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National News  

UK GOVERNMENT  

Why Has Death Been Changed?   
 

 2135 IA  

  Is the government still trying to obscure the causes of death?  

1 After two long years, the Coronavirus Act has finally expired.  
Except – it hasn’t.   
The Act allows for any of its provisions to be renewed for up to 
six months – subject to Parliamentary approval.   
We live in a democracy, after all.  
  

 

2 Seriously, though, as the government relinquishes [for now] the 
most draconian powers they’ve ever had over us, the people - 
so far – I’ve looked at the parts of the Act that they’re keeping. 
Their choice is interesting – especially as the gov is planning to 
keep them PERMANENTLY. 
 

 

3 As part of the democratic process [we can pretend], at the beginning of this 
year, Parliament held an inquiry called “Coronavirus Act 2020 Two Years On.”   
 
The purpose of this inquiry was to examine how the government could or 
would extend the Act – and the evidence that the Government should 
produce to justify any extension. 
 
Evidence was received by the inquiry from a range of people and 
organisations.  This is great – it’s a source of further evidence that adds to the 
growing stock of evidence that will be used to bring to justice, the 
perpetrators of the most serious crime ever committed against humanity. 
 

4 In particular, I recommend reading the following pieces of evidence: 
 
Mr Allen Leslie Jasson [TYO 01].   
I cannot provide a link to this, as it is available only as a Word download.  Mr 
Jasson, in his evidence, used an analysis of Weekly Death Statistics 
published by the UK Office of National Statistics [a UK government 
department] to make clear that these statistics provide unequivocal, 
compelling evidence that Covid-19 poses a serious risk of death only to an 
identifiable 20% of the population.   
Mr Jasson thus argued that public policy that addressed Covid-19 as a 
severe and pernicious threat to the general population was radically 
misguided - resulting in drastic consequences, possibly more severe than 
the virus itself.  On the one hand, he argues, an obsession with the Whole 
Population strategy was catastrophic both socially and economically - while 
on the other hand, a failure to isolate and protect the vulnerable had lethal 
consequences for over 139,000 elderly citizens whom the government had a 
legal and moral obligation to protect. 

https://committees.parliament.uk/work/1718/coronavirus-act-2020-two-years-on/publications/
https://committees.parliament.uk/work/1718/coronavirus-act-2020-two-years-on/publications/written-evidence/


Magazine: Tetbury CONNECT  
 

2 | P a g e  
 

The UK Pandemic Ethics Accelerator’s evidence [TYO 04] was about 
transparency surrounding the use of data, relating to the six-monthly 
renewals of the Coronavirus Act over the two years. 
Their evidence showed that the Coronavirus Act led - directly and indirectly - 
to the creation, expansion and interlinkage of public-private data-gathering 
infrastructure on a huge scale.  They also argued that scrutiny of the Act has 
failed to evaluate the matters at the heart of this expansion of data-gathering.   
The necessary ethical debate about trade-offs between, for instance, 
individual privacy and central government control, or the need for 
transparent commissioning versus commercial constraints, has not taken 
place.  They state that such debate is vital if trust in public institutions, such 
as the NHS, is to be maintained. 
This is an extremely brief summary of their evidence and I haven’t done it 
justice – as I said, it is well worth reading – these are really important ongoing 
issues for our society. 
 
The Howard League for Penal Reform submitted evidence [TYO 06] by Dr 
Laura Janes, their Legal Director, about the secondary legislation enabled by 
the Coronavirus Act.   
The Howard League stated that this severely restricted education, visits and 
exercise for people in prison – including young people with special needs – 
and that these far-reaching changes were also brought in with virtually no 
Parliamentary scrutiny.  There is also no sense that this situation has 
improved, even to a pre-Covid-situation.  
 
Big Brother Watch’s evidence [TYO 07] is a must-read, stating - as it does - 
that the Coronavirus Act contained extreme powers, the like of which have 
never been seen in peacetime Britain - and the government rushed the Act 
through Parliament in just 4 sitting days – so full and thorough scrutiny of the 
powers within the Act was impossible.   
Big Brother Watch also state that many powers within the Act have not 
proved necessary and have never been activated.  However, some that have 
been used - the broad detention and dispersal powers - have been used 
exclusively unlawfully.  
    

5 The Department of Health and Social Care, of course, also gave evidence - 
both in written [TYO 10] and oral form, with Sajid Javid MP, the Secretary of 
State, speaking to the Public Administration and Constitutional Affairs 
Committee. 
 
