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Alexander Johnston

19/01/10

MP EXPENSES CONSULTATION

Dear Sir,

Thank you for providing the opportunity for me to comment on your proposed
changes to MPs’ expenses.

| hope that in due course the opportunity will be afforded to comment on MPs’
salaries, pensions and other conditions as part of a further consultation
exercise.

My responses to the 19 questions you pose in the consultation document is
given below, but first | would like to make a few general points by way of
introduction.

Introduction

First, like many others, | have been shocked by the inappropriate use of public
funds by many MPs. This shock has turned to disbelief when it became
evident that every possible manoeuvre has been deployed by politicians to
stop the information on expenses becoming public knowledge. Not only has
the House shown that it is not attuned to normal standards of openness and
transparency, but it is also prepared to treat the public whom it is supposed to
serve with distain. This may be contrasted with the position in Local
Government, which was subject to openness and transparency with the
passing of the Access to Information Act, as long ago as 1984.

Those who work or have worked in public service will be tainted by the MPs’
expenses scandal for years to come; the damage to “the Mother of
Parliaments” and our national reputation is immeasurable.

It therefore follows that in any new regime for MPs expenses, the scope for
interpretation by MPs should be minimised.

Second, the country faces serious long-term economic problems. You do not
have to be an economist to realise that public expenditure will have to be cut
back and taxes raised. Many people will loose their jobs. In this context it is
appropriate that the total expenses bill for MPs should be reduced
considerably, perhaps by a third over several years.

MPs’ costs including their expenses are an administrative overhead and
therefore should take priority for cutbacks.





















