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A Women’s Agenda in a time of sleaze and recession? June 2009 – Survey Results

On 28th May 2009 Women in London distributed a survey via its web site and mailing lists (primarily to women working or volunteering in women’s groups around the UK) and asked questions similar to the ones we circulated prior to the Elections in May 2008 to see whether women’s attitudes had changed in the past 12 months.

“ … will never ever vote Labour again, there is no socialist alternative so will support the Greens … “

We also included the question we asked last year about what is the best solution to funding for core women’s services as the situation does not seem to have improved since this time last year - http://womensgrid.freecharity.org.uk/?p=2641.
“ … devolving funding apportionment to Local Area Agreements has proven not workable.  All too commonly Local Authorities do not have a gendered understanding of the complexities of men's violence against women and children.  Central government has a duty under CEDAW to ensure that all its citizens' lives are safe and secure and this includes women and children.  Central government must fund long-term funding and provide concise dates of action rather than constantly issuing false promises which are meaningless. … “

And because in the past twelve months we have entered a recession, lived with the consequences of a banking crisis and are now learning more about the depths of sleaze in the Parliamentary system, we included some additional questions from last year. 

“ … I am the mother and sole carer for two young children (10 and 5), I work 3 days a week (in the charity sector) so that I can "be there" for my kids as they are growing up - I get child benefit, and child tax credits which cover childcare costs while I work - I live in a 1 bedroom privately rented flat and share a bed with my kids, I have no savings, I get no other benefits or financial support - I do not take more than I need and know that I will be better off financially when my kids are a bit older and I work  full time. This is not a "poor me" story - My life is great, and I am generally a contented and optimistic person, and consider myself lucky and am glad to have left a destructive relationship although I am financially much worse off. The recent revelations however made me livid and feel so let down - and for the first time quite bitter - not a feeling I am familiar with. I have also felt rather depressed recently because of it: most of these people have never known real hardship, and have and have had so many life chances and opportunities and yet casually claim back more than I earn in a year. And all this when so many are losing their homes and jobs. I will not lower myself to their level, but at the moment I honestly feel like a mug for not being "on the take". … “

The survey closed at 10pm on 2nd June, and we are releasing the results we have been able to compile in the intervening 24 hours, to coincide with the Elections on 4th June 2009.

Local government budgets are largely constricted by central government policies, so do you think it would be better if primary women’s services, such as rape crisis, were funded as a result of: 





(2008 figures in brackets)

· 38% a national policy with central funding distributed nationally 


(36%) 

· 22% a number of different sources so as not to be dependent on one 

(20%) 

· 22% area agreements negotiated by local women’s services and their users 

(14%)

· 18% a national policy that imposes targets on local councils to meet from their budgets (20%) 

· 0% other 









  (2%)

· 0% independent grants from trusts, plus supporters subscriptions, etc. 

  (0%)

As last year more women thought that the best solution was for core services such as Rape Crisis to be funded via a national system (38% an increase of 2% on last year).

There was also a 2% increase (from 20 to 22%) in support for the idea that funding for such services should be from a range of sources so as not to be dependent on any one stream of money.

However the biggest increase was for locally negotiated area agreement up by 6% from 14 to 22%, although some of the comments left suggest that women have found this form of funding extremely unsatisfactory and difficult to negotiate.

See page 7 for a list of some of the comments women added about funding women’s services.

Do you agree that there is a “women’s vote” ie that women are swayed by policies that appeal to them because of their gender (2008 figures in brackets)?

· 57% Partly 




(43%)

· 29% Yes 




(34%)

· 9% No 




  (9%)

· 5% Not sure 



  (6%)

(0% not answered)



  (8%)

Which seems to indicate that women now feel that gender is less likely to be a factor in deciding how to vote.

See page 9 for a list of some of the comments women added about a “women’s vote”.

Please note:

Nearly 30% of those who answered these first 2 questions chose not to answer the remaining questions in the survey, so the results on the following pages are adjusted to show this smaller number of respondents as 100%.

Excluding funding for women’s services, in the local council elections (if applicable) and for the European Elections please list in order of importance 3 policies that you would like to be a priority in your local area:

	
	Local council 
(2008)

	1. 
	VAW 

(Public Transport)

	2. 
	Transport 
(Education)

	3. 
	Education 
(Environment)

	
	Europe

	1. 
	Environment

	2. 
	Employment

	3. 
	Environment


If all the issues separately listed in each of the three lists are added together the results are:

	
	Local council 

(2008)

	1. 
	Education 

(Public Transport)

	2. 
	Housing 

(Education)

	3. 
	Young People

(Affordable housing + VAW )

	
	Europe

	1. 
	Environment

	2. 
	Employment

	3. 
	Equalities


Other issues that came near the top of women’s concerns are:

	
	Local council

(2008)

	 
	Employment

(Environment)

Health services

(Affordable childcare)

Local Women’s Services (Community services)

Crime


(Safer streets for women)

Safer streets

(Better local sustainability)

Transport

(Recycling)

	
	Europe

	 
	Economy

Health

Immigration

VAW (Violence Against Women)


See page 12 for a list of some of the comments women added about local issues.

We have included them nearly in their entirety as they show the very wide range of concerns that the ‘top’ issues listed above do not reflect, specifically poverty and deprivation and how that impacts on women and children. 

Are you registered to vote? 
(2008 figures in brackets)
· 100% Yes



(99%)

Do you think you will vote? 
(2008 figures in brackets)
· 84% Yes



(85%)

·   7% No



(  0%)

·   6% Not sure


(  8%)

·   1% Destroy vote


(  0%)

If you do vote which Party’s candidates will it be for eg Labour, Tory, LibDem, Green?

	
	Local council


(2008)

	1. 
	Green 28%


(11%)

	2. 
	Labour  9%


(27%)

	
	Europe

	1. 
	Green 43%

	2. 
	Any left candidate 3% 


Is there any one national Party policy that makes you hesitate to vote for that Party’s local candidate? eg Labour policy on Iraq, the 10p tax cut, Tory policy to cut Sure Start, the Green Party policy on prostitution, etc., etc.. If yes, please say which:

	
	Local council


(2008)

	1. 
	Labour Everything 7% 

(Labour War in Iraq 20%)

	2. 
	Labour Welfare Reform 4%}
(Labour 10p tax cut 18%)

Labour Middle East 4%}

	
	Europe

	1. 
	Labour 13%

	2. 
	Conservative 4%


Were you registered to vote at the last local elections? 
(2008 figures in brackets)
· 93% Yes






(93%)

Did you vote at the last local elections? 
(2008 figures in brackets)
· 79% Yes






(91%)

Which Party’s candidates did you vote for? 
(2008 figures in brackets)
	
	Local council

(2008)

	1. 
	Labour 39%

(Labour 28%)

	2. 
	Green  4%

(Green 5%)

	
	Europe

	1. 
	Labour 31%

	2. 
	Lib Dem 3%


Was there a national Party policy that made you NOT vote for that Party’s local candidate? If yes please say which: 
(2008 figures in brackets)
	
	Local council

(2008)

	1. 
	Labour Iraq War 16%
(War in Iraq 14%)

	
	Europe

	1. 
	War in Iraq 10%
(War in Iraq 7%)


This seems to show that the accumulative effect of the Labour Party’s policy in the Middle East and more recent proposed Welfare Reforms has meant many women are switching their votes to the Green Party – sometimes as the best alternative. This contrasts to the last General Election when women said they would switch their votes to the Liberal Democrats.

Has the recession had an impact on you (score 1-5 with 1 as hardly at all and 5 severely) in your:

· Paid Work 

34% – hardly at all
14% - severely
· Home Life 

42% – hardly at all
  8% - severely
· Volunteer Work 
55% – hardly at all
  3% - severely
· Political activism 
52% – hardly at all
  9% - severely
Most women implied that the recession had not had much impact on their life, and some saw it as an affirmation of their choice for a low impact life style. Although for some it has caused problems for their paid work.

