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The UK Youth Parliament, sitting in the House of
Commons, met at five minutes to Eleven o’clock.

Mr Robin Fell (Principal Doorkeeper): Ladies and
gentleman, allow me to introduce myself. I am the
Principal Doorkeeper of the House of Commons, but
today I have the great privilege to be the Principal
Doorkeeper of the Youth Parliament. I and my colleagues
are here to help you in any way we can. If you have any
questions or concerns, please feel free to speak to us
and we will do all we can to assist you.

On behalf of the entire House of Commons Service,
I welcome you to our Chamber. Apart from our own
Members of Parliament, you are the only group permitted
to meet and debate in this place. I wish you good
fortune. Debate with sincerity and conviction—with
passion if you will, but always please with respect for
those who hold an opposing view. Do this and the
history of this great Chamber can only be enhanced by
your presence today. Good luck

I now hand you over to Lawrence Ward who today is
the Serjeant at Arms for the Youth Parliament.

Lawrence Ward (Assistant Serjeant at Arms): Good
morning, and welcome to this meeting of the United
Kingdom Youth Parliament in the House of Commons.
It is an enormous privilege to have you here and to host
your annual debate.

I am Lawrence Ward. Let me introduce you to some
of the team: Andrew Kennon, Clerk, is in charge of
procedure and advises Mr Speaker; Robin Fell, the
modern face of Parliament, is the Principal Doorkeeper;
and we also have John, the Associate Serjeant in charge
of security and order—and the sword is real!

There are a few important things you need to know.
The debates are being broadcast live on the BBC
parliamentary channel, so I ask you to make sure that
your mobile phones are switched off and remind you
that there is no photography or filming in the Chamber,
although Catherine Bebbington will be taking some
photographs.

In a few minutes Mr Speaker will arrive. When you
hear the Doorkeeper behind the Speaker’s Chair announce
Mr Speaker, that is your cue to stand. Please sit when
Mr Speaker sits or when told to do so.

Mr Speaker will say a few words and then invite the
Leader and shadow Leader of the House to speak.
Then the first debate will start. The debate leads will
speak from the Front Benches. If you wish to speak in
the debate, please stand; if you are unable to stand,
raise your hand as soon as the person speaking sits
down, and then sit when the chose speaker starts if it is
not you. If you are chosen to speak, please start by
giving your name and region but pause for a few seconds
to enable the sound engineers to adjust the microphones.

Each debate will last about 30 minutes, with lunch
back in Westminster Hall at around 12.30pm. At the
end of the fifth debate, you will vote, in what we call a
Division, on all the subjects at once, ticking the ballot
papers. For those familiar with House of Commons

Divisions, this ballot will be arranged differently. The
voting Lobbies are behind you, through the doors at
either end of the Chamber, and Doorkeepers will guide
you.

At the end there will be an official photograph taken
in here, then a few words by the Chair of the Backbench
Business Committee. Mr Speaker will then announce
the result of the ballot.

Finally, in the unlikely event of an emergency, please
follow the Serjeant and the Chair’s instructions.

Thank you, and please enjoy this very special day.

[MR SPEAKER in the Chair]

11 am
Mr Speaker: Welcome to the House of Commons for

this, the third annual sitting of the United Kingdom
Youth Parliament. I hope you will agree that this is the
foremost public occasion at which you have the opportunity
to express your views, display your passion and show
your skills. We are delighted to have you here. I hope
you thoroughly enjoy yourselves. You have five important
topics, which you have chosen, to debate and we need to
get on to those debates as quickly as possible.

Just before we do so, there are some words of welcome
to you, to be expressed by representatives of both the
Government and the official Opposition. Please, colleagues,
begin by giving a warm welcome to the Leader of the
House of Commons, Sir George Young. [Applause.]

Sir George Young: Mr Speaker, let me add a brief
footnote to the words of welcome that you have just
uttered, and I do so as Leader of the House and on
behalf of the Government. As you said, it is the third
time that the UK Youth Parliament has sat here in this
Chamber and that shows what a positive and successful
event it has become.

If you talk to MPs, they will tell you that this Chamber
has an extraordinary history and a unique atmosphere.
I can think of no better way of seeking to engage young
people in the political process than to see you engage in
this Chamber and take part in debate.

Mr Speaker, you may have seen the comments in
earlier years that the standard of debate and the standard
of behaviour of the Youth Parliament at times exceed
those of the normal proceedings in the Chamber. So, as
well as the speakers today learning something from how
we use this place, perhaps we can learn something from
how they use the place.

Earlier this year, we started the e-petition system so
that the public can table motions on things they think
are important, and we then have debates on them in the
Chamber. Those subjects include Hillsborough, and
recently financial education has just passed the threshold.
I was interested to see that you used the same process to
choose the debates for today. Well done, all of you, for
contacting 65,000 people, getting the ballot papers and
informing the debate here.

I have two final comments. First, I have a word of
thanks for my ministerial colleague Tim Loughton who
has responsibility for driving up opportunities for young
people and whose Department has provided financial
support for the UK Youth Parliament so that your
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voice can be heard in public affairs. Secondly, I offer my
thanks to you, Mr Speaker, for the role that you have
played.

I also see many parliamentary colleagues here: Natascha;
Maria; up in the Gallery, I see Tessa and Simon; and
Hilary Benn is somewhere behind the Speaker’s Chair.
There may be others here and I am grateful to everyone
for turning up. I am also grateful to the staff of the
House and my own staff for welcoming you earlier on.

It just remains for me to wish you every success and a
good day, and I very much hope that some of you will
return and sit here in your own right in a few years’
time. [Applause.]

Mr Speaker: George, thank you for that; it is greatly
appreciated. And I know that you would not want to
omit mention of the hon. Member for Shipley, Mr
Philip Davies. He is here with us, observing. [Applause.]
I am sure that there will be many other Members I will
see in the course of the day and, as in previous years, I
will be keen to name-check them, because I think it is
fantastic that our parliamentary colleagues are showing
support for the cause of representation by and of young
people.

Please now give a warm welcome to the shadow
Leader of the House of Commons, Angela Eagle.

Ms Angela Eagle (Shadow Leader of the House):
Thank you, Mr Speaker. it is a great pleasure to follow
the right hon. Gentleman, the Leader of the House,
who I will call George, because I can get away with it
today! And I will forgive him for calling me Maria.
[Laughter.] I am actually Angela. I have a twin sister
who also sits in this House and it is a cause of endless
confusion for everybody.

I would also like to name check my predecessor in
this role, Hilary Benn, who is standing where Mr Speaker
cannot see him, but he is here, observing the debates.

I want to say a only few words of welcome from the
Opposition Benches because I know that every one of
you will be keen to get on with the debates. Certainly,
there is a lot going on at the moment that affects young
people: the trebling of tuition fees, the reform of university
procedures, and the changes to education and skills
training. If I may say so, you have picked some extremely
important issues to debate today.

In the past 10 years, the UK Youth Parliament has
been a powerful voice for Britain’s young people. Your
politicians, past and present, have led several successful
campaigns and influenced the national agenda—for
example, the campaign to improve political education
in schools, which looks to be succeeding. You also
campaigned to secure free recycling in schools and are
currently campaigning for fairer bus fares for all young
people.

What you all share—and what you probably share
with us as slightly older politicians—is a belief in the
power of politics to change things for the better. It is
therefore an inspiration for me to see so many of you
here today who want to do just that.

I was fascinated by politics when I was growing up,
and I became an MP because I wanted to play my part
in changing the world for the better. My parents taught
me that there was nothing to which I could not aspire,
and they always encouraged my youthful idealism.
Unfortunately, there was no forum quite like this in the
1960s and 1970s when I was growing up. However, I
made my first political speech when I was eight and
I stood as the Labour candidate in a mock election at
school. I lost badly, but I maintained my interest and
got involved in real politics by joining the Labour party
when I was 17.

I remember my first visit to this Chamber as an
awestruck 14-year-old who had organised a special
school trip just to come and see the House of Commons.
Back then, you were not allowed even to touch the
Green Benches, much less sit on them. You certainly
were not allowed to clap in the Chamber, and we are
still not allowed to do that. Perhaps that is something,
Mr Speaker, that we can consider in our modernisation
roles.

I would have been thrilled to have the chance to take
part in a debate in here. It is a particular wish of mine to
see many more women participating in politics at the
highest level. It is a great joy to see all of you here, but
particularly women. We need women’s and girls’ voices
to be heard across the world if we are to make our
societies fairer and more equal.

I hope that you all hugely enjoy the day and manage
to get your points across effectively. Do not be nervous.
Feel at home because this place belongs to you. [Applause.]

Mr Speaker: Angela, thank you, too, for those words.
Let me make a couple of points at the outset. Members

of the Youth Parliament who wish to speak in the
debates should stand and seek to catch the eye of the
Chair. If you are not able to stand, you should raise
your hand and indicate thereby that you wish to contribute.
It is also important that people state their name and the
region of the country that they represent. It would help
if, just before starting to speak, people paused momentarily
to enable the microphone to be activated. The importance
of saying who you are and where you come from can
hardly be overstated because we want Hansard—the
Official Report of the proceedings—to be accurate and
capture just what a broad spread of representation we
are enjoying today.

The Youth Parliament will consider the first motion
of the day on Public Transport. To move the motion, I
call Mr James Davies.
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Public Transport

11.9 am
Jamie Davies (South East): The first debate today

will be,
We believe there needs to be cheaper, subsidised public transport

for young people who are in full time education or under the age
of eighteen. These young people should not pay more than half
of the adult fare for buses.

Transport has been raised consistently and continually
as a main issue for the UK Youth Parliament since
2002, and today we are here to decide our top priority
from the issues chosen by more than 65,000 young
people across the country. Today we are here to work to
improve the lives of the 8 million young people we
represent and to decide what we can do now to help
make a better future for all.
Transport affects every young person. Whether for getting
to work, school or college, or to the doctor, public
transport is a pillar in the lives of young people. I want
to highlight three key areas of public transport: price,
consistency and accessibility. Price is clearly shown to
be an issue when the question is asked, “Why is an adult
fare charged to a young customer, given that that young
customer is a young person who is often in full-time
education, whose part-time working hours are limited
by law and whose minimum hourly wage barely covers a
one-way ticket?” We can then contrast that with the
Governments’ past and present commitment to ensuring
that older people retain their free bus passes.

The Department for Transport website makes it clear
that the Government want to ensure that bus travel in
particular remains within the means of those on limited
incomes. The mystery is why this does not apply to
young people, given that they are often in receipt of no
or restricted income. Young people are forced to pay
unreasonable fares and are taken advantage of because
of their reliance on public transport. This needs to be
changed.

The second point is about consistency. In return for
these extortionate fares, the services that many young
customers receive are unacceptable. UKYP’s “Fare’s
Fair” report found that one third of young people
complained that public transport did not take them
where they wanted to go, with one quarter being affected
by service frequency—or rather the lack of it. Alongside
that, we have multiple examples of poor punctuality
and, frankly, discriminatory treatment of young people.
We need to tackle those issues and guarantee that we
have a public transport system that is fair and consistent,
allowing equal opportunities for all.

That brings me to my third and final point, which is
accessibility. Thousands upon thousands of young people
are left in the absurd situation where they are considered
lucky to have just one bus to get into town, with
thousands more left completely isolated, without any
public transport at all, and therefore denied the
opportunities that many of us take for granted. Too
often, we are happily accepted as adults when it comes
to parting with our pounds, but treated like kids when it
comes to having our say in matters that affect us. For
that reason, and the others that I have outlined—tackling
the problems of price, consistency and access—we need
to deal with public transport in a constructive and
logical way.

For every angrily scrunched-up bus ticket that Members
might have in their bags, for every long arduous journey
that we have had to make and for every single young
person we represent, I urge Members to support the
issue of transport as the UK Youth Parliament’s priority
for the coming year.

Mr Speaker: Jamie, thanks for getting us off to a
cracking start. To oppose the motion, I call Maria
Neary.

Maria Neary (South West): I want to argue against
the motion to make transport our national campaign
topic. I believe that other issues require our efforts at
this time. It is an aspect of the wider issue of funding
for young people, and there are various other options
for young people to get around. Our national campaign
topic needs to be current and crucial. At present, issues
such as tuition fees and a greener future for the UK
demand more attention. Transport has been an issue for
many years but, as we have seen, we are not in the right
position to effect great change in this area. This is not a
problem for young people to solve. Instead, we should
focus regionally on improving specific aspects of
transport—for example, accessibility for disabled people,
who say that they feel like second-class citizens owing to
poor awareness and accessibility. At present, transport
is not suited to being a national campaign strategy.

There is a huge variety of other ways to get around
besides the most popular forms of public transport. At
present, the Government advise local authorities on
how to ensure that young people can travel to positive
activities, such as youth groups or sports teams, but
immediately turning to buses and trains is narrow-minded
and naive. Instead, the Government should promote
walking or cycling in a similar way to Boris’s bikes, a
scheme that has 110,000 subscribers so far. With that
solution, you kill three birds with one stone. Both
walking and cycling are carbon free, great exercise and
cheap methods of transport.

Young people need more funding, not just subsidised
fares. Families living in poverty struggle to meet transport
costs as well as education, health care and employment
expenses. The National Foundation for Educational
Research found that 33% of young people claimed that
they would have continued into post-16 education if
they had had more money for transport costs. I want
you to imagine one third of the people in this Chamber,
in your classroom and in your community excluded
from a lifetime of opportunities owing to insufficient
funds. This is not about the state of public transport; it
is about the impossible financial situation that many
young people across the country find themselves in. For
that reason, it is imperative that education maintenance
allowance is reinstated and youth funding protected. It
is up to you to decide what is more important: catching
the No. 43 bus to your local shopping centre or saving a
child from a lifetime of poverty and deprivation. Thank
you very much.

Mr Speaker: Maria, thank you for that. I hope that
we are going to have some takers. Who wants to take
part in this debate on public transport? What about the
young man at the back?

Craig Haggerty (Scotland): Thank you, Mr Speaker.
All the young people I consulted agreed with me that
transport was a huge issue, and 77% voted for transport

5 64 NOVEMBER 2011 Public Transport



as their top priority among the motions presented. A
reusable all-day ticket for someone under the age of 16
on the bus costs a reasonable £2, but for people aged
16 and over it costs £5. I am sure that you will all agree
that in this economic downturn that is an unacceptable
price.

The jump from half price to adult price is absolutely
ludicrous. The weekend before I turned 16, it cost me
£2.10 to get a train into Glasgow and a bus back. When
I turned 16, it cost me £6.50. That is more than three
times what I paid before. That is why my constituents
and I think that transport should be the next UKYP
campaign. Thank you.

Michaela Philpot (East of England): The cost of
public transport is for ever rising, and the services are
very unreliable. It costs me £16 a week to get to work,
and twice this week I have been late because of public
transport, even catching two buses earlier than I needed
to. If the Government want us to use public transport
more than cars, to reduce emissions, they need to lower
the price, especially to make it more accessible for
families as well. Thank you.

