From: -
Sent: 30 May Fuud 09:14 & L%
To: Imaquiry _

Subject: Submission to review of MF's expenses

Importance: High

Dear Sir / Madam

I welcome the opportunity made to the public te comment in This ipguiry. There are a
nunber of points that I would wish to make, soms anawering your guestions directly,
athers that relate to polnts of principle.

While your remit does not exactly cover the secting of the actual salaries of MP's,
the key thing I would like to make is that MP's positions are in my mind, not
comparable to other positions. The argument that these individuals could be paid more
in the private sector, or other jobs in the public sector, is irrelevant. Candidates
in my mind, should seek election to parliament on altruistic grounds: they are
interested in influencing policy and life in Britain. Financial recompense iz of
:acondery nature. If they start complaining they &re not pald enough, this indicates
that thelr own [lrnancial clrcumstances acs mole important than the job and they shouwld
ke woted out. Indeed with a salary at owver double the natiopal average, I think thay
are handsomely paid. If they are expecting & lat more then they are in it for the
WEOTD Faasons.

I skall now respond to sach of the questions.

1. Any expenses® system must be fair and tranaparent - with detalled criceria set
obiectively by a body independent from Parliament. A&n independent Body muss
adjudicace clsims and enforce the rules. All information (With the exceptlion af
addresses and family members names) should be publicly awvailabla.

3. Mo it is not right that parliamant sets its own criteria. there is a conflict of
interest in setting rules for yourself when you are there to reprasent the bhest
interests of your constituents, but you are the beneficlary of the syastem, It should
not be allowed, Instead, the schema should be the same as with local govarnment
sfficials, exactly - with the sscond homes allowance etc the only differance. Whoever
monitors the local government achema should govern the Westmlnster gcheme. If it is
Wesrminster, then maybe a cross-party grand committes from the House of lords, the
devolved governments, the Greatar London AButhority and English Lo<al authoritles
should be formed to set the criceria and budgets. Ho MP should ke tnwolwed at all.

3, In principle, most of the categories of items are correct hawever it appears therse
is too much vagueness for MP's to claim substantial amounts.If a list is come up with
far items, it should not be benchmarked against "Jochn Lewis®™ but a budget retailer:
IXEA comes to ming, If the MPs want highar cost items, they pay the difference: we
pay the minimum!

4. The policing of the system 1S inadeguate. The new system shenld be run by the
wational Rudit Office, not parliamentary authorities.

£ Tt is correct that ne financial adwantage should gccur. With reference Co mortgage
intersst, 1 do believe that it is more cost effective for homes to be purchased than
renting, or MPs being put up in hotels or a Dormitory kind of thing. It 1s impertant
that they don’t get lost 1n rhe Westminster world and having a home with bheir
families in London will at least keep the link with the rest of the real world. Buat
the change I would make 1s to 53y that for second homes the government pay for the
whole mortgage {capital end

interest) and own the property putright. The people then get any capital gain from
any sale, In addition, given shat the London market will continue to be more
expensiva, [ would suggest that the London homss are paid for by the gowvarnment. MEPs
can do wnat they want in their constituencles with their own money - but if they are
in London and have a second home - it is the London property that ths gavernmank
should awn. This would need specific limlits set on the size and eost of the housa =
but allowances should be made £or the size of the dependent familles - as you arill
want children to live with thair M parent. The carallary {g that if MP3 are a couple
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= then only 1 second home can be claimed far.

6. I do not belleve, for backbenchers an increase in basic pay is warranted. I refar
you to my first paragraph on the role being altruistic and reiterate that they earn
more Chan double the average income in the UK and are in the top 5% paid in the UK.
Given that the House has very little power when there iz a large majority and a rigld
whip - backbenchers impact is very little anywsy. A basic MP may have a staff of 5ay
3. A head ceacher would have possibly over 100 staff and hundreds of kids to Look
after. The level of responsibility is not comparable.

