
Why the Record Is Important in 2026 
 

1. Introduction 

2026 is not significant because of any single decision, 
disclosure, or controversy. 

It is significant because it marks the point at which the 
factual record concerning Covid-era governance in the 
United Kingdom has become sufficiently complete that 
silence itself now carries constitutional meaning. 

This paper explains why the creation and preservation of 
an accurate public record is not optional, not adversarial 
and not contingent on outcomes - but a constitutional 
necessity. 

 

2. What “the record” means in constitutional terms 

The constitutional record is not a narrative. 

It is not opinion. 

It is not the sum of institutional statements. 

It consists of: 

• official correspondence, 
• sworn testimony, 
• disclosed documents, 
• formal refusals, 



• jurisdictional deflections, 
• and acknowledged absences of oversight. 

Crucially, what institutions decline to do or say is as much 
part of the record as what they affirm. 

In constitutional systems, record is how legality is later 
assessed when contemporaneous accountability has 
failed. 

 

3. Why record matters when remedies fail 

Constitutional systems presume that: 

• courts will supervise legality, 
• oversight bodies will intervene where needed, 
• and accountability mechanisms will function in 

sequence. 

Where those assumptions hold, record is secondary to 
remedy. 

Where those assumptions fail, record becomes the only 
remaining safeguard. 

When no institution accepts responsibility: 

• record preserves truth against erasure, 
• record prevents retrospective reframing, 
• record fixes knowledge in time. 



In such circumstances, the absence of a record is itself a 
constitutional harm. 

 

4. Why 2026 is a threshold year 

By 2026, several conditions now coexist: 

• Sworn evidence has entered the public domain 
confirming extensive executive, policing and 
prosecutorial coordination during Covid. 

• Governance structures have been acknowledged which 
operated outside judicial scrutiny. 

• Courts, regulators, inspectors and auditors have either 
declined jurisdiction or closed engagement. 

• No domestic authority has asserted clear responsibility 
for restoring constitutional normality. 

At this point, the question is no longer whether concerns 
were raised, but whether they were preserved. 

2026 is therefore not about escalation - it is about 
finalisation of record. 

 

5. Record is not an attack on institutions 

Preserving record is not hostile to institutions. 

On the contrary: 



• it allows future scrutiny to be fair rather than 
speculative; 

• it prevents individuals from bearing responsibility that 
properly belongs to systems; 

• it ensures that history is written from evidence, not 
inference. 

Institutions which have acted lawfully have nothing to fear 
from a complete record. 

Institutions which have not, should fear only the 
consequences of their own silence. 

 

6. Why outcomes are not the point 

A common misunderstanding is that record exists to force 
an immediate result. 

That is incorrect. 

Record exists so that: 

• future courts are not misled by partial histories; 
• future inquiries are not constrained by missing context; 
• future generations can distinguish error from 

concealment. 

 

Outcomes belong to institutions. 

Record belongs to the public. 



 

7. The constitutional duty to preserve 

When: 

• all reasonable domestic avenues have been pursued, 
• concerns have been articulated in good faith, 
• and engagement has been declined or deflected, 

the duty does not end. 

It shifts, from remedy to preservation. 

Placing concerns onto a durable public and international 
record is therefore not escalation. 

It is the minimum constitutional act required to prevent 
erasure. 

 

8. Conclusion 

History does not judge constitutional systems only by the 
decisions they took, but by the warnings they received and 
how they responded, or neglected to respond to them. 

In 2026, the record now exists. 

What is done with it is a matter for institutions. 

That it exists at all is a matter of constitutional 
responsibility. 

 



Happy New Year to you all. 
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