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(i) the parent of a child or a person with parental
responsibility for the child within the meaning of
the Children Act 1989,

Thursday 12 January 2017

(ii) is themselves a looked after child or care leaver, and

(Afternoon)
[MRS ANNE MAIN in the Chair]

(iii) would not otherwise be entitled to legal
representation under paragraphs (c) or (d) of this
regulation.”’
This new clause would ensure access to free, independent legal advice
and representation for parents, who are themselves a looked after child
or care leaver, and whose children are subject to a placement order
application (permission to place a child for adoption).

Children and Social Work Bill [Lords]
New Clause 24
LEGAL AID FOR PARENTS WHO ARE CARE LEAVERS:
CHILDREN IN VOLUNTARY ACCOMMODATION AND TO BE
PLACED IN A FOSTER FOR ADOPTION PLACEMENT

‘After regulation 5(1)(e) of the Civil Legal Aid (Financial
Resources and Payment for Services) Regulations 2013, insert—
“(ea) family help (lower) in any matter described in
paragraph 1(1)(b) (care, supervision and protection
of children) or paragraph 1(1)(i) (placement orders,
recovery orders or adoption orders) of Part 1 of
Schedule 1 to the Act to the extent that the matter
concerns a placement to be made or contemplated to
be made under section 22C(9B)(c) of the Children
Act 1989 (placement with a local authority foster
parent who has been approved as a prospective
adopter), where the child is being accommodated
under section 20 of that Act, and the individual to
whom the family help (lower) may be provided is—
(i) the parent of a child, or the person with parental
responsibility for a child within the meaning of
the Children Act 1989 in respect of whom a local
authority has given notice of a placement or
contemplated placement under s22C subsection
(9B)(c) of that Act and is themselves a looked
after child or a care leaver, or
(ii) in the case of an unborn child in respect of whom
a local authority has given notice of a
placement or contemplated placement under
section 22C(9B)(c) of the Children Act 1989, the
person who, following the birth of the child—
(a) is a looked after child or a care leaver,
(b) will be the parent of the child, and
(c) will have parental responsibility for the child
within the meaning of the Children Act
1989.”’—(Mrs Lewell-Buck.)
This new clause would allow access to free, independent legal advice for
parents, who are themselves a looked after child or care leaver, and
whose children are in voluntary placement and are to be placed in a
foster for adoption placement.

Brought up, and read the First time.
2 pm
Mrs Emma Lewell-Buck (South Shields) (Lab): I beg
to move, That the clause be read a Second time.
The Chair: With this it will be convenient to discuss
new clause 25—Legal aid for parents who are care leavers:
children subject to a placement order application—
‘After regulation 5(1)(d) of the Civil Legal Aid (Financial
Resources and Payment for Services) Regulations 2013, insert—
“(da) legal representation in proceedings for a placement
order under Chapter 3 of Part 1 of the 2002 Act
where the individual to whom legal representation
may be provided is—

Mrs Lewell-Buck: As we have discussed previously in
Committee in relation to my proposed amendments to
clause 3, care leavers are particularly vulnerable to early
pregnancy and to losing a child to the care system or
adoption. That, on top of the feelings that many new
parents have, brings additional challenges.
Under the Children and Families Act 2014, babies
and children who are looked after, either under a care
order or by way of a voluntary agreement under section
20 of the Children Act 1989 with the child’s parents, can
be placed under foster for adoption with potential
adopters who are approved as foster carers. That was a
welcome move, but as with many legislative changes,
some of the consequences and pitfalls of the legislation
were not known until it became embedded. We now
have a situation whereby a child who is looked after
under section 20 may be placed in a foster for adoption
placement without their young parents having had a
right to free independent legal advice and representation,
and without any court scrutiny of the process or any
court decision that the child should be permanently
removed from their parents. Once a child is living with a
potential adopter, it is much harder for the parent to
persuade the court that the child should be returned to
their care, because of the status quo argument, which is
aimed at minimising disruption for the child.
New clause 24 would deal with that injustice. It
would ensure that where a parent was in care themselves
or a care leaver and a foster for adoption placement was
proposed for their child who was voluntary accommodated,
that parent would be entitled to non-means-tested and
non-merits-tested public funding. That would be entirely
consistent with what is available to persons with parental
responsibility during the pre-proceedings process.
There are also a small number of cases in which
parents are not entitled to non-means and merits-tested
legal aid when the court is deciding, following an application
from the local authority, whether to make a placement
order for a child. A placement order permits the local
authority to place the child for adoption. In such
circumstances, the local authority and the child will
have a legal representative at court, but the parents may
not, because there have been no earlier care proceedings—
for example, where a voluntarily accommodated child
has been in a foster for adoption placement, because in
that situation a young parent may have had no legal
aid—or because care proceedings have concluded and a
placement order application is subsequently made.
Young parents who are themselves in care or care
leavers are at particular risk of that injustice. The Centre
for Social Justice reported in 2015 that 22% of female
care leavers become teenage mothers—that is three
times the national average—and that one in 10 care
leavers aged 16 to 21 have had a child taken into care.
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Sir James Munby, president of the family division,
has cited the observation of Mr Justice Baker:
“The justification for automatic public funding in care proceedings
is the draconian nature of the order being claimed by the local
authority.”

