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This is my response to the Charity Commission Inquiry into Oxfam. 

Overall my view is that this inquiry is a token slap on the wrist which 

holds no one to account. There are some very telling facts that have not 

been reported in the media. This evidence speaks volumes about both 

the abuses committed, the culture within Oxfam itself but most tellingly 

how these issues are investigated and the watered-down version of 

events that inevitably such inquiry reports constitute. 

 

The first thing that I note is the un-named genuine whistle-blower who 

raised concerns about abuse in July 2011. This whistle-blowers fate is 

not noted in the inquiry report.  Whistle-blowing is touched upon briefly 

in the inquiry: but alas without any real grasp of the issue at all. 

 

I looked at the evidence and disagree with inquiry’s conclusions.  

Firstly, Oxfam is said to have improved its safeguarding but one key 

piece of information tells me this is not the case. 

 

“April 2016 to March 2017. Two further individual safeguarding incidents 

were also notified by Oxfam GB and in total, these reports covered 36 

safeguarding incidents. The independent review team noted that: whilst 

this represented a significant improvement in the quality of information 

provided, these reports fell outside the timeline expected for such 

notifications. The independent review considered that only the most 

recent 36 safeguarding RSIs made by Oxfam GB in February 2018 were 

sufficient in respect of content, albeit outside expected timelines. The 

remaining serious incidents identified by the independent review have 

now been reported to the commission.” 

 

I note that the media coverage of the Oxfam abuse broke in February 

2018. The inquiry assumes real intent to change is present but if that 

was the case, then such intent would not be driven by the media 

coverage and the public outrage that was taking place at the time. This is 

Oxfam reacting to being caught out and that is the culture that no policy 

and procedure in the world can change. Only Edna’s Law would insure 

the criminal accountability from top to bottom that is needed. 

 



The next important piece of evidence directly impacts on the APPG and 

WBUKs preoccupation with financial abuse. The inquiry notes that Oxfam 

has been compliant with reporting financial wrong-doing and terrorism 

related issues, 

 

“There is evidence to indicate individual incident reporting was taking 

place on non-safeguarding matters, particularly on counter fraud and 

counter terrorism” 

 

Edna’s Law recognises that, the convenient whistle-blowing is always 

well received and acted on and for that reason we never use this type of 

reporting as a measure of culture and neither should anyone else when 

conducting proper inquiries. 

 

One phrase is repeated throughout the report “The charity (Oxfam) was 

not adequately protected from risk 

We say that it was the victims who were not adequately protected from 

the risk of abuse. 

 

There is repeated reference that underage girls could have been abused 

and separate reference to the prostitutes involved. Even questioning if 

using prostitutes was illegal. 

All those exploited were victims, young women driven by extreme 

poverty to prostitution in a country desperate for aid: When these victims 

are exploited by those bringing that aide then this is a crime against 

humanity. 

 

 I fear that abuse is increasingly being thought of in terms of poor 

governance, procedural shortfalls, quality assurance flaws or an 

oversight that can be righted by tick lists or safeguarding. The inquiry 

report is mired in this terminology. 

 

I note the following footnote in the inquiry report 

“Some of the LADOs (Local Authorities designated officers on 

safeguarding) responses or reasoning, as reported by Oxfam, are of 

some concern to the inquiry and further clarification on these particular 

referrals will be sought by the commission” 

 

 



Compassion in Care of course knows from thousands of cases reported 

to safeguarding that the safeguarding process itself is the issue and that 

is why this is comprehensively evidenced in my book 

There is no ME in Whistle-blower 

 

I would have thought this fact about safeguarding deserved more than a 

footnote in their report. If anyone is to be protected, then we need 

Edna’s Law and not the shambolic safeguarding system in place across 

this country. We are the only organisation that has persistently exposed 

safeguarding as a public danger. Whilst all other charity’s and regulators 

perpetuate the myth that reporting information to safeguarding is the end 

of the responsibility, when we know that exposing safeguarding’s failures 

to act is the real story.  

 

I also note that the inquiry acknowledges that those who are most 

vulnerable to being abused and exploited are not themselves raising 

concerns. The report fails to address the crucial issue of whistle-blowing 

apart from a few references to a hotline. Legally protected Whistle-

blowers are the only way to protect people from harm.  

 

What should not be forgotten is the Oxfam whistle-blower who came 

forward in 2011 who would have been protected by Edna’s Law and the 

abusers would have been stopped and held to account along with any 

colleagues who protected them or management who failed to act. 

 

I also note that the most senior of the abusers was allowed to resign, 

none of the staff involved in exploitation and power abuse should have 

been allowed to simply walk away, those at the top of the abuse chain 

are all too often protected by the top of the management chain. That is 

why abusers can commit abuse throughout their working lives. Each time 

an abuser is allowed to simply walk away, those who allowed this are 

equally guilty. 

 

The inquiry concludes there is no evidence of a cover-up, I strongly 

disagree, the fact there are no records available when clearly there 

should have been is exactly evidence of a coverup. 

 

Ever in our thoughts are all those who have been abused and exploited 

by those in positions of trust because those with the power to act did 

nothing. 

 

https://compassionincare.com/sites/default/files/breakingsilence/There%20is%20no%20Me%20in%20whistle-blower.pdf


 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

          