Please list one thing that the recession has made you re-evaluate eg career, work-life balance, consumerism:

· 28% Consumerism
· 15% Career
· 11% Budgeting
See Page 16 for a more detailed list of comments

Has the banking crisis had an impact on your (score 1-5 with 1 as hardly at all and 5 severely):

· Pensions and Savings 
17% – hardly at all
22% - severely
· Work Finances 

30% – hardly at all
14% - severely
· Personal Finances

34% – hardly at all
11% - severely
· Volunteering Funding 
39% – hardly at all
  8% - severely
Please list one thing that the banking crisis has made you re-evaluate eg financial security, changing your life style, etc:

· 25% Financial Security
· 13% Life style
· 13% Savings
See Page 17 for a more detailed list of comments.

Have recent revelations about MPs expenses, 2nd homes, etc., made you:

· Think the parliamentary expenses system needs to change? 
92% - Yes
· Change your mind about who to vote for on 4th June? 
70% - No
· Think the parliamentary voting system needs to change? 
59% - Yes
· Want a different selection process for MPs? 


56% - Yes
See comments on these from Pages 18-23
In which order do you think any of the following should happen to try and restore faith in the Parliamentary system, ie do you think there should be a General Election before all the expenses claims have been investigated by each party’s scrutiny committees or the expenses system or ...
· 1 De-selection of MPs abusing the system: 40%

· 2 Reform of the expenses system: 32%
· 3 Reform the voting system: 32%
· 4 Have a General Election: 35%
There was a clear preference from women on the order in which reforms should take place, it that holding a general election should only happen after de-selection and reforms.

Do you think that if more women had been in decision making positions that the situation would be better than it is now for the:

· Banking system: 

50% -Yes

· Recession: 


48% - Yes

· Parliamentary system: 
48% - Yes

(In each instance around 25% did not think it would make a difference if women were in decision making positions.)

The comments made about women in decision making positions and the need for reforms of the parliamentary system are listed from Page 24 onwards.

One issue that women felt was important is the role of the media in investigating and reporting on these situations and how bad / inadequate it had been, and some felt we should have had questions on that. 

About the women who answered this survey: (2008 figures in brackets)
Age group:

· 30% 46-55 (18%)

· 26% 36-45 (24%)

· 18% 56-65 (26%)

· 11% 26-35 (16%)

·   7% 66-75 (  8%)

·   7% 18-25 (  5%)

·   2% Over 75 (0%)

·   0% Not answered (3%)

Ethnic Identity:

· 75% White (66%)

·   8% Other Ethnic Group (11%)

·   5% Mixed (8%)

·   2% White Irish (7%)

·   0% Asian British Indian (1%)

·   2% Asian British Pakistani (0%)

·   2% Asian British Other (0%)

·   2% Black British African (0%)

·   2% Black British Caribbean (0%)

·   2% Black British Other (1%)

·   0% Not answered (5%)


Sexual Identity:

· 61% Heterosexual (61%)

· 23% Lesbian (23%)

· 13% Bisexual (9%)

·   3% Not answered (7%)

Disability / long term sickness:

· 15% Disabled - not registered (5%)
· 10% Long term sickness (3%)

·   6% Disabled – registered (3%)

· 69% Not relevant (89%)

Region:

· 52% London (59)

· 10% SE England (4%)

·   8% NW England (8%)

·   7% Yorkshire and Humber (3%)

·   5% Wales (4%)

·   5% Eastern (4%)
·   3% Midlands West (4%)

·   3% Midlands East (0%)

·   2% Scotland (0%)

·   2% NE England (3%)

·   0% SW England (4%)

·   0% Northern Ireland (1%)

·   3% Not answered (5%)

Some of the comments about funding women’s services:

· All areas are different and it is the users of the service that know best what is required

· As the Violent Crime Lead for a local authority, I have to argue for local funding for initiatives Government expect us to put in place such as advisory services for female victims.  The funding from central government is short-term, inadequate and often arrives late in the financial year.

· As things are the most deprived areas and wards, containing some of the most vulnerable people, lack such resources as a matter of policy. For instance, South Kensington is a very wealthy area and resources are concentrated there; North Kensington is poor and lacks even resources such as advocacy for the most vulnerable - resources in the North of the Borough were stripped during the last Tory government. (There is a marked difference in death rates in north and south of this borough.)   I would favour any method of funding that prevented political parties from ghettoising certain areas in this way.

· Basically the closer the decision making process gets to the grass roots level the greater the chance of obtaining the necessary funding and it being allocated in the areas of greatest need.

· Because devolving funding apportionment to Local Area Agreements has proven not workable.  All too commonly Local Authorities do not have a gendered understanding of the complexities of men's violence against women and children.  Central government has a duty under CEDAW to ensure that all its citizens' lives are safe and secure and this includes women and children.  Central government must fund long-term funding and provide concise dates of action rather than constantly issuing false promises which are meaningless.

· Core women's services are a NECESSITY, they are not just a want. With 1 in 4 women experiencing some form of violence at some point in their lifetimes, the government need to wise up and actually understand that these services are necessary for the well being of women everywhere.  In Wales, there is only ONE Rape Crisis Centre, there are 5 Sexual Assault Referral Centres and 1 Prostitution, Trafficking and Sexual Exploitation Services. This is to accommodate a population of just under 3million people - half of whom are women!  Add to this that there are only 38 domestic violence services - the SAME number as there were in 2007 - which are meagrely under funded, understaffed and working at full capacity and this tells you that Primary Women's Services NEED to centrally funded and CORE funded by the UK Government.

· Dependency from a central budget is inevitably going to create a more vulnerable service.

· I don't want it to be locally funded based on central government targets.   We have that for other things in our locality and it drives some daft spending just to meet targets.

· I see the argument that a variety of funding would enable independence.   But I think this is as important an issue as the NHS or education, and I'm voting for an expression of national, governmental commitment to its provision.

· I think it is really important that we have a strong network of independent woman-led and organised services for women who have experienced male violence. I do think that both local and national government should fund these. However, I think they should be independent.

· I think none of the options quite covers the issue. I think central government should be made available without targets, and distributed according to need, negotiated by local women's groups. I think funding should be automatic because it is seen as a priority.

· I would like commitment from government to properly fund women's services.  I would like this funding to be situated within the independent voluntary sector until such a time as women are equally and fairly represented in all aspects of government and public life. I would like government to acknowledge that without this representation they are not in a fit position to decide on how best to provide women's services and that these decisions are best left to women's services and service users

· I wouldn't like to see political priorities dictate funding for crisis services.  However with area agreements, I would hope that local women's services and their users would have the resources to negotiate strong area agreements.

· If there are different sources one does nor have to be dependent on each one.  There will also be more communication among the various agencies.

Some of the comments about funding women’s services continued:

· Local groups can exert more pressure locally on people they know. I think they have more power to influence than just concentrating central Gov.

· Local women's services and their users are key to any effect problem-solving solutions.  If they are not on the driving seat, they  risk being marginalised.  Indeed, this could explain why women's services find it difficult to attract funds or have been given low political priority.  Do not expect much support from women MPs simply because they are of the same sex, since they are from a different world.

· National government should still be financially responsible but decisions should be made by local services and their users - those who know and understand the needs.

· national policy sounds appealing. But should a government change its mind, all services collapse

· Priorities and governments change - to have all funding from one source could create an eggs in one basket scenario. However some guidelines and central funding is also necessary to ensure organisations are not having to twist what they do to fit the funding available. All local councils should have a funding advise team which works with all sectors to inform organisations of available pots.

· Should not have to rely on charity...It will be low priority for LAs.

· That way (national policy) a local government that does not appreciate the need for services cannot stop you getting the funding. Also charities and trust don’t have to prioritise due to lack of funds and let down good work because they are short of resources

· The provision of Rape Crisis Centres and Helplines should be accepted as a core service throughout the UK. This can only be achieved by having a central fund that is distributed to every area. It cant be a patchwork service with variations depending on which borough / which party is in control.

· There needs to be long-term sustainable funding such as in Scotland with ring-fenced funding. The mandate should come from Government but it's important that local authorities engage with their local women's services and are aware of the issues that face them so I think they should be involved and aware that this is part of their budget and remit.