Given that a placement order is equally if not more
draconian, the same rationale should apply.
New clause 25 would close the loophole and give
parents legal advice and representation when the state is
proposing to remove their child or children from their
care. Surely the Minister can see that, as things stand,
there is the potential for miscarriages of justice, and
that miscarriages of justice are taking place.

The Minister for Vulnerable Children and Families
(Edward Timpson): I thank the hon. Lady for tabling
new clauses 24 and 25. They seek to extend access to
free legal aid to parents who are themselves looked-after
children or care leavers and whose children have been
voluntarily accommodated under section 20 of the Children
Act 1989 and are to be placed in a foster for adoption
placement or are subject to a placement order application.
A long-established view enshrined in law is that children
are best looked after within their family unless intervention
in that family’s life is necessary. Indeed, that is one of
the fundamental principles of the 1989 Act.
When children are looked after, provisions in the
Legal Aid, Sentencing and Punishment of Offenders
Act 2012 that came into force in April 2016 mean that
legal aid is available to parents in specified public law
family proceedings. That includes legal services relating
to care orders, as well as placement and adoption
orders, and incorporates advice in relation to orders
that are contemplated.
A local authority cannot accommodate a child
voluntarily under section 20 without parental consent,
and in such circumstances the parents may remove
them from the local authority accommodation at any
time. However, when the local authority considers that
the child is at risk and that it would be in their best
interest to remain looked after, it may apply for a care
order. When a local authority informs parents of the
intention to initiate care proceedings, those parents,
including those who are looked after or are care leavers,
become eligible for civil legal services free of any means
test in the usual way.
However, I understand the concerns that have been
raised about the application of fostering for adoption
to voluntarily accommodated children. When a local
authority starts to consider adoption as an option for a
child, the adoption agencies regulations already require
the local authority to provide a counselling service for
the child’s parent or guardian, including explaining to
them the procedure and legal implications of adoption.
They also require the local authority to notify the
child’s birth parents in writing that it has decided to
place the child in a fostering-for-adoption placement
before the local authority’s nominated officer can approve
the placement. Those provisions apply to all parents,
including those who are looked after or are care leavers.
In relation to care leavers and placement order
applications, we are not aware of any care leaver who
has been refused free legal aid to challenge an application
for a placement order. If the hon. Lady has examples or
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has been made aware of cases where that has happened,
it would be helpful if she shared them with us to that we
can investigate them.
When a local authority applies for a placement order
outside care proceedings, the vast majority of care
leavers will be entitled to free means-tested legal aid, as
they are likely to meet the criteria. However, in the light
of the points raised by the hon. Lady and, I believe, the
Family Rights Group as part of this debate, I have
asked my officials to talk to their counterparts at the
Ministry of Justice, which holds responsibility for the
legal aid budget, to see whether there are any gaps that
need to be addressed. I hope that on that basis, the hon.
Lady will withdraw the motion.
Mrs Lewell-Buck: On that basis, I beg to ask leave to
withdraw the motion.
Clause, by leave, withdrawn.
New Clause 27
PLACING CHILDREN IN SECURE ACCOMMODATION
ELSEWHERE IN GREAT BRITAIN
“(1) Schedule (Placing children in secure accommodation
elsewhere in Great Britain) ends at the end of the period of two
years beginning with the day on which this Act is passed.”—
(Mrs Lewell-Buck.)
This new clause would revoke provisions in the Bill that enable local
authorities in England and Wales to place children in secure
accommodation in Scotland, and vice versa, two years after the Act
comes into force.

