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This report covers a number of important issues that have arisen because of our 
work opposing the Terminally Ill Adults Bill which we will refer to as (The 
Assisted Dying Bill) 

We will keep explanations as brief as possible because the evidence itself is 
included and is clear. 

This is our third report on this issue, our earlier reports can be found below and 
have already been submitted to the bill committee, 

https://compassionincare.com/news/dying-in-care-homes/ 

 

 

 Terminally ill Adults Bill. Committee evidence. 

Firstly, after watching these evidence sessions in full, we have grave concerns 
about the whole parliamentary process that allowed this Bill to get to this point. 

We also have extensive concerns about the evidence presented, the time frame 
allowed for evidence and the biased agenda that was evident throughout. 

Valid concerns were raised by psychiatrists about mental capacity and coercion 
and the difficulties in assessing individuals in relation to assisted dying. We 
share these concerns. 

Our previous reports highlight the very real risks of this bill to all vulnerable 
people as well as to people at a vulnerable time in their lives. 

Danny Kruger MP was the only individual to mention “care Homes” at all and 
clearly this issue has not even been considered by those behind this bill. When 

https://compassionincare.com/news/dying-in-care-homes/


so many people will die of a terminal illness and/or receive end of life or 
palliative care in both nursing and residential care homes. The CQC have 
confirmed via an FOI that they are not even recording this data. 

The NHS and social care are broken, we constantly hear about people failed by 
mental health services, tragically we all know of cases where the danger to the 
public was missed when discharging patients such as Valdo Calocane. 

https://futurecarecapital.org.uk/latest/hospitals-stop-discharging-severe-mental-
illness-sufferers/ 

The Times, “Since 2020 there have been 233 killings committed by people with 
serious mental disorders” This is the system that would be relied upon to assess 
people’s capacity with regard to assisted suicide. The resources are just not 
there. 

It was also concerning that all evidence to this committee from other country’s 
came from only individuals in favour of assisted dying.  

Much of this evidence was a real concern, for example Dr Ryan Spielvogal from 
California suggested that families who attempt to dissuade a loved one from 
assisted dying should be criminalised.  

The safeguard of judicial scrutiny also soon melted away. 

The whole way this process took place was rushed, with questions to witnesses 
rationed and any evidence that contradicted the agenda behind this bill ignored 
or downplayed.   

When this issue has such profound consequences and is a life and death issue 
then a private members bill is not the way to proceed. Our concerns are 
extensive. 

The evidence, concerns and consultation should have happened before this bill 
was even drafted.  

As a result of scrutinising how those in favour of this bill conducted the 
committee process, we are calling for life and death issues such as this bill and 
the law on whistleblowing or any issue of such vital importance to not proceed 
via private members bills in future. Such Bills are often spawned via the APPGs 
(All Party Parliamentary Groups) The APPG system is mired in vested interest 

https://futurecarecapital.org.uk/latest/hospitals-stop-discharging-severe-mental-illness-sufferers/
https://futurecarecapital.org.uk/latest/hospitals-stop-discharging-severe-mental-illness-sufferers/


cash, loopholes in the rules for example have allowed the APPG on 
Whistleblowing Secretariat to by-pass the register of interests by being the main 
funder of the APPG on paper but the secretariat itself WBUK is themselves is 
almost solely funded by vested interests. The full detail of this funding is 
withheld from the public because WBUK only produce fileted accounts, which 
whilst being legal for an ordinary company is completely misleading for a 
parliamentary secretariat. It is effectively laundering vested interest cash. 

 

About Compassion in Care 

Compassion in Care is a registered charity that has supported fourteen thousand 
whistleblowers and ten thousand families of abuse victims, we run on an annual 
budget of eighteen thousand pounds, have no salaried staff, we will never take 
government or industry funding so we can always act in the interests of our 
beneficiaries as we have no conflict of interest. We have no political or religious 
allegiance or view. 

The Charity Commission website lists us under the category,  

The advancement of health or saving of lives. 

Look at the work we do, the only UK charity publishing real time helpline data 
throughout covid, we have published the first data and detail on hate crimes in 
care settings, we are opposed to the assisted dying bill because it endangers the 
lives of vulnerable people in so many ways. (We have also published volume one 
of 6 volumes of evidence from twenty-eight thousand people regarding the 
failures of those responsible for investigating safeguarding, regulators such as 
the CQC and professional bodies. Our work is extensive and is widely reported 
in the media. 

 

We were therefore astounded to find that the sister organisation of the 
organisation dignity in dying, is a charity called Compassion in dying who is 
categorised on the Charity commission website as 

The advancement of Health or saving of lives. 



Dignity in dying is the secretariat to The APPG on Dignity in dying and is 
responsible for the assisted dying bill, as well as the PR and the agenda for 
assisted dying to be legalised. 

Incredibly Dignity in Dying share the same office, staff, and a joint bank account 
with the charity Compassion in Dying. They also share the same CEO. This is 
staggering given the evidence we include in this report regarding the Charity 
Commissions stance on the concept of “Sister Organisations” we have included 
direct evidence from the Charity Commission on this issue, not from their 
website but, evidence in the form of written correspondence that demonstrates 
in their own words how they view sister organisations, even those which are 
entirely innocent and where there are no shared assets. 

How is the advancement of health or saving of lives compatible with the 
assisted dying bill? 

APPGs 

Please bear with us whilst we explain about the first APPG we encountered and 
we will then deal with the APPG on Assisted dying, it will become clear why both 
these APPGs are linked by culture. 