· This (national policy) is the only solution to securing reliable core funding. Any other system is uneven and does not give services time to consolidate and build on their work. Short term and emergency funding creates a stop start environment that is not fair on the women providing the service, but more importantly grossly inadequate for women who need the services.

· This was difficult to answer as I wanted to put more than one choice.  I think there should be central government funding, but additionally there should be a mandatory duty on local authorities to fund these services, by commissioning if need be rather than just plain grant funding.

· unless central funding was ring-fenced it is open to abuse

· using money from different sources would ensure there is more flexibility - different areas have different needs (rural/city for example) - funding should reflect this.

· Violence against women doesn't differ by geography so neither should the funding for services.

· while it would be good to have allocated funding from central government, it would only work if it came with no strings attached, otherwise it would be following a governmental rather than feminist agenda.

· Whilst a national budget would perhaps look neater, the women's sector needs to be seen as part of the overall picture within a locality.  If there are no rape crisis centres then what would happen with a national budget.  If it were a local responsibility there could be a range of different approaches taken fitting in with local geographies, local services and local aspirations.  The women's sector works best when it works in partnership with its local partners.

Some of the comments about whether there is a “women’s vote”:

· As often in surveys, I wish that there were a "sort of" button. I do think that women are more likely to consider policies which have a strong and immediate impact on family life, for which they tend (still) to pick up most of the responsibility. I am not sure whether policy on rape would be an issue on this scale, to be honest; I think it's something that gets shoved under the carpet and/or distorted in many media discussions, leading to a lack of mainstreaming. Certainly in the US election reproductive rights seem to have been an issue of more impact for women than for men - again, I am sure, because of who carries the bag for restrictive policy in this area.

· Be careful of ghettoising women and also, ideological political differences rarely relate to gender.

· Being a woman does not mean an automatic connection with ideology - women can be just as right-wing or left-wing as men. Nevertheless, I believe women generally do factor their experiences as a woman into their voting decisions. Thus a woman voter will decide that she will vote BNP or Green partly because of her gendered experiences.

· Depends on the individual but women are able to think of wider issue

· Generally speaking the majority of women are hard-wired to be caring and considerate; of course they are some men too.

· How many of us vote because of policies?  Most of us vote because of party allegiances.  There are of course voters who do not stick with one party but it is difficult to know what makes them vote one way or another - the economic climate may be an important factor.  Some analysis of women's voting patterns suggests that allegiances are more to do with formative political experiences e.g. growing up during years of active feminism, rather than on changing policies of political parties.  So whilst in general women may be influenced by different things to men, it is probably not as simple as looking at which parties have more pro-women policies.

· I don't think this is a phenomenon that applies solely to women.  If a party has confirmed policies that reflect or affect strongly held views then that will influence her voting patterns, but I suspect the same could be said for men.  I would be cautious about the patronising angle that this question could be seen to promote i.e. women don't/can't see the bigger picture.

· I don't want to be biological determinist, however, whilst women are still living under patriarchy we do have issues which end up being of greater concern to us, especially in the areas of caring and therefore public services.

· I know of women who stuck with the current government because they rely on tax credits and were fearful that the tories would take this benefit away (a benefit which enabled them to actually take some money home after paying out for childcare so they could work) - even though they wanted to not vote for labour due to actions including the Iraq war

· I think both the media and political parties create this impression and it is re-inforced by the way women are still excluded from most decision making processes. So in reality it is too easy to slip into the role of accepting what we are offered as being in our interest, rather than us setting the agenda. Even with the MP expenses some of it has been about women MPs having to meet childcare costs, even though they are in a partnership / marriage. Why isn't it equally the father's responsibility.

· I think question three is a loaded question.    Everyone is swayed by policies that appeal to them, some may be based on ethnicity, gender, race, religion, social position......

· I think that everyone is swayed in some way to vote for the person whose policies MOST appeal to them - whether that be because of their gender policies, environmental policies, housing policies, social justice policies or whatever.  At the end of the day, most people use their gut instincts to make a decision as to who they think will be the most beneficial person to get their vote.

· I think this very much depends on many factors

· I think this will become more of an issue of the so called pro-life lobby start to politicise access to abortion as has happened in the US

· I think women choose who to vote for not only because of particular policies, but because of how much they believe or trust candidates to stand by those pledges.

Some of the comments about whether there is a “women’s vote” continued:

· I used to support the Green Party until I read their policy regarding the sex industries and that has put me off them completely.  They use the same arguments against fighting pornography that the slave trade and their apologists used over 200 years ago.  I have not been looking specifically at women's issues in my voting but I will boycott any party with racist or sexist policies.

· I would like to believe so.....eg abortion

· I'm not sure what is meant by this question.  Are women attracted to policies just because they are targeted or benefit women?  Probably not.  More likely they are attracted to policies that directly affect their lives, which would include some women-friendly policies.

· In general no, because other factors are more influential; but there may be some specific issues where large numbers of women feel compelled to vote with or against certain parties.

· In the same way there is a 'men's vote' wherein certain policies issues have a direct affect on their gender.  Furthermore this often devolves in to differing races, ethnicities and cultures because politics does not simply affect white women or white men, it has an impact on everyone, but it is how this affects different groups, which is the most important aspect to consider.

· It is difficult to quantify.  Also every woman has a different viewpoint.

· It's hard to know without a survey. It would be good if women could be mobilises/persuaded to vote en mass for important women’s' issues e.g. rape

· Many women are politically aware of others issues and will vote accordingly as well as on women's etc

· Obviously women will be interested in those issues nearer to them as they experience these in time.

· Of the women I encounter few if any talk about politics and see little connection that impacts upon their daily lives. The dominant media brings little or none of women’s concerns into the public domain. Shockingly woman are of very little importance to our Parliamentary process or democracy in general. War and aggression are what dominate politics!

· Only because is some strange women I think many women are now less independent in their thinking and actually respond to a media induced reality of women 'naturally' only being concerned in certain issues eg family related and so on.

· Only in-so-much-as some things affect women generally more (eg part time working) and so they will have more interest in them (generally) than men - not because there are 'women only' issues.

· particularly re sexual violence, domestic violence, trafficking

· Some issues affect women disproportionately and I care about these. A political party's stance on them affects my vote.

· Some Women vote to what is fair and in their best interest and that of the local community and nationally etc. However, this could be seen as a huge generalisation. Therefore, despite gender, people tend to vote in favour of their particular political interests. I think it has nothing to do with Gender!

· The media does not, in my view, adequately or accurately present women's issues. Without this information, women may not always be aware of policies or issues upon which to use their vote.  I believe women could and would vote on issues pertaining to them if they had accurate information.

· Women tend to be a sex to themselves while men tend to be a sex FOR themselves, (there is already a trend toward getting women dismissed and filling the jobs with males, one survey site had slanted questions concerning making women leave the labour market to care for families, etc.)   It is a great pity that women do not give more attention to women's issues and to protecting women’s employment and wage rates.

· Women with a feminist consciousness would most likely be voting for policies that suggest an improvement to the situation of women or to gender-specific concerns. Otherwise, there may well be a bit of a backlash, including amongst women, against gender-specific policies.

Some of the comments about whether there is a “women’s vote” continued:

· Women's perspective often ignored so when someone shares that perspective we listen more to that view. Any policy has a different gender specific resonance if it chimes with a woman's experience but it depends on that experience or social conditioning etc. any issue is a woman's issue so I don’t believe there is a women's vote swayed by "women's issues" what ever those may be!

· Yes, I do.  There may be the policies I don't agree with sometimes (!) but it is policy preference based on gender.

Please explain why these are important to you / for women in the area where you live:

· All of these are policies which have severe material effect on the everyday lives of the people who live in the inner-city borough where I live.

· All services that would support women at all levels struggle for money rape crisis and refuge as well as satisfactory children’s services and work opportunities for women. There are few if any facilities directing supporting teenage or younger girls like sport all playing fields and open spaces are dominated  by young males as are the streets. Hardly ever see girls of any age out and about on bikes or walking.

· area of deprivation with a low proportion of people educated to NVQ level 2/3 and hold degrees well below the national average. Higher than average unemployment. Migration is a concern to the local population.