Brought up, and read the First time.
Question put, That the clause be read a Second time.
The Committee divided: Ayes 5, Noes 8.
Division No. 18]
AYES
Creasy, Stella
Debbonaire, Thangam
Green, Kate

Lewell-Buck, Mrs Emma
Siddiq, Tulip

NOES
Caulfield, Maria
Fernandes, Suella
Hoare, Simon
Merriman, Huw

Syms, Mr Robert
Timpson, Edward
Tomlinson, Michael
Whately, Helen

Question accordingly negatived.

New Clause 28
GUIDANCE ON THE HANDLING OF CHILD TO CHILD
ABUSE IN SCHOOLS

“For the purpose of safeguarding and promoting the welfare
of children, within eight weeks of this Act coming into force the
Secretary of State must issue guidance to all schools on how to
handle allegations of abuse made by a child against another child
at the school.”—(Mrs Lewell-Buck.)
This new clause would place a duty on the Secretary of State to issue
guidance to all schools on how to handle allegations of child to child
abuse.

Brought up, and read the First time.
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Mrs Lewell-Buck: I beg to move, That the clause be
read a Second time.
The Committee will be pleased to hear that this is the
last new clause that I am proposing. It would place a
duty on the Secretary of State to issue guidance to all
schools on how to handle allegations of child-to-child
abuse. About a third of all child abuse is carried out by
other children or peers; in 2013-14, more than 4,000 children
and young people were reported as perpetrators of
sexual abuse. Of course, we can never know the true
incidence of such abuse, but we can look at the evidence
before us and try to act on it. Even one child being
harmed in this way is one too many.
Peer-to-peer abuse frequently goes unreported because
although adult-perpetrated abuse has now sunk into the
public psyche as something to report and look out for,
peer-to-peer abuse has not. It often occurs outside
adults’ direct supervision. Even if witnessed or known
about by adults, it can often be dismissed as harmless
by those who do not understand the implications. Children
who are sexually victimised by other children show
largely the same problems as children victimised by
adults, including anxiety disorders, depression, substance
abuse, suicide, eating disorders, post-traumatic stress
disorder, sleep disorders, difficulty trusting peers in the
context of relationships and increased risk of victimisation
in their life.
As with adult-perpetrated abuse, the victim often
thinks that the act was normal, not knowing about
healthy relationships or assuming that all children were
being similarly abused, does not have the language to
tell anybody about what is happening, fears they will get
into trouble if they try to disclose it, and thinks sometimes
that they were the initiator or that they went through
the act voluntarily. They are left with unimaginable
feelings of guilt, which no child or adult should ever
suffer on top of the harm they have already suffered.
We all agree that we have a responsibility to keep
children safe, yet the current iteration of the “Keeping
children safe in education” guidance simply lacks the
detail to support schools where incidents involve peerto-peer abuse. Moreover, many schools do not have the
appropriate processes in place to support children returning
to school following a serious incident. Abuse is never
the fault of the victim, yet in all too many cases children
are left isolated, with no avenue for escape.
Imagine being a young girl in school and being raped
by one of your classmates, but despite that allegation of
rape being upheld, you have to go back into the classroom
day after day, lesson after lesson, with the same boy
who raped you. We would never force anyone in the
workplace or in any other scenario to go through that,
but that has happened in some of our schools.
Children contacting ChildLine have described being
subjected in school to inappropriate sexual touching
and verbal threats on the bus, in the playground, in
toilets, in changing rooms and even in classrooms during
lessons. Many young girls have reported feeling vulnerable,
anxious and confused through being pressurised for sex
by boys at school. Some feel they should consent, as
their peers all talk about being sexually active. Others
are threatened with physical violence if they refuse and
have rumours and lies spread about them.
Part 4 of “Keeping children safe in education” is
devoted entirely to how schools should handle allegations
of abuse against teachers or other adults in a school

