Heathrow and noise

I held a further meeting with Heathrow management last week at Conservative
conference. I stressed that there are still many complaints about noise
levels and concentrations of flights, particularly with easterly winds.
People remain unhappy with the changes which were made to the flying routes
and Compton gate in 2016.

Heathrow promised me they are reviewing the concentration policy and will
announce a formal consultation around the turn of the year. I will keep you
posted and have renewed my representations against past changes and current
practice. I want fewer flights over any one place, with quieter flying at
greater heights. All this is ppossible with modern technology.

Beware the cold winds from Central
Banks

The Bank of England has pursued an energetic monetary tightening since the
spring of 2017. Two interest rate hikes,a withdrawal of credit facilities to
commercial banks and a major FPC tightening on car loans, some mortgages and
consumer credit have helped slow the economy markedly. This has reinforced
the fiscal squeeze,with higher taxes and a lower deficit, which is also
pushing the economy into slow growth.

In the USA the government in contrast is keen to promote growth. It has done
so by tax cuts for all and some state spending increases. As a result the US
economy has accelerated well. This week the Chairman of the Federal Reserve
Board declared war on this policy by letting us know that there will be more
interest rate rises to come to brake the economy’s progress.

Markets had been expecting a shallow rate cycle, with a peak official rate of
around 3%. There is no undue inflationary pressure, and wages have been going
nowhere in real terms despite the low levels of unemployment. The Fed now
seem to be implying they think their current rate of 2.25% is “behind the
curve” or too low. Markets were duly spooked. Longer term rates rose sharply,
the cost of US government borrowing went to a new high for this cycle, and
stockmarkets fell.

This icy blast will be felt around the world. There has been a general
tendency to higher rates and monetary tightening all year, and that will now
get worse.Most at risk are the badly run emerging economies with too much
dollar and other foreign debt. We have seen big currency falls in places like
Turkey, Argentina and Brazil, with falls by most currencies this year against
a dollar buttressed by rising rates.
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Central Banks should ease up a bit. Their ruinous policies caused the boom
and bust in 2005-10. They have been rightly in atonement for their bad
decision to deflate their credit bubble too quickly in 2008, keeping rates
low and encouraging banks to rebuild damaged balance sheets to make the
system more resilient. Moving too quickly to higher rates is a destabilising
move which they should avoid. There is no “normal” higher rate they have to
get to.

Debt is sustainable all the time the borrowers keep their jobs and all the
time the interest charges stay around current levels. Pushing rates too high
too quickly undermines both these conditions for sustainability.

Wokingham Town Centre re opens

It is good news that Wokingham Marketplace is now open again. People are
welcome to come to enjoy the restaurants, cafes, street life and shops. It is
good that the roads near the Town Hall are back in use and you can now get to
the shops without detours and pavement restrictions. I look forward to the
arrival of additional retailers to fill the new shops that are nearing
completion on the old Rose Street car park site.

Do you like the new Town centre? I would welcome feedback for the Council on
this matter. Do come and gave a look and see how good the shops, restaurants,
cafes and facilities are.

The sad costs of death — Improving
Tell Us Once.

Tell Us Once is a great idea. It looks as if the government wants to help the
relatives of those who have just died, and to be efficient at the same time.
I recently suggested it does not work out like that. Today I wish to explain
a bit more of the details.

The first odd thing about Tell Us Once is someone registering a death with a
Registrar is told about it at the end of the interview. Much of the data
needed for Tell Us Once has been collected and accepted by the Registrar,
but he or she does not then press a button to save all that in Tell Us Once
format, nor help the relative with the Tell Us Once declaration. Instead the
person is issued with a website address and a unique access code and told to
go home and go through the whole registration process again on their own,
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telling the computer what they have just told the Registrar and answering
some extra questions about whether the person who has died was receiving
benefits and a pension. This makes it Tell Us Twice. It can also be
difficult for the relative to do, as they may not know the financial details
of the deceased. Surely the state, primed with the dead person’s National
Insurance number, name, address and tax identifier knows what money it is
sending the person?

The second odd thing is that not all parts of the government sign up to Tell
Us Once. So if, for example, the deceased had a few premium bonds Tell Us
Once would not help the relatives as National Savings are not in the system.
Why can’t all parts of national and local government be in it?

The third odd thing is it may not work. The relative of the deceased may
still get separate communications asking for information already supplied
from the Tax authorities. Payments may still be made of pensions and benefits
after the state knows the details of the death. Dead patients may stay on GP
lists.

I have asked Ministers to look into this. I do so because I think grieving
relatives deserve better. I have also done so because the current system 1is
a waste of taxpayers money, sending money to the deceased and then going
through a complex process to get it back.

What should a charity do?

Many charities do good work, helping people who need support and
assistance.Educational charities provide some great education and assist the
many who cannot afford fees where payment is required. Health and wellbeing
charities offer the extras beyond those that can be afforded from the NHS and
benefits system.

There are some other charities that see part of their role to be as a
campaign organisation to press a government to do things. This is a more
questionable use of charitable donations and the tax exemptions that go with
them. Political parties and political think tanks cannot claim charitable
exemption from tax. A think tank that wants tax exemption has to demonstrate
party political neutrality and an emphasis on education and independence of
view.

There is also a divide over money. Many good and successful charities have
built up endowments. This enables them to maintain a decent and usually
rising rate of spending, without having to raise money to pay the monthly
bills.Other charities live hand to mouth, establishing large support
organisations with people drawing salaries that requires continuous fund
raising to pay the bills. In some cases it encourages aggressive techniques
to get the money to meet the salaries of the staff raising the money.
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Sometimes well endowed charities get criticised for being “ rich” which seems
odd. Given that all the money is held as a fund to pay future benefits to
qualifying people and causes, surely it is good news that this has been
guaranteed for future years by using the endowment model.

There is a growng concern about the charitable model that employs large
nunmbers of well paid staff to fund raise and to demand that the government
does something about their chosen area.Charities can attract a lot of
volunteer talent or able people who understand rates of pay for a CEO of a
charity will be lower than for a CEO of a competitive private sector
business.

Charities also have to be careful not to compete using their tax free status
as a competitve advantage against struggling private sector smaller
businesses.



