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Special Feature  

CONNECT  

The Revamp Of Parliament - A   
 

 2155 KA 

 The writing has been clearly seen on the wall – so it’s just a matter of time now! 

1 There is a book to be written about the inadequacies of our 
democracy system, the voting procedures, all the parliamentary 
rules and lack of and – not least – MP’s unacceptable conduct. 
 

 

2 I’m not in line to do that myself, but I do feel positioned to start 
the process of writing up the rough notes for such a book – 
opening the door on the chapters to be written – by someone. 
 
Today, I want to share my first rough notes with you and if you 
would like to add to them – well all the better.  
 

 

3 The role of the 650 elected MPs in parliament – occupying the benches in 
the lower house – the Commons – is defined here on the parliamentary 
website.   
 
It says in the opening paragraphs: 

The UK public elects Members of Parliament (MPs) to represent their 
interests and concerns in the House of Commons. MPs consider and can 
propose new laws as well as raising issues that matter to you in the 
House. This includes asking government ministers questions about 
current issues including those which affect local constituents. 
 
MPs split their time between working in Parliament itself, working in the 
constituency that elected them and working for their political party. 
 
Some MPs from the governing party (or parties) become government 
ministers with specific responsibilities in certain areas, such as Health or 
Defence. These MPs do not stop working for their constituency and, 
whatever their role in Government or Parliament, will still hold regular 
surgeries to help their constituents. 
 
What do MPs do in Parliament? 
When Parliament is sitting (meeting), MPs generally spend their time 
working in the House of Commons. This can include raising issues 
affecting their constituents, attending debates and voting on new laws. 
This can either be by asking a question of a government minister on your 
behalf or supporting and highlighting particular campaigns which local 
people feel strongly about. 
 

https://www.parliament.uk/about/mps-and-lords/members/mps/
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Most MPs are also members of committees, which look at issues in 
detail, from government policy and new laws, to wider topics like human 
rights. 
 

It goes on as you will guess. 
 

4 The above tells us how the MPs split their time.  What it doesn’t include, is 
that MPs can split their time further – and they do - to include a paid job 
working for someone else.  Despite being paid by us - the public they are 
paid to represent, being the taxpayers – they are permitted to take another 
job and get paid for that too.  There is no Quid pro Quo discount for the 
taxpayer here which means that whilst they are being paid by us, to work for 
us – they can also be in the British Virgin Isles working on tax saving 
initiatives for major corporates and investment funds.  
Isn’t that interesting and the government have no plans to change this 
arrangement – and why would it – given what our so-called MPs are like. 
 
Imagine a nurse working for the NHS for 5 days a week but being allowed to 
work part-time – whenever she felt like it – helping her husband with his 
plumbing business – for which she also gets paid.  The taxpayer picks up the 
tab for both - her time worked and our lost time whilst she moonlights.   
How mad is that you will ask?  But that’s exactly what our MPs are doing.    
 

 
 
Have a look at this story - about former attorney general Geoffrey Cox. 
This is just one example – supporting one reason – of why a revamp of 
parliament is needed.  And I believe that revamp will happen and probably 
much sooner than many will think. 
 
It’s not in my diary yet – but it’s a strong feeling I have – along with others. 
That is - other feelings, along with other people with the same feelings.   
 

5 The topic of being paid handsomely – and then being paid handsomely again 
by a corporate or investment fund - is not the subject of this article.  It will, I’m 
sure, be the subject of another article soon. 

https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2022/mar/17/plans-to-cap-uk-mps-earnings-from-second-jobs-dropped
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No – this article is about the ability – and even the opportunity, to be fair – of 
our MPs to properly carry out their role. 
 
The role I am referring to here is the one noted in 3 above – being the 
consideration of new laws.  My view – as I have come to form it – tells me 
that this is process, duty, or role of an MP, is not so easy to perform.  
 
If anyone has taken time out to read an Act of Parliament – or say a proposed 
Bill of Parliament – will know it is the perfect cure for insomnia.  You must be 
wide-awake – dead keen – or a geek - to get through the thing, even if the 
task is approached in manageable bite-size chunks. 
 
The task must be truly horrendous!  And horrendous it must be for all bills of 
parliament, including the very ones an MP might be personally interested in 
or passionate about.  Imagine Geoffrey Cox for example, diving into the 
proposed Coronavirus Act when he’s due at Heathrow in the next few days. 
He’s heading for the Caribbean sun-soaked beaches and the not so stuffy 
corporate boardrooms set up there.  It surely would be difficult for Geoffrey 
or anyone to keep their head down on the job – stepping through the 
detailed provisions of Coronavirus Act 2020 - with the other paid job - off-
shore as it is - in mind! 
.  

