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The State of the Unions   
 

 2055 AB 

 The question is - who’s REALLY running the country? 

1 There is a compelling argument that it was trade unions, not the 
government, which made the key decisions about how to 
manage the Covid-19 pandemic in the UK. 
  

 

2 At first sight, it may seem that these revelations let the 
government off the hook. 
But, if the unions really DO have so much power that Boris 
Johnson gave in to them, what does that mean for this country?  
Who’s REALLY in charge? 
 

 

3 Ben Irvine is a philosopher and author, born in Australia and living in England. 
With a PhD in Philosophy from Cambridge University, he calls himself a 
‘recovered philosopher.’   
This means for him that, philosophy is less “obsessing over imaginary 
problems” and more “reflecting on how to live a good life in the real world.” 
 
As part of reflecting on how to live a good life in the real world, Ben presents 
a compelling argument – well supported by evidence – about how – and 
why -decisions were made in the UK about how to manage the Covid-19 
pandemic, in terms of lockdowns and other restrictions on our lives.   
 
Ben presents his deep-dive hypothesis in two essays and two videos.   
These are all listed at the end of my article and are fascinating. 
 
I should probably add at this point, for anyone wondering - Ben does NOT 
believe that Covid-19 is a “plandemic.”  He does believe that there is a real 
virus. 
 
Ben argues that the UK government has not followed the science – rather, it 
has followed the public sector.  Socialists have demanded restrictions 
throughout - and socialists dominate the public sector.   
 
The government has not called the shots – the trade unions have.  The British 
Medical Association also plays a strong role in decisions made.   
 
In a democratic society, as Margaret Thatcher pointed out in no uncertain 
terms, rule by unions is completely unacceptable. 
 

4 In Ben’s videos The Unions and the Coronapanic published on 29oct21 and 
The Scandalous Cause of the Third Lockdown, 18nov21, he presents an 
analysis of his hypothesis that the UK government is giving in to pressure 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=o878hwfMKzE
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=U1v2zeAvG6M
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from trade unions and this is not new - the government has been caving in 
since the beginning of the pandemic. 
 
The timeline of the last twenty months shows clearly that every single 
escalation of Covid-19 restrictions and mandates in the UK has been directly 
preceded by union demands and threats of industrial action. 
 
Education unions have been particularly controlling.  The government have 
wanted to keep schools open and re-open them as soon as possible.  The 
education unions, however, have demanded they close and stay closed.   
 
Ben argues that education unions have prevented schools from serving the 
needs of children by teaching them as normal, with demands for testing, 
tracking and social distancing.   
 
Children wearing masks in schools is due to union demands.  So was daily 
Covid testing of children - and the practice of sending whole classes home if 
one single child tested positive. 
 
Mandatory face coverings on public transport were also the result of 
demands by transport unions, using the threat of a strike.  The same was true 
for masks in shops, which the government had consistently stated were not 
useful or necessary but suddenly did a U-turn over.   
 
And furlough.  Paying the full salaries of people in the public sector while 
they watched Netflix at home, leaving others such as delivery drivers who 
delivered their supplies to risk the deadly virus – that was down to trade 
unions. 
 

5 Ben begins by reminding us that the Prime Minister, Boris Johnson’s initial 
response to Covid-19 was not to over-react – because it was not necessary.   
 
The virus presented a threat only to elderly and particularly vulnerable people 
and almost nobody else.   
 
The solution was for such vulnerable people to shield to avoid infection - and 
for the population to reach herd immunity. 
 
The media were furious about this idea.  They put out terrifying stories about 
the dangers of the virus – to everyone, not just the elderly and vulnerable.  
As a result, people became extremely afraid.   
In part, this was because they were afraid that the NHS would become 
overwhelmed. 
 

6 Interestingly, Ben says that at the time, he argued that even if the NHS WERE 
overwhelmed - this was not a justification for taking away people’s freedom.   
 
I say, he makes a valid argument - one that appears to have been overlooked 
by many people. 
 
Ben also warned at the beginning about the colossal harms that lockdown 
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would cause – to society, health and the economy.   
 
But not many people supported herd immunity. 
Ben believes that Boris Johnson went against his own better judgement 
when he instigated the first national lockdown and he did not want any more 
lockdowns. 
  

7 In his essays The Unions and the U-turns and The Road to Lockdown: How 
Unions Drove Covid Policy Ben reveals further evidence in support of his 
hypothesis.   
 
This includes an analysis of the key press conference on 16mar20. 
As well as Boris Johnson, Patrick Vallance and Chris Whitty were in 
attendance.   
 
Ben observes: 
“…neither of them looks very comfortable during the press conference. They 
can’t have been very happy about being told to rip up their previous advice and 
start rationalising lunacy.  
 
