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Humanity, and with it its structures, evolves and develops. We have moved from being a barbaric 

and crude bunch of individuals to a sophisticated and polished, well organized ‘togetherness’. 

During this journey out of our primitive beginnings, we have recognized that not all of humanity has 

been able to follow our brilliant lead, which has led us to identify the difference by calling ourselves 

‘the first world’ and the rest ‘the third world’. Nobody knows who belongs to ‘the second world’, 

which appears to simply be indicating a large divide between the two existing worlds. Everything 

that is good and proper about a society you can find in the way we are behaving and interacting 

with one another. This is your model. This is the standard, as set by ourselves and as exported all 

over the globe. 

 

Everything our society does is for the right reasons and everything anybody else does is destructive 

and barbarically inhumane. We fight ‘just’ wars while others are simply engaging in terrorism and 

behaviour inspired by greed. In our sophisticated society only the good of the people counts. The 

people determine who and how they are being governed by. No one organization has total control. 

Everybody’s needs are being taken into consideration and are, up to a reasonable level, being met. 

Others, even those people who pretend to be a modern refined society, are not as honest, as 

altruistic, as caring, as unassuming, and as people-minded as we are, because we invented this 

kind of society, so we set the rules and we judge. If we say we are better, then we simply are. 

 

If we silence the rhetoric and we examine plain actions then it is hard to see any difference between 

our behaviour as a society and other societies, based on different religious beliefs or different 

cultures or different traditions. Not only does it then appear as if the behaviour and attitude towards 

the outside world, towards other groups of people, is pretty much the same everywhere. A 

sophisticated society goes to war to protect its ‘interests’, just as any other society does. A 

sophisticated society scratches the back of its friends and allies, just as any other society does. A 

sophisticated society punishes its own citizens for not complying to the laws of the society, just as 

any other society does. 

 

When we take a look at the birth of a country we see that in the first place the few people who 

consider themselves having the right to rule others within a certain territory busy themselves with 

formulating a set of basic rules, which they call ‘the constitution’. A constitution is primarily a set 

of rules and principles specifying how a country should be governed, how power is distributed and 

controlled, and what rights citizens possess. In other words, the constitution of a country is an 

agreed document between a limited number of people who have given themselves the right to 

decide this for everybody else who lives within the lines they themselves have drawn on a map. In 

this document they lay down the rules of power. Who is allowed to ‘rule’ and on what basis. In order 

to make this appear acceptable to all citizens they, the self-appointed rulers, are ‘giving’ the citizens 

certain rights. Is anybody asking the question: “Who gave you the right to either deny or give me 

any right at all?” 

 

The very foundation of every society, no matter what ground it stands on or what principles it 

adheres to, is to imprison its citizens. Citizens haven’t asked to be ruled by this mob. They haven’ 

been asked if and how they would want to be joined together. They haven’t been consulted on any 

law they are now subjected to. All of this has been done in their name and only for their own good. 

 

Our sophisticated, first-world, societies have been created in exactly the same way, without any 

citizens input or consultation. Yet, we are convinced that these societies are so much better, more 



2 

 

progressive, more humane, than any other country structure anywhere in the world. We even ensure 

that the rest of the world strives to implement our views in order to become ‘better’, to become 

more humanitarian, to elevate themselves above the dirt of the earth, above the scum of humanity. 

There is, apparently, only one way to move out of the Dark Ages and that is the way we are showing 

the world. We invented the word sophistication, so we own the meaning and we represent its reality. 

 

So every society begins with a set of basic rules, which we call the constitutional law. This hands 

the power within the country to a very specific group of people, who can then decide what to do 

next. There does not exist a country in this world that, after its inauguration, continues to exist 

simply on the constitutional law. Very soon, new laws are being put into place, so called to solve 

internal problems and clarify where the country stands on certain issues. Again, laws are not 

brought in by ordinary citizens. Laws are ‘made’ by lawmakers. The definition of a lawmaker is a 

person who makes and passes bills, statutes and other regulations. Who gives them that job? Who 

appoints these people? Who are these people? Who gives them their remit? Not you or me, but the 

people that run the country, the people that run our lives. So, who then needs these new laws? 

They do. You don’t ask for it, and didn’t either. It is government, the people in power, that needs 

new laws. What for? To restrict the movement of the people, to limit and steer their lives where 

government wants it to go. 