6 So, these are my rough, early notes for the book which someone might write: 
The REVAMP OF PARLIAMENT. 
 
Whenever a Bill of Parliament is drafted, but prior to being scrutinized in 
parliament by those 650 MPs – some moonlighting as we know – the Bill is 
sent to persons, groups and other interested parties - listed on a registered 
list of such – to scrutinize ahead of the MPs.  
Depending on the bill’s subject, the registered list could be lengthy – in fact 
very lengthy – but not stupidly so.  
 
These people would be eager to get stuck into the text - because this is their 
field of interest.  They could perhaps be sent the proposed bill and asked to 
respond say in the next 6wks.  Comments, of all kinds would be assessed 
and tabulated and later shared with the 650 MPs.  The attention of the MPs 
would automatically be drawn to issues which are seen as fair and 
reasonable and ALL those which are not. 
 
This surely would make for a much more interesting day for our challenged 
MPs and - at the same time – move us closer to an improved democracy. 
     

7 A thought to be injected here concerns who might be on such a registered 
list of persons, groups and other interested parties?  Let’s call them the 
Considerants.   
 
It would be reasonable to make a little money available to them for their time 
and effort.  This would be particularly so in the case of individuals and 
charities.  Less so where the Considerants are banks or investment funds.  But 
these are just notes for the moment.    
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Thought would be given to the bias which might enter this framework, with 
the wrong interested parties becoming involved.  There would doubtless be 
opposition to certain persons and groups having a say and the balance of 
opinion would have to be managed exceptionally carefully.  That said, a fair 
balance of opinion can be achieved and it would have deep rooted benefits.   
 
How Considerants are selected for inclusion on a Register of such I have 
given little thought to at this stage.  But however the Register might be 
constructed, it would need to be subject to transparency at all levels – and 
quite rightly too.  Further, observations and comments about the makeup of 
the Register would be transparent also, with people’s views being expressed 
for all to see.    
 
This all may sound a tad bureaucratic, but unfortunately that is the nature of 
this stuff and it can hardly be avoided.  What we are looking for is a more 
efficient and better way of arriving at the written laws of this land.  In part, it is 
the unfortunate downside and reality behind the very thing we all want more 
of - being engagement, openness and fairness.  
 

8 Here I’ll give a couple of quick examples of how this might work in practice. 
Let’s consider the following proposed bills - involving:  

1. Revision of the law concerning field sports 
2. Revision of the law concerning the role of the Charity Commission 

 
Revision of the law concerning field sports 
The bill – having been carefully thought through before being drafted – is 
then shared with all the registered Considerants. 
The Considerants might include the country sports organisations as well as 
certain animal welfare groups.  In addition to these direct interest groups 
might be others retained to give an opinion from the standpoint of an 
unbiased bystander – in other words – representatives of the general public.   
 
Revision of the law concerning the role of the Charity Commission 
The bill – again carefully drafted – is shared with the appropriate members 
on the register of Considerants.  
The Considerants here, might include charities, trustees of charities, lawyers 
and commentators on the charity sector generally.  
Again, in addition to these direct interest groups would be groups retained to 
give an opinion from the standpoint of an unbiased bystander.   
 

9 The submissions from the Considerants would need to be carefully and 
intelligently structured.  The purpose being to gain the maximum benefit 
possible from the input derived from their involvement.  Thought would be 
required to address the style, length and complexity of the submissions 
made.  It is foreseeable that, bias could be injected, simply because certain 
submissions are exceptionally detailed – populated with industry jargon – for 
the sole purpose of wishing to appear all-knowing and authoritative and thus 
more influential.    
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All submissions would be consolidated and summarised in a form that is 
easily read and understood –jargon free! 
 
The end product would then be made public for all to see.  A free press 
would provide further commentary which would be made available for MPs 
to consider.  The definition of a free press would doubtless be looked at! 
 

10 Now a brief word about those MPs. 
There is so much which can be said about MPs, and I am thinking specifically 
about their individual roles – and their record of activity - in parliament. 
This is a major subject and one I intend to cover in a later article. 
 

11 This appears to me to pave one particularly useful path to an enhanced form 
of democracy and one based upon a heightened degree of public 
engagement.  What is more than clear in this short rough note - on this 
particular element of democracy - is this.  There is perhaps no perfect 
system known to man that would serve the purpose we would all want to 
see.  What we can do though is start a process – to begin a journey if you will 
– to get ever closer to the fair, open and much improved democratic system 
we would all of us be happier with.   
 
My question here and now is: 
Would you support it – meaning a much-improved democratic system, 
through a Revamp of Parliament - if it were up for adoption?  
 

12 I feel motivated to write some more notes on a vision for a revised 
democratic system and that Revamp of Parliament.  As I see things, there is 
no end to the material which gives rise to thoughts about revision and 
modification.  We only have to look at the last 2yrs plus, to know there is so 
much that is wrong about our political system.  There is enough I’d say, to fill 
several volumes of that book!  
 