Poppy Hindby-Smith (Yorkshire and Humber): I represent
York. There have been suggestions that we should prioritise
people who cannot afford transport and other things, or
prioritise a greener Britain. I would argue that transport
covers both those issues. If we are expected to use
public transport to reduce emissions, we should be able
to afford it. Lowering the costs of transport would also
make it more accessible to people who are poor and in a
less economically sound position than ourselves. I would
argue that the best way of killing two birds with one
stone would be to deal with transport, as it helps not
just the people who are less advantaged but the majority
who are just having a little trouble affording transport.
To address the majority of young people and to affect
people in the most positive way that we can, we should
address an issue that reaches all young people, not one
that benefits just a few.

Asim Iqbal (North West): People are talking about
the cost of travel. We have bursary funds for people who
cannot get to local colleges around the north-west.
People talk about bus passes for the elderly, but if I was
60, I would have been paying money into the system for
all those 60 years, and if I did not have a car when I
turned 60, I would expect a free bus pass. But we are not
here to discuss elderly people; we are here to discuss
young people.

You say, “Oh, it costs me £16 to get to work” or “It
costs me this much to get to school.” Most people here
complain that they cannot afford public transport, but
most will have a £200 or £300 phone in their pocket.
You do the maths: you do not need a phone. If you need
to get to school, you do not need a phone. You need the
money for your education; you need money for your
bus pass. If you go to work, you earn a salary. You need
to start being smart with that salary and putting money
away for your transport costs. You say that once you
turn 16 the price doubles, but if you’re working your
money doubles too. At the end of the day, you’re paying
more for one thing, but you’re also earning more money.

If you have a problem with public transport, you’re
going to say, “I want it cheaper,” but where is that
money going to come from? You’re going to ask the

Government to give you that money. I would rather give
that money to save the youth workers who are sat up in
the Gallery and who work for us and give something
back to our communities than waste money—[Applause.]
Yeah, that’s right. I would rather pay double to get to
my local shopping centre or college than pay 80p or
whatever it costs to get on a bus. I would rather use that
money to save the people up there. I would rather have
my youth clubs open, because at the end of the day, me
getting on a bus is not going to affect me 10 years down
the line; but I’m still going to remember the work that
those people who are sat upstairs have done for us
10 years. I’m still going to remember all the things that
they have helped me with. That’s all I’ve got to say to
you.

Adam Gravely (East Midlands): I would like to draw
attention to availability and accessibility in particular,
as well as the cost. Earlier today, at 4 o’clock this
morning, I heard about the figures for young people not
in employment, education or training. In some areas,
the figure stands at 25%. One of the problems is that in
rural areas you might have only five or six buses a day.
You have young people who are out of work and not in
education who want to contribute to society and the
economy, but they just cannot access it.

This is a clear issue. Young people can spend lots of
money to use transport. I sometimes spend £5 a day to
use the bus to go and volunteer at a youth club and
support other young people. It is clearly an issue: young
people want to work; they want to take jobs. If they are
in rural areas it is difficult, as many of the jobs are in the
town centre or city centre. If they do not have the buses,
how can they get to work, as cycling on the roads,
particularly in rural areas, can be dangerous? This is
something that we need to support; that is why I want
you to support the motion.

Abla Seckley (South East): One thing my constituents
wanted me to raise today was transport to and from
school. During the five years I got a bus every morning,
I sometimes had to walk part of the way to school
because the bus broke down; I had to find another way
back from school because the bus broke down; I had a
window on the bus cave in; and, at one point, I almost
fell out of the bus when it was moving.

Additionally, my constituents want me to mention
that it has become very expensive just to get to school.
Many people in my constituency and right across the
country are paying upwards of £1,000 each year to get
somewhere they have to go by law. I am talking about
years 7 to 11. Once we get into the sixth form, the price
increases exponentially; otherwise, we are not allowed
on the buses at all.

If a family with just one child is paying about £1,000,
it might be able to afford it, but most families do not
have just one child to look after—they could have two,
three or four children. We need to think about the costs
of that for the whole seven years during which young
people have to attend education. It is getting into the
same region as the amount of money paid for a deposit
on a house.

There are many times when we know someone is
going to miss the bus or will need to be picked up from
somewhere or suddenly gets stomach flu while at school
and has to come home in the middle of the day. We need
to consider how much the petrol for all that is going to
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cost. It might even be easier and cheaper for a family
to move house next to their child’s school than it would
to send them to school on the bus. That is ridiculous. It
is compulsory to be in school every single day. If I don’t
show up, I am classed as a truant, and if I am a
persistent truant because I cannot afford to get there,
my parents might be put in jail or have to pay further
fines. Some families could be using the money required
for buses to put food on the table and keep a roof over
their heads—just to survive. Why cannot these low-income
families be the ones to receive subsidies?

As I say, I have to be in school every single day. This
country has put an emphasis on education for the past
century or more, so why should I be denied a reasonable
way of getting to school?

Madison Rogers (West Midlands): In Staffordshire
this year, we launched a “Your Staffordshire” card
scheme, which is a travel card that allows young people
to travel on the bus for £1 per single journey. This makes
transport more accessible, more affordable and gives
young people more freedom in society in Staffordshire.
Schemes like this should be initiated across the country
to allow young people to access education, working,
volunteering and so forth. We should adopt this as a
national campaign because it is something that we can
achieve—we in Staffordshire have proved that it is possible,
so we should make this aim part of our national campaign.

Daniel Clarke (South East): People who are against
this motion have said that public transport is not an
issue because issues such as a greener Britain and university
funding are more serious than getting to school on
public transport. I think that public transport is a way
of becoming more green and a way of getting young
people off the dole. That applies especially to people in
rural areas, like the Isle of Wight where I live, particularly
when youth unemployment is at a 20-year high.

Tom Childs (Wales): We need to remember why we
are here today. We are here to select the national topic. I
think we are all in agreement that transport is an issue
across the UK. However, coming from a rural background
in Powys in Wales, I believe that a scheme that works for
us there will not work in London. The same applies
elsewhere—for Powys and Cardiff, for example. We live
in such a diverse society that there is no one scheme that
will cover the whole of the UK. We should therefore be
against this motion because we cannot as a Youth
Parliament select one scheme to fit the whole of the
country. We need to think about localisation and
centralisation and to take into account different rural
and urban areas.

Holly Laverick (South East): If this were not an issue,
young people would not have voted for it. It clearly is an
issue, because in my constituency people identified it as
their No. 1 issue. I know that from talking to them.

I do not think that this is about the cost of transport.
I think that it is about accessibility. Some people choose
not to go a school that they would otherwise want to go
to, just because they cannot get there. If I want to go to
college in another place and I cannot get there, I cannot
go. That is the end of it, and it is affecting my education
and other people’s education as well.

Ramal Royal (South West): I totally agree with Maria,
and with two other people who have spoken. We should
spend the money on much more important things. This

organisation costs a lot of money, and this kind of
money could go towards a simple thing like a youth
club. Yes, transport is an issue in my constituency, but
this money could go towards better things—such as a
youth club or a sports team. I think we should think
seriously about this issue. I do not agree with the
motion. Mr Speaker, can you please think about it?

Cassandra Cheng (London): Being from London, I
was fortunate enough to have free bus travel while I was
in education until I was 18. That is a great advantage,
and I think it should be extended to other parts of the
UK. My personal experience was that it allowed me a
lot more flexibility when I was going to and from
school. I did not have to rely on my parents to come and
pick me up. It was also a lot safer, because when I was
engaging in out-of-school activities or staying in the
library after school it could get dark pretty early, and it
made me a lot more independent.

As other young people have said, this topic is linked
to others that we will debate. There would be a greener
Britain, because fewer parents would drive their children
to school and there would be less congestion and less
pollution. Also, supporting low-income families in this
way would be a step towards ending child poverty.

That is why I believe that we should support the
motion.

Taylor Wileman (Yorkshire and Humber): I live in
Barnsley and I have a MeCard. I can go from place to
place with the card, which is free for all children under
16, or perhaps it is 18—I am not sure. It is really good. I
was helping out locally, and we wanted to get a snack
from McDonald’s. We went on the bus with the MeCard.
It was a short journey, but it was free. Why can that
scheme not be spread around the whole country?

Eddie Shields (North East): I understand that transport
is a massive issue for young people, and it definitely is in
our area, but it is organised regionally and locally, so we
cannot really have a system that works for the whole
country. We need to focus transport at more regional
rather than national levels. It probably would not work
to have one system throughout the country.

Mr Speaker: Thank you. I am afraid time is against
us, and we are going to have to wrap up this debate. To
conclude it, I call Mr James Potts.

James Potts (West Midlands): Thank you, Mr Speaker.
As has been demonstrated this morning, the issue of
public transport is close to the hearts of young people
in the UK today. Whether it be buses, trains, trams or
even ferries, public transport is essential for us to be
able to get from A to B. Without it, I would not have
been able to travel here today to make this speech.
However, our public transport systems are in need of
improvement. As mentioned by my fellow MYPs, cost,
practice and punctuality are all key areas that we believe
should be addressed. If travel companies make the
proposed improvements, research has shown a cut
in fares of 20% will lead to an increase in bus travel
of 13%.

In rural areas, more services and greater frequency
would reduce dependence on cars and help cut carbon
emissions. Furthermore, a national code of practice
would benefit all users of public transport, not just
young people. If a better service were provided, more
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people, and especially those with disabilities, would feel
inclined to use public transport networks. That would
also help to combat the stigma that is often associated
with public transport.

As we have heard, there are viable alternatives to
using public transport, such as walking and cycling,
which also protect the planet. Some might say there are
more important issues for us to focus on, particularly
given the Government’s current programme of spending
cuts and all its implications. Indeed, if young people
had more money in their pockets, they might not struggle
as much to meet the high costs of public transport.

To conclude, whatever opinion we might hold, this is
undoubtedly a vital issue to the lives of the vast majority
of young people, including most of the young people in
this Chamber today. Without public transport, many
young people will live very isolated childhoods, and this
Chamber would be empty without it, except for the
London MYPs, of course.

For shorter journeys, walking and cycling is a greener
option, but if we were to make public transport cheaper,
better and accessible to all, and if we were to standardise
it across the country, we would create a public transport
network that we could all take pride in. I ask everyone
to think about how this issue affects their lives. With
London 2012 just around the corner, now is the perfect
time to improve our infrastructure and show off what
this great country can do.

Public transport is always a topical issue, as it is used
by millions of young people on a daily basis. From large
schemes such as High Speed 2 to our local bus route,
every aspect of public transport has an influence on the
lives of young people. If this motion is chosen as our
national campaign, we will hope to make a difference to
an issue that affects the majority, if not all, young
people. I say to my fellow MYPs: vote to change an
issue that affects us all; vote to change an issue we can
make a difference to; vote to change public transport.

Mr Speaker: James, thank you. I also thank all the
Front-Bench speakers who have contributed and the
14 Back-Bench contributors.

Before we move on to the next debate, I want to invite
everyone to welcome a number of my parliamentary
colleagues who are present this morning: Tessa Munt,
Liberal Democrat Member from Wells; Christopher
Pincher, Conservative Member of Parliament from
Tamworth; and I know that lurking behind me—although
I am sure she will present herself any minute now—is
the Liberal Democrat Member for East Dunbartonshire,
Jo Swinson, a consistent champion of the cause of
representation of, and by, young people. I am also
delighted to see that Matthew Hancock, Conservative
Member for West Suffolk, is in the Gallery. It is great
that you are here, colleagues, in support of the Youth
Parliament.
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Tuition Fees/Graduate Tax

Mr Speaker: We move now to the second debate and
the consideration of the second motion of the day
relating to tuition fees, as printed on the Order Paper.
Before I call the mover of the motion, I want to make a
plea. I say to those of you who have spoken, that is
fantastic and you have done so extremely well, but I
hope you will agree not to try to speak a second time as
there are lots of people who have not yet spoken for a
first time. To those of you who either have not tried to
speak or have tried and have not been called, I say:
please try again. I will not be able to call everybody—that’s
just life, I’m afraid—but I will do my best to accommodate
as many of you as possible.

11.40 am

Harrison Carter (Yorkshire and Humber): The next
debate is,

We don’t support the system of university tuition fees. We
instead support a graduate contribution, in which a graduate
would pay a percentage of their salary after they finish higher
education (depending on how much they are earning) for a set
period of time.

I propose that the UK Youth Parliament says no to
tuition fees and yes to a graduate tax.

Some young people are scared of debt, do everything
possible academically, but fall short financially. Some
are on education maintenance allowance or income
support, but they cannot get help to afford university. It
has become the stark reality in this country that some
not only think twice about going to university, but
categorically dismiss the idea altogether. The prospect
of debt and unemployment is one that for many young
people makes university impracticable.

In the UK Youth Parliament report, “Access Denied”,
one in three young people said that they wanted to go to
university but were unable to do so due to the financial
burden that comes with studying and living away from
home. That figure is set to skyrocket with Government
proposals to increase university tuition fees to a maximum
of £9,000 a year. What is more, past increases in the
maintenance grant threshold were not and are not
enough to ensure that everyone who wants to study at
university can. Crippling debt is locking out thousands
of young people from their right to education and their
right to a stable working future.

In principle, a graduate tax would provide a safety
net for graduates who leave university and cannot find a
job. The Higher Education Statistics Agency has revealed
that 28% of UK graduates were out of work three and a
half years after graduation, which is more than a quarter
of graduates. The income threshold for a graduate tax
would ensure that people in that undesirable situation
would pay nothing until they are in work. And even
better, a person on an average salary of £30,000 would
be £37 better off each month.

It might be argued that the abolition of university
tuition fees would benefit young people more, but
contributing to a system from which we benefit directly
is a contribution that we must all be willing to make.
The problem with the current system is that tuition fees
are snapped up by the Treasury and not used to fund
universities directly. In line with a graduate tax would
be the formation of an independent body to distribute

graduate tax revenue directly to universities, which would
offer a range of opportunities for universities to compete
globally.

We can hear arguments about the fact that because
MPs have had free university education, they should
not ask us to pay for ours, but don’t let that be the basis
of your decision. I am sure that politicians would love
to be at the centre of this debate in the spotlight, but
don’t let them. Quite frankly, it would be naive not give
to something if we will inevitably gain from the service
provided. This is not to create a self-interested business
out of education, but it is instead to guarantee the same
quality of education for everybody—young person after
young person and generation after generation.

Without money and without resources, what does a
university become? A graduate tax means paying the
money when you can and that there is no need to accrue
masses of debt that you can’t pay off.

Is it right to accept fear as a barrier to higher education?
No. Is it right to support others who can’t earn and ask
for a little extra from higher earners? Absolutely. Shouldn’t
universities be given the money that they deserve? Of
course. As a country, it is our duty to educate, and as
prospective undergraduates it is our right to learn.

Next year, it is said that there will be a 9% drop in
university applications after a fee rise which we were
promised would not happen. This debate is ongoing,
and it is time for us, the UK Youth Parliament, to step
up. Today, we must show our commitment to every
single young person we represent. Vote for fairness in
education, for better education and for sustained funding
in education. Vote for this campaign.

Mr Speaker: Harrison, thank you for that. I call
Mr Alex Huston to oppose the motion.