We first became aware of issues with APPGs in relation to the APPG on 
Whistleblowing, this group has blocked all evidence from whistleblowers that 
contradicts its agenda, an agenda that is dictated by its funders. We will not go 
into all the issues here as there is abundant evidence on our website, but in 
summery all vested interest money has been given to the APPG secretariat who 
then funds the APPG bypassing the register of interests, effectively laundering 
corporate vested interest cash. 

When we published evidence raising serious concerns about both WBUK as an 
organisation and this APPG we came under serious attack from WBUK, not 
openly but via the form of malicious allegations and a smearing campaign. This 
culminated in malicious allegations to the regulator, The Charity Commission. 

The evidence shows that this regulator is politically weaponised, turning a blind 
eye to blatant wrongdoing and targeting charity’s when its politically expedient to 
do so. 



The Charity Commissions political attack on us was exposed in three issues of 
Private Eye Magazine, 

Issue Numbers,  

1548 June 2021 

“Charity Commission, more concerns reach the eye about the curious targets 
chosen for regulatory investigation….” 

1547 May 2021 Punching Down 

“Spare a thought for compassion in care a tiny charity that punches well above 
its weight in exposing abuse and neglect in care homes and failures of the 
industry watch dog…” 

1551 July 2021 

“Compassion in care nearly brought to its knees…Charity commission 
investigation triggered by an organisation compassion in care had publicly 
challenged. Commission apologises…” 

All the above articles compare the grossly unfair treatment of Compassion in 
Care by the Charity Commission whilst highlighting the Commissions complete 
failure to act on concerns about other charities where there had been 
wrongdoing.  

 

Sister Organisations 

We will not go into detail here re the Charities Commissions political attack but 
to summarise it consisted of, we should not highlight WBUKs misconduct, we 
should not campaign for Ednas law and not challenge the failings in the 
proposed Office of the Whistleblower, and we should delete the book about 
Ednas Law from our website. Needless to say all the above are completely 
legitimate activities for a charity and we refused to comply. No further action 
was taken because we were not doing anything wrong in the first place. 

We want to highlight one issue here in detail in relation to how the Charity 
Commission applied charity law to us and on that exact same issue how it failed 



to apply the same rules to the charity Compassion in Dying. The sister 
organisation of Dignity in Dying. 

Sister Organisations Compassion in Care. 

Compassion in care supports whistleblowers from health and social care, its 
sister organisation The whistler, supports whistleblowers from other sectors. 

Compassion in Care is run from Eileen Chubbs home and the phones landline is 
paid for by the trustees as was the mobile phone all energy costs. 

The Whistler is not a registered company has no bank account or financial 
income; is run from Christine England home and Christine has always paid for 
the Whistler website out of her own pocket and has all the bank statements to 
prove this. The whistleblowers from the whistler volunteer to help the 
whistleblowers at Compassion in Care, i.e. teachers helping care workers to 
write witness statements or with language or literacy issues. 

The Charity Commission caused huge distress to our volunteers by implying 
they were somehow benefiting from charity assets, when clearly there was not a 
shred of evidence that we shared assets in anyway. 

The bullying and harassment we suffered from the Charity Commission was 
traumatic, we rely on our volunteers to do the work we do. We will be forever 
grateful to Private Eye for exposing these unfounded allegations which forced 
the Charity Commission to admit they could not justify their behaviour. 

This attack which was instigated by WBUK the APPG secretariat would have 
impacted on our work and health at any time, but it happened at the height of 
the pandemic, when we were dealing with a 60% increase in calls to our 
helpline, we were the only UK charity or organisation publishing real-time 
helpline data reports, 48 in total which Amnesty International recognised in their 
report on UK human rights abuses during Covid. Such a political attack was 
designed to destroy us and if not for Private Eye they would have succeeded. 

The Charity Commission insisted we could not call the Whistler “Sister Site” so 
we changed it to “Supporters site” 

 



Below are some extracts from the Charity Commission correspondence on this 
issue, full correspondence available on request. 

“Extracts from Charity Commission to Compassion In Care 

The Whistler and description “sister site” 

The charity needs to refrain from referring to The Whistler as its sister site and prevent 
The Whistler using the same telephone number and email address as the charity. 

The charity’s assets are being used to support a non-charitable organisation, The 
Whistler, by referring to it as its sister site and allowing it to use the same telephone 
number and email address. 

 Compassion in Dying and Dignity in Dying 

Compassion in Dying refers to Dignity in Dying as its “sister organisation”, they 
share the same CEO, Share the same office space, share the same staff, and 
have a joint bank account. This is a charity that has millions in assets. These 
concerns are ignored by the Charity Commission. Clearly the Charity 
Compassion in Dying is a front for Dignity in Dying. Concerns have been raised 
but the Charity Commission is fine with this. 

Secretariats have a parliamentary pass and email, the regulator, The Charity 
Commission is politically weaponised to silence all valid concerns and applies 
the law according to political agendas. 

The process of the assisted dying bill has raised very real concerns about the 
whole APPG system and how it operates, the laws that are spawned from APPGs 
and how the process of Private Members Bills can so easily result in unjust laws 
that serve vested interests and not the general public. This process is 
undemocratic, totally compromised and a danger to the majority of people whilst 
serving the interests of a tiny few. 

Issues such as Assisted Dying and whistleblowing are life and death issues and 
evidence on both these issues are blocked by APPGs in order to promote a 
particular agenda, to push a preferred narrative and to silence all opposition by 
what ever means it takes. Democracy is not involved at all; the Nolan Principles 
are held in contempt. Law should not be made like this, watching the assisted 
dying bill committee is watching a rigged process where all dissent is treated 
with contempt. 

Eileen Chubb 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

            

 

              


