr Stainer's bathroom after an 
occupational therapist visited his sheltered accommodation flat. Six months later he was 
still waiting for a workman (with a drill and two screws) to come round and put it up. 

 

New arrivals: This Slough family are originally from Romania 

Dozens of other pensioners in the town face similar delays for handrails, stairlifts and 
other vital improvements to be carried out at their properties. The backlog is the result of 
cutbacks in the housing department, and unfortunately for residents like Mr Stainer, it is 
not the only public service being squeezed. 

By now, there should be special bins outside Mr Stainer's block for recycling. The 
scheme has been abandoned for the foreseeable future. There is no money available for 
the project. 
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Some of the roads near Mr Stainer's flat are potholed and need resurfacing. Who knows 
when they will be repaired, for £200,000 has been lost from the highways and 
maintenance budget. 

If Mr Stainer went to the library, he might find the book he wanted wasn't in stock, due to 
the fact that £50,000 less is being spent on new and replacement titles this year. 

Plans for more park-keepers to make the parks safer places at night have been put on 
hold; the opening of new youth centres postponed; a community centre forced to close. 

These are just some of the £2million savings the council has had to make avoid going 
into the red. It sounds like a typical tale of town hall incompetence; overspending one 
year, belt-tightening the next. But this is not the case. Why has Mr Stainer's handrail still 
not been installed? 

The answer can partly be found behind the front door of a three-bedroom terrace in the 
Chalvey district where up to 20 Romanians live. 

It is one of more than 1,000 overcrowded houses in the town, almost all of which are 
occupied by migrants from Eastern Europe who came to Britain following the expansion 
of the EU in 2004. Some sleep on kitchen worktops, others in garden sheds. 

The council puts the number at a conservative 10,000. Such figures have made Slough a 
reluctant battleground at the heart of the political debate on immigration in Britain. 

The stakes were raised after town halls around the country called for a £250million 
emergency fund to help cope with the increasing pressure on public services from 
immigration. 

A report from the Local Government Association claims that official population statistics 
seriously underestimate the number of immigrants in the country. Sir Simon Milton, 
chairman of the LGA, said a special migration contingency fund, set at a quarter of a 
billion pounds, should be set up to allow councils expecting high rates of immigrants to 
apply for extra money. 

If there is one town which should be at the front of the queue for more funds, it is Slough. 
The Conservatives' shadow immigration minister Damian Green - during a tense debate 
on Radio 4's flagship Today programme - cited Slough as an example of immigration 
putting public services under severe strain. 

He said: "In Slough, they found themselves suddenly having to find school places for 
large numbers of children who they didn't know were there, who couldn't speak English. 
That puts a huge strain on particular social services. 
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"Inevitably many of the incoming communities do cluster together - it's a natural thing to 
do - and therefore if that's unplanned and unexpected, then it's very difficult for the local 
authorities to cope." 

The problem is that the Labour Government does not accept the population of Slough has 
swelled since the last census six years ago - despite overwhelming evidence to the 
contrary - and has refused to allocate funding to help meet the cost of this new influx. 

In other words, Slough can no longer afford its immigrants; hence the cutbacks and the 
reason why Mr Stainer is still waiting for his handrail. 

Those who speak out about this in the borough risk being accused of prejudice and 
intolerance, but this story is about numbers, not prejudice - a point taken up by David 
Cameron when he insisted there must be an open and honest debate on immigration in 
this country. He insisted the number of migrants entering the country is "too high". In the 
case of Slough, it seems he may be right. 

The town's multi-cultural past has always been a source of civic pride. After the war 
came the Poles, then migrants from the Commonwealth. Today, 82 languages are spoken 
in the borough, which has the greatest ethnic mix of anywhere outside London. 

"Our success has been built on migrants," council leader Richard Stokes is at pains to 
point out. 

Even so, if Slough was a hotel it would now have a sign up in the window with the words 
"No vacancies" written in capital letters. 

Almost every part of the town's economy has come under pressure. Many of its 17 GP 
surgeries have closed their lists. There is not enough housing. Schools are being 
stretched. 

More migrants arrive at the Brunel bus depot on a 702 Green Line coach from London 
Victoria every day. Others are dropped off from minibuses in the early hours on a slip 
road, near the Three Tuns pub in Farnham Road. 

The Roma gipsies from Romania came in the backs of lorries. The Romas have been in 
the town since 2001, and recently, a further 88 members of the clan, mainly children, 
presented themselves on the steps of the town hall. 