· As carers, elderly and children’s services = key.  Education is in melt-down - bad for everyone.  Too often poor education now blamed on poor parenting and mothers especially blamed.

· Because women are paid less, have less education and training opportunities  and women and their families are more often on low incomes and economically and socially excluded from mainstream opportunities because they have more child care and carer responsibilities than men do.

· Certainly the need for greater openness and transparency in local and wider government is very important at the moment in the UK, and probably to the rest of Europe as well.  I can envisage mainland Europeans wondering what their own politicians get up to with their public funds.  The North West has a lot of deprived areas, the more so since the credit crunch crunched - indeed I have been unable to find work myself for over three months now.  Local investment (instead of merely propping up the banks), encouraging smaller businesses and funding grassroots schemes would help enormously.

· CYP Services - Children can also be affected if their mother has experienced any sort of violence/domestic abuse. If young children see their mother being beaten, raped or victimised on a daily basis and are not taken out of that situation or educated that that situation is not right, then this can and often does lead to that child either becoming violent themselves, or that child may also end up in a violent relationship. If there was more funding for children and young people's services - not just in my local area but also Nationwide, then we may be able to provide outlets for children and young people who have experienced situations like this and we may be able to take educational, preventative action in order to stop them slipping into that cycle of violence.  Affordable Housing for ALL - Many women are forced to stay in violent situations because they cannot afford to leave their violent partner. If there was affordable housing for everyone then this may encourage women to leave violent situations before the situation gets worse. Although there are women's refuges, they are chronically underfunded and there is not always enough space for women to be accommodated in them.  Regeneration of the Community - More jobs to allow women to be able to provide for themselves and not feel that they need to rely on violent partners.

· essential for local prosperity and social stability

· Generally, my comments I believe apply to all areas were women live.  The European Election issues are important to me generally, i.e. MEP's expenses, the other two specifically as a woman.

· Hackney poverty levels are known, life becomes bearable only because of community spirit and support actions of the residents.  Women are usually the poorest members of society with the biggest burdens of child care and need community support.  EU - legislation is dismantling hundreds of years of work to gain equality of pay and fair spread of services not driven by the profit motive, through the forced tendering of services.

· Harlow is an area of deprivation and will be hit by the recession. Cuts are being made in some of the most needed services.

· Here, Social Services usually try to get a mental health label onto female carers and clients (and onto males, to a lesser extent.) This is then used to deprive the client of choices and credibility. (I know of cases where religious practices have been labelled symptomatic of mental illness  - and I have just heard of a case where a child was taken into Care because his Moslem mother wished him to eat Hallal food; however, this case was hearsay.)    I have had the experience of finding very damaging misinformation which made it impossible for me to obtain employment in my own Social Services records and being unable to have it corrected even though I can amply document it as untrue. It is a major problem here and mainly affects women with family duties, and especially single carers (of either gender.)

· I am not sure that other women in my area would agree. I just think if we could create opportunities for people to live more fulfilling and secure lives some of the social problems we have would not seem so insurmountable. But maybe I am wrong.

· I live in an area with considerable social deprivation that largely affects women. There is also a high incidence of domestic violence. Women's issues are not as high a priority as they were some years ago.

· I live in the north east of England, which has taken a battering economically. I work in social research so am very much aware of this, but it's obvious wherever you go up here at the moment. And that creates a climate where it's not just important to make sure that there are jobs around, but to make sure that people *don't* end up with poor pay, conditions, lack of rights etc because "any job will do". There is a real problem around this in parts of this region, and I believe it's particularly harsh for women. So #2 is partly a gender issue, partly a wider one. I included climate change policies because I think there's such a danger of these getting lost in the flood of economic problems, and that could be a literal disaster.

· I think these are three important areas for women- and have changed the priorities according to which body I think has the most power to tackle them.

· If you get sick - with a major illness like Cancer you have to travel miles to the nearest hospital and all the services are in different places - screening at one hospital, oncologist at another, infusions/blood taking services at another etc. If you can't drive because you are unwell it can take up to six hours a day in travel time to have tests and see the Doctor etc. (I speak from personal experience). We need to recycle more conveniently - not put the bottles in this bin, the paper in this one, wrap this in that, blah, blah, blah. All this extra preparation puts people off doing it - in Australia you are issued with a big recycle bin which you can place all recyclable items in which is then collected every fortnight - simple! We need to extend recycling to the high street - have bins available for recyclable items so when you have finished eating or drinking you can put your bottles and papers in the recycle bins there and then. More grants/money should be made available to people to start making their homes more eco friendly and to put people on the electricity grid, it's way too expensive at the moment to install solar heating etc...

· I'm sure they speak for themselves...

· In the last few years, the Labour government has pursued an ideologically driven campaign that marginalises, endangers and objectifies people who work in the sex industry, explicitly using the language of social exclusion and developing legislation that increases the likelihood of violence against us - from criminals, from trafficking gangs and from local communities who are encouraged to actively promote our exclusion. As a woman who's worked in the sex industry for ten years, this directly affects my safety, my income and my quality of life.

· It is women who have to support older and disabled people more often, it's women who have less access to cars and it is women who  support children so better education for them will help - especially looking at  disadvantage and gangs and boys etc  Re euro election,  equality,  employment and trade (dealing with recession and not being protectionist) and  climate are key issues

· Local funding for educational projects wherein the aim is to educate girls, boys, young women and men about the complexities of how and why male violence against women and children is an issue of the utmost importance is essential because unless we work to reduce male violence against women nothing will be achieved.  Commonly, local projects are non-gendered and instead reinforce narrow binary notions of supposedly 'feminine' and 'masculine' interests, whether it is sports, the arts or sciences.    MEPs can play an important role in working to challenge popular culture's representation and portrayal of women and girls as men's dehumanised sexualised commodities.  This issue is one which affects all women and girls and has devolved down to local levels.  MEP's can use their influence to lobby individual governments who have ratified CEDAW to implement this and CEDAW applies not only at national level but also at local level.

· Local: women are more active in localities and often are the glue that makes communities stick together.  Neighbourhood working encourages women to acknowledge this and to value their contributions.  For too long the local council has been wedded to a very fixed vision of what people want - for example with their sports provision - they need to respond to the needs of all borough residents not just those who want to play football.  When they consult they need to listen to what people are saying and analyse the response along gender and age lines to see that different people really do have different priorities. Europe: We're in Europe and should use the European Parliament to support the development of pan-European initiatives when national governments drag their feet.  Europe needs to be aspirational.  Actions to address climate change seem to be one thing that would be most effectively co-ordinated at a European level.

· Local: women are more dependent on public transport than men and use it for more varied journeys (children and school, shopping, work); women are predominantly the unpaid carers in our society and pick up the pieces of social services and care services being underfunded - also they are more likely to be low-paid care workers; women care about their local environments and the health of their children. European: women migrants and asylum seekers deserve better treatment and greater respect for their rights; women carry the can in times of increasing unemployment - they often 'soak up' the poverty in households by sacrificing their own needs so others don't go without, and they are more likely to find themselves in and out of low-paid and insecure work at times of economic uncertainty; women care about their local environments and health of their children.

· Locally I think we need to reverse the worst policies of Thatcherism-Blairism and I think MEPs need to make a fairer Europe

· Most of these are pretty standard, but transport is particularly important at the moment because the local council is two years in to roadworks to set up a tram network.  It has been very unpopular because of delays and small businesses feel that they are losing trade because their street has been difficult to access for up to two years with no end in sight.  Car owners think they are being victimised. This area has also been hit hard by the problems in banking because a lot of people work/worked in the financial sector, including some who famously got very rich from working for banks that later had to be bailed out.  This has lead to general resentment, and a lot of job losses, which have had knock-on effects for things like the property market, and this is an area where prices were previously quite high.

· Often, national directives are ignored locally, unless they become mandatory.  For example, I am not aware of any local authority area that has adopted NI26 (support for specialist sexual violence services) in its Local Area Agreement.  Focus is always on the populist and easily measurable targets such as car crime and graffiti.  Service for women are mostly sidelined or ignored.

