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Dear Madam, Sir,

I make my response to the MPs Expenses Consultation below:

01: Do you agree that the CSPL's principles,
supplemented as proposed. should form the
basis of the new expenses system?

YES

Q2: Do you agree with our proposal to
concentrate on expenses rather than
allowances wherever possible?

YES

Q3 Do you agree that there shouid be annual

limits to the amount that can be spent from

public funds on each of the main elements of

our expenses scheme, except for travel and

subsistence?

YES, to limits.

NO, to unlimited exceptions that involve non-standard journeys, e.g. foreign trips, except if this is too
unwieldy to administer. Limits should be imposed.

MPs have always been responsible for their claims being wholly necessary for their job; it is enforcement
that has been lax such that some MPs saw no reason to remain responsible and got away with whatever
they could swing with the fees office.

How do you cost the benefits of honesty? Or justice? The system that comes into being should be as simple
as possible to ensure costs are as low as possible but there should be no compromise on ensuring and
enforcing standards in public life when determining the cost of administration of the new system.

24: Do you agree with our approach to the

submission of claims?

YES

Please ensure this does not become another IT scandal, overpriced, behind schedule and not fit for
purpose.

Q&: Are you content with our proposed

approach to the publication of claims?

YES, excepting that there should be no need to have redacted information. A House of Commons Account
for the payment of MPs expenses should be set up once per Parliament by an MP and no bank account
details need be included with individual claims. Payments would be automatically passed through this
account.

26: Do you support the idea of requiring MPs
{o produce an annual repart of their use of
public funds?

YES

Q7: We propose that MPs are eligible to

claim for accommodation expenses uniess

their constituency contains a station within

London transport zones 1-6. Do you agree

with this approach?

YES, to the option for using zones 1-6 as the geographical area. It has the merit of being clear and simple.
No point in arguing; there is no perfect solution; there will be some winners but no losers and | think it would
appear petly or vindictive to make a more complicated system and the sums involved in such a "grey" area
are not likely to be so great as to be worthwhile, only producing an expensive administrative system.

NO. however, to reimbursing those with their home outside the zones who claim rental expenses that are
above the level of rented accommodation at a reasonable price, e.g. not for expensive accommodation
within a stone's throw of Westminster. A property anywhere within zones 1-6 seems to be appropriate as
those MPs whose only home is within this geographical area would receive no support. The majority of
properties within the zones, and many quite close to Wesiminster, would be far cheaper than those at












