
Community testing to help lift
restrictions in highest tiers

Government sets out new programme to help provide route to move down
tier levels for highest risk areas
Areas in tier 3 invited to apply for support for community testing to
detect asymptomatic cases and drive down transmission
Local areas will be asked to consider incentives to encourage people to
take part in order to detect as many cases as possible

Details of a new community testing offer have been set out today by the
Government to help local areas detect asymptomatic cases, suppress the virus
and offer a route out of the toughest restrictions.

Local authorities in tier 3 areas, the highest level of restrictions, can
apply for the new six-week community testing programme to complement wider
local strategies to tackle the virus.

The Government will work with local authorities to identify how community
testing might be used to help areas in tier 3 move down to a lower tier,
whilst continuing to protect the people in those communities and the NHS.

Local authorities will determine the best way to focus testing, suppress the
virus and ensure their communities benefit, with potential models including
whole population testing of all non-symptomatic individuals over 11 years
old, testing targeted on specific geographic areas, such as those with high
prevalence, or highly targeted testing on specific locations, employment
sectors, or workplaces where there is a high risk.

Local Directors of Public Health will be supported to develop approaches that
work for their community, backed by national support and funding. Central
government will provide operational support for the design and delivery of
community testing programmes, and funding available to local authorities will
be estimated based on the number of tests they aim to deliver over the 6 week
programme.

Health and Social Care Secretary Matt Hancock said:

By expanding our testing to include people showing no symptoms, we
are finding more positive cases more quickly and breaking chains of
transmission. Up to a third of people have coronavirus without
symptoms, so it is incredibly important to be testing those who
could be infecting others unknowingly.

When more people come forward for regular community testing, we
have a much greater chance of driving down prevalence of the virus
and saving lives.

I know people in the top tiers are facing a particularly difficult
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time, which is why we are supporting them with mass community
testing to provide a route towards lowering the level of
restrictions they face.

We are committed to working with local areas to make this work for
their communities and I encourage all those living in areas where
community testing is offered to come forward and get tested.

The Government will also work in partnership with local authorities to
develop initiatives to encourage participation, based on their knowledge of
local populations and areas. Examples might include discount schemes with
local businesses, partnerships with community organisations or local
employers, or door knocking campaigns.

If successful, the community testing programme will be expanded into next
year. Applications will be assessed on a number of factors including local
infection rates, robust plans for community testing resources and other
logistical and commercial considerations to ensure testing delivers the best
possible value for money.

Proposals will be carefully assessed at both a local and national level and
signed off by the Chief Medical Officer to ensure they are appropriate and
safe and learning can be shared across the country.

This builds on the community testing pilots which are taking place in
Liverpool and Merthyr Tydfil. Since the Liverpool pilot began, more than
200,000 people have been tested as part of a strategy that has helped to
significantly reduce prevalence.

Community testing will make use of rapid Lateral Flow Tests which give
results within an hour, and will focus on locating and suppressing
asymptomatic transmission. The more cases identified and self-isolating, the
quicker the control of virus transmission which is essential to help areas
move down a tier.

With up to a third of individuals with coronavirus showing no symptoms,
increased community testing will help identify those who are infected and
infectious, but asymptomatic and unaware that they might be spreading the
disease, so that they can isolate and protect others.

Anyone who tests positive, using either a Lateral Flow Test or an existing
swab test, must self-isolate along with their household immediately and their
contacts will be traced.

Eligible local authorities are invited to work with local liaison teams to
develop plans and submit a proposal detailing their ambitions for community
testing as soon as possible to roll out from now and into 2021.

The devolved administrations will be supported to roll out similar exercises
with a pilot already ongoing in Merthyr Tydfil, Wales, and they will also
receive their population share of testing capacity, including lateral flow
testing.



The NHS COVID-19 app remains a key tool to help break chains of transmission.
Inputting positive PCR test results into the app increases the number of
people contact traced and the speed contact tracing happens, which helps
reduce the spread of coronavirus and supports the reduction in the R number.

Patrick Finucane Case: UK Government
Outlines Way Forward

Press release

The UK Government has today outlined its way forward regarding the case of
Patrick Finucane.

The UK Government has today outlined its way forward regarding the case of
Patrick Finucane.

Following extensive consideration of all options available, the Government
has decided not to establish a public inquiry into the murder of the Belfast
solicitor at this time. A review process is being taken forward by the Legacy
Investigation Branch of the Police Service of Northern Ireland (PSNI), and
investigations being conducted by the Police Ombudsman for Northern Ireland
are ongoing – both independently of Government.

The Government has acknowledged the Supreme Court finding that there is yet
to be an Article 2-compliant investigation into the death of Mr Finucane, and
has been working since the judgment was published to assess how best to
address the specific findings of the Court.