In their written evidence, the Department of Health and Social Care [DHSC] 
stated that the Coronavirus Act had been designed to “help maintain critical 
public services and societal functions, support individuals and businesses 
and protect public health.” 
Really? 
 
Their statement added that the Act achieved this through five key areas: 
increasing the available health and social care workforce; easing and 
reacting to the burden on frontline staff; supporting people; containing and 
slowing the virus; and managing the deceased with respect and dignity. 
Again - Really? 

https://committees.parliament.uk/writtenevidence/42284/pdf/
https://committees.parliament.uk/writtenevidence/42292/pdf/
https://committees.parliament.uk/writtenevidence/42302/pdf/
https://committees.parliament.uk/writtenevidence/42510/pdf/
https://committees.parliament.uk/oralevidence/3461/pdf/
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The DHSC also told the Parliamentary inquiry that the government had 
identified  
“several provisions which have been of great public benefit and have the 
potential to improve people's lives in the long term and should therefore be 
retained.” 
 
So - what are these wonderful provisions of the Coronavirus Act that need to 
be kept because they have made life better for we, the People - and will go 
on doing so? 
 
Here they are: 
 
Sections 53-55 – these enable virtual court hearings, which have been 
incorporated into the Police, Crime, Sentencing and Courts Bill. 
 
Section 30 - this allows the suspension of inquests without a jury where 
Covid-19 is suspected as the cause of death.  The Government is seeking to 
make this permanent through the Judicial Review and Courts Bill. 
 
Note, there is an error here in the DHSC’s written evidence.   
Section 30 does not suspend inquests without a jury – it allows such. 
 
In his written evidence, by the way, Sajid Javid said something which many of 
us will find – unintentionally perhaps - hilarious:  
 
“I think we can say it [the Coronavirus Act] was also a big shift in the relationship 
between the state and the individual.” 
Well… yes. 
It was. 
 
Sajid Javid, when speaking about the four provisions from the Act that are to 
be kept, said: 
 
“In terms of the impact of them, they can lead to more reforms over the longer 
term, such as improvements in the courts system and access to courts.” 
 
Who could argue with that aim? 
But why did it take a “pandemic” to bring in these improvements, I ask? 
 
Javid also said: 
 
“What we intend to do with those four provisions is keep them going for six 
months, so there is no gap between those provisions and -subject to the 
will of Parliament - permanent legislation that can come in through existing 
primary vehicles.  There are two Bills in front of Parliament at the moment, 
and - again, subject to the will of Parliament - we hope Parliament would 
intend to keep the effects of those four provisions in place on a more 
permanent basis through primary legislation, with proper scrutiny and 
debate,” 
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Note the big emphasis, here, by Javid on Parliament’s will.   
After two years of Parliament not challenging the government’s will, will MPs 
even remember what they are supposed to be doing?  I wonder. 
   
Javid said: 
“There is section 30, which is the suspension of a requirement to hold inquests 
with juries in England and Wales. This has supported coronial services 
throughout the pandemic in England and Wales, and we would like to keep 
that and make it permanent through the Judicial Review and Courts Bill, and 
extend it for six months so that there is no gap. 
 
“The other three are sections 53 to 55: collectively, they are what I might call the 
remote court provisions. Those are the provisions that have allowed for court 
hearings to take place using audio and video links so far during the pandemic. 
There are around 11,000 hearings per week taking place remotely—using 
remote technology—through some 3,200 courtrooms. They have greatly helped 
to reduce the backlog in cases and really helped to bring more justice to more 
people, more quickly. We would intend to make the provisions permanent 
through the current Bill in front of Parliament, which is the Police, Crime, 
Sentencing and Courts Bill.” 
 
It is Section 30 - allowing inquests to take place without a jury - that I am 
going to say a little about, although I suspect that the virtual court hearings 
will also need to be explored at another time. 
 

6 The Coronavirus Act 2020, section 30 on Legislation.gov.uk, the UK 
government’s legislation website – states [the emboldening is mine]: 
 
Suspension of requirement to hold inquest with jury: England and Wales 
 
(1) For the purposes of section 7(2)(c) of the Coroners and Justice Act 2009 
(requirement for inquest to be held with jury if senior coroner has reason to 
suspect death was caused by notifiable disease etc), COVID-19 is not a 
notifiable disease.  
 
(2) This section applies to an inquest that is opened while this section is in force 
(regardless of the date of the death). 
 
The Coronavirus Act 2020 was passed on 25 March 2020.  As the above 
shows, section 30 states that Covid-19 was not, at that time, a notifiable 
disease.   
This is really, really odd.   
 