Six had babies and seven were pregnant. The council is still caring for 55 of the 
youngsters. 

It is obliged to look after under-18s, providing them with accommodation, food and 
schooling, although the majority are illiterate and cannot be slotted into the education 
system. 
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Even so, each Roma child costs the authority £220 a week. Next year, it could top £1 
million if, as expected, more Romas turn up in the borough. How many social services 
will have to go to pay for that? 

Fairly or unfairly - and clearly there are many decent Romas - in Chalvey, where many of 
them have been housed, they have acquired a reputation for shoplifting, anti-social 
behaviour and violence; many of the complaints come from the Asian community. 

"The women can be the worst," said an Asian shopkeeper. "They come in sometimes six 
or seven strong and divide up into pairs. It is impossible to keep an eye on all of them and 
they know it. 

"They call out and ask the prices of goods to distract your attention. With their big 
flowing dresses and large pockets they can stash away anything they pick up." 

The shop has now been fitted with security cameras. An increasing number of Romas are 
now coming before the courts, where they need a translator. Translators cost £30 an hour. 

"The youth court sits at 9.45am," said magistrate and local councillor Geoff Howard. 
"But cases can end up being heard in the afternoon, which means the translator alone 
could end up costing hundreds of pounds." 

No figures are available for the total cost of translation services in Slough, but the bill for 
Thames Valley comes to just over £1 million for 2006-7. Ten years ago it was just 
£76,000. Yet debate on this most vital of issues is shifted at every turn. PC Nick Bond is 
one of the neighbourhood beat bobbies for Chalvey. He attended a community forum 
where he answered questions from residents. 

His comments were reported in the local paper. "A lot of people say they feel intimidated 
when they see them (Romas)," PC Bond said. ... "They don't believe in education, 
government or laws. They come to feed on our society because very few intend to work. 

"When a police officer asks them: "Why did you come to England?" they say: "English 
laws are soft and the shops have a lot of choice and are easy to steal from."" 

The article ended with the officer saying: "Chalvey is a very mixed community and to 
date it has held it together. The Poles have been seen to come over here, get jobs and 
make an effort. The Romas are just not trying." 

When the media contacted PC Bond, he told us: "I've been told off. I can't speak to you." 
In fact, PC Bond faces disciplinary proceedings for allegedly breaching the force's 
"diversity and ethnicity" policy. He was also given a public dressing down by his boss, 
Superintendent Pete Davies, the area commander for Slough, who issued a statement 
criticising him: "I would like to apologise to anyone who was offended by these 
comments ... which were neither appropriate or professional." 
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But in Chalvey it was difficult to find anyone who had been "offended" by PC Bond's 
remarks. "PC Bond is the kind of policeman you need on the streets," said one local man. 
"All the youngsters know and respect him. I am disgusted by the way he has been 
treated." 

At least the Romas cannot be blamed for any shortcomings in the education system; none 
of the Roma children attend local schools. 

Nevertheless, 900 children from overseas have been placed in local schools. A special 
unit (costing £90,000 a year) to assess the needs of these youngsters has now been set up. 

Many have ended up at St Ethelbert's Catholic Primary. How many nationalities are 
represented at the school? Head teacher Theresa Haggart couldn't say for sure, but, 
between them, her 436 pupils speak 30 different languages. 

Two full-time Polish-speaking teaching assistants and one who specialises in Indian 
dialects have had to be employed; support staff to translate letters for parents have been 
also been taken on and bilingual dictionaries purchased - all paid for with money out of 
the school's existing budget. 

"It's the same pot every year, but you have to try to stretch it a bit further," said Mrs 
Haggart. "The Government needs to do an awful lot more to help us. Personally, I do not 
have an issue with receiving children from all over the world, but we need more money 
to address their specific needs." 

At St Anthony's, another Catholic primary, staff had to cope with the arrival of 50 Polish 
children in one term. A third school was informed it would be opening its doors to an 
intake of 60 Somalian youngsters. 

One figure leaps from the columns of education statistics at the town hall. It is the 
number next to the letters EAL (English as an additional language). It is 70.6 per cent. Or 
to put it more simply, for more than 70 per cent of pupils at nursery schools, English is 
NOT their first language. The worrying thing about all this is that in the eyes of the 
Government, the most recent migrants to make Slough their home don't exist. 

The statistics on which the allocation of central Whitehall funding is calculated show the 
borough's population is falling, not rising. The figures are not "fit for purpose", says 
council leader Richard Stokes. (Cllr Stokes is a Liberal, not a Tory.) 