The Government has committed to re-assess whether a public inquiry is
necessary to resolve any outstanding obligations under Article 2 of the
European Convention on Human Rights in light of the police review process and
Police Ombudsman investigations.

The Government, has also today published further details – not previously in
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the public domain – relating to the conduct of previous investigations into
the Finucane case. A report of a review conducted by the PSNI in 2015 in
light of the findings of the de Silva review has been shared with the family
and will be published by the PSNI in the coming days.

Earlier today, Secretary of State for Northern Ireland, Brandon Lewis, spoke
to the Finucane family to inform them of the Government’s decision.

Mr Lewis said:

The murder of Patrick Finucane was an appalling crime that has
caused tremendous suffering. The UK Government is clear that the
shocking levels of collusion in this case are totally unacceptable,
and has publicly apologised that this took place.

This case is sadly but one example of the violence and tragedy
experienced by so many individuals and families during the
Troubles, not just in Northern Ireland but across the United
Kingdom and Ireland. It demonstrates the importance of ensuring
that all families affected by the Troubles have an opportunity to
find out the circumstances of their loved one’s death.

We remain committed to working collaboratively with the Irish
Government, the Northern Ireland parties, and civic society,
including victims groups, in finding and delivering a progressive
way forward on legacy to support NI in working towards a more
positive future.

Note to Editors:

Patrick Finucane, a practising lawyer, was murdered in his home in North
Belfast on the evening of Sunday 12 February 1989. He was shot 14 times.
The attack was carried out by gunmen from a loyalist paramilitary group.

A number of investigations and reviews have taken place into Mr
Finucane’s murder. Between September 1989 and April 2003, Lord Stevens,
the former Chief Constable of the Metropolitan Police, carried out three
investigations into allegations of collusion between the security forces
and loyalist paramilitaries, the third of which (“Stevens III”) was
specifically into Mr Finucane’s murder. There have been 2 further
independent reviews led by legal professionals (Judge Peter Cory in 2004
and Sir Desmond de Silva in 2012) and a further internal review by the
PSNI in 2015.

On 27 February 2019, the Supreme Court handed down its judgment in Re



Finucane [2019] UKSC 7. The Finucane family had challenged successive
Governments’ decisions not to conduct a public inquiry in this case. The
Supreme Court made a declaration in February 2019 that there had not
been an Article 2 compliant inquiry into Mr Finucane’s death. At §153
Lord Kerr (for the Court) stated:

I would therefore make a declaration that there has not been an
Art.2 compliant inquiry into the death of Patrick Finucane. It does
not follow that a public inquiry of the type which the Appellant
seeks must be ordered. It is for the state to decide, in light of
the incapacity of Sir Desmond de Silva’s review and the inquiries
which preceded it to meet the procedural requirement of Art.2, what
form of investigation, if indeed any is now feasible, is required
in order to meet that requirement

Article 2 ECHR protects the right to life and includes a procedural
obligation on the part of the state to instigate an independent
effective official investigation when individuals have been killed as a
result of the use of force or in otherwise suspicious circumstances.

Investigations by the Police Ombudsman are ongoing and on 02 November
2020 the PSNI informed the UK Government that the death of Mr Finucane
is shortly due to undergo a process of review, in accordance with their
Case Sequencing Model policy. The Chief Constable confirmed that this is
expected to begin early in the New Year.

The Public Statement can be found here

The Government Response can be found here

Published 30 November 2020

Secretary of State outlines way
forward in Pat Finucane case

With permission, Mr Speaker, I would like to make a statement.
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INTRODUCTION

The murder of Patrick Finucane on 12 February 1989 in front of his family was
an appalling crime that has caused tremendous suffering. It occurred during a
difficult and dark period of this nation’s history which brought untold pain
to many families across the United Kingdom and Ireland.

Northern Ireland has made massive strides since the Belfast (Good Friday)
Agreement to create a vibrant, inclusive and forward-looking future. However,
the legacy of the Troubles still hangs like a shadow over society. This
Government is determined to work hand in hand with the people of Northern
Ireland, from all communities, with victims and survivors, and with our Irish
partners. We want to find a way to bring truth and reconciliation where there
is currently hurt, and where too many people continue to suffer due to the
absence of information into the circumstances of the deaths of their loved
ones.

Mr Speaker, it is plain that the levels of collusion in the Finucane case,
made clear by previous investigations, are totally unacceptable. Former Prime
Minister, David Cameron, rightly apologised publicly in 2012. I unreservedly
reiterate that apology today. I also acknowledge an apology can not undo
history, nor can it alleviate the years of pain that the Finucane family have
felt. But it is nonetheless right that this Government acknowledges that, at
the height of the Troubles, actions were taken that fell far short of what
can and should be expected.