252

setting. Any teacher accused of a sexual offence would
be suspended while police investigations continued. Why
on earth is that not considered necessary when the
alleged perpetrator of sexual abuse being investigated
by police is a pupil?
Our schools should be safe havens for children. Often,
for children who are suffering abuse at home, school is
the one place they feel safe and have some sense of
stability. That is why the new clause is needed. At
present, while statutory guidance for schools in England
under “Keeping children safe in education” states that
peer-on-peer abuse needs to be recognised and addressed
and that abuse is abuse, so peer-on-peer abuse should
therefore be addressed with the same process as any
action against abuse, it also leaves it up to schools to
formulate their own policies and procedures. That is
where the problem lies. We cannot just leave the response
to a potentially serious, life-ruining criminal act to the
discretion of individual schools.
Research done by the NSPCC found that guidance is
variable across the country and can be inconsistent.
Any single child who is abused by one of their peers in
the same class or school deserves the same protection,
no matter where in the country they go to school. The
new clause would ensure that. If the Minister is minded
not to support my new clause, which is likely—that has
been the theme throughout the Committee, despite our
well-evidenced and well-meaning proposals—will he at
least give a commitment to carry out urgent consultation,
to understand the prevalence of peer-to-peer abuse
between children who attend the same school? If he
does that, I will withdraw the new clause.
2.15 pm
Edward Timpson: I am genuinely grateful to the hon.
Lady for tabling the new clause, because she raises what
is in some ways a very harrowing and real issue. If at all
possible, and despite the many disappointments I have
thrust upon her over the past few weeks, I will put her
mind at rest and explain the current process with regards
to child-to-child abuse as well as the work my Department
has planned for the near future.
As the hon. Lady said, “Keeping children safe in
education” is statutory guidance that all schools in
England must have regard to when carrying out their
duties to safeguard and promote the welfare of children.
That guidance sets out that all schools should have an
effective child protection policy that includes procedures
to minimise the risk of child-to-child abuse and sets out
how allegations of such abuse will be investigated and
dealt with. The policy should also be clear on how
victims of child-to-child abuse will be supported and
should reflect locally agreed inter-agency procedures
put in place by the local safeguarding children board
and, in future—as a consequence of the Bill—any
arrangements by the safeguarding partners.
If a child has been abused by another child, the
school should raise a referral with the relevant local
authority’s children’s social care department, and possibly,
depending on the circumstances, with the police. Local
authority social workers will also be able to consider
conducting inquiries under either sections 17 or 47 of
the Children Act 1989; those inquiries will consider
both the abused child and the abuser.
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Schools should work in partnership with social workers
throughout those processes. Schools are best placed to
handle each case of child-to-child abuse because of the
unique circumstances of each of those cases, but with
the help and support of social workers, guidance from
the local safeguarding children board—and, in future,
from safeguarding partners—and with reference to
“Keeping children safe in education”. New, separate
guidance is not the answer; making the existing framework
and suite of guidance documents work more efficiently
and effectively is. “Keeping children safe in education”
is under review and will be updated as appropriate to
address, among other things, any changes introduced by
the Bill.
I am sure the hon. Lady is aware of the recent inquiry
by the Women and Equalities Committee into sexual
harassment and sexual violence, which we discussed
during an earlier Committee sitting. In its response to
the Committee’s report, and noting the hon. Lady’s
view that the guidance on child-to-child abuse needs to
be clearer, we are committing to reviewing how child-to-child
abuse is reflected in that statutory guidance. My officials
are in the process of setting up working groups with
sector experts to do just that.
Any additional guidance for schools on child-to-child
abuse would be best placed in the section already dedicated
to that in “Keeping children safe in education”, because
that is the main statutory document that every school
has to follow. I assure the hon. Lady that my officials
will work closely with those working groups to consider
the best way to reflect any further guidance on child-to-child
abuse in the statutory guidance as appropriate. That
guidance will also address the changes to the multi-agency
working arrangements provided for in the Bill as soon
as possible.
Before I ask the hon. Lady to withdraw the new
clause, I believe this is the last time I will be speaking at
any length during the Committee stage of the Bill, and
so I want to put on the record my thanks to you,
Mrs Main, and to Mr Wilson for your purposeful and
pragmatic chairing of the Committee. I also thank the
Clerk and other Committee officials for their efficient
and professional administration of proceedings; my
Whip, for his exemplary stewardship; my Parliamentary
Private Secretary and my hon. Friends for their considered
attendance; Opposition Committee members for their
engagement and constructive debate on these important
issues; and finally, officials from my Department for the
excellent support they have given me throughout the
Bill’s Committee stage—I hope that that will continue
on Report. With that ringing in their ears, I ask the hon.
Lady to withdraw her amendment.
Mrs Lewell-Buck: Without going through the same
list as the Minister, I thank everyone. I beg to ask leave
to withdraw the motion.
Clause, by leave, withdrawn.
New Schedule 1
PLACING CHILDREN IN SECURE ACCOMMODATION
ELSEWHERE IN GREAT BRITAIN
“Children Act 1989
1 The Children Act 1989 is amended as follows.