Not only is it odd that the disease which has caused a deadly pandemic – 
and that required a vast array of changes in how we all live and operate and 
a vast range of restrictions – was described in the legislation that enabled all 
those changes and restrictions as not a notifiable disease.   
 
It is also odd that on 6 March 2020 - 19 days before the Coronavirus Act 2020 
was passed - Covid-19 was added by the UK Health Security Agency to the 
list of notifiable diseases - as can be seen in the Update History of the page 

https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2020/7/section/30
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Notifiable diseases and causative organisms: how to report which is on the 
government’s website. 
 

7 I don’t know if there is any connection between Covid-19 being a notifiable 
disease – or not - and section 30 of the Coronavirus Act.   
 
I DO know, however, that removing the need for juries at inquests was not 
the only change that the government introduced – permanently - to 
transparency in causes of death, under the guise of Covid-19.  
 
The process for registering deaths and allowing cremations was also 
changed by the Coronavirus Act - and it is NOT going to be changed back.  
Before the pandemic, the process was as described on Lambeth Council’s 
Cremations page: 
 
Medical Certificates [Forms 4 and 5]: 
If the death was not referred to the coroner, two medical certificates are needed 
to confirm the cause of death. The two medical certificates are known as Form 
4 [Cremation medical certificate] and Form 5 [Confirmatory medical certificate]. 
 
Contact the doctor that attended to the deceased. Let them know that the body 
is to be cremated. The doctor will then complete Form 4 and arrange for 
another doctor to complete Form 5.  
 
Please note Form 5 is currently suspended under the Coronavirus Act 2020 and 
is currently not required. 
 
The fact that Cremation Form 5 – the Confirmatory Medical Certificate - is no 
longer in use is confirmed on the government’s website under Cremation 
forms and guidance.  Form 5 contained a lot of questions about the cause of 
death for the doctor who completed it and required the doctor to have at 
least five years’ experience – as you can see – because Cremation Form 5 
can still be seen on the government’s website.  
 
The removal of Cremation Form 5 means that, after someone dies, their 
death can be certified and cremation “signed off” by one doctor.   
This can be any doctor.   
It does not need to be a doctor who knew, met or attended the deceased 
before they died - or even a doctor who saw the deceased’s body after they 
died – or one with at least five years’ experience. 
 

8 It is extremely well known that governments the world over have used 
Covid-19 to bring in a creeping increase in control over us, the people.  Under 
the guise of “our protection,” transparency has been reduced.  In part this has 
been done to try to conceal the creeping authoritarianism.   
 
No government was ever going to relinquish the draconian powers they gave 
themselves – using the immense power of fear – two years ago.  They were 
always going to keep some of those powers – how could they give them up?   
 
Even so, questions remain. 

https://www.gov.uk/guidance/notifiable-diseases-and-causative-organisms-how-to-report#full-publication-update-history
https://beta.lambeth.gov.uk/bereavement-services/planning-funeral/cremations
https://beta.lambeth.gov.uk/bereavement-services/planning-funeral/cremations
https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/cremation-forms-and-guidance
https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/cremation-forms-and-guidance
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/697079/cremation-form-5-confirmatory-medical-certificate.pdf
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If the increasing secrecy has been extended to why people die – what they 
have died of – and who finds out – is this simply one result of a growing 
tyranny, or it is part of a much darker agenda?    
 
Why has the government taken away the requirement for juries to be 
involved in inquests – for ever? 
 
Is it to save time? 
 
Are they expecting - for some reason - a lot of people to die unexpectedly? 
   
Could it be that the government does not want the causes of people’s deaths 
to be known or challenged?  Why – apart from tighter control over us by 
depriving us of knowing why our loved one have died – would they do this? 
 
Why has the government taken away the Confirmatory Medical Certificate – 
Cremation Form 5 – for ever? 
 
Why are they so keen for deceased people to be cremated on the say-so of 
just one doctor, who may not have even themselves assessed the cause of 
death?   
 
If someone turned out to have been murdered – from evidence that became 
available later – say in the case of medical malpractice or poisoning, to take 
some random causes…   
 
There’ll be no body to examine.   
The evidence has been destroyed, one might say. 
 
Tyranny thrives on such secrecy. 
 
There is another question – and it’s this: 
 
Why has Parliament – whose role it is to provide checks and balances on the 
government – not asked these questions?  
 

 CONNECT’S Maxim and Oath 
Connect is only interested in finding and sharing the TRUTH. 

In search of that TRUTH, we only pose questions – we have no answers. 
 

 By: Helen King 

 Source: Tetbury CONNECT: Magazine 
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