CAMPAIGN UPDATE

From John Goldman

Leader Save Independent Judo

Following our meeting of January 28 2011with Sport England, their solicitor wrote, May 10 2011, with the information to the actions they had agreed.

The information on all the six actions was either vague, non existent (ignored) or contradictory. Subsequently I wrote asking for further clarification.

To highlight the ongoing mess, blunders, and worse, I refer to just one of the actions:

“2. Clarification of whether the £200 fee proposed for pre assessment of non BJA members/affiliates applies per head or, when more than one is assessed at the same time, per group? 

Sport England wrote :

“In the case of a number of independents wishing to be pre assessed at the same time, the BJA has said that fee would not be £200 each (which it would be if only one person was being assessed). The fee would be shared among the participating independents. The BJA have said, however, that there would be a maximum number of independents (around four) that one assessor could assess at any one time. This means therefore that the most the fee per head could be reduced to is around £50.” 

I questioned this reduction from £200 to £50 with the BJA.

In reply Dave Horton-Jones, following, he says,  guidance from his CEO Mr McCarthy, writes:

“I have sought clarification and the statement was just a grammatical error where at the meeting various options were discussed with a view to reducing the fee in unusual circumstances. It was discussed that if all elements were favourable the very very most the fee could be reduced by is £50 (not to £50)”.

Grammatical error? This does not stack up. If you read the sentence with the change of “to” to “by” in isolation, it  reads ok. But take it in context, “the fee (£200) being shared” and “a maximum of four”.  200 divided by 4. This equates to £50 per head. Not reduced by  £50.

I subsequently rang Mr Horton-Jones and then wrote to him with a transcript of our conversation: 

Dear Mr Horton-Jones

I am surprised by your comments in my phone call to you a few minutes ago.

In your email to me, you said;

“I have sought clarification and the statement was just a grammatical error where at the meeting various options were discussed with a view to reducing the fee in unusual circumstances. It was discussed that if all elements were favourable the very very most the fee could be reduced by is £50 (not to £50).”
When you asked me for a copy of Sport England’s letter stating the fee would be reduced to £50. You clearly wanted to see this for yourself rather than just having me say so. I sent this to you without hesitation.

I have asked you, twice by email, and now on the phone, if you will give me the date of the meeting between the BJA and Sport England and a copy of the meetings' minutes. These I explained, will show up the "grammatical error", and I will be able to see it for myself.

Since you had not replied I phoned you. I asked if you had received my emails requesting this information. You said "Yes". I asked if you would forward the information. You said "No".

I asked why not? 

You said you didn't know anything about any meeting. I said you must do because you wrote to me about it, quoting and  correcting the grammatical error. 

You replied "I was guessing".

I said “What! What do you mean you were guessing.” 

You replied, "You are putting words into my mouth"

I said, "No, that's what you just said"

You replied, "Well that's the wrong word, I meant it was my interpretation"

I said, “So let’s be clear, what you wrote was your interpretation then"

You said "Your putting words into my mouth again, I'm all confused".

I said “But you just said what you wrote was your interpretation

You then terminated the call.

What is going on Mr Horton-Jones?

As you will see I had asked Mr Horton Jones for the minutes of the meeting. This would show up the “grammatical error”. 

No response. Guess why? 

After the BJA’s “guessing” and “interpretations”, Sport England’s solicitor tells me there was no actual meeting!! 

Did Mr Horton-Jones, or did Mr McCarthy, make it all up. Dishonesty, lies? 

(This is reminiscent of when I reported that Sport England had said they had had a meeting to discuss “and scrutinise” the issues the Campaign had raised. When I challenged them via Freedom of Information Act 2000 requesting minutes, as they would not tell me what was discussed, only then did Sport England admit there had been no meeting. Just a phone chat!)

Good wishes to all

John Goldman

 

 

 

 

