The search for good governance
CLIP 1: Lord David Hunt by Peter Reilly, 47:15-48:50
It all revolved around conflict. If there is a situation in which you have a conflict of interest you have to take a step back. It came to a head when I was appointed to the cabinet in 1990, because I was then a continuing partner in my law firm, and I wanted to continue as a partner – although I would give up any financial interest, and always had. So I sat down with Robin Butler, who was cabinet secretary at the time, and we worked out that it would be perfectly possible for me to remain a partner (obviously not doing any day-to-day work but to attend partner’s meetings) as long as whenever there was an issue where I felt there was a conflict of interest I would step back. I think that’s been the way in which I have applied myself to the twin track of being a practicing solicitor, and I’m still a on the roll of solicitors, I have a practicing certificate, and being a member of parliament, now of the House of Lords not the House of Commons. So it’s all around recognising that you still adhere to the highest possible professional standards – so that whenever there is a conflict, you recognise it, and step back.

CLIP 2: Lord David Hunt by Peter Reilly, 51.40-53.00
I think the party was even more split than it had been in 1993, 1994. It was an unwelcome development. But much more serious, there was an undermining of standards. The situation was exacerbated in the North West by Neil Hamilton, who was being opposed by Martin Bell, in a white coat, saying that he represented the highest possible professional standards of conduct, against the shadowy side of the Conservative party. I found that to be a very uncomfortable position. Many of us in the North West felt that our message was being tarnished by the extent to which some members of our party had utilised their positions to their own advantage. 

CLIP 3: Lord David Hunt by Peter Reilly, 33:20-34.25
Particularly today. social media is beginning to take a stranglehold on the personal life of an individual MP. I think the press, and in particular social media, have to realise that there is a circle, an inner circle, around anyone who gets involved in Parliament that ought to be kept private. The trouble I suppose is the whole question of freedom of speech – I’m a great supporter of freedom of speech, I chaired, and converted the Press Complaints Commission into the Independent Press Standards Organisation, so I did play a part in that. The editor’s code makes it clear that there should be minimal intrusion into an individual’s personal life. I do think with social media today that should be more strictly enforced.