· our high street is the centre of our community and over the last 10 years the council has failed us by allowing superstores to put local shops and restaurants out of business.  Our council has no gender equality policies and does not recognise the importance of this.  The A&E and maternity units at our local hospital are closing and our local health clinic is being moved to a poly clinic at the hospital where we will now have to pay a fortune to park.

· Over use of prison and detention for petty crimes.  Need community provision especially for women.  Better mental health provision.  Support for community cohesion.

· Pedestrian safety because cars drive too fast for children, elderly, etc; Shops and post office so people can have access to local services rather than commute to market towns.  While I accept in principle about diversity/equality, the legislation has come to mean an imposition of various agendas on the Christian and other faith communities which are anathema to their beliefs.

· Police presence - I  (& my kids & young people) feel safer seeing police actually walking around the area rather than just relying on cameras (which are only on high streets anyway) - we seem only to see police in cars at high speed with sirens. No sense that they are available. As a woman and mother I want to know that crime will be deterred by the presence of police rather than just watched on cameras & responded to with bells and whistles after a crime has happened and the damage is done.  Free facilities - as the sole carer for my children I can't afford private lessons etc. for my children - I feel all young people/kids should be able to try out and discover their talents eg. "specialised" sports or learning an instrument, not just for those whose parents can afford it. this would have an overall positive effect for the individuals and whole community- the kids will gain skills and aspire, =  less aimless kids hanging around, vulnerable to or committing "petty" crime etc.  traffic - recent road closures for pipe repairs have changed the area for the better! sense of community was able to flourish as people/kids were able to be outside without fear of speeding cars - this practical change greatly altered the local environment and helped to foster a greater sense of cohesion etc.

· Public transport should be subsidised by the Government to ensure it is reliable, frequent, cheap and safe.  It helps with sustainability and in opening up government opportunities.

· Sexual harassment is about expressing and reinforcing the notion that women are subordinate to men. This manifest itself in a range of behaviours. A party that made tackling sexual harassment a priority would definitely receive my vote. Similarly, the privatisation of education, a sector where gender stereotypes can be challenged, means that schools and colleges, particularly those with a faith-based ethos can legitimately continue to teach about traditional (or 'faith' based) values that restrict and discriminate against women and girls. Finally, on a very practical level, the gendered division of labour can only meaningfully be tackled through the provision of well-resourced, high quality and affordable childcare

· The area is plagued by gangs killing each other. There needs to be properly funded projects to bring gangs together to help them realise there is more to life than their own back yards. Generally activities on offer to older people are patronising and treat them as a problem. Their ability to contribute needs to be emphasised. All women would feel safer on the streets if they were aware of sensible community safety projects they could trust and be part of. It would be wonderful if the European Union could act as one unit instead of individuals protecting their own nations. There should be ways of advertising what the European Union does so that people could make sensible choices about it.

· The housing situation in East London is very serious with little social housing or in very bad condition and slum landlords taking advantage of property ownership. There are also high levels of poverty. Sexual health education needs to be a priority including information on forced marriage, FGM and 'honour' crimes and a focus on violence against women across the curriculum.

· There's a high rate of crime: the police is very busy and, as it's a residential area, they don't put CCTV as there are no businesses (=money to protect). Women, people are not enough important to them.

· These are important for women as men seem to take a dominant role and women are happy to stand aside, yet complain when things go wrong.

· These are not important with regards to women's issues

· They are no in any particular order.   We are all living on the same planet so the environment affects us all regardless on race, religion or gender.    We all need leaders who represent us who have been paid enough to do their job, but they need to be trustworthy enough to claim what they need and not to be "on the make".   Human right are important to all.    If one group is oppressed  because of race, religion or gender and the others remain silent it does not bode well for the community as a whole (whether local, national or global).

· to overcome present economic climate and to reduce health impacts from toxic chemicals

· women predominantly public transport users, need to feel safe walking in the streets to and from bus stops and tubes. Traffic management to control pollution from car users (principally driven by men) which disproportionately affects women and children walking in the streets. Child care to improve quality of child and parent lives.

Please list one thing that the recession has made you re-evaluate eg career, work-life balance, consumerism:

· ability to pay for training for my dreamed-of career.

· Budgeting more effectively so that I am able to try and save 'for a rainy day'

· Capitalism & Regulation

· capitalism as an economic system

· career - feels less secure, so a good time to make changes rather than wait for the axe to fall

· career stability - working in voluntary sector not so attractive - contract work can be a bit of a white knuckle ride - got kids to support by myself. looking for something more "stable"

· Careful not to waste money

· Community activity - why aren't we working together to address this?  People with money should be spending more in their localities and in the UK.

· complementary therapies e.g. massage - result in me being more stiff and arthritic but simply can't afford it now

· consumerism especially holidays

· Credit

· daily habits

· ensuring any large purchasing are needed and value for money

· functioning of gender equality legislation and probability of deterioration of situation

· Getting on the housing ladder - i.e. still can't sadly.

· How to manage finances as I am retired on fixed income

· I feel I've been waiting for this to happen for 30 years. I hated living through gross consumerism, bling and personal greed.

· increasingly disgusted by the consumerism of greed-fuelled middle-class liberalism.

· I've found that my personal "low impact" lifestyle choices have actually become easier and more generally accepted.

· long-term career prospects

· media coverage of politics

· My career - or rather lack of it

· My paid work has decreased substantially because I depend on commissioned projects and these have been reduced considerably.

· my retirement is in jeopardy

· Nothing -- it has reminded me how contented I am the lifestyle changes I have made.

· Other people's consumerism!

· POLITICIANS

· Recession has confirmed my views rather than changed them

· The effect of the recession has not been serious enough to cause any changes.

· the importance of sound investment

· The sickness of media distortion, and the relentless pressure to consume, consume, consume (but then I've always thought that)

· what recession?

· work life balance and career opportunities

· work, & not assuming continued same income level

Please list one thing that the banking crisis has made you re-evaluate eg financial security, changing your life style, etc:

· Capitalism & Regulation

· changing my life style

· consumption

· Financial security and mortgage, tax situation, savings

· Greater emphasis on conserving resources

· had big pay rise from last year so not feeling the impact

· Have been appalled by the way the government has bailed out the capitalist system and yet says it has no money to implement fair pay for women or improve maternity services and so on and on.....

· I am worried about implications for social housing and pensions

· I don't have investments, a mortgage, private pension so not really. I don't know what would happen to my 2 figure savings if my bank went bankrupt!

· I have next to nothing to lose financially, no pension, not a home owner etc. but I fear being poverty stricken in my old age and have even less trust in financial institutions, and security of pensions etc.

· I have so little money it makes no difference. My bank has been taken over. I'm keeping my fingers crossed it doesn't fail.

· I will have to stay at work longer, after working for 40 years I need a break, not to prolong my working life, but I can't afford to retire now.

· I'm more vocal with my opinions about living a simple, relatively non-consumerist life (I have no debts except my student loan, and now people envy rather than pity my situation).

· improve independence from basic services and look at new options

· it has made me even more cautious about not being smug and thereby invoking negative karma!

· It's made me grateful I have no money.  At least if my bank crashes I won't lose anything.

· Lifestyle, spending, personal priorities

· Moving and will rent rather than buy at first

· my pension and savings - have had to spent some of it due to recession and work problems

· NEED FOR MORE CONSICIOUS UNDERSTANDING OF THE ECONOMY, AND NOT LEAVING IT UP TO 'EXPERTS'

· No longer invest in equities due to corruption of market economy

· Nothing

· pension planning

· Remembered to buy an ISA instead of leaving it in bank savings

· Re-mortgaged home for better rates

· Taking on credit

· target retirement age

· That governments should not trust those in the financial sectors and be much more active in their monitoring and interventions

· The impact on women's economic position which includes myself because I see women's work being further marginalised and subjected to increased low pay.

· Trying to build up savings!

· Unable to sell my flat to pay for training, unable to get a loan.

· understanding that I will experience poverty in older age

· Wasn’t in the realms of financial security, cant really change lifestyle, despite being in full time employment with an armful of professional qualifications

· why there is no mandatory gender balance in the governance of the financial institutions

Please expand on any or all of the changes listed above you would like to see:

Change your mind about who to vote for on 4th June?