Alex Huston (Northern Ireland): Thank you, Mr Speaker.

A graduate tax is completely wrong, but so is the
current tuition fees system. Both expect the student to
pay for their higher education, and they also charge
students differing amounts for the same degree. Government
figures show that, over their lifetime, graduates earn, on
average, more than £100,000 more than those without
degrees. They therefore pay much more tax and, as a
result, repay the cost of their higher education. Our
current system leads to a postcode lottery. The MYP
from Glasgow pays nothing for a degree in Scotland,
whereas the MYP from Grimsby pays £27,000 for exactly
the same degree. The MYP for Aberystwyth pays slightly
more than £9,000 in total, wherever they choose to
study, whereas the MYP for Armagh pays a total of
£9,000 only if they choose to study in Northern Ireland.
We are all part of a “United” Kingdom, but if you are
English it is going to cost you.

That is not fair and it is not equal, so what do we do
about this problem? We must make a university degree
truly count. Far too many people are studying degrees
that count for very little, and we wonder why graduate
unemployment is rising. We must reduce the number of
university places, while increasing opportunities at
vocational colleges. If we do that, a degree will truly
return to being a mark of excellence. That change
would make both tuition fees and a graduate tax irrelevant.
All MYPs should oppose this motion and I ask you to
vote against this campaign—a graduate tax is not the
way forward, which is why I am opposing it.
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We should be campaigning for our Members of
Parliament to take responsibility for their actions. They
never paid for their degrees, but they expect us to pay
for ours. My generation—our generation—did not cause
the economic mess we are in. I suggest that each MP
puts their money their mouth is and pays for the degree
that they have already got. If MPs want to vote for a
graduate tax, we will work out what they owe and they
can pay it back.

So, Ed Miliband, you may whinge now but your
party betrayed generations of students—you introduced
tuition fees. David Cameron, I suppose that paying for
education is nothing new to you. What is £27,000
compared with the cost of going to Eton? And then
there is Nick Clegg, who was elected on the basis of a
promise to scrap fees—that went well didn’t it! So that is
£27,000 from Ed, Dave and Nick, and they can all
afford it. I urge all MYPs to vote against the campaign.
Let us make MPs pay for their degrees. Thank you.

Mr Speaker: I can only assume that when Alex stands
for Parliament it will be as the leader of the newly
formed “Hustonites”party. Thank you very much indeed
for that. Can we have a voice from Scotland on this
matter?

Heather McKay (Scotland): As a Scottish sixth-year
student lucky enough to be able to escape tuition fees
yet foolhardy enough to apply predominantly to English
universities, tuition fees play a considerable part in
choosing where I, and I am sure all of us and many of
the people who we represent, will apply. I believe, therefore,
that any method to make the repayment of those fees
fairer is a method that should be thoroughly investigated.
A graduate tax would not only alleviate the stress on
UK students, creating a proportional system that would
charge people fairly for the benefit that they receive
from their degree, but create a more accurate network
of universities for all students UK-wide, no longer
deterring them from high aims in academia and creating
a society of equal opportunities that we, as a Youth
Parliament represent at our core.

Graham Findlay (South East): Education, education,
education: the words uttered by Tony Blair in this very
Chamber. No tuition fees: the words on the sign held up
by Nick Clegg in his constituency. Those politicians
said that education was a universal right for young
people, yet in my lifetime I have seen tuition fees increase
to £3,000, and then again to £9,000. Someone who is
four months younger than me gets three times less debt
than I do.

We are told every day by politicians that debt is a bad
thing. The situation that we are in at the moment is a
bad one; we cannot afford to be in debt. When I come
out of university, I will be in £27,000 of debt. Great—great
that I will pay less tuition fees per month. I will not have
to pay as much per month as I would under £3,000.
However, I will still have to pay £27,000 of my own
money for an education that any western politician
would say we had the right to for free. That does not
make any sense. Granted, those politicians did not have
to pay for their university fees—we should not have to
either. That is my point.

James Ellsmoor (West Midlands): I am MYP for
Shropshire in the west midlands. I live 10 miles from the
Welsh borders, so I am very keenly aware of the differences

between each of the nations. On that topic, it is atrocious
that certain Scottish Liberal Democrat MPs are allowed
to vote in favour of a tuition fee rise in England. Like
the vast majority of people here, I am completely against
the recent rise in fees—one of the issues talked about
most this year by my constituents, along with public
transport. I know very bright people who have been put
off attending university because of the massive debt
they will incur. However, I believe that a graduate tax is
not the solution and would cause far more problems
than the current system.

I have a lot of points, but I will just mention a few. On
taxing EU students, all students from any country in the
EU must be treated equally. That means that if any
English student goes to Estonia or Slovenia, for example,
they are entitled to the same grants and fees as a native
of that country. The problem is that not many schools
in England teach the national languages of either of
those countries, whereas all EU countries teach English,
so there are many more students coming to Britain than
are going to other countries. With the current system,
the debt has to be repaid. Although it is more difficult
to get back when a student leaves the UK, it is possible.
As there is no EU-wide tax system, it would be impossible
to collect a graduate tax from these EU nationals, when
they return to their country, without breaching EU law.
That also applies to UK expats. If I graduate and move
abroad, how do the Government propose taxing me? I
will have effectively got my degree for free. That will
encourage the people on the highest salaries to move
abroad to avoid the tax.

Also, on drop-outs, if I do not complete my degree,
do I pay a graduate tax? That acts as a disincentive to
someone who is on track to receive a poor degree.
Instead of getting a low mark, they could drop out a
few weeks before they finish. They will not have a
degree, so they will not have to pay a graduate tax.

Finally, a graduate tax would not abolish debts. Students
still need to pay for accommodation, text books, food
and transport, so they will still graduate with a debt,
which they will need to pay off while paying a graduate
tax.

The fee system has all the benefits of a graduate tax
without those major flaws. Although I do not agree
with the recent rise in tuition fees, I strongly urge my
fellow MYPs to vote against this ridiculous proposal, as
there is no benefit for students and the risk of serious
financial implications for our universities in future.
There are much better options than a graduate tax for
us to consider.

Rebecca Maynard (London): Mr Carter brought up
the point that the graduate tax will get rid of debt. We
are throwing around the word “debt” like it is the worst
thing ever, but there are different kinds of debt: healthy
debt and unhealthy debt. Spending thousands of pounds
on expensive handbags and shoes will mean unhealthy
debt—it will not benefit you in future—but if you make
the calculation that university will mean that you can
get the job and salary you want, surely you should
invest in it. You should think, “Okay. Well I’m gonna
have to pay it back slowly.” They have raised the wage at
which you have to pay back to £21,000 and you will pay
back less a month. Therefore, shouldn’t you look at that
and think, “I’m gonna earn more. This is an investment
in my future and in my future happiness.”
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Emily Nicolle (South West): I agree with the previous
speaker. It has been proven that going to university and
getting a degree adds £12,000 to your salary. If you
think about it, you will realise that that is more than one
year of your degree paid off instantly.

I also agree with James Ellsmore. A graduate tax
covers only your tuition fees; it does not cover
accommodation, food and living costs that you incur
when you go to university.

I do not propose that you vote against the motion,
but we should change it. It should not just say, “No to
tuition fees”. It should also say no to university costs. A
graduate tax should include all the costs of going to
university.

Michael Haddad (Northern Ireland): I would like to
reiterate my colleague Mr Huston’s points. I believe that
education in a third-level university should be cut, but it
should be saved for the hard-working, the talented and
the diligent. Money should be pumped into vocational
courses and drained from the long, drawn-out war.
Those who feel that debt is a fair price to pay for tuition
fail to see that the pen is mightier than the sword, and
that education is the silver bullet that opens opportunity
for all of us.

Olivia Barber (West Midlands): To get one thing
straight, Vince Cable’s proposal of graduate tax is, as
referred to by the University and College Union, essentially
an exercise in rebanding. At the end of the day, it does
not alter the astronomical rise in fees. Cable and other
pro-graduate tax politicians are merely playing dress-up
with the extortionate fees to which we will all be subjected
from September 2012—apart from Wales, of course.

Cable himself admitted that we already pay a form of
graduate tax, only under his plans, we will in fact pay
more. For example, a university-educated nurse will pay
£36,871 if the Government implement a 5% tax on their
earnings over 25 years. Under the previous system, they
would have paid in the region of £10,000. It is safe to
say that that disadvantage alone epitomises exactly why
no other country in the world has adopted that system.
Please oppose the motion.

Jack Chamberlain (East of England): Like many
here, I was aghast when I heard about the increase in
fees and I strongly opposed it up until it was passed in
this Chamber. However, now that it is the case and I will
be paying these fees I have looked at them more closely
and I have realised that if I end up coming out of
university and earning a very realistic salary of £30,000,
I will be paying just over £60 a month. That is very
affordable for people, as it is possible to live on the
£21,000 threshold alone, so any more that you are
paying on top of that is a price worth paying for the
degree you get.

The cost of university is not tuition fees; tuition fees
are all paid up-front. They are not what stops anyone
from going to university. What people need to look at
are the costs associated with living away from home—for
the first time for many of us—and the costs associated
with the additional parts of the course, such as textbooks.
Perhaps more help needs to be provided for those
poorer students, but that is not what this debate is
about.

If we were to switch to a graduate tax, all it would do
is increase costs for a country that, frankly, does not
have any money at the moment anyway. The administration

cost of switching systems is not worth the benefits of a
graduate tax, which is why we should oppose this motion
to make a graduate tax our national campaign.

Mr Speaker: A moment ago, Wales was referred to in
passing and therefore it would be great if we could have
a speaker from Wales. We have a choice of MYPs.

Jessica Peters (Wales): We should definitely vote for
this as the campaign. For a start, education is needed to
do everything that you want to do. If you want to make
public transport cheaper, you need bus drivers and
others for a start, even to run public transport. Bus
drivers have got to have an education. And there should
be zero tolerance towards bullying. People need to be
told how to deal with bullying in the first place. The
same goes for ending child poverty and having a greener
future for Britain. People need the education to sort
these things out.

The speaker before me said that £60 is not much at all
to pay at the end of the month if you are on a reasonable
salary, and even if you are making that much money
and you are getting the job that you wanted, you will
not end up paying the tax anyway, because it says that
you only have to pay when you are earning a certain
amount of money. This would be a perfectly good
campaign, Mr Speaker.

Karl Grant (East of England): I remember being a
five-year-old child and hearing Tony Blair make a speech
saying, “We are making university free, because we
want you to achieve your best, we want you to achieve
everything and we want you to go away with no fear
and no tax to pay.” I say to the last Government, “What
has happened?”

A young person is now going to university and paying
tax, and coming away with worrying debts and astronomical
costs. What we are doing is destroying and scrapping
young people’s future. We have to be honest and say
that the only people who will be able to afford this are
the rich people, and a lot of society is not rich.

If I may say just one more thing, a lot of people from
other countries in Europe—let us say Slovakia or Poland—
come to England and they do not have to pay the £9,000
tuition fees. However, if you are from England and you
are a young person, you have to pay the £9,000 tuition
fees directly.

Also, I think that this loan by the Government is not
the right thing. Say a person does two subjects, which
cost £9,000. They will still be paying back that loan by
the time that they are in work—by the time that they are
in their late 50s. The Government must seriously reconsider
this motion and put something else forward that will
work, that is accessible for young people and that
will secure the futures of young people in universities
for years to come.

David Cameron, I urge you—do not scrap young
people’s future. Think about young people; think about
people in poorer societies; and think about people who
do not have as much money as you. Put them first and
put young people first. That is why I am here today as
an MYP, to support young people.

Mr Speaker: Thank you for that fluent and impassioned
speech. I would now like to hear from someone from
Yorkshire and Humber.
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Callum Stanland (Yorkshire and Humber): My name’s
Callum and I am the MYP for North-East Lincolnshire—
which includes Grimsby, which Alex mentioned in his
speech—in Yorkshire and Humber.

As I travelled down this morning, I heard on the
radio that 20% of young people in Grimsby were not in
education, employment or training. That is really scary
because it means that one in every four people I speak
to in my constituency will not have the opportunity to
fulfil their potential.

The United Nations declaration of human rights
states that higher education should be accessible to all
and based on ability, not ability to pay. Fees at the
moment mean that education is not accessible to all. It
is not based on ability, but on ability to pay, and that is
wrong.

When I speak to young people, they say that they fear
the debt. They see their parents struggling, scrimping
and saving and having to take out loans to pay the bills
and put food on the table. They see their parents’ stress
and think, “I don’t want that debt; I don’t want that
stress. I want a better life, so I won’t go to university and
achieve my potential.”That does this country a disservice.

Twelve per cent. fewer people applied through UCAS
for higher education in October this year. That means
that there will be 12% fewer doctors, vets, lawyers,
teachers and people from Oxford and Cambridge—
[Laughter.] The number of those going to Oxford and
Cambridge from poorer areas is very low and seriously
needs to be improved. I think that a graduate tax would
be a great way to encourage more people to go to
Oxford and Cambridge.

Mr Speaker: Thank you. May I have an MYP to
speak from the North West?

Naadhirah Dudha (North West): I want to address the
fact that tuition fees create segregation, and they further
divide the poor and the rich. However, the problem with
a graduate tax is that we will have the stress after the
degree. So why not bring in things like scholarships? An
increase in scholarships would mean that more people
were allowed to enter university and higher education.
That is my point.

Mr Speaker: Thank you. I would like to hear from
someone from the East Midlands.

Hayley Hall (East Midlands): I believe that universities
should be seen as an investment. Everyone has the
opportunity to go to university and, once you get a
degree, you will be earning much more money because
of your degree, and you will be able to pay off your fees.
I’m sure that the UK taxpayer would agree that we
already pay enough tax. Does anyone want to pay any
more tax after a degree that they should see as an
investment? If you can’t get a job after your degree,
perhaps you should not be getting a degree in the first
place. Perhaps you should go into vocational education,
which will help you more with your future.

I don’t think that graduate tax is the right way
forward. We need to stick with the current system,
improve it and educate our young people more so that
they know what opportunities they have to get the best
out of their education. Anyone can go to university if
they have the ability; anyone can pay off their fees after
their degree if they get a job.

Mr Speaker: We are pleased to be joined by Stephen
Gilbert, Liberal Democrat Member of Parliament for
St Austell and Newquay, and Guy Opperman, Conservative
Member of Parliament for Hexham in the north-east of
England. That is very fitting, Guy, because we need now
to hear from an MYP from the North East.

Cameron Brown (North East): I would like to raise an
issue with the speaker from Yorkshire and Humber who
said that we would have to create some sort of independent
quango body to oversee graduate tax. The last thing
that we want is another quango or independent body.
The last thing I would want, as a student graduating
from university, would be another tax. We already have
national insurance, income tax and pension contributions
taken from us. The last thing I want is a graduate tax.
The problem is that a graduate tax is a tax on jobs. It is
a punishment for the fact that I am lucky enough to
have an education to get a job. It is silly to base a
graduate tax on the fact that I have a job.

Mr Speaker: I am sorry, but time is against us, and we
do have other debates, so we now need to wind up the
debate. To conclude it, I call Miss Poppie Simmonds.

