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HOUSE OF LORDS RETIREMENT AND PARTICIPATION COMMITTEE.
Sir Vernon Bogdanor, CBE, FBA, Professor of Government, King’s College, London and author of The New British Constitution. 
Two suggestions.

1. A term limit of 15 years would, in my view, be better than a retirement age. My reason is that, paradoxically, a term limit would encourage the appointment of more young people as peers, whereas, with a retirement age, there may be a disinclination to appoint a young person who could be in the Lords for 30 or 40 years. The Lords badly needs more young people. It is skewed towards the elderly and so hardly representative of the population for which it legislates. It is of course true that some may no longer be mentally alert at 70, but others remain mentally alert at 85 or even later.

2. Part of the motive for imposing a retirement age is, as I understand it, to reduce the size of the Lords. That, in my view, would be better accomplished by the parties adopting a voluntary concordat limiting the number of annual creations, while ensuring a balance between the parties – analogous perhaps to the agreement between the parties on the distribution of party political and election broadcasts. There might, for example, be twelve appointments per session, four from the government party, three from the official opposition, with the remainder being distributed between the other parties and cross benchers. Currently the unconstrained patronage of the Prime Minister does little to improve the reputation of the Lords.
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