Mr Speaker, the murder of Patrick Finucane has been the subject of a
considerable number of investigations and reviews, including the ‘Stevens 3’
investigation and the de Silva review. These investigations led to the
conviction of Ken Barrett, a loyalist terrorist who pleaded guilty to the
murder.

In February 2019, the Supreme Court made a declaration that the State had not
discharged its obligation to conduct an Article 2 compliant investigation
into the death of Mr Finucane. That judgment specifically set out that – ‘It
is for the state to decide….what form of investigation, if indeed any is now
feasible, is required in order to meet that requirement”.

It did not order a public inquiry. But in considering all the options open to
me to meet the State’s obligations under Article 2, I have considered whether
a public inquiry is the most appropriate step to address the specific
findings of the Court at this time.

DECISION

Mr Speaker, I have today spoken to the Finucane family. I advised them of my
decision not to establish a public inquiry at this time. Our public
statement, published this afternoon, sets out the considered rationale for
this decision, which I will now explain directly to the House.

Mr Speaker, in reaching its conclusion, the Supreme Court identified a number
of issues with previous investigations in this case:



Firstly – there was no identification of the officers within the Royal Ulster
Constabulary, Security Service and Secret Intelligence Service who failed to
warn Patrick Finucane of known threats to his life in 1981 and 1985, together
with the circumstances in which these failures occurred;

Secondly – there was no identification of the RUC officers who, as Desmond De
Silva said, “probably did propose” Mr Finucane as a target for loyalist
terrorists in December 1988; and

Thirdly – there was no identification of the police source who provided
intelligence about Patrick Finucane to Ken Barrett.

The Supreme Court identified these shortcomings and other failures of
process. But it did not render the previous reviews and investigations –
which resulted in significant findings and information being released into
the public domain – as null and void.

The work conducted by, and the findings of, those previous independent
investigations and reviews remain valid. The State’s Article 2 obligations
can be met through a series of processes – taken by independent authorities
on the initiative of the State – which cumulatively can establish the facts,
identify the perpetrators and hold them to account where sufficient evidence
exists.

In June 2019, an independent review of previous investigations was
commissioned by my Rt Hon Friend, the member for Staffordshire Moorlands. The
first purpose of this review was to gain a clear understanding of what
investigative steps had already been taken to identify all individuals of
concern. Its second purpose was to understand the actions taken as part of
previous investigations in respect of these individuals.

INFORMATION IN PUBLIC DOMAIN

The review was conducted by independent counsel from Northern Ireland. It
highlighted that steps had in fact been taken during previous investigations
which had not been considered by the Supreme Court – but which were relevant
to the issues it identified. For example, it found that a number of officers
from the Royal Ulster Constabulary and the Army’s Force Research Unit had
been interviewed as part of the Stevens’ investigation and that Stevens
accepted that there was no direct breach of policy by any individual officer
at the time.

As my Rt Hon friend for North Shropshire stated in 2011, accepting that
collusion occurred is not sufficient in itself. The UK Government recognises
the need to ensure sufficient levels of public scrutiny of criminal
investigations and their results.

I am today publishing further information that was considered by the
independent counsel in their review since the Supreme Court judgment, some of
which has not previously been released into the public domain. This includes
information pertaining to a Police Service of Northern Ireland review
conducted in 2015.



PSNI REVIEW PROCESS AND OPONI INVESTIGATION

Mr Speaker, as set out in the 2015 police review, a number of issues were
referred to the Police Ombudsman for Northern Ireland in 2016 and remain
subject to investigation.

In addition, the Legacy Investigation Branch of the PSNI informed my
Department on 2 November 2020 that Patrick Finucane’s case is shortly due to
undergo a process of review, in accordance with the priorities set out in
their Case Sequencing Model. The Chief Constable confirmed that this is
expected to begin early in the New Year.

To be clear – this is a purely operational police matter. The UK Government
rightly has no role whatsoever in determining how or when the police deal
with its outstanding legacy caseload. However, the fact that a decision on a
police review is due shortly is an important development and was a factor in
determining the next steps in this case. Critically, a review would consider
whether further investigative steps could be taken in this case and whether
the PSNI should do so. These were key elements of the Supreme Court judgment.

It is, quite properly, for the Chief Constable of the PSNI to determine the
precise scope and format of any review in accordance with their own
priorities and review procedures. And the police have indicated that they
expect that any review would need to be conducted independently of the PSNI.

Such a process, in addition to the ongoing investigations being conducted by
the Police Ombudsman, could play an important role in addressing the issues
identified by the Supreme Court.

