Leslie Griffiths’ Speeches 2004-present

“if the processing is necessary for the purposes of making a disclosure in good
faith”,
under sections of the Terrorism Act and the Proceeds of Crime Act. Again, it

would be nice to tie some of that down with further clarification. That might

help us all. Amendment 45 asks about counselling.

That is the rather interesting daisy chain of amendments it falls to me to present.
Since this is, for me, a maiden speech on a piece of legislation, nobody would
expect it to be contentious, disputational or controversial. In that sense, I offer it

for the consideration of the Committee.

07/11/2017 - Growing up with the Internet (Communications Committee

Report)

I will do my best. I beg the noble Lord’s pardon for being so direct. It is

pronounced “Voh”. Never mind—we know who we are talking about.

The noble Baroness, Lady McIntosh, and the noble Lord, Lord Vaux, referred to
speeches made just yesterday in Committee on the Bill. Echoing things that
have been said, if I could do the verbal equivalent of copying and pasting the
speeches of the noble Baroness, Lady Kidron, the noble Baroness, Lady

Harding of Winscombe, and someone to whom she referred in her speech—the

noble Baroness, Lady Lane-Fox—and now add to them a voice I have heard
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today, the noble Baroness, Lady Shields, what a foursome we would have. They
could front responsible legislation that would have a chance of meeting all the
objectives that we set ourselves. I say to the Government: why on earth can that

not be done? We have the expertise, the insights and the energy.

The noble Baroness, Lady Shields, talked about the laws that were needed to
protect children, and she speaks, I understand, from within the Prime Minister’s
office. I suppose she will disclaim any further claims and say that she speaks in
her own right, but she has the ear of the Prime Minister, who we know is not
deaf. So will Ministers in this House take the advice that she so strongly gave in
her speech? We need her voice, her energy and the points she made in her
discussion. Together with the other noble Baronesses I described, we would be

in safer hands.

One other recommendation in the report picks up what I have already said. It

states:

“We further recommend that the Government should commission a version of
the code of conduct which is written by children for children and that it builds

on ‘in depth’ contributions of yoﬁng people from existing research”.

There it is in the report. We are all saying nice things about the report, but nice

words are not enough.
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Parenting has been picked up again and again by various Members who have
spoken. Indeed, we have heard of the family circumstances of children who
have or have not done this or done that as part of the growing-up exercise. I,
too, therefore feel justified in introducing that note. The development of
resilience was mentioned by one noble Lord. We had a Question about that
today. Parents are not digital natives, according to the noble Lord, Lord Gilbert
of Panteg. It cannot be left to parents said the noble and learned Lord, Lord
Thomas of Cwmgiedd—I shall say that several times. Cwmgiedd is near
Ystradgynlais, for those who do not know. We need an awareness package for
parents, said the noble Lord, Lord Addington. I will introduce my daughter at
this point, and indeed all my children. I taught them to read and write; my wife
taught them to count. Between us we licked the platter clean. The point is that
as I helped her to form words that are precious to me, and as | helped her to
understand the music of language and to enter into the reading exercise that
opens up worlds, I was teaching from a culture that is mine into her nascent

consciousness.

She would soon outgrow anything that I could teach her; that is not the point I
wish to make. It is that I was using raw materials that are particular to me, that
belong to me and are part of my culture, education and experience, and she
picked them up and became a linguist. She speaks all the languages that you can

think of, and I can make my way in some of those languages, too. But when I
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went to China, where she lived for three years, then Cambodia, where she lived
for 10, I found myself in contexts where I could not make cultural sense of

anything around me. She became my teacher.

I am thinking about the internet at a philosophical level. Parents of our
generation were able to inculcate the cultural norms that were particular to us. I
have watched my children; they learned about the computer as an objective
external reality they had to assimilate. My children are already being taught
things with their children that they never learned. For the first time in history,
we are living in a time where parents do not have what it takes to inculcate in
their children the responses required for facing life and its challenges.
Therefore, we must look for resources in an entirely different way. Many
people, including the noble Baroness, Lady Kidron, have said that the child is at
the centre. Yes—but how on earth do we help them? How do we muster the

forces that can surround them? That is a key question.

The debate has been invigorating. Onerous responsibilities have been put on the
Government. [ know the honourable Lady opposite—noble, not hohourable; not
that she 1s dishonourable—has been taking note throughout. However, the
responsibilities are onerous and on huge challenges. Do we have a digital
champion? Is that a helpful way to describe it? Does it matter if it is a Minister,
a digital champion or anything else, as long as they are armed with the statutory

powers to do what they need to do? That is what we were hearing, and I can see
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that other people in the debate have referred to the capacity of the commercial
world to outstrip the legal and ethical norms we establish for ourselves being
endless. We therefore have to find a way to intervene in that seemingly hopeless
situation, to take the whole debate by the scruff of the neck again and do
something about it. It has been a jolly good time and we are about to go for our
well-earned rest. I was challenged in the report by the need to put the internet as
a fourth pillar of the educational system. We have “reading, ‘riting and |
‘rithmetic”; I was challenged to find a word for the fourth pillar that began with
an “r’—not that “writing” does, nor “arithmetic”. So, we have some flexibility.

If anybody in the House can help with that challenge, I would be more than

grateful—but I would claim it as my own.

Adding the word “digital” to the title of the Department for Culture, Media and
Sport certainly recognises the way the internet and technology now inhabit the
same space as, and underlie, all those other activitiés. However, adding a word
1s not enough. The Governmenf need to take action to develop the skills and
insights recommended in the report and take the necessary steps to avoid the
exacerbation of divisions in society that may be caused by the abuse or misuse

of technology. Robin Mansell puts it this way:

“The challenge isn’t only whether digital communication ... is explorative or

liberating, inclusive or exclusive, it is to keep in mind that ... human agency
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still matters. It isn’t digital technology that makes society but human beings in

their institutional settings who make the world”.

If that is true for adults, it is necessary for us to understand it on behalf of our

children, too.

13/11/2017 - Data Protection Bill

My Lords, we have amendments in this‘group. Amendment 79A concerns
exemptions from GDPR and adaptations and restrictions based on various
articles. As we begin to tighten up our understanding and clarify the range of
application of these exemptions as the Bill goes through this House, we have
talked to Liberty about the ﬁghts of individuals under this part of the Bill.
Amendment 79A seeks to remove the exemption from data subjects’ right to
restrict the processing of their data—for example, in cases where data accuracy
is contested, the processing is unlawful or the data is required for the exercise of
a legal claim in relation to a variety of broad purposes including the prevention
and detection of crime, tax purposes, risk assessment systems, including in the
administering of housing benefit, and the maintenance of effective immigration

control.

Amendment 79B is a similar and parallel amendment to remove the exemption
from data subjects’ right to object to data processing where there is an absence
of compelling legitimate grounds, again in relation to the same range of

activities and purposes. Amendment 83B is a probing amendment by which we
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