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National News  

CONNECT  

“The Winner Takes It All…”   
 

 2235 RC 

 Victory? Of sorts.  But is he now a dead man walking?  Many would say so. 

1 “The loser’s standing small - Beside the victory – That’s his 
destiny”.  These classic ABBA lines were booming out from the 
PM’s apartment at No10 one party night.  Was it booming out 
Monday night – after BoJo’s latest victory - we ask? 
 

 

 I’d say not.  It was a victory - but of what exactly?  It reminds me 
of the last man standing.  All around him is death and total 
destruction.  Nothing is left but the victor.  Is that a victory?  
Does the winner really take it all?  I think not.  And I fancy, 
thousands of others will see it in the same way.  The only winner 
here is us – since many will see this as progression. 
 

 

2 After months of drama related to all the numerous parties at No10, PM BoJo 
faced a “No Confidence” vote fielded by his party peers in parliament.  15% of 
those peers had sent in letters – 54 of them – to Sir Graham Brady, signalling 
their dissatisfaction with the PM.  Sir Graham is the one man, with a finger on 
the trigger, responsible for calling a vote once the requisite number is met.  
 
The PM had denied any wrongdoing over the parties – which he repeatedly 
said he thought were business meetings – laced with booze as they were.  
This was a difficult pill to swallow for anyone who heard him.  Few could 
have believed him - given the body language and ludicrous excuses – not to 
mention the facts surrounding the stories as confirmed by Sue Gray and the 
Met police.  The Met police story – and their role in this saga - needs leaving 
for another day – since that is a major story of interest in itself.   
 
Back to it. 
Surely the PM was a dead man walking – you’d think? 
Well, no – even if you had thought so.  Instead, it took months to percolate – 
finally ending the matter with a vote of No Confidence on Monday 6 June.   
 
A vote he won and thus he claimed victory. 
 

3 But - did he really win?  His party peers all voted.  There were no spoilt ballot 
papers according to Sir Graham.  Out of the 359 party peers – his fellow party 
MPs in parliament – 211 voted in favour of the PM remaining in post. 
But – and this will prove to be a BIG BUT – 148 voted for him to go. 
 
This is a victory of course and one the PM put a brave face on to describe. 
According to the BBC, the PM said, "it's a convincing, decisive result and what 
it means as a government is that we can focus on what matters to people". 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/av/uk-politics-61713913


Magazine: CONNECT M3  
 

2 | P a g e  
 

Well to focus on something for the people might been seen as a pleasant 
enough change – but… 
 
Standing in a slightly different place – viewing from a different angle – the 
answers are seen like this – a convincing NO and a decisive NO too, 
Any body language expert will tell us – that his words did not match with his 
demeanour in the BBC clip above.  It means that the PM doesn’t believe the 
answers he gave.  It was though a brave attempt and he’s used to those now. 
 
If he – the PM - has any sensitivity or awareness from this point forward, he 
knows that ONE in every TWO fellow party MPs he looks at – and particularly 
those who look him straight back in the eye – wanted him out – and most 
probably with little doubt - still do! 
  

4 The PM may claim a victory today, but I fancy – as others clearly do – that 
the vultures will be circling over his head - and his so-called victory will 
prove to be short-lived indeed.  Time will tell – like it does.   
 
But my feeling in all this is that we are now going though the process of 
peeling all the layers off – like we do with onions.  What it will ultimately 
reveal is unlikely to be a core centre of delight.  But rather a core of a 
completely different kind and one which could – just could – shake the 
whole world into a completely different approach to life – to society and 
importantly something else.  That being - how we might build a completely 
new model for what we have before referred to as “government”.    
   

5 Speaking of new models - and the need for - I have been musing for some 
time on this. 
 
There is some big stuff going on.  C19 – the response to C19 – the harm done 
to the C19 vaccinated - the NHS failures – the crippled economy – the 
massive hike in energy prices – cost of living generally - and that is not to 
mention the perilous path the PM leads us down related to Ukraine.  There is 
plenty behind each one of these stories to bring down the leader.  In fact, 
many would say – enough to bring down the whole of government and even 
parliament itself – and that would be due to the opposition parties being 
totally ineffectual.   
 
All that said, sometimes there comes along the straw that breaks the camel’s 
back – a very small thing in itself, but a thing that makes all the difference.  In 
this case, it’s partygate and the shambolic approach and handling of the 
whole matter by every person who’s been attached to it.    
 

