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A cloak that could shroud Whitehall

AFTER Spycatcher, it was al  tureplan of the government Far from producing greater are worth @ serious argument, that the informatiop revealed
ways likely that the Govern-  machine from the 19505 to the

—

clarity, the Bjll created only Why shoulg messages from for- crime, fraud, abuse of author.

ment  would embark on 4- 19805). He understood Fleet greater arbitrary power. Minis- €ign  governments automati-  jty, negligence in the perfor.

reform of Section ¢ of the Street wanted the reform ag ters could * certify * even un- cally be incluged ? Will  mance of an official duty, or .
Official Secrets Act. After de- well, so though he'd get it ' classified information.

Equally, “ cabinet papers " be protected, other misconduct * would be
cades of media derision and through with an €4sy consensu- it conceded no ground to the as they were not in the un- enough to jegitimise disciosure,
complaint about this infamous - a) flourish, He could net have HIH.—H O:HHN civic merit of disclosure in belted days of 1979 7 A seductive idea. While not
clause, it may be thought the been more wrong, - certain circumstances. For ex- But the major question must oy that far, Mr Douglas
press .must welcome such an It is worth recalling the 1979 T —— &mple, investigative journalism gqo:c.m&%m__x whether minjs- :nw% the most’ liberal of the
Initiative. In fact it is an enter- Bill because it seems certain to In pursuit of criminal activities ters, alone and uninvigilated ministers involved, wii) roba-
brise which all concernegd for be the basis for a 1989 Bill as Intercepts, crime and prisons, might itself have become a e ‘to be permitted 1o deter. bly be the most sy, umE%nn ol
Wﬁmﬁm mzﬂ.:oﬂﬂm. .‘w_m_m_mmzma. well. And the question it wil] SEE:EQH.EE n?ca zmo_.s.ﬁw criminal offence. mine who 18 a eriminal and  the case for nE.E.Mms ministerial
oWl view with forebodineg. pose, among others, is how far @magﬁg_m an n..% ers o All in all it was a bad Bill, who js hot. Shall their autocracy, He will also be
The review which is now in  the climate’ which rendered jt 10 mm; Mm_. or  busjness the product of Home Office descretion be reviewable by aware of the House of Lords,
train, under the Prime Minis. incapable of passage in 1979 8%: n m_m_w. ed object : minds allied to Conservative Judges ? The contest over this among the many other calls or,
ter's chairmanship, is designed has changed in ten years. It aw_ﬂmmwgau med o bmw wag m prejudices, presided over by a  ground has been ope of the irs vigilance, iving in wait as it
to make good one of the rare will be an interesting test of ] e the w.s 3%3% wm_. .m“ minister who sincerely imag- expanding themes of the did in 1579, The arguments,
failures of Thatcherite resolve what has altered in attitudes wm.mmw ﬂﬂawﬂsmﬁwm.ﬁ _.mn, ow ined that the press would be Thatcher years — and every agter all, have not changeq.
In the early days. The same towards state power, judicial 4_ 1d nef %ﬁ_ tio mﬁwm: i willing ~ accomplices in  his time the judges have insigted, The contet the oth
thing was attempted in 1979, review, freedom of information 1 Was a wnww._:m 7 : N scheme. In the argot of the ministers * have winced ang b nm % nam. n%_ mh Hc %..m.
With the Protection of Official and the liberty of the subject, Hivcind ok ﬂ%w%&» s period, we were supposed to  wriggled ang sought to fight Dand, has beeng o
Information Bill, which had to in the period ‘of the Thatcher il omtaty wmsmn T 10 to be Welcome the arrival of “an back. The rewriting of officia] Crecy 3 P .mss:ﬂ__m.
+f be ignominiously withdrawn ascendancy. wou o1 eiously 3 -umwo e aoz.m ”_ﬂ even .E%n o p Armalite rather than a blunder-  secrets Loy promises to be the ﬂoﬁmﬁwn P;: 0 Wmmaou.w ne
;|- after being torn apart in the The 1979 B Solurels tmerest shouid be ab-  certificated 0 o o O U e directag meticulously at  largest bid et made for y  Wright affair s taken a bruis-
"I House of Lords, . e 1979 Bill Proposed repeal- solutely binding on any court, lish anything to do with “ secu- our hearts, trammeiled executive power. ing toll of ministers dignity.
ing the “ catch-ail”’ Section 2, In all disciosures about de- rity or intelligence ", which the - The open-government lobby,
It was one of Willje Wwhich makes it a criminaj of fence or foreign relations. for Bill defined broadly, would be Any new set of proposals Mr Richard Shepherd, the still not entirely demoralised in,
Whitelaw's  careless aberra-  fence to discloge any official example, this Iinjsterial say-so an offence. The merest mention ~ Seems bound  to no.zoi the Tory MP whose initiative in 1979, is now less vocal. Power-
tions. He inherited a White Information, whatever jts im. Would be enough to deprive the of Mis or MI6, let alone any Tough pattern of 1979 : the defi. this field seems to have jarred hunger has grown in Whitehal),
Paper from the labour govern. portance and whatever its orig-  apcused of any defence. It could  disclosure of the Spycatcher nition of categories in place of the Government into acting, The media have not shown
men, itself rooted in a report inal source Instead, there were not be reviewed. Its mere cita-  variety. would be punishable at 8 catch-al] offence, plus a sys- g SO0 impossible that the themselves very clora get-
elght years earlier from.the to be explicit categories of pun- tion would pe - conclusive evi-  a stroke. Nor, under the 1979 tem for deciding whether the bid could succeed. His Bill pro. ting together in defence of vita)
Franks Committee. (There have  ishabje Information. These in-  dence of that fact " —ie. of the Bill, wowd it have been any categories include or exclude a Vides not only for judicial intereste S0 a test awaits not
been so many Franks Commit. clyged defence  and “fact " that disclosure might  defence 10 show that informa. Particular disclosure, What will  reviow but for & public Interest  only ministers’ respect for. o,
lees that the designation might international relations, security be injurious, tion had already been disclosed  happen this time round > illi

_ : : I defence whereby the citizen-  erty but the people’s  willing-
be incorporated in any struc- and intelligence, surveillance Disciosures about intelligence  elsewhere, The categories themselves Journalist’s reasonghle belief ness to fight for it.
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