Poppie Simmonds (East Midlands): Hello, and to
start, I have something for you all to think about.
Under the current tuition fees system, if a student uses
the Student Loans Company to cover their costs, as
many do, when they graduate, they will pay 9% of their
earnings once they reach a salary of £21,000. Now, if
you are paying a percentage of your earnings, as a
contribution towards a service that you have used and,
hopefully, benefitted from, is that not quite a bit like a
tax? Thinking about it this way, the two systems are
remarkably similar. The only difference being the rate
of tax and the thresholds, which mean that the amount
of tax being paid back will be different.

We know that we need to pay something towards the
costs of our university education, but which is the best
way to contribute? We have gone from one extreme to
the other—from paying nothing to possibly paying up
to £9,000. What we, as the UK Youth Parliament, have
to question is whether a graduate tax is the right next
step. Well, it could be, especially as fees often act as a
barrier to university. A graduate tax system might,
therefore, open up the possibility of going to university
to those who have never even dreamed about it owing to
money worries. Also, as Harrison covered earlier, it was
discovered by the National Union of Students that a
graduate earning £30,000 would be £37 better off each
month.

A graduate tax could also be a step backward, however,
because under a graduate tax system, there is no set
value for a degree, meaning that two people on the same
course could end up paying hugely different amounts
for it—something that many would question the fairness
of, especially Alex, who showed us the different MYPs
and what they would pay.

The truth is that people fear debt, but they equally
loathe tax. If there are three things that us Brits complain
about the most, they are tax, debt and the weather—
especially on a day such as this. When I spoke to
CYCLe, my county youth council in Leicestershire,
many members gave me excellent reasons for having
tuitions fees or a graduate tax system. I realised that
there is no clear-cut answer. Our job now, as MYPs and
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young people, is to vote on what we think is right. We
have heard some brilliant cases for and against this
debate motion being our major campaign, and ultimately,
it is up to you.

Mr Speaker: Thank you for that, Poppie.

Bullying in Schools

David Crone (North East): The third debate today
will be,

Schools should have a zero tolerance policy to bullying. The
policies and guidance about preventing, and dealing with bullying,
should be written by students in consultation with teachers and
relevant professionals.

Hostility is not inherited. Antagonism is not genetic.
The tendency to torment and the inclination to intimidate
are not engrained by default into human nature, but are
a learned behaviour. The poisonous source of all intolerance,
prejudice and discrimination is ignorance, preconception
and divergence. To tackle bullying when it is rampantly
flourishing and in full bloom should be nothing more
than a final resort in the face of adversity. To cause its
roots to rot before it has had effect is a true victory in
the name of equality.

Simply to punish a bully for targeting a gay person
might relieve that incidence of suffering but will not
challenge the deep-rooted homophobia. Simply to discipline
an individual for attacking a person on the basis of
their race might remedy that particular problem but will
not eradicate the racist undertones. Simply to penalise
someone for mocking a person with a disability might
close that chapter of ridicule but will not solve the
ignorance of the condition. Equality can be attained
only through education. Equality can be secured only
when schools foster a culture characterised by respect,
when the extended curriculum encourages young people
to embrace the characteristics that make each of them
unique and to value the feature that binds them all
together—humanity.

Suspension from school is a short-term plaster that
cannot fully cover the deep wound of misunderstanding
and ignorance. Effective rehabilitation, reformation and
education is what we need. Despite recent work, there
remains variation in the intensity of the problem from
school to school, and policies are often drafted blindly,
without the full support of parents, students, charities
and youth work professionals. No legislation in our
country is enforced without due consultation and discussion,
so why should the rules of our schools be treated any
differently? How can a matter of personal safety and
children’s and young people’s well-being be left to chance?

Some people might think that bullying is the perfect
mask for what is actually hurtful criminality, and younger
children might not realise how their supposedly frivolous
words are the origins of a punishable crime. To verbally
attack or physically assault a person on the street is
unacceptable and warrants consequence, so why should
the fact that it is taking place in schools make it any less
severe? There would be an outcry if the police failed to
deal with a hate crime, so why is it acceptable to
overlook the issue within the classroom? It is unacceptable
to be prejudiced in public, so why should it be permitted
in private? Research has shown that six in 10 male
bullies aged between 10 and 14 would commit at least
one crime by the age of 24. Put simply, if we do not
immediately highlight and tackle the issue, those people
risk falling into an unbreakable and ongoing cycle of
illegality and immorality.

There appears to be a worrying separation between
what some schools define as bullying and what others
decide is not. Despite research suggesting that homophobia
is three times as prevalent as racism in our schools,
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figures from Stonewall show that staff fail to intervene
in almost half of all incidences of homophobic bullying.
To remain silent is an unspoken acceptance and tolerance
by staff, and to ignore the issue will only allow it to
balloon and intensify. In more than 60% of the cases,
the students said that nothing was done.

Until every potential instance is recognised and prevented,
and every transpired incidence is challenged and questioned,
we cannot begin to strive for safer communities for
young people. Until every child can rely on every staff
member to tackle every situation with conviction, confidence
and concern, we cannot claim to take a zero-tolerance
approach to bullying. The current situation is a reliance
upon independent charities, and there is a growing
number of teenage suicides, with dwindling self-confidence
and increasing self-loathing. Young people are being
failed by the policies we have now.

Not each year, but every single day, 170,000 young
people truant from school because they are being bullied.
We can discuss tuition fees, transport and energy, but
the foundation of it all is primary and secondary education,
and if we want those 170,000 young people in school on
Monday, the first step is to make this issue our priority.
Thank you.

Mr Speaker: David, thank you for that terrific and
uncompromising start to this important debate. Before
I call the opposer of the motion, I note in passing that
we have been joined by the right hon. Member for
Orkney and Shetland (Mr Carmichael), the Liberal
Democrat Chief Whip himself. Show yourself, Alistair,
and gesticulate at us.

Xavier Cohen (East of England): Bullying has been, is
and always will be a very serious issue. Yet this is
something that the Government, schools, and society as
a whole are all very aware of. Schools in Scotland are
strongly recommended to have an anti-bullying policy,
while every single school in England, Wales and Northern
Ireland is required by law to have a policy against
bullying. Members of the Youth Parliament, this matter
is being addressed.

This campaign proposes that the UKYP should focus
on making schools change their anti-bullying policies in
a process that involves both students and relevant
professionals. Superficially, an attempt at improving
anti-bullying policies seems like a good move, but is the
way we deal with bullying the problem? We are
compassionate creatures: we naturally feel for the victim
and punish the bully accordingly. But a campaign for
zero-tolerance towards bullying makes one harmful
assumption: that the victims will overcome the often
terrifying obstacle of telling someone about their suffering.
Research shows that 30% of 10 to 14-year-olds did not
tell anyone that they had been bullied. These are the
most vulnerable children, who must be helped, not
cases that schools are already dealing with. The motion
ignores this.

Despite the flaws of the motion, which have already
been outlined, whether a teacher acts upon an incident
of bullying that they witness, or even if they implement
the written policy, is not something that a Member of
the Youth Parliament can tackle. The UKYP, in its
youthful passion, has too often suffered from naive
ambition and unfortunately not delivered results on its

main campaigns. My friends, it is time that we tackled
an issue that we can beat. We must fight the root cause
of bullying, not the recurring symptoms.

The root cause of this issue is sadly far too deeply
ingrained in society for the UKYP to make any impact.
Surely the problem lies in the way we are brought up,
the way we are educated and—more than that—the way
we can go through our lives being a part of a society
where we are encouraged to compete with one another
in school, where the dangerous social hierarchy that we
all seek to climb is formed, to the degree that intentionally
and systematically harming another person seems
acceptable. The problem is bullying, not how we deal
with it. Members of the Youth Parliament, we must
vote for a campaign that will enable us all to bring
about real change. Do not let this unachievable motion
pass. Thank you.

Several Members rose—

Mr Speaker: As always, there is great pressure on
time. We have had two excellent speeches. I am going to
appeal for extreme brevity in speeches. If we can deliver
that, we will be able to stick to time and get a reasonable
number of people in. I am looking, in the first instance,
for somebody from the west midlands.

Tom Hulin (West Midlands): I believe that one of the
main causes, if not the main cause, of bullying is
ignorance. I think that certain types of bullying stem
from the fact that some young people do not understand
or accept other people’s beliefs or backgrounds. I am
lucky enough to have grown up in a multicultural area
where I have had the privilege to learn about other
people’s cultures. Not all young people have this opportunity.
I believe that there should be greater emphasis within
the education system on encouraging young people to
respect and learn from each other’s differences.

Faye Gobbi (South East): I ask people to think back
about their own education. I am sure that everyone here
can think of someone, either themselves or a close
friend, who has experienced bullying. If that is the case,
surely the Government initiatives in place at the moment
are not working. Young people have to go to school and
they should not be penalised and punished when they
are at school. We should stand fully with young people
by voting this subject in as our campaign, because we
can make a difference to those young people who cannot
face the bullies.

Emily Carter (South West): We are UKYP, and we
are the voices of young people. Surely, then, we should
make this subject our main campaign, because we want
to tackle the issue. We want to help all young people in
society who face this problem. We want to make things
better, and I do not mean only things like transport, a
greener future for Britain and the graduate tax, because
we want to help people have a more enjoyable life.
Surely we need to help people before they get to university,
particularly when they face a situation that they cannot
deal with. Surely we need to make things more comfortable
for them so that they can go forward positively into the
future.

Kishan Parshotam (London): I represent the London
borough of Brent. In Brent we are tackling bullying
through a three-pronged approach, involving the role of
the local authority, working in local schools and working
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with the community. We all know that bullying at any
level leads to poor attendance, lack of achievement and
divisions within school communities.

More needs to be done by all parties to ensure that
bullying is stamped out at the lowest level—in primary
schools. That is where it really begins. During a four-week
volunteering experience at primary school after my
exams, the amount of bullying I saw was incredible.
Children were picking on other children for the smallest
things—and it snowballs and escalates.

Brent council reached the top 10 in the education
equality index for its work in preventing and tackling
homophobic bullying in Brent schools, as was announced
in July 2011, but we are far from perfection. Perfection
means that any child, regardless of background, belief
or sexual orientation, can be happy at all times through
their lives, especially in the place where they should feel
safest—at school. It is in our children’s interests to vote
for this motion today. They will be the beneficiaries of a
society where bullying is no longer a problem as it has
been tackled effectively.

If we act today, we will see a safer and happier
tomorrow. Children will be more productive, thus boosting
our economy—always a good thing—and the student
body in generations to come will be safer and happier.

Jack Green (Scotland): Although I think this is a
fantastic topic, I am worried about a feasibility issue.
This matter has to be dealt with by local authorities
because they create—or at least they do in Scotland—the
anti-bullying policies for individual schools. It would be
a mammoth task for UKYP to work with all the local
authorities on one large project. Although it would be a
great thing to see, I do not think it would be possible for
UKYP to achieve it. That is why it might be best to
devote our attention elsewhere.

Nickita Gaut (North East): I want to contradict
Mr Cohen, who said that the Youth Parliament, as an
organisation, could not make a difference, but does the
fact that a wall is unscaleable mean that we should not
try? Is that not what we are here for?

If it is true that we cannot make a difference, it proves
to me that there is so much bullying embedded in our
society that we cannot even bully ourselves.

Yasmin Proctor-Kent (East Midlands): I want to talk
about a specific aspect of bullying: bullying of lesbians,
gays, bisexuals and transsexuals, which is one of the
most prevalent forms of bullying in our schools. It is
absolutely disgusting that someone should be picked on
because of their sexual orientation. We heard earlier
that 65% of LGBT teenagers are bullied, of whom 17%
receive death threats, which is unacceptable in a society
such as ours.

That information comes from Stonewall, which is
one of the only UK charities of that kind. America has
many national campaigns, including the It Gets Better
campaign. We need a national LGBT campaign here,
supported by young people. We should be trying to help
young people survive their time in school. There have
been so many youth suicides connected with LGBT
issues, and it cannot continue.

Corey Sutch (Northern Ireland): This year, the number
of Northern Irish children who called ChildLine with
depression or suicidal thoughts was 300% higher than

the number last year, and many of the calls related to
bullying. Let me give just one statistic about the state of
bullying in Northern Ireland: 87% of Northern Irish
LGBT pupils feel that their schools did not do enough
to help.

Some of the issues we are discussing today, such as
the one about transport, do not affect Northern Ireland
in any significant way, but I urge you to vote on this
very important national issue.

Matthew Christodoulou (Yorkshire and Humber):
Bullying needs to be stamped out. It affects people’s
performance, and we need to find the right way of
getting rid of it. We are all special, and we all have
different talents. The world would be boring if we were
all the same. Furthermore, I believe that school suspensions
and exclusions are the wrong way to deal with bullying,
because they are not working.

This is one opportunity for us to be able to use the
media successfully. Sports people are in the media for
the wrong reasons sometimes, because they make remarks
to other players that could be described as bullying.
Bring back our idols, our parents and schools, and let
them say “Get rid of this bullying.” We should be in
unison, all together. Bring back the local anti-bullying
wristband, and let us get rid of bullying permanently.

Sana Khan (North West): The UKYP manifesto contains
the statistic that 28% of young people did not tell
anyone about their experiences of cyber-bullying. Obviously
any sort of bullying can leave a young person spiralling
into depression and emotional imbalance, and their
school grades and attendance rates may drop significantly.
The problem with cyber-bullying is that it is almost
impossible for teachers to track it down and solve the
problem unless the students who are affected by it come
forward. Even when students do approach teachers,
how are the teachers supposed to figure out who is
bullying a student behind their computer screen? It
would take concerted effort by parents, teachers and
police. Teachers would be one of the main opponents of
such action, because they could argue that it would
force them into additional duties such as compiling
paperwork and reports. They could contend that taking
control of bullying incidents would impose an undue
burden on them because of the lack of time and resources.

We need to think about the feasibility of this. Can we
actually do any more to tackle bullying?

Mr Speaker: Thank you.
Colleagues, we have been joined by the Labour Member

for Jarrow, Stephen Hepburn. I cannot see him now, but
he was here a moment ago. Stephen, thank you for
coming and supporting the Youth Parliament. We may
see him again in a couple of minutes.

Jess Meyrick (Wales): I believe there are two types of
bullying: direct bullying— physical harm that everyone
can see and is therefore hard to hide—and indirect
bullying, which might be a minor remark made in the
corridor, or social exclusion, which can be hard to
speak out against and which, psychologically, harms
people the most. I think bullying should be the national
campaign, which is why I support this motion.

Jacob Marcus (East of England): These days, when
someone hurls just one insult that is called bullying.
Bullying is overstated, therefore. We need to change
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[Mr Speaker]

what we define as bullying, because too much is classed
as bullying. Yes, there is a problem with bullying, but I
think that comes down to parental control over children
and parents not disciplining their children enough.

Mr Speaker: I am sorry, but we have run out of time.
We have managed to accommodate each region in each
of the three debates, with the exception of the first
debate, in which no one from Northern Ireland wanted
to speak. To conclude the debate, I call Mr Robert
Littleton.