 

If the constitution has been forced upon citizens of a certain area without any input from them, 

then the new laws coming in, being produced by the people in charge of the country, are also forced 

upon the citizens without any input from them being considered. The more laws one can produce 

the tighter control one gains over the actions of the population. If there are no laws about how one 

needs to build a house then everybody can build whatever suits their requirements, their taste, 

their financial situation. The result is that everybody would have a house to live in. When you 

introduce housing laws you remove the right of a person to build his own house. When you introduce 

a standard for the quality of drinking water you remove the right of a person to have his own drinking 

water. When you introduce laws about when, where and how to trade you remove the right of a 

person to do business. 

 

Every law introduced by men can be sold to the public by the right propaganda. Introducing military 

on our streets must be to protect us, not to spy on us or intimidate us. Introducing bank loans must 

be to give us a head start in life, not to catch us in a poverty trap. Introducing a national lockdown, 

imprison every ordinary citizen in their own homes, must be to protect us from an invisible enemy, 

not to destroy the middle class economy and restructure the entire society. In fact, currently we are 

bringing in new rules and regulations at such a fast pace that we do not have enough time to 

process them all into laws. Hence, governments bring in rules that, in their opinion, warrant the 

same status as the laws have, but as these are not actual laws one cannot be prosecuted for 

breaking them. The court needs to implement adherence to law but, as these are not laws, the 

court cannot provide any backup. Governments find other ways to ensure the implementation of 

their rules. 

 

Fines! When a citizen apparently is not listening to the ruling faction and is not adhering to a rule 

set by the government, they will get fined for it. It will result in a punishment, decided by and 

implemented by the government. Forgot to fill in the right document? Fined. Late payment? Fined. 

Not adhered to a social rule implemented by the government? Fined. Not only is the government 

ensuring people’s compliance by threatening them constantly, but at the same time they are 

increasing their revenue dramatically. No need to increase taxes as we are fining everybody at least 

once a day for breaking one of our stupid rules. Fines are not the result of a guilty verdict by a court, 

whereby both parties have their say and arguments can be put forward. No, fines can and will be 

implemented directly by any employee of the State, as the rules are very clear and therefore it is 

an open-and-shut case. Guilty as charged. Pay up immediately. This oppressive regime has become 

the mainstream of our sophisticated society.  

 

Fines and the fear of them ensures citizens compliance and obedience. It is hard enough making 

a living as it is, so I am trying desperately not to be fined. I must be a ‘fine’ citizen in order not to be 
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fined. A ‘fine’ society is a society based on fining the population for almost everything. This leads to 

confusion and fear. Bringing in new rules every day, changing existing rules every day, ensures that 

the population is confused, argues and fights over who is right and who is wrong. Better still would 

be if you could organize it that even the powers that enforce the laws and rules - police, army and 

civil service – no longer know what the rules are or how they are meant to be implemented. Then 

one individual will get fined and another one won’t. Confusion reigns, and people will bicker 

amongst themselves about what they might perceive as injustices. The more injustices within the 

population the more division and the less of a problem governments have to control their lives. 

Rules and more rules is all that is needed. Fines and more fines will ensure a workable society, 

relatively quiet on the outside, and easily manipulated. 

 

Such a fine society, easy to govern, is a true example to the world of power. Anybody who wished 

to have and to strengthen their control over other people will learn the lessons that are being 

presented right here by modern sophisticated first-world democratic people-loving societies. It’s a 

masterclass in control of power. Finding new ways to restrict how citizens can live, finding a 

plausible narrative to convince them, implement heavy fines on non-compliance is the new way of 

governing without having to deal with annoying opposition. 

 

People become so anxious not to be implemented in any wrong-doing and to possibly getting fined 

as well that they are more than willing to point the finger at anybody they suspect is not sticking to 

the rules. When you make selling something illegal, as well as buying the same product, then 

suddenly everybody becomes guilty. Now it is your task as a buyer, as a customer, to ensure that 

the product is genuine, not counterfeit. Now people will have to police other people, their fellow 

citizens, and all of the sudden they are not ‘equal’ anymore. Every citizen considers him/herself as 

a good citizen but is, at the same time, under constant scrutiny by everybody else. One will accuse 

the other, so as a government you no longer need a police investigation to find out who is right and 

who is wrong. If you now create a rule that everyone accused of something needs to prove their 

innocence, you do not need to do any work at all anymore in order to maintain peace and adherence 

to the law. You simply wait and judges if someone has been able to prove innocence, otherwise you 

automatically declare them guilty and fine them. Now, that is a fine society! 

 

A fine you pay when you break the rules. But fine also means: 

• Free from impurities 

• Characterised by elegance 

• Smooth to touch; substances of small particles 

• Thin in thickness 

• Minutely precise 

• Being satisfactory 

• In a delicate manner 

• An expression of an agreement – “Fine, that’s the way we’ll do it!” 

 

In which “fine” society are you living? 
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