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London.  I considered this to be a wholly rational assumption for the majority of Ministers.  
This precedent was an important factor in my decision not to change the designation of my 
main home after 2004.   

I didn’t ‘flip’ because I didn’t think it was justified by my personal circumstances. 

I have never hidden the fact that my family live in my Redditch home. I made my thinking 
on this clear in my first written evidence to the Commissioner: 

‘When I became a Minister, my husband and I did consider whether to move our children 
to London.  However, they were born in Redditch, go to school there and have established 
friends and activities there.  ….. We took a conscious decision to split the main family 
home from my main home.  I noted that in your report on Ed Balls and Yvette Cooper it 
was the location of the individual Member that was decisive in determining where time 
was spent – not where the family were based’.  Written evidence no 5, p60. 

I made this clear to the Department of Resources when I asked for and received advice that 
supported my decision in 2007.  Written evidence no 7 and 8, p64. 

I am sure the Committee will want to give careful consideration to the implications of this 
judgement for other members.  It would seem to imply that there can never be a distinction 
between ‘family home’ and ‘main home’.  I suspect many other members would fall foul of 
this interpretation in retrospect – not least as it runs contrary to the advice of the 
Department of Resources. 

In para 174, the Commissioner emphasises that I don’t own my London Home.  It is true 
that I have a mortgage on my Redditch home and am only a guarantor of the mortgage on 
my London home paying rent to my sister.  Many of my constituents count as home, 
somewhere that they only rent.  Furthermore, I note the considerable controversy 
surrounding parliamentary colleagues who own two homes.  I have always only owned one 
home.   

Use of discretion 
 
In his final paragraph, the Commissioner concludes that I should have ‘exercised my 
discretion’ to make a different decision.   

If I had done this, it would have been: 

• A shift away from the previous practice for Ministers at a time when I was 
spending more, not less time in London 

• Against the ‘primary’ and objective test in the rules for 3 of the 4 years in 
question 

• Not supported by advice I sought and received from the then Fees Office. 
 
On this basis, I believe that the decision that I took was a reasonable one in the 
circumstances. 
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As the Commissioner reports in Para 100, my argument is that I stuck by the spirit of the 
pre 2004 rules; tested them by checking with the Department; fulfilled their objective 
requirements and made a reasonable judgement that prospectively I was likely to spend 
more nights in London than in Redditch. 

I have never ‘flipped’, I have only ever owned one home and I don’t believe that making a 
different decision would have resulted in better value for money. 

I have sought throughout to co-operate fully and openly with the Commissioner's inquiry. 
I have provided unprecedented access to Ministerial and personal diaries, my case has been 
supported by my nearest neighbour and my decision was upheld by advice I received from 
the Parliamentary authorities. 

I am disappointed that this process has not led to a fairer set of conclusions, based on 
objective and consistent application of the rules as they were at the time.   

I hope that the Committee will bear this in mind in their consideration of the 
Commissioners report. 

Media Package 
 
I accept the Commissioners conclusions on this and repeat my wholehearted apology that 
this mistake happened 
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Formal minutes 

Tuesday 22 September 2009 

AFTERNOON SITTING 

Members present: 

Mr Kevin Barron  
Mr Andrew Dismore 
Mr Greg Knight 

 Mr Chris Mullin  
Mr Paddy Tipping 
Dr Alan Whitehead 

 
In the absence of the Chairman, Mr Kevin Barron was called to the Chair.  

Draft Report (Jacqui Smith), proposed by Mr Barron, brought up and read. 

Ordered, That the draft Report be read a second time, paragraph by paragraph. 

Paragraphs 1 to 9 read and agreed to.  

Paragraph 10 read, amended and agreed to.  

Paragraphs 11 to 19 read and agreed to.  

Paragraph 20 read, amended and agreed to.  

Paragraph 21 read and agreed to.  

Paragraphs 22 and 23 read, amended and agreed to.  

Paragraph 24 read and agreed to.  

Paragraph 25 read, amended and agreed to.  

Paragraph 26 read and agreed to.  

Paragraph 27 read, amended and agreed to.  

Paragraphs 28 to 30 read and agreed to.  

Paragraph 31 read, amended and agreed to.  

Paragraph 32 read and agreed to.  

Paragraphs 33 to 36 read, amended and agreed to.  

Paragraphs 37 to 45 read and agreed to.  

Two Papers were appended to the Report. 

Resolved, That the Report, as amended, be the Ninth Report of the Committee to the House. 

Ordered, That Mr Barron  make the Report to the House. 

 [Adjourned till Tuesday 20 October at 9.30 am 

 