2 (1) Section 25 (use of accommodation in England for
restricting liberty of children looked after by English and Welsh
local authorities)—
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(a) is to extend also to Scotland, and
(b) is amended as follows.
(2) In subsection (1)—
(a) for “or local authority in Wales” substitute “in
England or Wales”;
(b) after “accommodation in England” insert “or
Scotland”;
(3) In subsection (2)—
(a) in paragraphs (a)(i) and (ii) and (b), after “secure
accommodation in England” insert “or Scotland”;
(b) in paragraph (c), for “or local authorities in Wales”
substitute “in England or Wales”;
(4) After subsection (5) insert—
(5A) Where a local authority in England or Wales are
authorised under this section to keep a child in secure
accommodation in Scotland, the person in charge of the
accommodation may restrict the child’s liberty to the extent that
the person considers appropriate, having regard to the terms of
any order made by a court under this section.”
(5) In subsection (7)—
(a) in paragraph (c), after “secure accommodation in
England” insert “or Scotland”;
(b) after that paragraph, insert—
“(d) a child may only be placed in secure accommodation
that is of a description specified in the regulations
(and the description may in particular be framed by
reference to whether the accommodation, or the
person providing it, has been approved by the
Secretary of State or the Scottish Ministers).”
(6) After subsection (8) insert—
(8A) Sections 168 and 169(1) to (4) of the Children’s Hearings
(Scotland) Act 2011 (asp 1) (enforcement and absconding) apply
in relation to an order under subsection (4) above as they apply
in relation to the orders mentioned in section 168(3) or 169(1)(a)
of that Act.”
3 In paragraph 19(9) of Schedule 2 (restrictions on arrangements for
children to live abroad), after “does not apply” insert “—

(a) to a local authority placing a child in secure
accommodation in Scotland under section 25, or
(b) ”.
Children (Secure Accommodation) Regulations 1991 (S.I. 1991/1505)
4 The Children (Secure Accommodation) Regulations 1991
(S.I. 1991/1505) are amended as follows.
5 In regulation 1—

(a) in the heading, for “and commencement” substitute “,
commencement and extent;
(b) the existing text becomes paragraph (1);
(c) after that paragraph insert—
(2) This Regulation and Regulations 10 to 13 extend to
England and Wales and Scotland.
(3) Except as provided by paragraph (2), these Regulations
extend to England and Wales.”
6 In regulation 2(1) (interpretation), in the definition of “children’s
home”, for the words from “means” to the end, substitute “means—

(a) a private children’s home, a community home or a
voluntary home in England, or
(b) an establishment in Scotland (whether managed by a
local authority, a voluntary organisation or any other
person) which provides residential accommodation
for children for the purposes of the Children’s
Hearings (Scotland) Act 2011, the Children
(Scotland) Act 1995 or the Social Work (Scotland)
Act 1968”.
7 For regulation 3 substitute—

“3

Approval by Secretary of State of secure
accommodation in a children’s home
(1) Accommodation in a children’s home shall not be used as
secure accommodation unless —
(a) in the case of accommodation in England, it has been
approved by the Secretary of State for that use;
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(b) in the case of accommodation in Scotland, it is
provided by a service which has been approved by
the Scottish Ministers under paragraph 6(b) of
Schedule 12 to the Public Services Reform (Scotland)
Act 2010.
(2) Approval by the Secretary of State under paragraph (1)
may be given subject to any terms and conditions that the
Secretary of State thinks fit.”
8 In regulation 17 (records), in the words before paragraph (a), after
“children’s home” insert “in England”.
Secure Accommodation (Scotland) Regulations 2013 (S.S.I. 2013
No. 205)
9 The Secure Accommodation (Scotland) Regulations 2013
(S.S.I. 2013 No. 205) are amended as follows.
10 In regulation 5 (maximum period in secure accommodation), after
paragraph (2) insert—

(3) This regulation does not apply in relation to a child placed
in secure accommodation in Scotland under section 25 of the
Children Act 1989 (which allows accommodation in Scotland to
be used for restricting the liberty of children looked after by
English and Welsh local authorities).”
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Clause 62
EXTENT
Amendments made: 9, in clause 62, page 33, line 12, at
end insert—
“(A1) Section (Placing children in secure accommodation
elsewhere in Great Britain) and paragraphs 2, 4, 5 and 14 of
Schedule (Placing children in secure accommodation elsewhere
in Great Britain) extend to England and Wales and Scotland.”
This amendment would ensure that, where paragraphs of NS1 provide
for legislation to extend to England and Wales and Scotland, the
paragraphs themselves have the same extent.