1. Constituency cffices should be funded directly by the government. Staff should
alao be funded by them. Ideally constituency offices should be government owned and
be transferred Lo the incumbent MP, much like 10 Downing street goes to the incumbent
prime minister. As far as office expenses goes - some Fixed costs for utilities pes
and other hardware should be met by Lhe hose autharities. A per conatituent cate
should be made for communication materials (paper/ postage) is the only thing they
should be aliowed to have conteocl of,

B. 1If they are im London, accommadation should be provided as described above - with
ne food expenses. If they are in the constituency, living expenses should be met from
their cwn pocket. If in any other location they should follow civil service rules on
staying in hotels (both what hotels are sllowed and the overnight subsistence rate for
food]l. The current rules on travelling expenses zeem fina - but should be recalipted
at all times: including for petrol,

2. Ho discretion allowed. As per answer to 5 - London home can be secend home - buk
rust be cwned or rented by che government, not MPs.

10. 1In principle, family membera should be allewed to be emplayed in MPs offices.
However, as with other public bodies, this should only be allowed where an interview
process has shown them to be the best person for the Job and detalled job descriptions
provided and records of duties provided. ALl office staff should go through
competency based interviews carried out by the Commons HR team and the MP concernsd
before the appointment is made,

1l. Yes receipts for all reimbursable expenditure should be reguired.

t2. All expenditure should be publicly avellable on the wab, Tf anybhing is
personal, they are well paid and should meet it ocut their own pockens,

1J. It is fine for MPs to have other interests - as long as a) they make these
interests known on campaign literature when seeking election and b this is
maintained ln the register of interests and c) they deliver a minimum of a 35 hour
Wwa2ek 1n parlliament.

14. this is tough one: as long as it is about theilr werk; not just what their party
ig doing. This should be covered off in office @Xpenses; but sach newsletbter verified
Dy any new expenses body to shew that the MPs own work is describad = 1f it is party
woark generally claims should be refused.

1 really do think that a root and branch review of the consbitution and powsr of
Parliament is provided for. The executive is tof powerful and becasusze they come From
pirliament, MF's cannot call the government te sccount. I do believe that there
fhould be a separation of the executive and the legislature, an independencly elected
upper chamber and proportional representation. MP's corplain that PR will glve
control to parties if via a party list. That is not the only PR system. There iz
8uch a2 thing called the single transferable wotes (STV). This maintaing the MP
constituency link, but just ensures that in the snd of the day ranking of choices will
see all wiews accounted for. The pecple are lntelligent ensugh to rank votes, not
Just mark a crocss.

A constitutional convention sheuld be established post an election. Howewer I do not
believe that politicians who may seek further re-alection should sit arn the
conventlion: as they still hawve a conflict of interest im that they will still be
tempted to design & system that benefits them. It has bean suggested to me that this
13 what happened in Scotland now, where the PR acrangements From all accounts were
concocted to ensure the 3NP could not get & majority of seats in the Scottish
Fapllament.

Instead, to restore the confidence in demccracy, erdinary members of the public should
e allewed to seek election to the convention, on the pre-requisite that they commit
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to never seesking election to parliament. They may say they hold partlcular views, but
by having to agree to not seek election to parliament this removes the direct link to
shurure self-interest. This bedy, like a jury, could sit for a year and consider
submissions / proposals by whatewer groups - whether political partles, lobbylsts for
constitutional chenge, constitutional lawyers/ historigns and then negotiate a
complately new constitution, that would then be yoted on at a referendom.

I think this arrangement would, at a stroke restore public faith in the political
processa. People would feel that the public designed the constitutional sertlemant -
not the political elite. It will make the public feel it is their system and we
control the politicians, not the other way round. Afterwards I am sdre we will be
happy to then wote for candidates and parties again, hased on their manlfesto'=s, but
safe in the knowledge that we set the rules by which they govern us. Much like the
Magna Carta set the principle of royal government by consent of the people via
parliament, this could extend the principle that politicians govern with our consent
on the framewcrk in which thay gowvern.

I hope these suggestions will be informative for your review. Please let me know when
s ponsultation statement will be published and when recommendations are to be
published.

Yours sincerealy
Ji Bryson

BEinrosa
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