Dear Dave, Nick, Teresa and co

RE: Politicians and others Moral Outrage

Your simplistic analysis, given your expensive (£9000 next year) education is a Moral Outrage.

My taxes that I have worked hard, as hard as any entrepreneur, should not pay your extortionate salary.

Especially when you have misrepresented young people, yet again.

I have worked as a qualified, university degree educated, youth worker for local authorities for the last 23 years. Young people I have/do work with have no sense of hope, don`t have a realistic aspiration model (multi-millionaire music/media stars, etc are not achievable for most).

The Blair/Brown Government managed the society during the last decade and it singularly failed to offer young people hope. This has been crushed by the Cameron-led Government with its hard-hitting cuts to services. 

Young people are not mindless thugs, feral rats, etc. They are human-beings just like you and me with feelings such as anger, love, hate, etc. They express them as they see fit just like me and you. You may not like violence but demanding `the full force of the law` is an over-reaction.

Have you ever felt like hitting someone (that`s the feeling of anger), have you ever acted violently towards an object (consider carefully your answer to this question because if you answer no I will find the time you did act in anger).

The Police Service is here to enforce the law ? If the law is broken then should all alleged criminals be arrested, irrespective of evidence, from their homes and put in a cell ? Rupert Murdoch is currently alleged to have been the head of a multi-media corporation with a business, NOTW, which has been acknowledged as committing a crime over a long period of time – has he been arrested at his home ?  

The opportunism referred to is used time and time again to set-up, expand and maintain businesses. Apparently, a successful entrepreneur is opportunistic, check the profiles. The skills young people develop through taking action, putting into practice or learning through doing are relevant and just because the context or circumstances are different doesn`t mean it is completely wrong.

Rioting is a historically regular event and is clearly linked to people feeling they are not heard, not listened to, not valued. Your governments have continued to treat young people as a problem (anti-social behaviour tag). This ideologically driven agenda is part of the problem not part of the solution.

Your Think Tanks have got it wrong yet again – if there, and your, intended outcome is a better future for young people. I suspect they haven`t because your intended outcome is to lock up any person, not rich and/or famous, committing a crime especially if the evidence of crime is on cctv and they are young and defenceless in front of the judiciary. They cannot employ the best lawyers, they don`t have the vocabulary to baffle people like Mr. Murdoch.

By the way how did you and others fair with the crime of falsely claiming expenses as an MP ? Some say those who are accused of a crime should never be allowed to pass judgment on others ?   

The vast majority of the alleged crime by alleged rioters was against property not people. What are the current figures for crime against people detection, arrest and conviction ? Rape, murder, GBH, Fraud, etc. So what is a victimless crime ? One where no-one is hurt ? One where someone owning/working in a business may have lost something ?

Maybe a victimless crime doesn`t exist or does it depend on who decides whether there is a victim or whether it is a business ? Why is property more important than people with respect to the definition of crime ? I do not outright condone all the people who have alleged taking part in a crime during the current period. Does this mean that all burglaries committed to domestic properties during this period will feel the full force of the law ?   

I fully expect you to take absolutely no notice of my bleating, just like you take no notice of all young people, only those that play properly. I have written to you properly please do me the decency of replying in person and debating the issues without the threat of the full force of the law against me to keep me quiet.

I could spend an inordinate amount of time using the due (democratic/bureaucratic) process and contacting my local MP, etc. etc. but I am going straight to the horse`s mouth can you do the same ?

Yours sincerely

Steve