· Dangerous to judge suitability of politicians on expenses issue.  My MP is good on expenses, but hopeless politically.

· Disinclined to vote, as who do you vote for....lack of belief in MPs and the decision making process

· Honest and honourable candidates

· I am probably more likely to make the effort to vote, to try and give alternative parties the chance (excluding the BNP of course).

· I have thought about it changing my vote - but who to and what would the implications be?  Are a party's policies any less valid because some of its MPs don't understand the words reasonable and integrity?

· I no longer want to vote for a major party

· I think that the party I am voting for has had less issues with the expenses 'scam' and therefore I stick to my decision to vote for them

· I vote for the party rather than the individual

· I vote on overall policies and track record - not on personalities and bad behaviour of individuals

· I was never gonna vote for any of those selfish, money grubbing gits anyway

· I will vote because it is imperative to keep the BNP out

· I will vote.  But it's the first time I've been sorely tempted not to.

· I would not have voted for any of the main parties anyway. I do need to investigate what other candidates are standing in my area. I have watched some of the party election broadcast and found some of the smaller parties have interesting ideas

· I'm not happy with any of the big three, this has moved me to make the effort to find out more about other parties

· it has made me less sure

· Labour but also Lib Dems off the cards

· Labour has lost my vote for the first time in my voting life, I am sickened by their greed and deceit

· Labour is still the only way forward

· Makes it difficult to choose any MP, on the basis of basic morality...

· My views have changed since I last voted

· still voting labour, anything else will bring in the BNP etc

· The widespread abuse and exploitation committed by MPs of all parties has made me change my mind with regards to which party/parties I will vote for on 4th June

· this issue mainly affected parties that I wouldn't have voted for anyway

· Was already planning to vote Green

· will never ever vote Labour again, there is no socialist alternative so will support the Greens

Please expand on any or all of the changes listed above you would like to see:

Think the parliamentary voting system needs to change?

· 2 tier house system needs a change

· A considered review ..... I don't want a rushed change.

· Absolutely- there is too much power for party whips, the voting should be electronic and anonymous. The Lords needs to be reformed and voted for.

· Agree with Johnson/Jenkins AV+

· Already thought that, now believe it may be possible

· Best of a bad bunch. PR is seductive, but try talking to New Zealanders or Israelis about it...

· DEFINITELY

· Don't understand the complexities of the present voting system or its alternatives.

· I favour proportional representation

· I have always hated the first past the post system. I am hoping that at last we will get PR or 1st preference.

· I have always opposed the 2 party system we have. I think I would prefer the single transferable vote or the alternative voting system. (Thanks to the guardian's hand guide published this week.)

· I like the 38 Degrees (see their website) system where if an MP performs badly and enough people vote against them they can be removed at any time during the election cycle

· I think it should be considered

· I think the whole parliamentary selection process is completely outdated and allows those people who are already affluent to effect the lives of those who are not affluent - the old addage is 'money goes to money' and 'its not what you know but who'. I think the whole parliamentary expenses scam has proven that this is the case.

· I'm not sure how this affects things

· It should be made easier for more people to vote

· Limited PR

· More open and transparent

· Need for proportional representation to allow smaller parties a role

· Needs an overhaul and should be more transparent

· Needs to be more representative of votes cast

· Not sure what the link is here

· Remove government whips

· The voting system needs to be changed to one of proportional representation.  This would prevent 'safe seats' being held by certain MPs who have a deliberate strategy of abusing the expenses system

· this would not stop abuse

· Wary of knee-jerk constitutional reforms

· We have had this system for so long we need debate and information on other options, and have a change.

· we need two elected Houses

· we the people need greater power and accountable representation at all levels and local government should be party free and independent

· Yes, but I need to find out more about the alternatives.

Please expand on any or all of the changes listed above you would like to see:

Think the parliamentary expenses system needs to change?
· A tighter set of rules needs to be set and implemented with absolute transparency

· Abolish self-regulation

· Absolutely- Accommodation should be provided in the form of residences/ flats purchased at a flat rate rather than allowing MPs to allocate second homes. Furthermore, they should not be able to claim for anything except travel and other accommodation as needed. No more claims for feed/ cleaning/ gardening.

· Current system is plainly nuts; increase in transparency is a good thing; but for that level of responsibility the pay is relatively low. Media campaign is a sensationalist distraction.

· DEFINITELY

· Fees office must be independently regulated

· Grant one allowance to MPs living outside London to cover expenses.  Better pay

· I always assumed people were taking a few liberties with these, but I am just staggered by the extent to which some, and I appreciate it is not all, MPs have gone to get every last penny. And these are the same people who want to impose welfare reforms, and harass benefit claimants. Where is the agency turning up on their doorstep? I suspect many in the press knew about this but didn't bother to investigate properly.

· I can't even describe how outrageous the current system they set up for themselves is.

· I don't think MPs should be allowed to claim for a 2nd home - especially when there are people in this country who can't even afford to buy their first home. Couples who are MPs should be checked and vetted so that they are not claiming for 2 separate 2nd addresses. The MPs who now own their 2nd houses outright (because of the expenses 'scam') should be made to give them back to the state and these should be used as accommodation for MPs who need to travel into London - they should be renovated into separate small flats and used by MPs who would normally claim a 2nd home. MPs should have to produce receipts for ALL expenses claimed and there should be a maximum limit to the amount they can claim on an annual basis and also for set items/amenities - all volunteers working in the voluntary sector have to abide by these rules and limits.

· I don't think there needs to be any regulation - the MP's just need to get a handle on what's appropriate!

· I had no idea the system was so lax! Can't they have the same system that I have at work in the voluntary sector?!

· I think MPs should be given realistic salaries to cover their employment of any admin and support staff, and they should be given, if necessary, a standard allowance to cover the average cost of renting a modest property within commuting distance of Parliament.  They could then choose how to spend this money.

· I think their expenses should be overseen by the people who run the benefits system with the same strictness and with the same level of punishment.

· I want expenses pegged, claimable items specified and rigorous control.

· I'd like to see non-London MPs housed in local authority flats with IKEA furniture packs

· immediately suspended

· It is appalling that so many hypocritical MPs' of all parties believe it is their right and entitlement to abuse the expenses system whilst simultaneously advocating yet more draconian legislation in respect of single mothers, the unemployed and individuals who are on Incapacity benefit.  It would appear everyone should work for benefit but MP's apparently are excluded and instead believe it is their right to commit fraud on a vast scale.

· Made public and all expenses 'signed off' by a regulatory body

· more clarity and legal proceedings for those that fail to comply with guidelines

· MP salary to be same as the average of a skilled worker.  Expenses same as Inland Rev guidelines for any business

· Mps are taking taxpayers for a ride! They don't seem to realise that it's OUR money they are wasting. Saying they are 'within the rules' is a pathetic excuse.

· MPs have been shown not to understand that because something is legal, that does not mean it is ethical

· MPs make more than enough money already, and anyone who goes into politics for financial gain is not fit for office

· MPs need to have an adequate salary for themselves and the ability to employ staff without the need for complicated or unworkable expenses systems.

· Of course - having them made public should make a considerable difference.  And what were the Fees Office up to giving the advice that they did and the Inland Revenue - it all needs sorting out.

· outraged by the abuse of power and the corruption of peer pressure to fiddle the system

· pay MPs more and make them produce receipts for everything they claim against a clearly list of criteria

· Perhaps their salaries should be looked at, if they are too low in comparison to other people who do similar jobs put up the salaries but do away with expenses except car mileage

· stop the noses in the troughs system initiated by Thatcher

· suggest MPs use housing benefit system and administration

· system needs to be re designed in conjunction with focus group from the community not activists

· The current system is not working and MP's cannot be trusted to act with integrity

· The issue is probably less one of expenses and more one of [lack of] personal integrity

· The system has been abused, but think we should pay MPs more so they don't have to use expenses as supplement

· The system needs to be tightened and monitored

· these should be fixed and transparent no second homes that cannot be returned when position ends

· Wages like everyone else. If any expenses most be transparent and supervised by an independent body.

