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Please find attached my response to the IPSA MPs’ Expenses Consultation. |
would be pleased if you would confirm receipt of the attached.

Regards

INDEPENDENT PARLIAMENTARY STANDARDS AUTHORITY
MPs’ EXPENSES — CONSULTATION

My background is that I have recently retired as _

so 1 believe that I have knowledge of similar systems & the way that
reimbursement for expenses & employment of spouses works. I was in general
agreement with all the proposals in the Kelly Report. It is vitally important that
confidence & trust is re-established in MPs & Parliament & that IPSA ensures that
this happens in relation to MPs Expenses. One of the 7 Principles of Public Life is
LEADERSHIP & holders of public office should promote and support these principles
by leadership and example. Too many MPs were clearly failing to do this & [ hope that
IPSA will demonstrate leadership by ensuring that the final decisions represent “Best
Practice™ in this area both in terms of the UK & Internationally. Public organisations are
constantly being issued with guidance from Government Departments on best practice
which we are rightly expected to undertake. Best Practice must be one of the major
considerations for action by IPSA rather than the uninformed views of the few.

Ql.  Yes

Q2. Yes

Q3. No - From comments made by the BBC, it does seem that a few MPs exploit
the system by travelling on some foreign trips which appear to be for their
own pleasure rather than as fundamentally part of their work. (I exclude the 3
visits to the European Parliament in my comments.) The evidence presented
for this is that it sometimes appears that no report has to be written which
relates to the purpose or research that has been undertaken & conclusions
drawn from the visit. My view is that all foreign trips should necessitate a
report being written which is available for IPSA to scrutinise before payment
is made from the taxpayer.

Q4. It says that claims will need to be supported by documentary evidence unless
there are “strong reasons otherwise”. Comments such as this are unhelpful as
they can be too widely interpreted. Guidance should make very clear the few
circumstances in which documentary evidence would not be required.

Q5.  Yes

Q6. Yes

Q7. Yes but only because Parliament works unsociable hours at times. If the hours
of Parliament were changed then the area could be extended beyond Zone 6.

Q8. None of these need to be mutually exclusive & I agree with the proposals in

the Kelly Report.

Q9.  In 5 years.

Q10. Itrightly says MPs are “responsible for caring for others™. These individuals
needs to be explicitly defined so that it is clear to all. It also needs to be












