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MPf s Allowances

With reference to the revelations of my MP Crispin Blunt’s behaviour I
must express my strongest protest at the possibility of Professor
Kennedy’ s team watering down professor Kelly's recommendations.

I am alarmed to read that MPs living within an hour's commuting
distance will continue to claim second home allowances. Why should
commuting “not be a long term proposition” for Mr. Blunt when his
constituents do so daily? Why sheuld I, and other tax payers have to
subsidise the extravagant life styles and privileges of our MPs? Mr.
Blunt should be living in his constituency and travelling to
Westminster daily if need be. He failed dismally to represent me when
I sought his assistance! If he chooses to have a bigger second home
for his family over weekends than he should not expect the taxpayers to
hear the burden. Why should I, whose pension does not even reach the
average minimum salary be paying for his totally unnecessary sscond
home utility bills, mortgagse payments, council tax, furniture, fixtures
and fittings, transport and many other pariiamentary privileges?
professor Kennedy needs to consider this and reach a just and eguitable
decision in this matter if public confidence is to be restored in our

iarliamentari system.

L concerned Reigate and Banstead Constituent.

MP's Allowances
T am writing on behalf of all my like-minded Reigate constituents to
urge Professor Kennedy and his team to honour Professor Kelly's
recommendations and not allow second home allowances for MPs living
outside London but still within very easy commuting distance. As
described below Mr. Crispin Blunt has exploited the system to the full.
This should not be allowed to continue at taxpayers' expense.
L Conservative home affairs spokesman was told by the Commcns'
suthorities to stop claiming thousands of pounds of second home
allowances on his London home because he lived there with his children.
Crispin Blunt, the MP for Reigate, Surrey, responded by asking if he
could take out a second mortgage against his constituency home in
Surrey and claim that on expenses. When the fees office sald no, he
sold the house and bought a bigger property costing nearly twice as
much, and billed the taxpayer for £16,000 in stamp duty and fees.
Documents lodged with the fees office show that Mr Blunt claimed that
London was his second home from 1997,
The official said that “it would appear” Mr Blunt had nominated nhis
London home as his seccond home because of nis “mortgage arrangements”.
He added: “I suggested that he change his nomination.” Mr Blunt then
wrote to the fees office agreeing to move his “main home” designation
+5 London, but suggesting that he took out an additional mortgage on
his house in his Surrey constituency, and secure it on his home in
only claim mortgage interest from
sum not exceeding the wvaluation of
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The fees’ office reply is not recorded, but land registry documents
show that Mr Blunt sold the property in Horley, Surrey for £224,000 in
July 2004. He bought another property in the same village for £485,000
in November 2005 and claimed £16,000 in stamp duty and legal bills.

Mr Blunt said that when he became an MP in 1997 “it was open to members
to designate either home” as thelir main residence. He changed the
designation in 2003 when he was told that the rules had changed by the

fees offi