· We need a change but it should not be rushed or we will only end up in the same position in a few years time.    We don't want a bodged change.   They need to be paid for genuine expenses but I don't consider cleaning the swimming pool or a second home when they live in London and genuine need.

· Yes

Please expand on any or all of the changes listed above you would like to see:

Want a different selection process for MPs?

· Absolutely- the old boy network needs to be shaken up. It should be easier to stand as an independent too.

· Again, its not what you know but who, comes to mind when thinking about the selection process of MPs. They all seem to have had relatives/godparents etc who were once MPs and they are all already very affluent with good backgrounds. Why can't 'normal' people be selected to be MPs and also more women and BME people should be selected to be MPs.

· as soon as possible

· by local community not just party activists

· Candidates should be local people with an understanding of local issues

· Honest candidates.  People who want to be an MP because they want to serve rather than make lots of money or because they desire power.   I don't know how I would like to see MPs selected .

· I almost feel both the Labour and Tory party should be disbanded. They each have so much baggage that distorts how they act internally and towards each other, that we the voters are just spectators in their endless tit for tat antics

· I cannot suggest a better off the top of my head but the current system doesn't work

· I don't really know, but maybe the American system where local people vote for candidates.

· I have always favoured women only lists

· I'd like proportional representation, but that's nothing to do with recent events

· If you could test their commitment to the country rather than themselves that would help!

· I'm sure this needs an overhaul, but I don't know how - this requires more discussion and a look at how things are done in other countries - what are our alternatives etc.

· It should be easier for marginal candidates to stand without corporate/individual backers

· It's up to individual parties, and should stay that way.

· Labour has a democratic process which is fair so why change that - the other parties are not my concern

· local people need greater involvement here

· More diversity, less politicos.

· more questioning on suitability - ethics.

· more women only lists and lists that reflect the community, e.g. BME and lgbt, disabled etc

· needs to be looked at

· not the selection system, but think we need the power to recall MPs

· Parties select and people (constituency vet like primaries)

· PR or

· Recall if acting other that agreed by constituency

· reform of current system to encourage more women to stand, which should include changes to the way parliament is run, e.g. set hours (Westminster should become more like Holyrood)

· Should be broader based

· The system must be changed in order that a fairer process in put in place.  We continue to have parliaments wherein it is dominated by white, male middle-class men.  There should be proportional representation which reflects our society's multi-ethnic groups as well as the fact women comprise 51% of the population of the UK but this continues not to be reflected in the gender of MPs

· Worried new selection will mean more apolitical, celebrity MPs - a disaster

· Yes, think primaries like in America might be a good idea

Please expand on any or all of the changes listed above you would like to see:

Other:

· Fixed 4-year terms

· I actually think we need more MPs because so many constituents need help with faceless bureaucrats etc.

· I was considering not voting on 4th June as I am away from home and would have to travel back specifically and was not enamoured of any party, but there are a lot of right wing smaller groups in my area that I feel I need to keep out with my vote

· I wish more women activist could work together and form a pressure group that had enough influence that policy makers cared what we thought. Maybe I will have to join the WI.

· MP's as an entity need to re evaluate what they are elected to do and be accountable on a regular basis to their constituents

· The Parliamentary Process is outdated and is like a 'gentleman's club'. Full of posh, pompous men who have too much self importance and have a need to be in power.

· We need a political will to change, to realise that MPs have a responsible role in society, but that this doesn’t entitle them to fat cat expense claims at the expense of the voters who elected them, as well as the general public.

· We need to have open debates as we have in the past about the morality of owning two homes when some people don't have one.

· Would like to see a system where local and national government listened to a range of views from women BME, with disabilities, "differences" and changed service delivery as a result!

Please add any other comments you would like to make about the recession, the banking crisis and Parliamentary sleaze..

· 21. The 4th option I would have after De-selection of dodgy MPs, reform expenses, reform voting system, would be selection of MPs by more open process and then a general election.  22. Having more women in decision makings roles would not have made any difference because they would only have been there by being part of the culture of the organisation / party system etc.. So like the political parties they need to be restructed and all the old boy networks and work practices thrown out.  It is depressing to know that first of all MPs must have known what was going on and didn't do anything to stop this, or tell their party leaders they needed to do something about it. But also, surely members of the press could have done even some basic investigation about MPs finances rather than waiting for the Telegraph to have a scoop. I just have this horribly pessimistic feeling that a lot of the media are too busy cosying up to MPs etc., because they just want to be among the big wigs in society, not out on the streets with the rest of us. I feel that the media is as out of touch with real life as some MPs.

· About Parliamentary sleaze: in my opinion, the whole thing is completely irrelevant, and has been introduced as a) a distraction  from the other crises facing people and b) a way of discrediting the Labour Party, or deliberately alienating people so that they will give up on the whole political process.  Most other countries must be killing themselves laughing at the level of surprise that is being expressed at what is essentially chicken-feed fraud.  Although I've said above that I don't care about deselection of MPs, I am happy to see some of the more outrageous exploiters being punished.  But at the end of the day, none of it is going to make any difference to the way politicians behave towards the people of this country.

· Although I have remained loyal to the Labour party through all the bad decisions they have made, I am thinking of voting Green at the next General Election

· Although I would like to think that having more women in positions of power and influence would have meant the economy and political system were not so bankrupt, I think this is a bit sentimental.  It would come down to the politics and morality of the women concerned.   So long as women are held back by unequal opportunities and only allowed to succeed on male terms, little will change.  Look at Thatcher.  In some horrible way I hope that this current situation will make more women question the lies fed to them by politicians and the press, and not feel they have to give male authority figures the benefit of the doubt.  Lets have an end to white male capitalism!  Lets have a woman friendly, multi ethnic society that works with each other not competes for pointless consumerists goals.

· Although MPs have played the system, we have not uncovered true corruption - e.g., taking backhanders from companies to put contracts their way. Media reporting  has been sensationalistic, simplistic and damaging in the long and short term interest it has had on the political process. We will either see MPs who are "barefoot saints" prepared to work long hours for (relatively) low pay compared to other occupations or parliamentarians in other countries, or millionaires (Fiona Mactaggart, David Cameron) who can afford not to maximise their income from expenses because they're already loaded. Both groups are generally out of touch with the reality of ordinary people. The quality of people applying to become MPs will fall dramatically and they will be even less likely to have experience outside the Westminster bubble that gives them a sense of reality.

· Gentleman's clubs and agreements......it's all about looking after your 'own'.

· Have you forgotten Thatcher? Why assume women are better? Look at which MPs have been exposed as morally bankrupt? Were they all men?

· How long have you got...  One thing which cuts across all of these is the extent to which the media reporting of all three has been, to a large extent, truly awful.

· I think resources should go into retraining and skills training and education should be put in place urgently to help the recession impact and equip people to get through it. I think pressure should be put of bankers to pay back and have bonuses taken back and be only progress and effectiveness rewarded not blunders. Their pensions should also be performance related. Parliamentary sleaze - lets quickly impose the Scottish system and implement receipts for everything in the public domain so they are shamed into better moral standards in public life! Why is it that women resign and others soldier on with far worse? Cabinet ministers should not get more backing than backbenchers and all MPs should be sacked rather than allowed to pay it back or to go on till the next election and stand down with pension and severance allowance intact. What an outrage! If they ALL stand down let us elect 50 /50 % and once half were men then the other 50% has to be women

· I'm not sure that women who operate 'like men' in a 'man's world' would make different decisions, although there is research that shows those companies with more senior women have had smaller losses than those with fewer senior women. As for more women in the parliamentary system, I think we'd end up with a different parliamentary system altogether - but it's a catch 22, you won't get more women until you change parliament, and you won't change parliament without more women. As to whether they would pass different laws, I'm not sure.

