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Transcript.

"Boris Johnsons main problem is that he is obsessed with PR and he is not diligent enough to study a rule carefully and in depth.  

The quarantine rules have been made under the public health control of disease act of 1984.  Now, there is no agreement among lawyers about what I am about to say but I myself do not believe that that act confers upon the Government the powers which it has purported to exercise, because it is a basic principle of British constitutional law that you cannot invade fundamental rights by using general terms.
The lockdown and the quarantine rules and most of the other regulations have been made under the public health control of disease act of 1984 which was extensively amended in 2008.  

The Government has deliberately.....I must assume deliberately because they have plenty of legal advice.  They have used an act which to put it at its lowest its application is profoundly controversial and in my view an act which does not confirm the powers.
Now the oddity is the Government does have power to do what it has done under another act which it has declined to use.  The Civil Contingencies Act of 2004.

The civil contingencies act is concerned with emergencies including health related emergencies and it empowers ministers to do anything that could be done by an act of parliament.  You cannot get wider words than that.

Why haven't they used it.  Now the only reason that I can think of for not using it is that the civil contingencies act has very stringent provisions for parliamentary scrutiny a regulation under the act is only provisionally valid for seven days unless it is approved by parliament.  Thereafter, it only has validity for 30 days it has to be renewed after 30 days.  Moreover exceptionally there are provisions entitling parliament to amend the regulation which is laid before it or to revoke it at any time.

Now the only reason that I can think of why the government did not use the one piece of legislation that was plainly acumen is that it wished to avoid parliamentary scrutiny.  I have to assume that because the government has plenty of highly qualified legal advice, both in house and from external independent advisors.

I find it impossible to believe that they did not look carefully at all the legislative options available to them before they took these drastic decisions".  
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