Whitty seemed especially uncomfortable. At one point he asked:  
‘You might say why with a disease which the great majority of people are going 
to recover from, and most will have a mild or non-noticeable disease, would we 
want to do anything at all?’  
It’s a very good question! Often Whitty seemed contemptuous of the whole idea 
of suppressing a cold through short term draconian restrictions. He said: ‘This is 
going to go on for a very long time, and we should not be under any illusions 
that if we just do this for a couple of weeks, that will be sufficient’. 
 It’s quite poignant hearing those honest words back, isn’t it? 
 
On the same day, Neil Ferguson produced additional modelling for Covid-19.  
 
Ben puts it this way: 
“…. if you want a pseudo-scientific doomsday prediction, Ferguson is the man 
you want to call on. He has a track record of this sort of thing. During the Swine 
Flu outbreak, one of his models predicted that 65,000 people could die – the 
final figure was below 500.  
During the BSE panic, Ferguson warned the government that 150,000 people 
could die. Six million animals were slaughtered as a precaution – in the end, 
200 people died.  
And during the Bird Flu outbreak, Ferguson outdid himself and said that 200 
million could die – the true number was in the low hundreds.  
When faced with a massive union mutiny in mid-March 2020, you can imagine 
Boris thinking *We’re gonna have to U-turn, and we’re gonna have to spin like 
crazy, with some scary statistics; let’s let Ferguson loose*. 
 
Ferguson’s track record, along with Vallance and Whitty’s supposed U-turn 
on herd immunity, seems to support Ben’s argument that Ferguson was 
briefed to produce modelling to support the government’s decision to lock 
down the country a few days later.   
Or rather, the government’s giving in to the trade unions’ demands to close 

http://whistleblowerphilosopher.blogspot.com/2021/
http://whistleblowerphilosopher.blogspot.com/2022/01/the-road-to-lockdown_02121758366.html
http://whistleblowerphilosopher.blogspot.com/2022/01/the-road-to-lockdown_02121758366.html


Magazine: Tetbury CONNECT  
 

4 | P a g e  
 

the schools. 
 

8 But surely, the mainstream media would have covered this story if it were 
true, some people will say. 
 
Er, no.   
 
Ben argues that, apart from the fact that their own media unions have been 
among those making the demands, many journalists supported lockdown 
initially.   
 
Those journalists are reluctant now, Ben argues, to admit that they didn’t 
support Boris Johnson’s herd immunity strategy. 
 

9 So, if it really was the unions, not the government, that were in charge of 
making decisions throughout the Covid-19 pandemic, where does that leave 
our country - and our democracy? 
 
Having a government that announces decisions is a long way from having a 
government that makes decisions. 
 
Having a Prime Minister who is afraid to stand up to a show of force is quite 
different from having a Prime Minister who has both courage and integrity. 
 
Many people have suspected for a long time that someone or something 
else has been behind the government’s key decisions in this country – and 
other countries too. 
 
It may well have been trade unions, which exist to serve their own interests 
and perhaps to some extent, also the interests of their members.  Whether 
these same unions are working with others with a complementary agenda is 
unknown at the moment, although some interesting revelations are 
beginning to be made. 
 
Trade unions are, of course, unelected entities with a political agenda at 
odds with the elected government – so to have them running our country is a 
Labour government by the back door.   
 
This is an interesting idea, especially as the Labour “opposition” has shown no 
opposition to any of the draconian restrictions and deletions of liberty – 
indeed, it has demanded MORE. 
 

 Ben Irvine, I am glad to say, is positive about the future.   
 
He believes that we can all play a strong role in bringing the UK back to a 
harmonious state. 
 
Ben believes that, rather than blaming the government, we need to help to 
reveal the truth.  The truth as he sees it is that the government yielded its 
power to the public sector but that this happened in part because they did 
not have enough support for their strategy of herd immunity. 
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The problem is, the government can’t admit that they’ve been driven by the 
trade unions for the last two years. 
 
Ben believes that lockdown sceptics – especially journalists - can help by 
admitting if, in the beginning, they supported the idea of lockdown.. 
 
Only honesty and openness will solve the current problem.   
 
Who can argue with that? 
 

 CONNECT’S Maxim and Oath 
Connect is only interested in finding and sharing the TRUTH. 

In search of that TRUTH, we only pose questions – we have no answers. 
 

 By: Helen King 

 Source: Tetbury CONNECT: Magazine 

4 LINK:  Video: The Unions and the Coronapanic 

4 LINK:  Video: The Scandalous Cause of the Third Lockdown 

7 LINK:  Essay: The Road to Lockdown: How Unions Drove Covid Policy 

7 LINK:  Essay: The Unions and the U-turns 

 FURTHER READING 

  LINK:  Ben Irvine: Biography 
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