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Dear Chair Dame Bradley and Members of the Home Affairs Select Committee,

Further to your request for public opinion and evidence for the inquiry, "Harnessing the potential of new forms of digital ID", please find my response to your questions below.

The prospect of a compulsory digital ID, is nothing short of creating a dystopia. It facilitates any current or future Government to enforce losses of freedoms and human rights without any ability to resist. 
In response to your questions, here are my responses.
QUESTION 1. How effectively is data relating to individuals currently being used and shared by the Home Office and its agencies?
ANSWER: It is impossible for the public to know how effectively data is being shared by the Home Office, but given that consecutive Governments are allowing thousands of illegal immigrants into the country who are accepted without any data whatsoever, I doubt very much that what is currently occurring is effective. Digital ID going forward where they select whatever name and status they want isn’t going to improve this. Given that known convicted criminals are managing to avoid deportation having committed crimes in the UK, I fail to see how digital ID will bring any improvement here either.
QUESTION 2. What potential benefits could the use of new forms of government-issued digital identification have for the Government's ambitions to reduce crime and to manage migration?
ANSWER: Current law-abiding citizens have managed very well with a physical passport and driving licence. Criminals will always find a way around whatever system is put in place. The vast majority of citizens should not be penalised and put at risk of losing our rights and freedoms through the introduction of compulsory digital ID because of the actions of a few. Illegal immigrants do not be using designated points of entry and will have already circumvented other countries' digital ID schemes to get to the UK in the first place, which shows they are not capable of controlling our borders as claimed either. Police and financial institutions already have the capacity to check identification when necessary through existing documentation and photographic databases etc.

QUESTION 3: What different categories of information about individuals could most usefully be included in government-issued digital identification?

ANSWER: A voluntary digital ID where any individual wishing to avail themselves of the system can decide how much or little information they wish to share is the most that is necessary. If a centralised compulsory digital ID system were to be brought in, it creates a database target for hackers. It also creates the ability for all sorts of mistakes to be recorded as “facts” and for the Government to potentially edit/corrupt an individual’s record for whatever purposes they wish. Given that there has also been a declaration that AI will take over many more roles, the facility for error and serious consequences with potentially criminal implications is a risk that cannot be overstated. With the Government now already deciding what constitutes “disinformation” and “misinformation” the threat to individual freedoms is already under threat. To link this to digital ID is authoritarian and dystopian in its potential to be abused.
There should always be facility for a non-digital parallel system for those who cannot cope with digital technology (eg the aged and some disabled) and those who do not wish to put their information and personal rights and freedoms at risk. There should be no penalty for those who choose this option. 

QUESTION 4: What potential risks does the adoption of new forms of digital identification have for individuals, including risks to privacy and security of personal data?

ANSWER: As a British citizen, I currently have the right to be free to live without mandatory ID checks or constant verification. I have the right to privacy and to control my personal data. A centralised digital ID system removes these human rights. It risks abuse by current or future governments, such as enforcing "vaccine passports" or restricting access to services. Once introduced, it would only progress and intrude into more and more of peoples’ lives. The government has previously denied plans for mandatory digital ID, so this reversal raises serious trust issues. The people hold the power and have not voted for this. The Government have no mandate to introduce what the people do not want or to coerce people into giving up their rights and freedoms.

A central database risks unintended and deliberate data breaches. The State's track record is cause for significant concern; the Afghan data breach scandal being only the most recent in a very long list. I do not trust the Government to keep digital ID information secure given how much policy is already controlled by international NGOs. Given how much is outsourced now, there will be inevitable access to records from these organisations who will exploit data for commercial and other reasons. Their attitude is often that something is only illegal if you get caught.  Consequently, digital ID would expose sensitive health and personal data to third parties, including commercial partners and overseas contractors. 
QUESTION 7: How can the Government learn from the use of new forms of digital identification internationally?
ANSWER: in countries where there is already a digital identity system eg Italy, it has not solved any of the issues being used as leverage to justify adoption of digital ID in the UK. This is purely a system for control at a level that is not wanted and is not appropriate.
SUMMARY: I am strongly opposed to any plan for compulsory digital ID or ID cards beyond our current identification documents (passport and driving licence). Compulsory digital ID would remove our human rights and freedoms with no benefit, erode our privacy, undermine British values, and turn us into a “Papers Please” society that has no place in this country. It would further alienate the people from all authorities.

Yours sincerely,