· I'm not sure the questions above really address the inadequacies of our current parliamentary system. In terms of gender; women MPs are still trivialised and are more likely to attempt to fit into a system that is still male-defined than challenge it unfortunately.  I don't believe that women are less likely to abuse the system than men - there is nothing inherent in women, in my view, that enables them to avoid the damaging effect of hierarchical power structures. What is sad is that a self-centred ideology of wealth creation that emerged under Thatcher was continued under a Labour government, and probably even expanded. Hopefully the impact of unrestricted financial abuse by banks and expenses abuse by MPs will cause the public to reconsider social values.

· I'm not sure why it would be thought that more women in the decision making process would have improved the situation.  When you're talking about politicians they're all pretty much as bad as each other, gender has nothing to do with it.  Greater accountability with more emphasis on grassroots rather than big business and global money markets might have saved us from the worst of the financial crisis.

· it is not women but the integrity of those individuals at the point of delivery that matter. The British should not think that they are masters of the world.  They need to re think their attitude to life and the world.

· It's media hype not a real issue. The political agenda needs to be set by people not the media.

· It's not just about getting more women into key positions, but also about getting the right women into these positions; i.e. women who are not afraid to challenge the system.

· Many MPs were claiming within the rules so it is the rules that need to be changed.   On banking crisis - profit motive out weighs all other considerations.  When nationalisation is put forward as a method of working it is laughed at, now nationalisation of the banks is a reality - but they will be handed back to private sector when all the losses have be socialised... absorbed by us.  Now is the time to go further and keep  control of  banks.   Even Women’s roles at curbing excesses will be limited if we stay in current model capitalist society

· MPs abusing system should be tried in court.

· Need to reemphasis communities and need a marxist/feminist critique on what is going on.  Throw some light on something away from the endless greed.

· Parliamentary sleaze is now being blown out of proportion - they should just sift through all the claims and get rid of the criminals. But they are like any other people - they are corrupted and made sceptical by power. Most of the people screaming about the situation would act in the same way given the chance. They are probably as hypocritical as the MPs who screamed about the bankers.

· Question 21 does not say what the numbers mean.   Is it an order of action (1 first 5 last) or a importance as in other questions (5 most important 1 least)?   I think they need to have "deslected" all before an election .... we don't need to re-elect only to find they are deselected.   The expenses need to be sorted before an election so that those who stand know what they will be paid.    I think it's immoral that some of the top bankers can resign with such high pensions, "golden handshakes" yet us mere mortals get very little, our pensions are reduced in worth and our jobs are more insecure or even worse we are laid off with nothing like the bonuses they have for causing the problem.

· Sleaze: I am the mother and sole carer for two young children (10 and 5), I work 3 days a week (in the charity sector) so that I can "be there" for my kids as they are growing up - I get child benefit, and child tax credits which cover childcare costs while I work - I live in a 1 bedroom privately rented flat and share a bed with my kids, I have no savings, I get no other benefits or financial support - I do not take more than I need and know that I will be better off financially when my kids are a bit older and I work  full time. This is not a "poor me" story - My life is great, and I am generally a contented and optimistic person, and consider myself lucky and am glad to have left a destructive relationship although I am financially much worse off. The recent revelations however made me livid and feel so let down - and for the first time quite bitter - not a feeling I am familiar with. I have also felt rather depressed recently because of it: most of these people have never known real hardship, and have and have had so many life chances and opportunities and yet casually claim back more than I earn in a year. And all this when so many are losing their homes and jobs. I will not lower myself to their level, but at the moment I honestly feel like a mug for not being "on the take".

· So much has been said already but I find it strange that although there is meant to be public outrage about all these abuses of the 'people' there are few signs of any real protest on mass....the MP's  are hoping we will all get bored  with the hype and then it will be business as usual, with a few minor changes to expenses and parliament will wither on until the next crisis.....my own MP is a careerist and has little passion about anything except building her career at the publics expense....

· The appalling state of the banking system is due primarily to greedy white middle-class men who believed in free market enterprise irrespective of consideration for how markets fluctuate.  Iceland has taken the radical step wherein feminist business women have taken over a large part of Iceland's commercial business.  Already the system has improved because these women do not consider profit to be the central issue irrespective of risk.  If more women were CEO's or in higher management they would use their skills to limit and hold male managers accountable for not 'looking at the whole picture.'    Economics is primarily about money management and one cannot gamble with funds on the assumption there will be a huge return but because of capitalism together with 'free market forces' there has been an assumption regulation is irrelevant.  The Independent Regulatory Body is also responsible for the stupidity of white powerful business men by allowing these men to throw caution to the wind in the biased belief growth will continue indefinitely.   With regards to the numbers of MP's blatantly committing fraud this is not something created by Labour rather it goes back decades and is all about one rule for those in power and another for the general population.  We cannot have MPs blatantly committing fraud and then claiming they have not committed a crime, whereas unemployed, single mothers and individuals on incapacity benefit are demonised as 'spongers.'  Look to your house first MPs rather than attempting to deflect accountability elsewhere.

· The difficulty for me is that although we know that not all MPs are 'sleazy' we don’t know about those who haven't made expense claims that are inappropriate. It seems that regardless of the manifesto promises, campaign promises, these abuses are endemic in society. The Right of those in powerful positions to claim expenses within the rules, that are made to suit them. We have a strict expenses policy where I work as we are funded through public money, they are not extravagant by any means and we respect that. Maybe MPs should remember what its like to be a taxpayer, to be on an average or less salary and have to pay your own way, not claim for moats, gardening etc, etc. The market economy, greed and the media have been allowed to dictate the way we live our lives....isn’t it about time we re evaluated the role of the media and the market place and their influences on policy makers.

· The disappointing aspect of the MPs expenses revelations is that it has illustrated that a large number of MPs of all parties and both genders haven't recognised the responsibilities that go with the position, and the important function of parliament as representing the population and holding governments to account.    It's nothing new to have no trust in government - it's quite healthy in fact -but we expect to trust the individuals we have voted to represent us to do so seriously and honourably and not use it as an opportunity to enrich themselves.

· The recession and banking crisis are serious issues; the sleaze issue is trivial and a distraction in comparison.  Far too much naval gazing and concern re MPs shopping lists when what really matters are bigger questions eg militarism, attacks on civil liberties etc

· The recession and the banking system are tied up together.  People involved in both banking and in parliaments are just people and need to have very clear boundaries.

· THEY SHOULD ALL BE SACKED AND A REFORMED PARLIAMENTARY SYSTEM SHOULD BE PUT INTO FORCE AND NEW CANDIDATES PICKED AND SCRUTINISED BY THE GENERAL PUBLIC.

· This is about power corrupting.  You don't mention the media in all of this - why has all this blown up now?  These things have been known about MPs expenses - the Standard did an article in October 2007.   We are thought to be soft-headed if we talk about morality and integrity - we need to reclaim the language of right-action and moral principles.

· This is all a function of insufficient regulation and accountability. All banks should be at least partially nationalised and MPs, Civil Servants, etc. should not be permitted to make unlimited and unscrutinised expenses claims.   This isn't a gender issue, this is a matter of common sense. If you don't want thieves don't give them the key to the Mint, a shovel and a bag for the money.

· Those of us who work in the voluntary sector know how often we spend money and don't claim it back on expenses.  We are often reluctant to take money back from our poorly funded organisations and even though our salaries are lower, we don't seek to 'top them up' with expenses claims.  We work with integrity and commitment.  These are values that seem sadly lacking in many of our MPs.  I have no sympathy either for those MPs who were aware of what was going on and kept quiet.  There is a need for a whole scale and wide ranging reform of our parliamentary system which is steeped in unhelpful traditions and practices - we need to look to progressive European countries like Sweden to help us modernise.

· Unfortunately women are rorting the system as much as men. We should use this opportunity to become more 'green' and save our environment - Brown is all talk - we need immediate action to survive. What has changed with the Banks? They are still arrogant, hard to pin down, fall over you if you have a few quid and treat you like a leper if you don't. They tell you they can't give you a printed statement of your funds for a week or provide services for you there and then - you must make an appointment to talk to an 'advisor' - duh!! what other business gets away with this kind of behaviour especially when the banks are using your money and making more from your money than you do.....

· You can't pin it all on men- it is essentialist and inaccurate. However, there does need to be equality of representation in Parliament, more women, gay and ethnic minority MPs.