One of the measurements used to monitor population are GPs' surgery lists, but many 
migrants are often young males who are least likely to visit a doctor. 

In fact, the real population of Slough, says Cllr Stokes, is not 120,000 but somewhere in 
excess of 130,000. The authority receives not one penny from the Treasury for these 
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"invisible" migrants. If they did, that community centre, where a boxing club for 
youngsters was based, would probably not have closed its doors through lack of funds. 

Plastic bottles and bags would be being recycled, not going to a landfill site. Councillors 
would not "curtail" the opening hours of libraries. There would be more than seven park-
keepers for the town's 133 parks and "open spaces". And elderly people, says Cllr Stokes, 
would not be waiting "significantly longer" for handrails and stairlifts. 

The authority has been campaigning furiously for more financial help for the town. Will 
the Government finally admit it has got the numbers wrong in Slough and scores of other 
towns like it? 

Unlikely. Performing such a U-turn would be tantamount to admitting what many already 
know - that our immigration policy is "not fit for purpose". 

HOW HAS IMMIGRATION AFFECTED OUR NATION? 

It's the burning issue that affects everyone in Britain and has whipped up a tide of fear 
and even loathing. 

The massive influx of foreigners, especially from Eastern European, has had a major 
impact on jobs, health, housing and the economy. 

Many Britons blame migrants for helping to boost crime, increase HIV as well as other 
diseases and stealing manual work off locals because of their willingness to take a lower 
wage and longer hours. 

There are also fears the mass immigration from countries such as Poland, Hungary and 
the Czech Republic is having a disruptive effect on our pupils as teachers struggle to cope 
with helping the incomers who cannot speak proper English. 
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Britain is rapidly being colonised by the Third World. 11% of all people living in 
Britain today is not of British origin and was not born here. When this figure is added to 
the totals of second and third generation immigrants already here, the Third World origin 
sector of the population rises to well over 20%. 
 
Mass immigration at this level means that Britain will become a Third World nation well 
within two generations. 
 
Non-indigenous births will soon account for more than half of all the babies born in 
Britain , according to statistics provided by the NHS. This is a topic that is kept well 
under the radar out of fear of a public backlash.  
 
There doesn’t seem to be a UK standard definition of “indigenous” but many take it to 
mean babies whose grandparents were born in the UK. 
 
The government statistics tell us that about 20% of babies are born to mothers who 
themselves were born in the UK. The figures do not tell us the overall figures for those 
born to mothers whose own parents were not born in the UK. 
 
If you walk around most maternity units in London and the West Midlands, you will find 
that almost ninety percent of the births are non-indigenous. Like the police and the 
gagging of sensitive information that the public really should know, doctors face 
reprimand and censure from the General Medical Council and the Academic Royal 
Colleges for publicly revealing such information, but this is too important NOT to open 
to public debate. 
 
At this rate, the indigenous peoples of the UK will be a minority by the next 
generation. This is sooner than most people realise and it will have enormous 
consequences for the country. 
 
Given current demographic trends, we, the indigenous British people, will become an 
ethnic minority in our own country well within sixty years – and most likely sooner.  
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All the signs are there: 
 
• 84% of all current UK citizenship applications are from the Third World 
• 14%of all primary school children do not have English as a mother tongue 
• 316 primary schools in England have a majority of children whose first language is not 
English 
• Non-indigenous births will soon account for more than half of all the babies born in 
Britain 
• Over the next twenty five years, immigration will account for 40% of all new 
households in this country 
• 3.7 million legal migrants have entered this country since 1997 – and 2.5 million are 
from outside the European Union 
• At least 20% of the currently resident population was either born overseas or are 
descendants of foreign-born parents. 
 
The majority of these foreign-born residents are of Third World extraction. The Office 
for National Statistics state that at least 11% of all people living in Britain today were 
born overseas. This figure does not include their second or third generation children. 
All these facts contribute to the extinguishing of the British identity through immigration. 
 
Around 84% of all current UK citizenship applications are from the third world , 
according to figures from parliament. 
 
According to the House of Commons Hansard entry for March 7 2009, there were 27,525 
new citizenship applications being processed by the UK Borders Agency.  
 
Broken down by country of origin: 
 
• 23,062 are from Third World nations 
• 1,715 were born in the UK, but are applying for UK citizenship, and their parents’ 
country of origin is not stated. 
• Only 269 of these applications are from people born inside the European Union 
• 1904 are from traditionally majority European countries which are outside the EU. 
• 361 applications are from South Africa, of which the majority is likely to be of 
European or British origin.  
 