Amendment 10, in clause 62, page 33, line 13, leave
out subsection (1).
The subsection left out by this amendment is replaced by amendment 13.

Amendment 11, in clause 62, page 33, line 14, at
beginning insert “Except as mentioned in subsection (A1),”.
This amendment is consequential on amendment 9.

Amendment 12, in clause 62, page 33, line 15, leave
out “enactment” and insert “provision”.
This amendment is consequential on amendment 9.

11 In regulation 15 (records to be kept by managers of secure
accommodation in Scotland), after paragraph (2) insert—

Amendment 13, in clause 62, page 33, line 16, leave
out subsection (3) and insert—

(3) The managers must provide the Secretary of State or Welsh
Ministers, on request, with copies of any records kept under this
regulation that relate to a child placed in secure accommodation
under section 25 of the Children Act 1989 (which allows local
authorities in England or Wales to place children in secure
accommodation in Scotland).”

“( ) Subject to subsections (A1) and (2), Parts 1 and 2 extend
to England and Wales only.
( ) This Part extends to England and Wales, Scotland and
Northern Ireland.”.—(Edward Timpson.)

Children’s Hearings (Scotland) Act 2011 (Consequential and
Transitional Provisions and Savings) Order 2013 (S.I. 2013 No. 1465)
12 In Article 7 of the Children’s Hearings (Scotland) Act 2011
(Consequential and Transitional Provisions and Savings) Order 2013
(S.I. 2013 No. 1465) (compulsory supervision orders and interim
compulsory supervision orders), after paragraph (2) insert—

(3) Where—
(a) a compulsory supervision order or interim compulsory
supervision order contains a requirement of the type
mentioned in section 83(2)(a) of the 2011 Act and a
secure accommodation authorisation (as defined in
section 85 of that Act),
(b) the place at which the child is required to reside in
accordance with the order is a place in England or
Wales, and
(c) by virtue of a decision to consent to the placement of
the child in secure accommodation made under
article 16, the child is to be placed in secure
accommodation within that place,
the order is authority for the child to be placed and kept in
secure accommodation within that place.”
Social Services and Well-being (Wales) Act 2014 (anaw 4)
13 In section 124(9) of the Social Services and Well-being (Wales)
Act 2014 (anaw 4) (restrictions on arrangements for children to live
outside England and Wales), after “does not apply” insert “—

(a) to a local authority placing a child in secure
accommodation in Scotland under section 25 of the
Children Act 1989, or
(b) ”.
Saving for existing powers
14 The amendments made by this Schedule to provisions of
subordinate legislation do not affect the power to make further
subordinate legislation amending or revoking the amended
provisions.”.—(Edward Timpson.)
See the explanatory statement for NC1.

Brought up, read the First and Second time, and added
to the Bill.
Clauses 58 to 61 ordered to stand part of the Bill.

This would ensure that the final Part of the Bill extends throughout the
United Kingdom, as well as making changes consequential on
amendment 9.

Clause 62, as amended, ordered to stand part of the Bill.
Clause 63
COMMENCEMENT
Amendments made: 14, in clause 63, page 33, line 19, leave
out “This Part comes” and insert “The following come”.
This amendment and amendment 15 would provide for NC1 and NS1
(placing children in secure accommodation elsewhere in Great Britain)
to come into force on the passing of the Bill.

Amendment 15, in clause 63, page 33, line 19, at end
insert “—
(a) section (Placing children in secure accommodation
elsewhere in Great Britain) and Schedule (Placing
children in secure accommodation elsewhere in Great
Britain);
(b) this Part.”.—(Edward Timpson.)
See the explanatory statement for amendment 14.

Clause 63, as amended, ordered to stand part of the Bill.
Clause 64
SHORT TITLE
The Chair: Exceptionally, I have used my discretion
to select the starred amendment, as it is only a technical
amendment removing the privilege disclaimer inserted
by the Lords. It is common practice to remove this
disclaimer at this stage of the Bill’s passage through
the House.
Amendment made: 44, in clause 64, page 33, line 25, leave
out subsection (2).—(Edward Timpson.)
This amendment removes the “privilege amendment” inserted by the
Lords.

Clause 64, as amended, ordered to stand part of the Bill.
Bill, as amended, to be reported.
2.23 pm
Committee rose.