Robert Littleton (East of England): Bullying is a
terrible practice that should never be tolerated. I think
everyone in this room—and, indeed, in this country—can
agree with that. What we are looking at today, however,
is the way we deal with bullying. This motion proposes
greater consultation between pupils, teachers and
professionals, and it suggests that there should be an
increase in the amount of training and support that is
available.

During the last 30 minutes, we have heard some
interesting, inspirational and very passionate views about
this most controversial of topics, but the key aspect
MYPs must consider when casting their vote is whether
we think we are doing enough already to tackle this
issue, and whether we consider it to be the most crucial
problem facing young people who have put us here
today.

Bullying is certainly a persistent and widespread issue,
and it has great consequences for the individual. Statistics
collected by the NSPCC show that over one third of
young people experienced bullying or discrimination
during their childhood. That is equivalent to about six
rows of people in this Chamber, or enough people to fill

two whole double-decker buses. Is that enough people
for us to consider this the most prominent issue facing
young people today?

As we have heard, there are also many reasons why
this motion should not be selected as the UKYP’s top
priority. A number of anti-bullying laws are already in
place to confront this issue throughout the UK. In
England, Wales and Northern Ireland, schools are now
required by law to have an anti-bullying policy. Bearing
that in mind, is it still necessary for us to make this our
No. 1 campaign?

Another issue is that bullying legislation is extremely
difficult to generalise across the whole country, as each
region or nation will have its own specific problems and
solutions to bullying. Surely, would it not then be
foolish to create one rule for the whole of the UK, as we
are proposing?

Another problem is that the face of bullying has
changed greatly over the last couple of years, with the
development of a new age of bullying in the form of
cyber-intimidation. MYPs, when you cast your votes
today, you must ask yourself: will this proposed motion
deal with the prevention of cyber-bullying as well?

Your decision could have enormous consequences.
Your vote could change a thousand lives, or it could
change just one life. Either way, your vote can make a
real difference. So, please, weigh up both sides of the
argument and come to a conclusion: should we have a
zero-tolerance approach to bullying in schools?

Mr Speaker: Thank you, Robert. That concludes the
morning session of our sitting. The Youth Parliament
will now adjourn until 1.30 pm—we are being broadcast,
so we need to return by that time. I invite you all to
return to Westminster Hall for lunch.

12.40 pm
Sitting suspended.
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1.30 pm
Sitting resumed.

Mr Speaker: I hope you enjoyed your lunch. The
Youth Parliament will now consider the fourth motion
of the day relating to child poverty. I call Mr Mu-Hamid
Pathan to move the motion.

Child Poverty
Mu-Hamid Pathan (East Midlands): The fourth debate

today will be,
We believe that no child should live in poverty. Every child

matters and deserves a good quality of life.

Thank you, Mr Speaker, for giving us this tremendous
opportunity to speak in what is known as the “motherland
of all democracies”. At the age of five, in 1997, I had a
dream that I would speak from this very Dispatch Box,
but never in my wildest dreams did I think it would
come true so fast.

As this will be my last time speaking on behalf of the
Youth Parliament, I would also like to thank my
constituents and Leicester youth service—I could cite
individual names, but to do so would take up the whole
of my allocated time. I especially thank the people in
my East Midlands region and a few special people,
especially my mother and young sister, who have already
supported me; the deputy city mayor, Councillor Rory
Palmer, for his kind message this morning; my local
MP, Mr Jon Ashworth; my mentors, Mr John Coster,
the community media champion for Leicester, and Tina
Barton, who has worked with many young people in
Leicester, raising their aspirations; and Mr Paul Boskett,
who has been my inspiration, and Mr James Cathcart,
whom I like very dearly.

I mentioned that because it links in very well with
what I am here to debate. Child poverty is one of the
biggest issues in our country, yet it goes unnoticed.
More than a third of our young people—nearly 4 million
children—are living in poverty, and that is atrocious.
We are doing a disservice to our future, our children
and our young people, and it is time to make sure that
Britain’s future is bright. So if you believe in and value a
brighter future for Britain, you should vote for this
motion.

Life expectancy is one of the biggest issues where
child poverty plays a crucial factor. Recent statistics
show that a child born in Kensington and Chelsea has
the highest life expectancy in Britain, whereas Glasgow,
where some of my MYP colleagues are from, has some
of the lowest life expectancy rates in any comparable
developed nation. If you believe in Britain—and I do—you
must believe in a Britain for all our people, not just the
privileged few at the top of society. So if you believe in
better life chances for our people, you should vote for it.

Let us look at what we have achieved in some of our
local authorities. In Leicester, the deputy city mayor has
set up a commission to tackle child poverty. It consists
of councillors, academics and MPs, and aims to set
realistic targets for Leicester and to tackle these issues
by 2014, before the end of their term in office. Every
local authority in Britain can adapt and replicate this
approach for their young people. Young people in
Leicestershire carried out peer-led research into child
poverty, whose findings were incorporated in Leicestershire

county council’s family poverty strategy. This is what we
can do. This is what each local authority across Britain
can do to tackle this problem.

That links into aspiration and education. The chances
are if you are born in a deprived area, in a deprived
family, you may not get a high level of education
because of a lack of resources. That is a waste of talent.
The former Prime Minister Tony Blair said that his
three priorities for Britain were “Education. Education.
Education.” UK Youth Parliament, I tell you today that
the three main priorities today for our young people—our
constituents—are “Aspiration. Aspiration. Aspiration.”
Aspiration is a big word, but what does it really mean?
It means the hope and ambition that you are able to
progress and achieve, regardless of your background. It
is the belief that everyone has an equal chance in life
and that there is a level playing field for everyone.

Youth unemployment is at its highest rate in recent
years. In Northern Ireland, 50% of young adults in one
Enniskillen ward in Fermanagh are living in poverty.
That must change if we want a better future for Britain.
My fellow MYP, who is here today, Mr Joseph Hayat, is
running a very successful campaign to tackle youth
unemployment. If you value Britain’s three biggest
priorities—education, aspiration and employment—you
should vote for the motion today.

Social mobility is also suffering at the hands of this
injustice. Apart from a few inspirational individuals
who have gone on to achieve fantastic things, it is very
hard for young people who are born and raised in
poverty to progress to the highest jobs in the public and
private sector. If you believe in social mobility, you
should vote for this. You may say, “Why choose child
poverty over transport? Why choose it over the environment,
bullying or tuition fees?” You choose this because this is
the foundation for all those topics. You choose this
because yet another generation are entering a cycle of
poverty—a very vicious cycle. Unemployment and a
lack of opportunity waits for them at the end of the
cycle. You choose this because the people in power can
do, and should do, more to help end child poverty.

UKYP itself is a powerhouse of aspiration. It inspired
me to run for the elected mayor of Leicester, at the age
of 18, making me the youngest candidate in Britain to
do so. I believe that if I can do it, every single one of
you can do it, too. Child poverty rates in Britain remind
me of the film, “Back to the Future”, in which a
character called Marty McFly is trapped in the 1950s.
Let us not leave our children, our futures, our constituents
and our young people back in the past. Let us make this
change today. Economic stability for our hard-working
families must be the basis of a more flexible and progressive
future for Britain.

Our values as a country and as a Youth Parliament—our
instincts as siblings, neighbours and representatives—make
us insist that no child in our country should be left
behind. So when politicians talk about the promise of
Britain, this is the promise of Britain. When they say,
“Change we can believe in”, this is the change we can
believe in. When they say, “Let us build a fairer Britain
for all”, these are the first steps towards building it. This
is the foundation for a fairer Britain. I can see some
faces around here thinking that I am using slogans from
all three major Westminster parties. They are the promises
of all the three parties in Westminster at the previous
election. If you believe in a notion of progress for
Britain, you should vote for this motion today.
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I am still an optimist. I believe in the power of
politics to change things. With all the cynicism and
personality rubbish, you can come to a place like this
and reflect how much things have changed in your local
authority and in your city. Things changed because of
political decisions in your local authorities. They had
not changed before we were in office, and would not
have changed if had we not been in office, so today is a
day to be proud of our achievements in every single one
of our local authorities.

A mandate for change, that is all I ask, UK Youth
Parliament 4 November 2011. Every single child, every
young person living in your constituency is calling out
to you today, asking you if you will hear their concerns,
asking you if you will help them achieve a better future.
We must seek solutions that benefit the many, and not
just the few.

This vote is not over until it is over, and I want every
bit of support we can have today, because this is a fight
we have to win. There is a choice between poverty—whether
you end it, or ignore it. It is not a choice about political
opinion; it is a choice of futures. I tell you this: never,
ever let child poverty back to do the damage it has done
to our society over the years. Tomorrow, when you go
home, you can wake up to another five or so years with
this issue being brushed under the carpet, with millions
of children’s life chances ending in poverty, or you can
elect a campaign with new hope, fresh ideas and a vision
for a good and better Britain.

I can see from the expression on Antonia’s face that I
have gone over time, so I must end here, but I am
passionate about this issue, just as much as you all are
passionate about change. We get this right and things
can only get better for Britain. Thank you very much indeed.

Jess Simonds (Wales): Prynhawn da everybody. I
represent Funky Dragon, the Children and Young People’s
Assembly for Wales, and I am here today to oppose the
motion on child poverty. You might think that that is
unjustifiable, because child poverty is undoubtedly a
large issue in the UK. However, I first ask you: what is
poverty? How are we meant to measure it without
getting caught up in technology and luxuries such as
iPads, phones and cars?

In Somalia, male life expectancy is 48 years, and only
32% of children are enrolled in primary education.
Most people are lucky to reach their life expectancy.
Mortality in under-fives is 180 per thousand per year.
The United Kingdom—our country—is a country of
prosperity that gives out hundreds of millions of pounds
to countries such as Somalia. Male life expectancy here
is 78 years.

Secondly, “Our Rights, Our Story”, a 2007 report by
Funky Dragon, the Children and Young People’s Assembly
for Wales, found that 65% of people in Wales had never
had their rights explained. Only 8% were aware of their
rights, and the rest were unaware. Although those statistics
are for Wales only, the high numbers represent a missing
link that can only be stretched across the UK.

The United Nations review on children’s rights in the
UK said that the way in which young people are treated
in the criminal justice system is more of an issue than
poverty, showing that poverty is not our priority.

Thirdly, child poverty forms part of the bigger circle
of youth poverty, disadvantages in later life and high
crime rates. For example, the burglary rate in Yorkshire

is twice as high as that in the south of England, which
reflects the fact that high poverty rates in those areas
lead to a life of crime.

In the national Low Pay Commission’s report on
the national minimum wage from April this year, the
commission displays how young people are one of
the hardest hit by the age of segregation of the national
minimum wage. The report states:

“Between 1999 and 2007, average earnings of young people
rose roughly in line with those of adults, as did their minimum
wages. Since then, it has become evident that the wages of young
people have increased at a slower pace than those of adults”.

That leads to a lack of resources, lack of inspiration
and—essentially—poverty.

Finally, my point is this. The End Poverty Now
coalition is a mass of small and large charities from all
over the UK trying to tackle this problem every single
day. There are two relevant millennium development
goals—improving child health and universal primary
education. The MDGs were set to be achieved by 2010,
but they have clearly not yet been met. The deadlines
have been extended but the contexts of the goals have
not been reviewed. The world is changing, and so must
the MDGs to incorporate what is important in the
present day.

Global leaders, Governments and so many people
pour money into child poverty. If they cannot make a
difference, how can we? I urge you to think about what
is realistic when you make your choices. What is achievable
in the next 12 months? Think about what we can do to
make a difference to young people all over the UK and
make way for the next generation.

Nadirur Choudhury (West Midlands): As was mentioned,
we need to talk about what poverty is. Is a child in
poverty one who has no food, water or shelter, or is it
one who cannot get an Xbox or PS3? We must remember
that every young person matters. What we need is a big
campaign. UKYP representatives can make change—we
were elected to do that—and improve the lives of young
people. Therefore, I believe we should end child poverty,
and make change not only in our constituencies and in
our communities, but in society.

Katie Lambert (South East): I believe that ending
child poverty is a really big issue, but as my two fellow
MYPs have mentioned, we cannot really do anything
about it until we all realise what poverty actually is. If,
for example, I were to go into my school and ask my
school colleagues what poverty is, they are more than
likely to say famine or drought, but that is not it. Until
we actually change what people perceive as poverty, we
cannot do anything about it, because there is no way of
judging what is and what is not poverty.

Louise Cameron (Grampian): When you say “poverty”,
you do not usually instantly think of the UK. However,
as we have already determined, child poverty is a major
issue, affecting a third of all the children in the UK. I
believe that, with the awareness that we can create from
this campaign, we can eliminate the depression that the
UK is facing with child poverty.

Many charities offer weeks away for these children to
experience a normal life, so that they can see how a
normal life works. The children get inspired and motivated
to get out of their poverty. That is what we need. We
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need to inspire them, because they have ambitions and
some of them are so intelligent, but they just do not
have the opportunities. Many of them have not seen
things such as beaches, or cows walking in fields. This is
the chance that we need to offer them and we can do it
with this campaign.

Mr Speaker: Forgive me. This morning, in possibly
the first debate, somebody stood up at the back because
he thought that I was calling him to speak. If he wants
to speak now, he can do so. He is not obliged to do so if
he does not want to.

Jack Lewis (London): Okay. Child poverty is a massive
issue in the UK and a national disgrace. For example,
you can see that in France only 8% of children are in
poverty; in Germany, one in six children are in poverty;
and in Finland in 2007 about 11% of children were in
poverty. In the UK, about a third of children are in
poverty, so it really is a national issue for us.

However, I do not think that we should adopt child
poverty as this year’s UKYP campaign, because many
things are already being done. They include local charities
working with young people to improve their lives. One
example is the Holly Street Children and Young People’s
Partnership in Hackney. On the Holly Street estate
since 1997, crime increased at a rapid rate, but since the
intervention of the HSCYPP crime has been reduced by
30% because the HSCYPP has got people involved in
different initiatives.

I come from a very affluent area of London—Richmond
upon Thames—and many people are unaware of the
issues surrounding child poverty and what the definition
of child poverty actually is. Before we adopt child
poverty as a campaign, people need to be educated
about exactly what child poverty is and how we can
tackle it. Also, more things need to be promoted, such
as campaigning, and different types of charities should
do more work before child poverty should be taken on
as a campaign.

Mr Speaker: What about a young person from the
east midlands?

Joseph Hayat (East Midlands): As this will be my last
opportunity to speak in the House, I briefly want to
express my gratitude for the privileged opportunity it
has been to serve. I also want to thank a special person,
because without her support and inspiration I undoubtedly
would not be the person that I am today.

I could not agree more with the speaker from Leicester,
Mu-Hamid Pathan. The biggest impact of this issue
right now is that there are just under 1 million young
people who are unemployed and the last weapon that
this recession has is to knock their aspirations, with
society stigmatising young people and telling them,
“You’re all the same, you’re lazy yobs, you have no
ambition, you’re inexperienced.”Nonsense. Young people
are ready for work, and the development of opportunities
for young people is an essential priority for a stronger,
more enterprising and economically competitive Britain.

