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Lord Hutton

115 For the reasons which T have given [ would dismiss the appeals of
the McCann defendants and would declare that the House had no
turisdiction to hear the appeal of the defendant Clingham.

LORD HOBHOUSE OF WOODBOROUGH

116 My Lords, for the reasons given by my noble and learned friends
Lord Steyn and Lord Hope of Craighead and in agreement with the opinion
of my noble and learned friend Lord Hutton, in particular what he has said
in paragraph 113 of his opinion, I too would make the orders proposed.

LORD SCOTT OF FOSCOTE

117 My Lords, [ agree that for the reasons given in the opinions of my
noble and learned friends, Lord Steyn, Lord Hope of Craighead and Lord
Hutton, the appeal in the McCann case should be dismissed and in the
Clingham case the House should make the order proposed by Lord Steyn.
I, like my noble and learned friend Lord Hobhouse of Woodborough, am in
full agreement with what Lord Hutton has said in paragraph 113 of his
opinion.

Aprpeals in McCann case dismissed.
Declaration that no jurisdiction to
hear appeal in Clingham case.
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