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Hundreds of children in communities across the constituency and country are involved weekly in sports. A few 

paid organisers and great numbers of volunteers including parents are reliable guides and helpers. I thank all 

involved. 

At matches, I quietly suggest over-enthusiastic touchline supporters moderate their shouts of encouragement. 

Children should see the other side as opponents or possibly as rivals. Neither the young nor newspaper editors 

should repeat the expression ‘enemy’. If intentional, it is a mistake; if a mistake, it should be spotted and 

deleted. 

The day after England won at Wembley, three articles in The Times included ‘enemy’ or ‘enemies’, twice in 

opening paragraphs. What sort of people do the editors consider readers to be? In politics we should also take 

greater care.  

At Buzz Bingo, I watched players competing for prizes in games totally with respect for others. I thanked Buzz 

for donating £10,000 to Variety, the children’s charity. 

The best visit was to the DWP Job Centre, hearing from the enthusiastic staff how they help employers and job 

seekers. Perhaps they could have a regular newspaper slot to describe their positive contributions. 

The result of the contested by-election in Batley and Spen will not be affected by a comment here. Former MP 

George Galloway appears to thrive on division. His intervention is liable to increase distrust between groups of 

varying heritage or faith. Bigotry needs to be confronted, argued against and voted against. 

A few days ago, I joined faith leaders at St Matthew’s church in Tarring road for the National Prayer Breakfast 

district gathering which had been led from Westminster by four people in the cavernous Great Hall. After 

inspiration by Professor Tom Wright, former Bishop of Durham, each of our local tables exchanged views.  

I reflected on when it should be helpful to write to a political representative. If they have done something 

wrong and unpopular, there is little point: they will know. It is better to send a postcard or an email when their 

action was popular and wrong or when it was unpopular and right.  

Earlier in the week I joined a University of the Third Age discussion group in the garden of a Worthing home. 

This followed my admiration for the history articles on the Spartacus educational website.  

One of the contributors put the case for tax-free universal basic income. All other money coming in might be 

taxed at up to 50%. This proposal has been around for some decades. Arguably we have some of the building 

blocks in the state pension, not that many receive exactly the standard amount; additionally, it is taxable. Child 

benefit is there for most though not now for all young people. 

Calculations can show that 70% would benefit or at least not lose. That hints that the majority can make life 

worse for the minority. It put me in mind of the possible discussion by small farmers in Russia after their 

revolution. 

The person with two homes should sacrifice one for the homeless. Half a rich person’s bank balance should be 

appropriated to the poor. They disagreed about taking a donkey from the small farmer with two. Why? It was 

because they had one home, small savings but two donkeys. 

We can help people establish their lives without expropriation. I congratulate the Council for approving extra 

homes for Turning Tides, progressing Worthing Churches homelessness projects. Social policy success matters 

as much as sport.  

This week I chair parliamentary discussion on public engagement in decision making and delivery of changes 

needed to achieve Net Zero, reducing climate change. This requires personal commitment and cooperation 

rather than competition. 