6 If the PM had come out at the start – raised his hand and said, “Guilty” – this 
whole partygate affair may just have blown over quickly and easily.  Instead, 
the PM chose to take the far more risky path.  He attempted to come out with 
a squeaky-clean account and no more questions asked - thank you.   
How wrong that strategy appears now to have been. 
 
In the process, the PM has shown a side to him which many have talked 
about – written about – for years now and particularly in recent years.  
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I was alerted to a recent commentary about the Heard v Depp case which 
has now concluded in America.  This was said. 
 

“It is common for jurors to hear some version of  
"Falsus in Uno, Falsus in Omnibus." 
 
This roughly translates as, "After One False Lie, Everything's a False Lie." 
 
This means that the standard guidelines of our legal system instruct 
jurors that if a person is caught lying about one thing, they are expected 
to assume that ALL - 'Omnibus' -- of the testimony is a lie”. 

 
It reminds me of the quote CONNECT carries on its website. 

Trust is like virginity - Once it's lost - It's lost ! 
 
It is a bit of a reach to penalise a person for telling one small lie in their 
testimony, when the rest of their testimony – say 98% - is true and factual.  
That said, if a person is prepared to lie about anything – small as it may be in 
their own assessment – then that is indicative of their true integrity. 
 
Listening to the testimony from the PM over these months - related to 
partygate alone - should tell us all something about his integrity. 
 
An American politician - Alan Simpson – provides one of my favourite quotes. 

If a man has integrity, nothing else matters.   
If a man doesn't have integrity, nothing else matters 

 
7 So, the man lives to fight another day – another battle – and more fighting 

and infighting is sure to come. 
 
One basic question though hangs in the air, like the smell of a pheasant that’s 
been hung now for many months past its sell by date.  And it’s this. 
 
We have all heard about the numerous parties at No10 – and all held as they 
were during the various lockdowns set by the very people at the parties.  And 
these – as we all know – were at a time when PM Johnson and his so-called 
advisers were telling us how important it was: 

to stay at home  
to socially isolate and distance 
to wear a mask – and any mask was ok! 
to stay apart from elderly parents and family 
to work from home unless it was impossible to do so 
to not attend gatherings such as weddings, funerals or parties! 
to only go out for essential supplies and very occasional exercise   

  
The PM – and all the people at the sharp tip of all the latest undiluted, 
carefully distilled information and related necessary strategy – thought all 
the above didn’t actually apply to them. 
 

https://www.connect-m3.com/media-thepeoples


Magazine: CONNECT M3  
 

4 | P a g e  
 

It didn’t apply to them perhaps because they are THEY – and we are WE! 
THEY give the orders - and WE are expected to obey - without question. 
 
Maybe though – posing a far more interesting question – there is this. 
 
Did the parties take place because there was no real threat from C19? 
Was all the hype put out to scare the living daylights out of every man, 
woman and child – to get us all to obey and point up to the voice of 
authority? 
 
The increasing death numbers were updated and reeled off every evening 
on prime-time telly and people became traumatised – understandably. 
Dr John Campbell is a lovely laid-back analyst, now with a previous career in 
frontline medicine and the training of nurses.  More recently he has dived into 
the government’s narrative – Bill Gates’ narrative - and has been shocked. 
 
One story I can share with you is this one. 
Freedom of information discussion – on covid deaths. 
The government reported deaths as 170,000 when they were actually 17,000.  
The 170,000 who died were those who had been tested positive for C19 
before dying of a heart attack – road accident or something else.  The 17,000 
were those who were judged to have died of the virus – and just the virus.  
 
There was no formal announcement from the government about these 
statistics and the erroneous picture people would have received from them.  
There was no intention by the government to correctly inform the public.  No. 
Instead, the strategy remained firm – as it had from the beginning.   
It was clearly to paint the darkest picture and stick to it. 
 
That said, according to thousands of doctors – and one called Tess Lawrie – 
not even the 17,000 should have died.  See sec9 below.  
 

8 The make-up of the SAGE group was – in the early days of the pandemic – a 
publicly accessible information source.  Before it was taken off-line, it was 
seen to be made up of a high number of behavioural specialists of one type 
or another, rather than medically and scientifically qualified specialists.  Odd! 
 
An author, by the name of Laura Dodsworth, caught a hold on this and wrote 
a book, “A State of Fear.”  This is one quote from Laura.  

“A few months after the publication of A State of Fear, a government 
advisor told me that the behavioural scientists are “very pleased with 
themselves” and “Britain is seen as leading the way in how to manipulate 
people. There is skipping in Whitehall corridors. The public have been 
proved to be incredibly sheepish, so there’s more nudge coming.” 