PS1 Before leaving the subject, I’d like to mention the topic of a recent article. 
The article being, Why has death Been Changed, - by Helen King.  It centres 
on the Coronavirus Act 2020 which has recently expired in accordance with 
the provisions it contained limiting the length of time it would remain on the 
Statute Book. 
 
The article points to a definite creep in the control over the people which 
parliament has allowed the government to take.  This is not good and 
provides for us all, more clear evidence that parliament is not working. 
 
What is also clear is that parliament was not allowed enough time to 
consider the provisions of the Act – when introduced - in the first place.  
Neither was it, for the continuance of certain provisions of that Act, following 
their expiration of their time-limited 2yr period.  The Act was introduced as 
apparent emergency legislation applying temporary measures only.  
Amazingly, there was also an absence of complaint about that from MPs. 
 
On a far more general point, I cannot leave this article without making this 
concluding comment about parliament – and it’s this. 

https://41e303be-f6b6-45b0-adba-177879bff66a.usrfiles.com/ugd/41e303_66f301e9da7a4af5b34d4d1292e64fb8.pdf
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Throughout the last 2yrs or more, there has been a complete absence of 
questioning from any of the Commons benches, aimed at testing and 
checking the governments stance on any of its work in that time.  It is as if, all 
650 were of like mind – completely forgetting what they had been elected to 
that place to do – represent the people and their interests. 
 
Perhaps stiffened by the fear campaign – itself launched by government – 
the 650 MPs seemed to freeze in their role to ask questions which were on 
the lips of millions of constituents.  Questions like: 
 
Why were parliamentary appointments made without due process? 
Why were lucrative contracts awarded to strange suppliers without check? 
Why were comments made by experts - like Dr Tess Lawrie – ignored? 
Why did the Chief Medical Officer only sing one tune – Vaccines are coming?  
Why were all the measures taken when the effects of C19 were so slight? 
 
And then there is this one: 
If the pandemic was so serious and dangerous – and those in the halls of 
government where all the relevant strings of information meet up –  
WHY did the PM and others feel that it was perfectly OK and SAFE to party? 
Not just once either – but on numerous occasions as the evidence reveals. 
 
No one seems to be asking that question – not one of the 650 MPs.   
Is it not time therefore, for them all to go – every single one of them? 
 
This video encapsulates the situation – about one of them - at least in part. 
It may amuse you – but it may also make you think?  
 
The video also opens the door on a raft of other subjects which show… 
…there is a crying need for that Revamp of Parliament! 
The main question we should be focused on perhaps – is WHEN?  
    

PS2 So, another reason for writing these rough notes for a book.  Another reason 
for making known a viewpoint which is clearly shared by millions across the 
whole country.  Parliament is NOT WORKING. 
 
How would you change it – if you could wave your magic wand? 
I’d really like to know.         
 

PS3 There has been a recent change in the Highway Code.  It effectively amounts 
to a rebalancing of responsibilities between road users.  That is all good.  
However, it appears that the rebalancing has not gone down well with some 
of those road users – and that is not good.  To what extent road user groups 
were involved in these changes before they were made is not known.  But 
whatever happened, it shows that the system for making changes needs 
some modification.  More revamping here appears necessary!    
 

 CONNECT’S Maxim and Oath 
Connect is only interested in finding and sharing the TRUTH. 

In search of that TRUTH, we only pose questions – we have no answers. 
 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=31AuM7R1tBs
https://www.gbnews.uk/news/highway-code-entirely-fails-to-share-burden-of-responsibility-with-cyclists-drivers-fume/271267


Magazine: Tetbury CONNECT  
 

7 | P a g e  
 

 By: David Charles 

 Source: Tetbury CONNECT: Magazine 

3 LINK What do MPs do? – Good question! 

4 LINK Plans to cap UK MPs’ earnings from second jobs dropped 

PS1 LINK “Why has death Been Changed” – by Helen King 

PS1 LINK “It’s not just the parties. He lies about everything.”: Led By Donkeys 

PS3 LINK Highway Code 'entirely fails' to share burden of responsibility with 
cyclists, drivers fume 

 PLEASE DOWNLOAD AND SHARE THIS ARTICLE 

 

  
 Opportunity to join the CONNECT team and network 

 END 

 

 

https://www.tetburyconnect-m3.com/magazine
https://www.parliament.uk/about/mps-and-lords/members/mps/
https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2022/mar/17/plans-to-cap-uk-mps-earnings-from-second-jobs-dropped
https://41e303be-f6b6-45b0-adba-177879bff66a.usrfiles.com/ugd/41e303_66f301e9da7a4af5b34d4d1292e64fb8.pdf
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=31AuM7R1tBs
https://www.gbnews.uk/news/highway-code-entirely-fails-to-share-burden-of-responsibility-with-cyclists-drivers-fume/271267
https://www.tetburyconnect-m3.com/connect-m3

