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Thank you for your letter of 11th May 1978,
confirming the points  made by you  and your
colie yues on the Executiveof the 192 ittee
at our - meeting  on onday, 8th .ay.

It is quite clear that you have devoted a
great  deal  of time and thought to  these difficult
problems of the pay and  pensions of Is  and I very
such appreciate the trouble you are taking on
behalf of all the wsbers of our party. I have
no doubt at al That your efforts  have been the
decisive factor in persuading  the  vemment to
bring forward legislation to implement the Boyle
rec endations on °ibers' pensions.

I have had an initial discussion with my
colleagues about your  suggestions  for dealing
with ers' pay in the future. Several points
were raised, as detailed below, and I would be
€ ratef ul if you would ponder  them and come and
talk to rje again.

1. The idea that Members of Parliament should be
paid a relistic salary is desired by everyone.
It is rwcognised that the ale Coittee is
the best (as well as the only) instruct which
can give independent advice about the level of
that salary and therefore that it should be
invoked,
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1 recognise thatyour  sole concern-most
understandably- was with the pay of  ̀ :i. rs
of Parliament. My colleagues and 1 feel that
thepay  of inlst+ s (on which Boyle reported
in 1976) should be considered at the s time
and that any c itnt by the  Conservative

hould be in great difficulty on  the  relati sh
Party should embrace the two. 6therwise  we

between and Minister's pay.

I would like you to clarify one pa

the wish of the Executive of the 1922 Co> !,,3ittee
and the Executive of the PIP that the leaders of
both main parties should c  rnit themselves to
'tabling the nsy resolutions to Implement
the Boyle recommendations". In the following
p ra ra h you say 'we want the Parties to be
publicly comitted to the procedure only'.
I  take this to mean that you want the next
Government to allow the house of cocoons to
accept  Boyle in tote if it wishes, but that
you do not exclude the possibility that the
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