Look at what organisations such as Battlefront,
Lincolnshire county council and FutureYou have already
achieved by campaigning to place this issue at the heart
of the British Government, and by demonstrating the
hope and prosperity that change can bring.

If you believe in the future of this country, you must
believe in all young people from all walks of life. We
must unite to ignite this change and to support these
efforts. This is a fight that we have to win for the future,
and I urge each and every one of you to give your
constituents the future they deserve by voting for this
motion.

Mr Speaker: Is there anybody from Northern Ireland
who wants to speak in this debate?

Darren O’Reilly (Northern Ireland): Four million
young people live in poverty in the UK. In 1979, the
figure was one in 10; it now stands at three in 10. It can
no longer be ignored. The UK has one of the worst
rates of child poverty in the industrial world. The
deteriorating situation means that child poverty costs
the Exchequer £25 billion every year. We must look to
our European neighbours for inspiration, as child poverty
in many member states is as low as 5%. Removing child
poverty will ensure that we live in a just society and that
equal opportunity is available for all. Support the motion.

Mr Speaker: What about a young person from the
South West? I call the young woman who has jumped
up with huge enthusiasm several times. Indeed, you
lifted yourself off the floor and I thought you were
about to go into orbit so we need to hear from you.

Emilie Adams (South West): Right. We associate poverty
with places like Africa, but the issue lies in England. We
have the problem of people not being aware of what it
is. One in 20 young people in the United Kingdom are
homeless—I don’t mean sleeping on park benches, but
something that is unnoticed because they sleep on their
friends’ sofas and go to school the next day. We don’t
see it. We know that poverty leads to lack of education,
which can fast forward and tumble into a life of crime
and dysfunction. If we tackle it now and tackle it early,
we can catch it before it gets completely out of hand,
and we can help our society.

Tom Jennings (North West): I represent Warrington
South. We have seen 600,000 more children driven into
poverty while the welfare state is dismantled, and
Connexions and youth services have been decimated.
Lone parents have lost money and public services;
750,000 people have lost their disability living allowance,
and 500,000 public sector workers have lost their jobs.
Forty-nine per cent. of colleges have fewer applicants,
while we lose education maintenance allowance and
suffer higher tuition fees. The figures for young carers,
NEETs and youth unemployment are skyrocketing. It is
imperative to choose this subject for our campaign
because we must ensure that the Government are aware
of the catastrophic effects of their current spending
plan. By 2013, 3.1 million children in the UK will live in
poverty. We cannot—and must not—vote for buses, fees
and climate change over children’s lives and futures.

Jessica Foster (Wales): I am from Powys in north
Wales. It is disgusting that young people in a developed
country such as the UK are in poverty. Are we really in
poverty or are we just below the norm? We need to
figure out what poverty is before we tackle the matter. I
do not really think that it is our issue to tackle—it is too
big and schemes are already in place. I think we should
vote for something else.
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Ailish Brown (East of England): I totally agree that
child poverty is a big issue in the UK. However, is
ending child poverty in the next 12 months a realistic
goal for the UK Youth Parliament? Instead, we need to
help people break the cycle of poverty. Therefore, let us
not cut youth services, because they help people in
poverty. They help people get out of crime, which many
turn to when they are in poverty. We need to think of
issues other than simply ending child poverty that will
help end it in the long run. Let us think of realistic
goals, but let us not give up.

Mr Speaker: What about Yorkshire and Humber?
What about the young man in the middle of the troika
at the back? [Laughter.] We are looking forward to
hearing from you—go for it, man.

Tom Astell (Yorkshire and Humber): I do not support
the motion, but I support putting a statement about it
in our manifesto, and I want to make a few points
because it is a big issue, even though I do not think it
should be our campaign. East Riding, my constituency,
has some of the most deprived areas in the UK. All of
us have been elected to support and stand up for, at a
national level, people such as those in my constituency.
Things are getting worse in the UK. Funding cuts are
stopping people having opportunities and having a
good life, like that most of us here are enjoying now—we
have a fantastic opportunity that hardly anyone else in
the UK is getting. Young people are the future, so we
must make the future bright, instead of being stuck in
the darkness of poverty.

Maisie McCormack (North East): Child poverty is a
severe issue for all our constituents in all our areas.
Although we should take steps to combat the terrible
lack of opportunities facing some young people across
the UK, our national campaign should focus on realistic
goals that will help all our constituents, not a minority.
All young people, for generations to come, should benefit
from the campaign that we decide on today, not just a
few. We were voted in to represent every single person in
our constituency, and if we vote for this campaign, that
is something that we simply will not be doing.

Child poverty is such a broad issue and has so many
factors. Yes, we should stand and fight every single one
of those factors until child poverty is no longer something
that affects children in the UK, but at the moment that
is too big. We should decide on those factors, stand in
our local areas and shout and make noise until they are
overcome, but it is not for here. That is not to say that
we do not oppose child poverty, because we do, and we
should put in place measures for those affected by it,
but we are in danger of forgetting the silent majority.
Other issues must take precedence.

Shona Morrison (Northern Ireland): Ladies, gentleman
and Mr Speaker, it is vital to summarise the arguments
presented on child poverty both for and against the
motion. Such a conscientious issue can be a little too
close to home for some, and obviously, were it possible,
we would have this problem abolished instantaneously.
No one would ever dispute that. In saying that, as Jess
has stated, eradicating poverty and hunger in the world
is already a priority for the Government, with it being

one of the eight millennium development goals. Their
target of halving the proportion of people with an
income of less than $1 a day appears to be on track,
albeit much more slowly than first anticipated. The
Government seem to be struggling, so how realistic is it
for us to take on such a momentous task? If these
elected representatives, with so many resources at their
disposal, are having problems tackling such a basic
issue, what can we do as a group of passionate young
people with limited budgets and even more limited time?

That is not to trivialise the issue. Child poverty is a
real problem for many families around the world, even
here in the so-called highly developed United Kingdom.
Of course, the poverty in our own country is very
different, in its definition, from poverty in less economically
developed countries, such as those in Africa. Our poverty
is a growing problem, especially in these times of economic
downturn, which some economists claim is over because
a fraction of a percentage of growth was experienced in
the last quarter. In real terms, that means nothing to
those facing financial hardship on a daily basis.

The end of October saw the world population hit
7 billion, but this population growth does not hide the
fact that 17,000 children are dying of hunger every day.
With the population increasing at such a rapid rate,
more young people will be born into poverty than ever
before. Poverty is something of which we are all fully
aware. We are bombarded with stark headlines about
fuel poverty, dependence on benefits and shocking statistics.
Even our reigning monarch is said to be heading towards
fuel poverty, just like 6 million families in the UK. To be
defined as in fuel poverty, a family must be spending
10% of their income on heating and electricity per year.
In my very own constituency, a ward in our county
town of Enniskillen has 50% of its under-16s living
below the poverty line, which goes to show that poverty
is all around us.

Having said all that, there are more pressing issues
being debated here today. I do not say that tactlessly; I
mean that we have the opportunity to vote for a tangible
change. Ideologies are all well and good, but we have to
consider how we tackle each issue in our own way. Our
Government are already attempting to address the problem
of poverty, but they are rather frivolous about issues
that universally affect us, such as access to higher education,
public transport and bullying. Such campaigns would
be much easier for us to embark on, and we would be
able to experience and see the difference that we, as the
UK Youth Parliament, had made. We are able to influence
the Government who will be in this very Chamber on
Monday. We have the power to make them address a
topic of our choosing, so it is important to choose an
issue that can be changed, not just one to which MPs
will pay lip service and then forget completely. Thank
you.

Mr Speaker: Shona, thank you. That concludes another
excellent debate. We have just been joined at the back of
the Chamber by Nick Smith, the Labour Member of
Parliament for Blaenau Gwent. Nick, thank you for
showing your support for the Youth Parliament.

The Youth Parliament will now consider the fifth and
final motion of the day.
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A Greener Future

2.1 pm

Kyle Thornton (Scotland): The motion reads,
We believe that to create a greener future for Britain there

needs to be a national co-ordination of recycling, a focus on
renewable energy, a reduction of our energy usage.

A greener country is a concept that has been talked
about without real action being taken for far too long.
Climate change is already affecting us. What were once-
in-a-lifetime events have now become the norm for our
generation: harsh winters, horrendous floods, and hot
summers—well, perhaps not. We, as a Youth Parliament,
must stand up and campaign for action now.

First, there is the national co-ordination of recycling.
Everyone, no matter where they live in the UK, should
have the same basic standard of recycling. We currently
recycle 40% of our waste, which saves 18 million tonnes
of CO2—the equivalent of taking 5 million cars off our
roads. Imagine what we could do with even more recycling.
It is a simple and easy action.

Secondly, we must use more renewable energy. We
have seen setbacks in this area, such as the recent
cancellation of the Longannet carbon capture and storage
project, but Scotland alone has 25% of Europe’s offshore
wind, 25% of its tidal energy and 10% of its wave
power. The UK as a whole has a massive renewable
resource, and with public and private investment we can
harness that natural power. But who would design and
build the technology for that? Young people would.
Today we have nearly 1 million unemployed young
people in Britain. We have heard in contributions from
MYPs that in some areas one in four young people are
unemployed. A greener future can mean long-term
sustainable jobs for some of those young people, in
building the wind turbines and solar panels that will
build our greener future.

Thirdly, and finally, we can take simple and easy
action at home. Home insulation and power-saving
technologies can all play their part in a greener Britain.
They help to save money for consumers, which means
that young people’s families—in some cases the young
people themselves—have money freed up to use how
they wish.

In conclusion, better recycling, providing jobs for
young people by designing and building our green
energy future, and saving energy—and money—are all
clear steps towards a greener Britain. This campaign is
suited to the here and now. We simply don’t have the
time to waste. This Government have promised to be
the “greenest Government ever,” so let’s work together
to build a greener future for Britain.

Mr Speaker: Kyle, thank you for that very lucid
exposition. To oppose the motion, I call Mr Ryan
Barnes.

Ryan Barnes (North West): The future’s bright—the
future’s orange. It’s not: it’s bright, but it’s green and it’s
already got young people written all over it.

A greener future is a great idea and one that is in the
grasp of green campaigners. Any politician will tell you
that things work best only when they are sustainable.
Sustainability is not about battling tooth and claw with

an issue for a year, covering the well-worn tracks of
others; it is about tackling a problem from the bottom
up, looking at the foundation of what is wrong. The
only way we can be green is by being sustainable. The
very basis of a greener future is built upon three things:
better recycling, renewable energy and reducing energy
use. The only way we can reach this is by working hand
in hand with partners on specific, sustainable goals,
using scientific, sustainable methods.

Carbon offsetting is the trendy equivalent of a Prada
handbag among environmentally minded companies;
but again, things boil down to sustainability. The
decomposing soil and vegetation that is needed to grow
trees quite often emits more greenhouse gas than the
trees actually absorb for the first 10 years of their life, as
talked about when the Kyoto protocol was first coming
into effect. That is just one example of rushing into a
green campaign that has not quite worked out well
enough in the long run.

The Department for Environment, Food and Rural
Affairs says that 40% of domestic waste is now recycled.
Ten years ago the figure was just 11%. On average, in
the first five years of this decade we cut annual CO2
emissions per person by more than the average body
weight. So, 75 kg of CO2 per person was saved. Take a
second to look at yourselves—you’re on TV, after all—and
think about the fact that more than your weight in a
greenhouse gas that is killing the environment has already
been reduced from your household’s yearly output:
proof, if indeed proof were needed, that putting paper,
plastic and glass in their own little boxes works. We are
already winning.

Recycling is great, but if we get energy right, we can
tackle climate change, ensure energy security and sleep
at soundly at night, safe in the knowledge that our “Call
of Duty” clan matches are not using electricity that is
flooding tropical islands. Renewable energy is a wonderful,
wonderful idea, but the flaws are so prominent that we
cannot ignore them and keep our fingers crossed. Great
Britain has the windiest coasts in Europe, but the price
of implementing wind farm after wind farm would
empty our pockets far sooner than save the Maldives.
The inconvenient truth is that there is no magic answer
to a greener future.

Wind farms are often hailed as a quick solution for
cheap, boundless energy, but that is not the case. As
RenewableUK freely admits, turbines do not spin unless
the wind is moving at more than 10 miles an hour, and
they need three times that for maximum output. How is
that efficiency? Wind farms take even longer to pay for
themselves than nuclear and coal power stations. It is
ridiculous to campaign for a push towards renewable
energy at the moment, when our only real option provides
just 30% of its already tiny maximum output and
energy usage is already going through the roof. A greener
future with a view towards climate change is literally a
universally important principle. That is why so many
decisions are being made already. The very things that
we campaign to do could be deemed redundant in the
coming years.

A teacher of mine—he’s a physics graduate called
Rob Robinson—once said that there’s no free lunch in
energy. That is the best metaphor we have in campaigning
for a greener future. There is no magic wand we can
wave and hope that Britain gets green overnight. There
is no way we can do it.
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The current campaigns by organisations such as
Greenpeace and the UK climate change coalition are
working really well, but the only way we can campaign
for a greener future is by spending a year on it. We
cannot spend a year making decisions that could affect
the rest of the UK for years and years to come.
Campaigning for a greener future is not a sensible idea.
Something you might remember from the UKYP “Big
vote” is the team of young people I was involved in who
proposed putting a greener future in the manifesto.
That was great, but this is not the way to do it. We need
to reduce energy usage and stuff like that; we do not
need to be campaigning for renewable energy and that
kind of thing. So, don’t vote for a greener future.

Mr Speaker: Thank you. The general debate is now
open. Can we have somebody from Scotland?

Nicol Ogston (Scotland): Although I do not support
the motion—I believe that the other motions that we
have debated deal with far more pressing matters—I
would like to address two points in this debate. First, we
should look to our local authorities to put more pressure
on us to do our bit to help the environment. My local
authority, Aberdeenshire council, gave us recycling bins
and paper bags to make sure we were having an active
effect on our environment. Secondly, we need to look at
consumerism and our environment. We are a consumer
nation: we look to take things in and throw them away
when we want. We need to look at how we can address
this issue by ensuring that we sustain our consumerism
while not damaging the planet to any great extent. This
is all about giving a little to get a lot. Although I do not
support the motion, I believe that this issue involves
something that must be changed in Britain today.

Amy Jean Middleton (East of England): We are tasked
as an organisation with representing youth issues. Speaking
as a young person, is this really a key viewpoint for us to
put forward? Of course, UKYP supports a greener
future, but we must prioritise our campaign actively to
better the position of the young people of the UK.

Poppy Johnson (Yorkshire and Humber): As Ryan
Barnes said, the UK has developed significantly in
respect of the amount of energy and waste we have
reduced. To continue this, however, we need to develop
the schemes nationwide. We need standardised recycling
facilities. Many areas just have a green bin; a lot have
brown bins and glass recycling, but it is not consistent
throughout the UK. I believe that local authorities
should provide allotments to allow constituents to develop
their own energy resources and help to provide a better
outcome for Britain in the future.

