Youth Citizenship Commission report 

 Full report here. Young person’s version here. 

There were a number of recommendations including: 

Recommendation Five: Parliament should sponsor and fund the UK Youth Parliament
UKYP is a clear example that young people from all walks of society are interested in politics, and given the opportunity to engage, will do so. In 2006, 53% of UKYP’s MYPs were female and 47% were male, 2% had disabilities and 21% were from black and minority ethnic groups (compared to 8% of the total population, using 2001 census statistics). These figures are in contrast to the widely held belief that politics is dominated by white, middle class males.
Source: http://www.ukyp.org.uk/
In the commentary on government initiatives section it noted that “ UKYP is a charity and relies on funding from a number of sources. UKYP’s funding would be more logical and sustainable if sourced directly from Parliamentary funds, rather than by a few government departments, local authorities and organisations where funding is uncertain and related to organisational objectives. 

And in point 148. Together, Parliament and UKYP should agree a budget and a memorandum of understanding about UKYP’s role, responsibilities, links with other youth organisations and accountability to young people, with agreed annual objectives. This should include engaging systematic representation from regional Youth Parliament forums. We note that other youth organisations might feel that the UKYP position is privileged. However, throughout our research we have found UKYP to be the only organisation with a clear case for Parliamentary funding. We also believe there is scope for more to be done to make UKYP play more of a partnership role with other youth organisations.
And again in 149. In addition to securing more certain funding, this proposal would more formally align UKYP and parliamentary educational and participatory objectives. The proposal would also build closer relationships between UKYP and Parliament. UKYP would also benefit from greater independence from government, where currently the organisation might feel constrained in campaigning against a funding organisation’s policy. 
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