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1125 House of Lords (Judgment)

[Mr. Price]

11 FEBRUARY 1982 Canada Bill 1126

House-urgently--as we have in the past when the House
of Lords has delivered judgment on cases as important as
this one.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Gentleman gave me notice
before noon today that he would seek leave to move the
Adjournment of the House for the purpose of discussing
a specific and important matter that he believes should
have urgent consideration, namely,
"the decision of the House of Lords in Harman v Secretary of
State for Home Affairs and the effect of this judgment on the
freedom of the press."

The hon. Gentleman has drawn our attention to a very
important matter. It is not for me to say whether it should
be discussed by the House. That lies in other people's
hands. There is more than one way in which a matter can
be raised. The House knows that it has limited my power
to decide whether the matter should be discussed tonight
or on Monday. The House has also instructed me to give
no reasons for my decision.

I listened with great care to what the hon. Gentleman
said, as I listened to the earlier exchanges, but I have to
rule that his submission does not fall within the provisions
of the Standing Order, and therefore I cannot submit his
application to the House.

574

Canada Bill
Mr. Speaker: I have received notice of two points of

order.

Mr. George Cunningham (Islington, South and
Finsbury): I am tempted to begin my point of order, Mr.
Speaker, with the words "Monsieur le President", because
I want to put to you a question about the linguistic
complications that we shall have next Wednesday on the
Canada Bill. I do not know that it is unprecedented--it
certainly cannot be historically unprecedented, but it
probably is unprecedented in modern times-that we
should be considering a Bill which is in English and in a
foreign language.

The Bill is translated in annexe A, and therefore if any
amendment were made to the Bill a consequential
amendment of the French text in annexe A would need to
be made, or it would be nonsense in Canada. The rest of
the document is schedule B, which is in both languages.

If someone submits an amendment, apart from whether
it is out of order on other grounds-I can imagine all sorts
of other grounds that might make many amendments out
of order-does he have to put it in in English and French
or just in English? If he submits it only in English, who
will translate it into French?

Mr. Speaker: I shall call the hon. Member for
Hackney, Central (Mr. Davis) before I reply, because I
believe that his point of order is related to the same
subject.

Mr. Clinton Davis (Hackney, Central): My point of
order is related to the same subject, Mr. Speaker, but not
to the point raised by the hon. Member for Islington, South
and Finsbury (Mr. Cunningham). Would you prefer to deal
with the hon. Gentleman's point of order first?

Mr. Speaker: I can tell the hon. Member for Islington,
South and Finsbury (Mr. Cunningham) that I have taken
aboard his point and that I shall make a statement to the
House at the appropriate time.

Mr. Davis: I want to raise another point in relation to
the Canada Bill, Mr. Speaker, as to whether it is

appropriate and indeed within the rules of the House to
debate the matter along the lines suggested by the Leader
of the House today. I do not ask you to give a ruling
immediately,

The right hon. Gentleman made a very bare statement,
and we do not know from it whether it is the Government's
intention to advise Her Majesty to place her Prerogative
at the disposal of Parli ment on Second Reading or later.
If it is to be done at the time of Second Reading, in my
submission it pre-empts the essential issues that are the
subject of the proposed petition for leave to appeal to the
House of Lords, which may well have been lodged by next
Wednesday. Until the decision of the other place is made,
the legal position affecting the issues before the House of
Lords cannot decisively be made clear. That legal issue
relates essentially to the question of the residue of the
Crown's obligations in the United Kingdom. That,
therefore, is an issue that remains open at present.

All these matters touch vitally, too, the position of Her
Majesty, the Governor-General in Canada and the Royal
Prerogative as well as the Indian peoples. I submit,
therefore, that Her Majesty's consent is the very issue that
is before the House of Lords and goes to the heart notonly
of the legislation but of the litigation.

PDF compression, OCR, web optimization using a watermarked evaluation copy of CVISION PDFCompressor

http://www.cvisiontech.com


1127 Canada Bill 11 FEBRUARY 1982 Overseas Development 1128

It cannot be asserted that the legal proceedings are
vexatious or frivolous. They have occupied considerable
time in the Court of Appeal, and although that court made
a decision it was a reserved judgment after several days of
argument and several days of deliberation by their
Lordships.

An alternative procedure is open. The Secretary of
State could refer the matter to the Privy Council by Order
in Council under section 4 of the Judicial Committee Act
1833, or that could be achieved by a resolution of this
House. At all events, the interests of the House are
paramount. Those interests could well be seriously
prejudiced by the announcement made by the Leader of the
House if the House considers the matter before the House
of Lords pronounces definitively on this important
constitutional measure. That must be a matter of great
concern to the House.

Mr. Speaker: I am much obliged to the hon.
Gentleman for saying that he did not expect me to make
a statement today. I repeat what I said earlier. I shall make
a statement to the House at the appropriate time about all
the matters that have been raised.

575

Orders of the Day

SUPPLY

[12th ALLOTTED DAY]-considered.

Overseas Development

4.15 pm
Mr. Frank McElhone (Glasgow, Queen's Park): I beg

to move,
That this House, recalling the Prime Minister's commitment

to the Third World at last year's Conferences in Ottawa,
Melbourne and Cancun, is appalled and dismayed at the
Government's intention to cut the aid programme for the year
1982-83 by at least 11 per cent, in real terms; deplores the
Government's policy of moving away from funding projects that
help the poorest groups in the Third World; considers that these
actions only serve to confirm the callous indifference of Her
Majesty's Government towards the 800 million people who are
living in absolute poverty; and calls upon Her Majesty's
Government to increase and not reduce the United Kingdom's aid
programme so that they move towards, and not away from, their
stated commitment to reach 0.7 per cent. of gross national
product for official development assistance.

Mr. Speaker: I have selected the amendment in the
name of the Prime Minister.

Mr. McElhone: The Minister will know that in India
on 24 February Mrs. Gandhi will open a conference of 34
countries to try to pick up the debris of the Cancun summit
conference. It will be a serious attempt to restore the belief
that the poor of the Third world will not be forgotten and
that the basic principles outlined in the Brandt report will
somehow be implemented in the foreseeable future.

The truth is that, for all the pious statements of
President Reagan and the Prime Minister, the Mexico
summit was a dismal and abject failure. Added to that
depressing picture is the fact that the Heads of State
meetings in Ottawa and Melbourne resulted in not one
extra pound or dollar being offered by President Reagan
or the Prime Minister Therefore, is it any wonder that the
Government have no credibility left with anyone in the aid
and development world?

Nevertheless, some of the supreme optimists in the aid
world believe that the cost of staging the Cancun summit
was worth while, if only to give President Reagan his first
lesson in development education, so that he is now aware
that there are 800 million people living and dying in
absolute poverty. Experience so far seems to show him to
be a somewhat reluctant and unpromising convert, for his
advice in Cancun to those starving millions was, crudely,
to get on their wagon and look for salvation. What
California in land resource terms one might find in
Tanzania or Bangladesh, I do not know.

The only tangible offer of help that the President
seemed to give to that conference was a promise of some
flying farmers. I understand that people associated with air
traffic control and Jodrell Bank have been looking for
those strange angels of American mercy, but so far they
have not appeared on the horizon.

The Minister will no doubt say that I have been grossly
unfair to him and the Government, but he must answer for
the Prime Minister, who is not here. The right hon. Lady
sent a note saying that she had to be in some other part of
the country. The hon. Gentleman must tell the House why,
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