The Third World nations heading the citizenship application list are:- 
 
• Pakistan (5,060) 
• Bangladesh (2,595) 
• Somalia (2,245) 
• Iraq (1,860) 
• Afghanistan (1,585) 
• India (1,005) 
• Turkey (675) 
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• Sri Lanka (540) 
• Islamic Republic of Iran (530) 
• Philippines (485) 
• Zimbabwe (460) 
• Nigeria (425) 
• Algeria (385) 
• Congo Democratic Republic (315) 
• China (305) 
• Jamaica (275) 
• Angola (205) 
• Ghana (200) 
• Morocco (195) 
• Kenya (195) 
• Egypt (190) 
• Sierra Leone (180) 
• Yemen (175) 
• Rwanda (145) 
• Ethiopia (140) 
• Albania (125) 
• Hong Kong (125) 
• Sudan (120) 
• Arab Republic of Libya (120) 
• The Syrian Arab Republic (115) 
• Nepal (105) 
• Saudi Arabia (100) 
• Uganda (100) 
• Eritrea (100)  
 
Topping the list of EU nations applying for UK citizenship is:- 
• Romania (35) 
• France (35) 
• Poland (30) 
• Portugal (20) 
• Italy (20) 
• Cyprus (15).  
 
The list of non-EU but mostly European-origin nations applying is :- 
• Yugoslavia (220) 
• Kosovo (210) 
• United States of America (155) 
• Kosovo (140) 
• Republic of Serbia (120) 
• Russian Federation (460) 
• Australia (100) 
 
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200809/cmhansrd/cm090326/text/90326w0017.htm 
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Take a look at the foreign nationals in our prisons: 
 
Population in prison by nationality – 30th June 2009 
 
All nationalities   83,454 
British nationals   71,231  85% 
Foreign nationals   11,350  14% 
Not recorded    874   1% 
 
The Foreign National Prison Population is represented by : 
 
Africa     2,897   3% 
Asia     2,456   3% 
America    302   0.36% 
N America    137   0.16% 
Europe    3,617   4% 
Middle East    595   1% 
Oceania*    52   0.06% 
W Indies    1,289   2% 
Other     5   0.01% 
*(Australia, New Zealand, Fiji) 
 
(We have the precise numbers by individual country). 
 
14% of our prison population are foreign nationals. The Prison Service states that each 
prisoner is housed at a tax payer cost of £30,000 per year. That is a staggering total of 
£340,500,000 per year. 
 
If these foreign criminals were returned to their country of origin, this would solve the 
prison overcrowding problem, and empower our courts to impose correct sentences for 
UK offenders who, all too often get away with a judicial slap on the wrist. At the 
moment, the criminal fraternity is laughing at the farce of British justice. 
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Something must be done if the British people are to retain their homeland and identity. 
We would support: 

·  an immediate halt to all further immigration,  
·  the immediate deportation of criminal and illegal immigrants, and  
·  a system where those immigrants who are legally here would be afforded the 

opportunity to return to their land of ethnic origin. 
·  Positive discrimination schemes have made indigenous Britons second-class 

citizens in our own country.  
·  The flood of ‘asylum seekers’ must be stemmed, the majority of whom are either 

bogus or can find refuge much nearer their home countries. 
·  Deport the two million plus who are here illegally 
·  Deport all those who commit crimes and whose original nationality was not 

British. 
·  Review all grants of residence or citizenship to ensure they are still acceptable 
·  Offer grants to those of foreign descent, resident here who wish to leave 

permanently Stop all new immigration except for exceptional cases 
·  Reject all asylum seekers who passed safe countries on their way to Britain. 

Immigration is way out of control. Britain’s population is now over 60 million and 
rising. Not only is Britain increasingly overcrowded, but the fact is, that a country is 
the product of its people, and if you change the people you inevitably change the 
nature of the country. 

We want Britain returned to the way it has traditionally been. We accept that Britain 
always will have ethnic minorities and have no problem with this as long as this does 
not change nor seek to change the fundamental culture and identity of the indigenous 
majority. 

The current unrestricted, uncontrolled situation has contributed to higher crime rates, 
demand for more housing, extra strain on the environment, traffic congestion, longer 
hospital waiting lists, lower educational standards, higher income tax, lower wages, 
high unemployment, a loss of British identity, a breakdown in community spirit, more 
restrictive policing, higher council taxes, a shortage of council homes, higher levels 
of stress and unhappiness and a fragmented community. 
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