Sarah Jinodu (London): The motion states that we
want to use more renewable energy. That would mean
using turbines. England is going through an economic
crisis, but a lot more money would be needed to create
these turbines, and we also have to think about people’s
homes. Where are these things going to be put? We
cannot force people to recycle unless there are consequences
for not doing so; this means proper education is necessary
to teach people what the benefits are for them. We also
need to think how this would be enforced.

Overall, however, this could be the beginning of a
new England. We will be setting an example to the older
generation and showing how much we care for our
country and our constituencies. The small things we do
now would mean a better future.

Michael Downey (East Midlands): We can force
people to recycle, but what can we do when people put
the wrong stuff into the green bins? We talk about solar
panels and wind turbines. When the plans are
announced to put the wind turbines up, everyone
opposes them. They do not want them on their land.
These things are far better in the sea. Solar panels
going on the roof will save individuals and the whole
country some money. We could do a lot more things to
help make this country go greener. How about cycling
into work rather than taking a bus or driving a car?
Cycling is much better because it is healthier for the
person and healthier for the country.

Matthew Wilson (North East): We need to stop relying
on fossil fuels because everyone knows that the amount
of oil is going down, making the competition for oil go
up—so much so that any country will do anything to
get that last drop of oil. This will cause tension in the
relations between countries. I support this campaign
because it does not focus on the majority of young
people or the minority of young people, but on every
single young person in the United Kingdom.

As for the people who think that this campaign is
ambitious, they should know that the Government need
to sort this out. I reply to them with this quote: “We do
not do challenges because they are easy; we do them
because they are hard.” I urge every single Member of
the Youth Parliament in the Chamber today to pledge
our allegiance, rise to the occasion and in the words of
Jacob Rees-Mogg, “Imitate the actions of a tiger” and
show this campaign what you have got! [Applause.]

Mr Speaker: If he has not heard within a matter of
minutes, I undertake personally to you to inform the
hon. Member for North East Somerset, Mr Jacob
Rees-Mogg, of the fact that he has been named in the
Chamber.

Sarah Smith (South West): I support the motion. As
Ryan said, you have to work for what you want, and we
have to work to get a greener Britain, because nothing
comes easily, especially anything like this. We need to
reduce, reuse and recycle, otherwise we will not get
anywhere.

This is not just for us young people. It is for our
children, and their children, and their children, and it
will continue throughout the generations. This is not
just to help us; it is to help everybody, not just the
minority or the majority. Not only will it help people in
the UK, but it will help people around the world,
because the UK influences other countries that are not
quite as developed. We are an inspiration to other
people and other countries. If we recycle and reuse and
reduce, hopefully everyone else in the world will do the
same.

Alastair Campbell (Northern Ireland): I think that we
should vote for a greener future for Britain. There is so
much litter on our ground, and just a small thing could
make a big difference. For example, cigarette butts:
throw them in the bin instead of just flicking them on to
the ground. Chewing gum: just putting it in the bin can
make a big difference. It costs thousands of pounds
each year to clean chewing gum off the ground, and
that is such a waste of taxpayers’ money. Litter that is
just thrown on the ground makes your village, town or

39 40HOUSE OF COMMONSA Greener Future A Greener Future



city look absolutely horrible. Even more can be done:
the bottle, the can, the piece of paper that you throw on
the ground can be recycled.

That is just a little bit of what can be done. There is a
lot more than we can do, and that is why we should vote
for this motion.

Gemma Berrow (West Midlands): I have always supported
recycling. It has always been a massive thing for me. I
am all about saving the world!

It seems to me that if you do a little, it can really
make an impact. When we are at school, recycling the
paper that is thrown in the bin can make such a difference
to us in the future, and to our children and future
generations, as Sarah Smith said. This may not be our
biggest issue in the Youth Parliament and it may not be
the most important thing that we have talked about
today, but it is something that will help to save us, and it
will help to save the world. I really want you to think
about it and to make your decision carefully, because
it can make such a difference to us.

Leon Man (South East): May I draw everyone’s attention
to a related point? I am talking about an ambitious
experiment that might affect each and every one of us
here. You may or may not know about it, and you might
have to pay for it as well. It is a £32 billion project called
High Speed 2.

If we are to invest such a huge sum—£32 billion of
taxpayers’ money—in a single mega-project, I think it
more than appropriate to go ahead with it only if we are
100% sure that there is a strong economic case for it,
and a strong environmental case as well. So far I am not
convinced. Young people in Buckinghamshire are also
not convinced, nor are many people throughout the
country.

Let us put the sum of £32 billion into context. It is
equivalent to every household in the UK contributing
£1,000 each, and the cost of building every four miles of
track is equivalent to the cost of the O2 stadium.

The business and environmental cases are built on a
myriad of optimistic assumptions. Many think-tanks
and NGOs are already casting doubt on the case for
HS2, and the Government have admitted that it will be
carbon neutral at best.

We should invest in green infrastructure to stimulate
economic growth, including by making improvements
to existing rail and road networks in order to reduce
emissions and costs and increase efficiency. We should
not, however, invest in a £32 billion project that is due to
begin in 2017 and finish in 2025. The money can be
better spent elsewhere to make Britain greener.

I shall end with a quote from one of my constituents:
“If the coalition firmly believe that Labour have created
and left them with a mess to sort out, they should do the
right thing and they should do the sensible thing and
ditch this ideological high-speed mess of a project too.”

Guto Davies (Anglesey): If I want to find out anything
about the environment, I do not even have to step
outside my own door to see a wind turbine. Many good
ideas have been offered as to how we can protect the
environment and save the world. We need to think
about how we can achieve that, however.

Let us consider the subjects we have talked about
today. We discussed tuition fees, for example. Do we
really want to be spending the money on a problem as

huge as the environment? There are so many things we
can already do for the environment. Recycling is one
thing we can do, but no one has talked about the green
gases we can use to power electric cars. That is a huge
factor that will develop over the next 10 years or so.
This is such a big project, and we have only one year to
address it; it would be out of our hands, therefore. The
world is changing without our even noticing. We have
money and we can make a change, but we should
choose a topic that affects us more and we can change
more easily.

Emma Neibig (North East): Many people have said
this is such a big issue and it is therefore out of our
hands. It really is a big issue, however, and it is only
getting bigger and worse. We need to tackle this problem
now. In years to come, it will become bigger and harder
to tackle. This issue will affect young people for many
generations to come. Those future generations will not
be able to tackle the problem, however, because it will
be too big. If we try to tackle it now, we may succeed.

Nairn McDonald (Scotland): People are saying we
should focus on a green future, but studies have shown
that it is the richer half of Britain that recycles. If we
cannot make recycling available for everybody, we will
not have a green future. We need to focus more on local
authorities and give them more opportunity to extend
recycling throughout communities, because if we do
not show the less fortunate of our people that it is worth
doing, improvements will not happen.

Mr Speaker: Who have we got from London? We
certainly want someone who has not spoken before.

Mayan Al Shakarchy (London): My name is Mayan,
and I represent the London borough of Sutton.

Who here has been watching “Frozen Planet”? How
cute are the penguins? When you look at the landscape,
it is absolutely fantastic—I am in awe of how beautiful
our world is. How selfish are we not to recycle because
we are lazy, not to split our rubbish and not to take the
bus because we would rather get our parents to drop us
off at our friends’ houses? This is a pragmatic campaign,
and everyone in the UK can work on it. As a fellow
MYP has said, the Government have already signed a
form to say that we must reduce our carbon emissions
by 2015. Let’s work with them; let’s help them; and let’s
let them help us, because we can really make a change.

Mr Speaker: What about somebody from the West
Midlands? You are in a state of uncontrollable excitement,
and we must hear from you.

Yusaf Akbar (West Midlands): I am Yusaf from
Dudley in the West Midlands. Making Britain greener
is a good issue, but I do not see it as a national
campaign. It should be focused locally or perhaps even
regionally.

As the UK is currently experiencing a financial crisis,
should we be using our money on making Britain
greener? It costs quite a lot to do these kinds of things. I
do not know if we should be spending money on this
topic, instead of doing little things that can make a big
difference in our local communities.

Mr Speaker: What about a speaker from the North
West?
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Hollie McChrystal (North West): I am Hollie McChrystal
from Wigan. This campaign ties in with transport. If
transport fares were cheaper, more people would go on
buses. If people are on buses, they are not in their cars.
If they are not in their cars, there are fewer carbon
emissions.

Mr Speaker: We need to hear from somebody from
the South West.

George Poole (South West): The environment—a greener
Britain, a greener future—will affect every single person
in this room, and every single person outside this room.
There is only one reasonable answer to this question,
which is that we cannot support this project. The UK
Youth Parliament has one opportunity this year to
support one project—not two, three or four—so we
must be reasonable. International and transatlantic
communications, the Kyoto protocol and the Copenhagen
agreement are focused on the environment, but nobody
ever seems to get anywhere and the problem still stands.

I completely respect every single person in this room.
I believe that everybody in here can be who they want to
be and do what they want to do, but I have to look at
this matter reasonably and consider what the UK Youth
Parliament is really capable of doing. This is a global
issue, not a UK issue, and it needs to be left to the
Foreign Office, people who work internationally, scientists
and specialists. We are not specialist in that area, and I
cannot say that we can do it. We need to help our young
people how we can, where we can and when we can.
Unfortunately, this area is not yet for us. When you are
sitting here in 10 years’ time, you can make that decision
and do something for the people you represent in your
constituency, but until then we cannot support this. We
need to support something that will affect the young
people we represent now.

Mr Speaker: Is there a young woman from Northern
Ireland who wishes to speak? No. I call the lady in the
red dress.

Elizabeth Beale (South East): Thank you, Mr Speaker.
No matter how important recycling is in making a
difference to our planet, we are getting better at it. The
Environment Agency told us at the end of 2010 that we
have only eight years of landfill life left at sites. So the
situation is awful and something needs to change. However,
that change cannot happen in the UK alone, because, as
lots of MYPs have said, that approach is not working;
one project cannot fit all. We have different sizes of
local authority, just as we have different sized people.
We each need to go back to our local authority to try to
make the change there. As a group, we need to think
about things such as people dying—so we need to think
about the poverty campaign—and people not having a
future because of the tuition fees.

Mr Speaker: Thank you, Elizabeth. This is by far and
away the most difficult thing, but I must say that we
have reached the point at which we must conclude the
debate. I know that it is disappointing for people who
have tried to get in. We have worked as hard as we can
to accommodate as wide a variety of people as possible.
I hope that you will now warmly welcome Mr Alec
Howells to conclude the debate.

Alec Howells (South West): Thank you, Mr Speaker.
First, I wish to thank Matthew Wilson for his

impassioned speech, as the points he raised so effectively

are ones that I want MYPs to keep in mind during
my contribution. I also promise that, as the MYP for
Mr Rees-Mogg’s constituency, I will personally ensure
that he hears about Matthew’s earlier remark.

I begin my summation by stressing the size of this
issue, as it is the most important thing for you to keep in
mind. Climate change affects everything and is possibly
the largest challenge faced by man to date. The planet
we live on, the global machine we are a part of and the
cyclical natural balance of the world is being skewed by
human actions, and something must be done. There is
little to debate there; the issue is in our top five priorities.

Soon you will be voting for which campaign you wish
to be the national one for the next year. I ask you to
keep in mind the following points when deciding whether
to vote for “A Greener Future” as the national campaign.
When we talk of issues such as transport and tuition
fees, we can see every consequence to our actions and
every implication of our words under one canopy. The
campaign for “A Greener Future” simply is not like
that. The enormity of the issue means that we would be
campaigning into the great beyond. As the motion
against stressed so well, the answers have not yet been
figured out and some of the things we campaign for,
such as renewable energy, could well be deemed redundant
in not a large amount of time. It could be an exciting
but unsure venture, so do we want to take this risk?

However, at the other end of the scale, we must keep
in mind the relatively easy targets we can meet, such as
on recycling and home insulation. When they are
co-ordinated nationally, with our help, they could
revolutionise this country’s carbon footprint. The smaller
targets also, of course, reap more general benefits for
young people, such as potential employment and, possibly,
more household income—hitting more than one bird
with one stone, if you will.

The question you must ask yourself is this: do I want
to risk campaigning for something that could be deemed
redundant in a number of years or would I rather
campaign on an issue where I can be sure that all my
efforts have definite, predictable and practical outcomes?

The next point I ask you to keep in mind is the
presence of other powers at work on this issue. There
are two outcomes to this debate. Either we come out
combating the issue with the plethora of national and
worldwide organisations already doing so or we work
on it individually, in our own constituencies and regions,
helping local authorities with requirements unique to
our areas.

The point is, as the motion against argues, that the
country is already working on this issue, and with
agreements such as the Climate Change Act 2008 holding
the country to account, we can be sure that something
will be done. Do we want to campaign on an issue
already being prioritised by the country or on one
where there may be no voice to replace ours? The
motion for would argue, “Should we not help anyway?”
This issue touches all of mankind. It is infinitely larger
than us and has implications well beyond what we can
imagine in our lifetime. Are we obliged to step in and
help together? Should we campaign for this because it is
such a large issue? Is it our duty to do so?

I will close on an optimistic note. I want to remind
you all of the power we have. The true question you
must answer today when you reach the ballot box is not,
“What can we do?” We can do anything. No matter how
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insurmountable, colossal and unapproachable these issues
may seem, and no matter how much opposition we may
face, if we work together as an organisation of young
people for a year, we can make irreversible changes that
will benefit young people for generations to come. The
only question you must ask yourself is an ethics-based
one. What is it our duty to do? Where do our responsibilities
as Members of the Youth Parliament lie? Should we be
fighting youth injustice in the areas where there may be
no other voice? Or, rather, should we be making our
contribution to the worldwide fight against problems
much larger than ourselves? UKYP, I ask you, when
you vote today, to think carefully. Where do your duties
really lie?

Mr Speaker: Alec, thank you for that speech, which
concludes our formal debate proceedings. In the course
of the five debates, which have been heavily and impressively
subscribed, I have been able to call 70 speakers from
what we call the Back Benches. Every region has been
represented. Of those 70, 35 have been men and 35 have
been women. Does that mean that there is total satisfaction
and an absence of complaint? Of course it does not. It
is never possible to please or satisfy everybody. I absolutely
understand the sense of disappointment people might
feel if they yearn to speak and did not have the chance. I
can say only this: come back on a subsequent occasion
and we will try to accommodate you. Keep working at
it, keep practising, keep honing your skills, keep generating
the passion and coming forward with ideas and contributing
to our proceedings. You will hear more from others in
due course.

I am going to do something very exceptional for any
politician, and certainly for me, and that is to mention a
couple of other people who I think do warrant it. As far
as I can tell, there are at least two members of the press
who have been here pretty much all day, probably all
day. I think that they deserve a mention. I hope that
they will not be too shy. They are quite shy and sensitive
souls, you understand, and they may be reluctant to be
identified, but I am going to identify them. One of them
writes for The Independent and he is Simon Carr. Come
on, Simon, show yourself—gesticulate. [Applause.] If
there are others who I have not noticed, they will now
be frightfully put out and I will get a very bad press
from them. I will probably get a bad press from Simon
anyway. I am used to that, but I am genuinely pleased
that he has taken an interest, and that is respected. The
other person I have noticed here all day is Tony Grew,
from ePolitix.com. Come on, give him a big round of
applause. [Applause.] I think that is really very good
news indeed.