FUTURE INQUIRY

Mr Speaker – I want to be clear. I am not taking the possibility of a public
inquiry off the table at this stage. It is important that we allow the PSNI
and Police Ombudsman processes to move forward, and that we avoid the risk of
prejudicing any emerging conclusions from that work.

I will consider all options available to me to meet the Government’s
obligations.

CONCLUSION

Mr Speaker, I assure the House that this decision has been taken following
careful consideration of the facts, the findings of the Supreme Court
judgment, the outcome of the independent counsel review, and the United
Kingdom’s obligations under Article 2 of the European Convention on Human
Rights.

Mr Speaker, this Government has demonstrated that, when the public interest
requires it, we will establish public inquiries to look at potential failings
by Government or state bodies. As we have done in the case of the Manchester
bombing.



In this instance, I believe it is in the public interest to allow the police
and Ombudsman processes to proceed, before taking a decision on whether the
State’s Article 2 obligations have been discharged, or whether further steps
are required.

Mr Speaker, this case is sadly just one example of the violence and tragedy
experienced by so many individuals and families across Northern Ireland, the
rest of the United Kingdom, and Ireland during the Troubles. That is why this
Government remains committed to dealing with the legacy of the past in its
entirety.

We are determined to get this right, working closely with communities. This
is vital so that society in Northern Ireland can look beyond its divisive
past and towards a shared future.

I commend this statement to the House.

UK Government response to judgment of
the Supreme Court of the United
Kingdom in the matter of an
application by Geraldine Finucane for
Judicial Review (Northern Ireland)
[2019] UKSC 7
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Call for additional research evidence:
review of respiratory diseases and
occupational exposures

Background
1. The Industrial Injuries Advisory Council (IIAC) is proposing to commission
a comprehensive review and evaluation of the literature, including
epidemiology, on work-related malignant and non-malignant respiratory
diseases, primarily focussing on lung cancer and COPD, to inform, update or
potentially expand the industrial injuries scheme.

2. Some of the current prescriptions for respiratory conditions have been re-
evaluated more than once since their inception many decades ago. However,
these prescriptions do not always reflect occupations and modern working
practices of today, where exposure may occur more frequently than in the
past.

3. IIAC invites suitably qualified (and with relevant experience) interested
participants to explore the feasibility of undertaking a systematic review of
the literature on work-related malignant and non-malignant respiratory
diseases and current prescriptions.

4. It is envisaged that any research undertaken will be used to determine if
the current prescribed diseases qualifying for industrial injuries
disablement benefit relating to respiratory conditions are fit for purpose
and inform recommendations to amend the regulations if necessary.

Main objectives and timescale:
5. A systematic approach to evidence gathering and synthesis is required and
interested parties should indicate how their proposed methods will ensure
robust evaluation. Structured tables of the evidence should be included.
Characterisation of the nature and magnitude of identified occupations or
exposures should include description of the study design, size, routes and
forms of exposure, exposure metrics used, health endpoints and results. The
quality of the information and triangulation of findings across studies
should be evaluated and reported on.

6. Phase 1:

to use existing published reviews and key studies, to identify the
industries, occupations and exposures associated with respiratory
diseases and prioritise these, taking into account factors such as
magnitude of risk, prevalence of exposure in the UK, severity of disease
etc.
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7. Phase 2:

for priority exposures, occupations and/or industries that have been
agreed with the Council, to update recent reviews if available of
epidemiological literature or, where necessary, carry out a new review
of the epidemiological literature

in addition, for those occupational circumstances where there is a clear
increased risk of a disease but this is less than doubled, to review and
collate available relevant exposure data

8. It is anticipated phase 1 will take around 6 months with a further 12
months to complete phase 2 and deliver the final report.

Deliverables and dissemination
9. A report should be provided at the end of Phase 1.

10. Throughout Phase 2 short reports on evaluations of priority occupations
should be produced to aid discussion with IIAC members.

11. A final report should be provided at the end of the project. It is usual
for commissioned reviews to be published by IIAC on GOV.UK.

Expression of interest and tender participation
The Commissioned Review will be subject to a competitive tendering process
which will be facilitated on behalf of IIAC by the Department for Work and
Pensions.

Those who would like to express an interest in participating in the tender
selection process should submit their names, email contact details,
qualifications and a brief resume (no more than 200 words) in the first
instance.

Please title your correspondence, ‘Commissioned Review for the attention of
Mr Ian Chetland’.

Email it to caxtonhouse.iiac@dwp.gov.uk.

The closing date for receipt of expressions of interest is 12pm on 29 January
2021.

Following this date, interested participants will be provided with full
details of the requirement and the tendering instructions.

Interested participants should please note that individual, private or
personal correspondence and communications will not be entered into.  Any
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enquiries regarding this project must be directed via the IIAC email inbox.


