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Introduction
I have no party political allegiance but my interest and knowledge of the issues stems
from working periodically during the last twenty years, with the Members from both
of the main political parties who represent the five constituencies in the Bradford
Metropolitan District, to pursue the interests of local companies and local economic
development, in my former roles as:
Chief Executive of Bradford Chamber of Commerce & Industry - the 4th
largest in the country at that time with 2000 local companies in membership.
Chief Executive of Bradford & District Training & Enterprise Council.
I am now retired - this is a personal response.

Question 1 - The Principles
| agree but draw particular attention to my answer to Question 7 below and Para 2.3.2
of your document "reimbursement tor unavoidable costs." This principle should be
applied to northern Members who unavoidably need to furnish - within strict rules -
London accommodation which they are renting or buying. The MOD model in para
6.20 is relevant. 1 therefore disagree with the inclusion of furniture among the non
claimable items in para 6.51

Question 2 - Expenses rather than allowances
I agree - provided that the provision in para 5.5 for interest free loans for high cost
initial expenditure is implemented.

Question 3 - Annual limits on expenditure
I agree - provided that:
e The limits reflect the differing costs in various parts of the country to
avoid individual gain or loss
e They can be adjusted/re-negotiated during the year to reflect agreed
changes to circumstances
L]
Question 4 - submission of claims
I disagree with the proposal in para 5.5. to require on line submissions with the
evidence to follow - para 5.12.
Removal of the on line requirement will reduce bureaucracy, avoid the massive
collation task of matching the claims made on line to the subsequent evidence and
will not reduce "security.” Unless the proposal intends the unwise payment of claims
simply on the basis of the on line submissions and before evidence has been provided
- no time will be lost by omitting on line submissions and public access to the "actual”
data will not be delayed as a result of this amendment.
I am perplexed by the proposal to provide each Member with a monthly statement
summarising the claims they have made - para 5.9 - when para 5.3 requires each
Member to personally certify each claim before it is submitted. I would expect each