 
It seems we are all being nudged – it’s subtle but has proved very effective. 
Have a look at what Laura Dodsworth says about nudging.  
 

9 Well, as a result of all the telly – and the related nudging – many people did 
point up to authority – and they took the jab which THEY in authority told us 
was the only thing which would save us.   

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=9UHvwWWcjYw
https://www.goodreads.com/book/show/58062470-a-state-of-fear
https://lauradodsworth.substack.com/p/the-news-is-being-nudged?s=r
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As it happens, that wasn’t true.  It wasn’t the only thing and the PM and his 
advisors kept that little thing a secret.  To not tell people there was such a 
little thing was another lie from the PM – a lie by omission this time – and a 
BIG ONE at that - as it turns out! 
 
Have a look at this. 
Andrew Hill and the Forces Against Ivermectin 
 
This particular story – hidden by the PM and all his advisors - may one day 
cause a different victory.  Not a victory for the PM – but rather a victory for 
TRUTH and society in general.  If the story uncovered here is true – and there 
is nothing to suggest that it isn’t – then it will not result in a resignation due to 
a final battle being lost.  It is likely to end in quite a different and serious way.   
And not just for the PM! 
 
As ever – time will tell us all. 
 

10 The gaining of TRUTH is but one step along a long and winding road.  The 
precipitation of positive change - which emanates from the discovery of 
TRUTH - is a progression for all of us as a society 
 
That progression could lead us to building a new model for politics and how 
government – or shall we call it administration – is conducted in a new 
grown-up intelligent society – free of lies and people without integrity. 
 

PS1 For those with the nose for digging in this murky pit, I can recommend this 
additional read by Laura Dodsworth. 
We need to talk about behavioural science – but they don’t want to. 
 
Before you get there – there is this: 
Quote by Dr Gary Sidley, psychologist 
 

“Those of us with concerns about the ethics of behavioural science 
explored other ways of communicating our views and were invited to 
give evidence to an All Party Parliamentary Group (APPG), co-chaired by 
MPs Esther McVey and Graham Stringer, that is focusing on ‘Pandemic 
Response and Recovery’.  
Having listened to our presentation on the 28 Feb 22, the APPG informed 
us that some of their members would soon have the opportunity to 
question the chair of the SPI-B group (a subgroup of behavioural 
scientists and psychologists offering advice to SAGE) at a Science and 
Technology Committee session taking place two days later. We were 
asked to submit pertinent questions for this purpose, and duly obliged 
with the following: 
 
1. How can you justify the strategic decision (as per SPI-B minutes of 

22/3/20) to recommend the inflation of fear for all the British people, 
irrespective of their individual risk levels of serious harm from the 
virus? 
 

https://odysee.com/@FrontlineCovid19CriticalCareAlliance:c/weekly_webinar_March9:d?lid=898dc55e3da38738b1599323dbd3a835af8570b9
We%20need%20to%20talk%20about%20behavioural%20science%20–%20but%20the%20powers%20that%20be%20don’t%20want%20to
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2. Do you believe that claims to be acting in a ‘socially responsible’ way 
or ‘for the greater good’ negates the need for behavioural scientists to 
practice within long-established ethical guidelines? 

 
3. Do you believe it is acceptable for the Government’s behavioural 

scientists to recommend covert psychological strategies that 
knowingly deploy fear, shame & scapegoating (‘affect’, ‘ego’ & ‘norm’ 
nudges) on its citizens as a means of promoting compliance? 

 
4. Professor David Halpern has stated that behaviour-science ‘nudges’ 

should not be used without the consent of the British people. Have 
SPI-B obtained this consent? If not, how can you justify their 
deployment? 

 
We eagerly waited to hear the SPI-B chair’s responses to these questions. 
Alas, we were disappointed: neither the Chair of the behavioural science 
group (Professor Ann John) nor her deputy attended the session. In light 
of this surprising no show, Graham Stringer MP tried to put some of our 
questions to Professor Graham Medley (a modeller) but, understandably, 
he was not able to answer. 
 
One final snub for those of us seeking an open debate about the ethics of 
‘nudging’ was the omission of any mention of behavioural science or 
propaganda in the draft terms of reference for the Inquiry into the 
COVID-19 pandemic, published on the 10 Mar 22. 

 
 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: David Charles 

 Source: CONNECT: Magazine 
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 Opportunity to join the CONNECT team and network 
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