The Youth Parliament will now vote for the main
debating topic for the year ahead. Those of you on my
right should leave the Chamber by the door behind me
and turn left into the Aye Lobby behind you. Those on
my left should leave by the doors at the far end and turn
left into the No Lobby behind you. In the Lobby, you
will be given a ballot paper with the five debate choices.
You should place a cross against the topic that you
think should be the main UKYP debating topic for the
year ahead. Hand the completed ballot paper to the
Doorkeepers in the Lobby. Afterwards, return to your
place in the Chamber. House of Commons staff will be
on hand to assist you. The Division Lobby is now open.

Mr Speaker: There is one person here whom I shall
ask to say a few words. I attach importance to her
speaking for two simple reasons. Since being elected to
the House in 2005, she has been a champion of the
rights, interests and opportunities of young people, and
a passionate supporter from the moment she entered
the Chamber of the right of young people to air their
concerns at the highest level. She is a big believer in the
Youth Parliament.

The second characteristic of this hon. Member is that
she chairs an important, newly established and now
highly effective Committee, the Backbench Business
Committee, which gives real opportunities for Back
Benchers—sometimes on the strength of e-petitions
involving members of the public and sometimes simply
on the strength of their own initiative—to secure slots
for debates in the Chamber on subjects for which there
would not otherwise be time or which the Government,
for whatever reason, have not chosen. Her role in this
place is a very important one. That Member of Parliament
is Natascha Engel, and I shall ask her now to say some
words. Please give her a warm welcome.

Natascha Engel (North East Derbyshire): Thank you,
Mr Speaker. This is only my second time at the Dispatch
Box—and you are about to see why.

It falls to me to thank a list of people who have made
it possible for you all to perform as you have. I want to
start with Lawrence Ward, the Deputy Serjeant at Arms,
and Robin Fell. The two of them have been more
nervous than anybody else this past month, but everything
has gone very well, so well done and thank you for all
you have done. I also want to thank Paul Harvey, Anne
Foster, Anikka Weerasinghe and Dominic Livens. Along
with them, I also thank all the banqueting staff and
security staff of the House of Commons. Thank you
very much for all the work you do all year round, but
especially for making today a very, very special day.

I have to say thank you to key UKYP people now,
but before that I want to say a big thank you to all the
youth workers up in the Gallery. [Applause.] That
applause was great; I might say that again.

Two people with whom I have done a lot of work
over a number of years are David Clark and Antonia
Dixey. [Applause.] I know how much work they put in
to make today possible. Next to them, in what we call
the officials’box, is Tom O’Leary, who heads the education
team in Parliament. [Applause.] I also want to thank
two Clerks: Andrew Kennon, who has been here throughout
the day, and Paul Evans who has been here off and on.
They both—Andrew Kennon in particular—have been
massive supporters of the UK Youth Parliament sitting
in the Chamber. [Applause.] I want to say a personal
thank you to a Member of Parliament who is not
here—Philip Davies, the Member for Shipley. He was
single-handedly responsible for making it almost impossible
for the UK Youth Parliament to sit here, but in the
corridor earlier when I said to him, “What on earth are
you doing here today?” he replied that he had always
been a big supporter of the UK Youth Parliament, just
not here. I thank him very much for coming today.
[Applause.]

The very biggest thank you must go to one person—we
all know who it is—without whom none of this would
have been possible. When he was still a humble Back
Bencher he and I spent many hours organising and
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campaigning to get people to stay very late to speak in
favour of having the UK Youth Parliament here. Without
you, Mr Speaker, none of this would have been possible,
so the biggest thank you goes to you. [Applause.]

I will say a few brief words. One of our new friends
here on the Front Bench, Xavier Cohen, said, “As long
as you don’t show us up, we don’t care what you say.”
There is absolutely no chance of that, because you have
all demonstrated today that the art of oratory is alive
and well in the UK Youth Parliament.

You have also demonstrated the importance of the
Chamber. Over the past couple of years, MPs have
increasingly looked to their constituencies, their constituency
case loads and campaigning to keep hold of their seats,
and judging by the quality of the debate here today we
really need to watch our backs. One thing we can really
learn from you is how seriously to take the Chamber. It
really matters. What is said here matters and people are
listening. We have learned from you—I hope I have, at
least—the beauty of short speeches. You can say a lot in
a very short space of time. Robin has said already that
he hopes that some of us take that into our everyday
lives in the Chamber.

You have also shown an enormous passion and
commitment to the causes that you are promoting, and
you have especially shown us how important personal
experience is to the things that you have brought us. I
have learned about unhealthy debt being handbags and
shoes—thank you very much for that. You have also
demonstrated that you have brought five very important
topics to us, and we are about to find out which one you
will campaign on. The art of politics is all about prioritising.
The fact that you have chosen these subjects for campaigning
does not meant that other subjects are not important; it
just means that you, as politicians, are prioritising, and
that is what really matters.

Another important thing that was said today was
that you are adults when you are paying your pounds,
but children when it comes to having your voices heard.
You have demonstrated today that you are not children;
you are young people with strong voices, and we are
listening. [Applause.]

This is the third year of the UK Youth Parliament
sitting in this Chamber. You choose the subject that you
want to campaign on, but we as MPs have not really
done enough to take those issues forward. I have had a
brief word with Tim Loughton, the Children’s Minister,
about this, and whichever issue you decide today to
campaign on, we will personally commit to ensuring
that we get it further up the Government’s agenda. So,
something that you have done today is to ensure that we
will progress the issue you vote on today. [Applause.]

Finally, this is the first time we have ever had Parliament
week in this place. It has been a massively successful
week—thank you for introducing it, Mr Speaker. The
theme of the event this year—hopefully, it will continue
for ever—was “Stories of democracy”. At the end of
this Parliament week, our very biggest thank you goes
to all of you in the UK Youth Parliament for having
written one of the most important chapters in the story
of democracy today. Thank you all very much for
coming. [Applause.]

Mr Speaker: Natascha, thank you for that stirring
and magnificent speech. I want to underline the thanks
you have expressed—not merely on your behalf, my

behalf or Tim’s behalf, but on behalf of everyone here
present—to all the youth workers and the staff of the
House, as a result of whose teamwork we have been able
to translate aspiration into fact. It has been a formidable
effort, and each and every one of them has gone about
his or her work meticulously, conscientiously and with
your interests in mind.

Natascha referred very briefly to the history of the
effort to secure the presence of the UK Youth Parliament
in this Chamber. She generously and rightly referred to
the presence earlier today of Philip Davies, as did I,
because he was a principled and passionate opponent of
your right to meet here. He has the right to hold that
view, to express it and to vote accordingly, but he did
turn up earlier, and he is a good sport. I hope that one
day we might be able to turn him round.

However, I want to underline another point. In the
end, as a result of campaigning by you and your supporters
over a period, there was strong support across all the
parties for your being able to meet and debate here.
Among those who were early and vociferous champions
of your right to meet here was, very fittingly, the Children’s
Minister, Tim Loughton, who is with us today. I remember
Tim speaking on the subject and voting accordingly. He
has been absolutely consistent on the issue. For many
years in opposition he was responsible for children and
family issues, so he knows the terrain. He met people, he
listened and he took an interest. He has been on your
side and he deserves a big round of applause. [Applause.]

But when the idea was debated in this Chamber, there
were passionate opponents, and there was one who was
very strongly opposed to your being here. He is no
longer a Member of this House—[Applause]—but not
for that reason. The conversation that I had with him
was private, and it will remain so, but after I became
Speaker he heard that I had decided to take the Chair in
these debates. They were originally going to be chaired
by the Deputy Speaker at the time, the Chairman of
Ways and Means, Sir Alan Haselhurst. I said to Alan,
“It’s okay, you can spend the day in your constituency. I
want to chair the debates to demonstrate my support
for the cause and Parliament’s respect for the cause of
young people meeting here.” Alan readily accepted that,
and this Member who had been so opposed came up to
me and said, “Mr Speaker, I hear you are to chair the
debates of the UK Youth Parliament.” I said, “Yes,
that’s right,” and he said, “Let me tell you it will be an
unmitigated disaster.” I said to him—I have made this
point before, but not all of you will have heard it—that I
did not accept that at all and asked him “What makes
you say that?”. He said, “I’ve been here 30 years and
more, so I know what I am talking about.” I said, “I
understand exactly when you were elected; my point is,
what is your argument?”

After some coaxing, I managed to persuade this hon.
Gentleman to give me his argument, which was: “At the
very least—you mark my words, Mr Speaker—chewing
gum will be left all over the Chamber, and at worst
penknives will be used and these Benches, which I love,
will be damaged.” I said to him: “If that is your honest
opinion, you have every right to express it, but you are
profoundly and grievously mistaken. In my view, you
absolutely should not stereotype, caricature and
misrepresent young people in that way.” [Applause.] I
continued by telling him: “If those young people come
to our House of Commons, as they will, they will be
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proud, pleased and privileged to come here. I make two
predictions: first, they will speak well; and, secondly,
they will behave better than we do.” [Applause.] I hope
you will understand, forgive and agree with me when I
say something that I know is not usually popular,
whoever says it—I was right on both counts! [Applause.]

The great thing about the UK Youth Parliament is
not just its dynamism, energy, idealism, persistence and
effectiveness, but its representative character. In
conversations with Natascha and Tim in the past, we
have agreed about that. I have also discussed it with Jo
Swinson of the Liberal Democrats. You really take
seriously representativeness. Virtually half of your Members
are women; you have a substantial proportion of people
in your Parliament from the ethnic minority communities,
which so enrich our diverse country, and you have
people with disabilities as well. They are all engaged in
the enterprise of representing young people, telling us
what you think, expressing your views, giving voice to
your fears, trying to advance the aspirations not only of
yourselves but of your communities.

In the process of coming here, you not only win
respect but hone your skills and learn to do it better and
better. You are performing on a scale and with an
assurance that most of us as elected Members of Parliament
today could not have boasted at your age. That is the
staggering scale, I think, of your achievement—that
you are doing so well now, and very few MPs were
doing what you are doing by way of public speaking
and active campaigning when they were in their teens.
In concluding, let me say one more significant thing.
You have debated five massively important topics, chosen
by you, dear to your hearts, central to the feelings and
concerns of the people you represent and the mass of
young people right across the country. Reference was
made to how Natascha and Tim had agreed that in
relation to the topic you choose as your priority, the
Government would seek to ensure that progress is made
in elevating it up the political agenda. That is right and
welcome because it is a clear result.

Tim, Natascha and I know that one thing people
often complain about—particularly, but not only, young
people—is the fact that politics is such a long-winded
business, making it difficult to get change. Politics is a
deliberative process: it involves debate and discussion—and
continued debate and discussion. We do not always get
the change we want overnight. In some cases, we do not
get what we want at all. It is good, is it not, if we can say,
“Here is a staging post; here is evidence of a positive,
concrete identifiable result”? The fact that we look like
getting that on one of these issues is great.

You have had five debates on five important issues,
and the very least that I can guarantee to you is that I
personally will write to each of the sponsoring Departments
that are responsible for those debates, and ask the
relevant Secretaries of State to respond to me and to the
Youth Parliament.

Let us briefly recap. You have debated public transport.
I will ask the Secretary of State for Transport, Justine
Greening, to study the debate and to send me, and the
Youth Parliament, a response. Tuition fees are the
responsibility of the Department for Business, Innovation
and Skills, and I will ask the Secretary of State, Vince
Cable, to respond to your debate on that subject. The
debate on bullying falls directly within the bailiwick of
Tim’s Department, and I know that he and I together

can ask the Secretary of State, Michael Gove, to respond.
It falls to the Secretary of State for Work and Pensions,
Iain Duncan Smith, to respond to the debate on child
poverty. As for the greener future, I think that it is the
joint responsibility of the Secretary of State for
Environment, Food and Rural Affairs, Caroline Spelman,
and the Secretary of State for Energy and Climate
Change, Chris Huhne, to respond.

All those Ministers will be sent the reports of the
debates that relate to their Departments and asked to
respond, and to respond in writing. I hope you will feel
that that is at least an indication of the importance that
we attach to you, to ensuring that you are represented,
and to ensuring that your arguments receive a considered
response.

This is one of the most stimulating days in the
political calendar as far as I am concerned. It is now
moving towards a close, and I think it right, before I
announce the results of the votes, for a Member of the
Youth Parliament to have the last few words. Please give
a magnificent, deafening welcome to Charley Finch.

Charley Finch (South West): Yet again, the UK Youth
Parliament has made history by debating here in the
House of Commons. We should all feel privileged to be
here, and proud of taking part and speaking up on
behalf of young people across the UK. Well done! Your
passion and energy in relation to the debate topics are
inspiring, and show the country that young people
really do care about society.

Thank you to everyone for taking part, and thanks
also to the MYPs and deputy MYPs who were not able
to be here today but who have been working hard
throughout the year to ensure that the voices of young
people in their areas are heard. A lot of work has taken
place behind the scenes planning this event and making
it possible. I feel that I can speak for all of us when I say
that we have all had the most amazing day—an experience
that we will never forget. Thank you for your hard
work.

Our attendance today would not have been possible
without our youth workers and regional co-ordinators,
who have not only brought us here, but continually
support us in our roles as Members of the Youth
Parliament as we carry out our campaigns and local
projects. Thanks also to our fantastic PGs, who work so
hard on our behalf to ensure that UK Youth Parliament
events are truly youth-led; to the British Youth Council
for everything that it has done, as without it we would
not be here today and we would not have a Youth
Parliament; to the House of Commons staff, who have
been superb, for their great facilitation and hospitality;
to Tim Loughton for his overall funding of the UK
Youth Parliament via the British Youth Council; and
a special thanks to you, Mr Speaker, for funding our
travel and chairing this truly inspiring, amazing day,
which I shall remember for the rest of my life.

Finally, I want to thank the 65,000 young people who
voted in our ballot to decide the debate topics. Together
we have demonstrated that politics is important to
young people and that our voice is an important one,
and one that should be heard.

Mr Speaker: Thank you, Charley. I am told that
a thousand times more people voted this time than in
previous ballots. I do not know if my stat is accurate,
but that is the figure I was given, and it shows a
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remarkable increase in the level of interest in choosing
topics. Thank you all for everything you have said and
all that all of you have done.

I am clutching a piece of paper in my hand; I have
got the result. I will read it to you in reverse order.
[Interruption.] Well, I think we ought to have a bit of
suspense. There were five motions. In fifth place was
motion number two, “Tuition Fees/Graduate Tax” with
36 votes. In fourth place was the motion on a greener

future for Britain, with 43 votes. In third place was
motion number three, “Bullying in Schools”, with 57 votes.
In second place was motion number four, “Child Poverty”,
with 79 votes, but the motion with the largest level of
support, with 107 votes, was motion number one, “Public
Transport”.

Order. Order.

Youth Parliament adjourned at 3.22 pm.
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