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Summary 
 
The Society supports a less interventionist, co-regulation, approach from the Charity Commission 
with higher transparency and greater comparability of data to aid self regulation. On-line reporting 
should be simplified, clearer advice issued and greater risk based innovation encouraged. One to 
one advice should be focussed on smaller charities, primarily thorough the current help-line 
approach and less case work, with support for peer review and endorsement of sector specific 
advisory services to replace some existing Charity Commission led work. 
 
Any changes must ensure the public’s trust in the sector is retained. Transparency and 
comparability of data specific to the diverse sectors within the charity world can help deliver that. 
 
Introduction 
 
The Society of Biology welcomes the opportunity to comment on the future direction of the Charity 
Commission. We are a single unified voice for biology: advising Government and influencing 
policy; advancing education and professional development; supporting our members, and 
engaging and encouraging public interest in the life sciences.  
 
The Society represents a diverse membership of over 80,000 - including practicing scientists, 
students and interested non professionals - as individuals, or through the learned societies and 
other organisations who constitute our 70 member organisations. 
 
We are a Learned Society as are over 50 of our organisational members representing a very 
specific section within the third Sector. Learned Societies play a unique role in personal and 
professional development within the UK and have an important part to play in delivery of the 
Government’s vision of a “Big Society”, often able to provide highly specialised advice.  
 
The work of Learned Societies is reliant on a clear and transparent regulatory framework and we 
believe the Charity Commission should use the current review to move to a simpler structure with 
reduced duplication of reporting. 
 
Reporting requirements 
 
The current system duplicates reporting and makes analysis of returns more complex than is 
necessary. In this respect, the memorandum of Understandings agreed with other regulators is 
helpful and should be expanded. A single on-line entry should be mandatory which may need to be 
tailored for key categories of charities. Charities vary enormously yet reporting requirements do not 



   
 
 
 
 
 

offer the flexibility needed to reflect this. Learned Societies are, for example, very different from 
disability charities. The entry for small charities should be basic, easy to complete and free of 
charge. Use of PDF attachments, such as the formal set of accounts, should be seen as 
supplementary but not scrapped. The focus of short free text reporting should be based on 
outcomes / impact. 
 
Charities must be given the freedom to demonstrate their impact in a variety of ways. The current 
requirement to include impact information in the annual accounts, even if a dedicated impact report 
is published is a waste of charitable resource.  
 
Although the Commission reports support for a risk based approach to regulation we do not feel 
this is the case for much of the guidance available. For example, charities could be far more 
dynamic if actively encouraged to reduce duplication of effort, collaborate, share resources and to 
be innovative in the way they finance their work. This requires a far less risk adverse approach to 
capitalisation of the sector and interpretation of governance boundaries.  
 
Monitoring trends in on-line submissions to seek clarification where significant deviations from 
historic (or sector) norms are spotted would be useful provided a flexible approach was adopted 
that reflected the diversity of the sector.  
 
Advice and guidance 
 
The Charity Commission should use transparency, comparability and devolved self-regulation to 
regulate the sector with strong penalties for non-compliance. In line with this, and given funding 
restrictions, the Society of Biology believes the Commission should step back to some degree 
shifting to a model that allows decisions to be taken by individual charities against a back drop of 
clear, substantial guidance with less expectation of one to one advice, especially for medium and 
larger charities. We recognise that some good guidance is already available but it needs to 
encourage reasonable and balanced risk more.  
 
As a Charity that has both organisational and individual members the Society of Biology is well 
placed to see the benefits of charities sharing infrastructure and processes. The Charity 
Commission should actively seek to encourage inter-sector collaboration through encouragement 
or requirement of Trustees to take a wider view of public benefit including the value of shared 
resource. This is particularly true of financing. 
 
A useful model in considering a more hands-off approach may be European standards for 
manufactured goods or services whereby use of an accepted standard is seen as automatic 
compliance (the onus would be on the Commission to prove non-compliance) whilst other 
approaches are still permitted albeit that the onus would then be on the Charity to prove 
compliance if challenged. 
 
The Society does not believe that the Commission needs to continue to offer one to one advice for 
medium and larger charities at a case level if the above approach is taken with robust risk-
balanced guidance available. Decisions would then be more clearly solely for Trustees using their 
own risk based approach. A substantial help line however will remain essential, primarily for 
smaller charities. Larger charities could have a new role to play in peer review to help bolster 

  



   
 
 
 
 
 

advice. The Charity Commission may want to consider endorsement, with modest financial 
support, for sector led advisory activity. 
 
 
We believe that the intervention of the Charity Commission in cases on non-compliance should 
continue to be risk based taking into account both size and impact of the breach. If there is high 
transparency and easier comparability of data between charities, external analysts and members 
of the public will inevitably contribute to the compliance agenda. This should help enhance trust 
and public confidence. 
 
Member Organisations of the Society of Biology 
 

Full Members 

Anatomical Society 

Association for the Study of Animal Behaviour 

Association of Applied Biologists 

Biochemical Society 

Breakspear Hospital 

British Andrology Society 

British Association for Lung Research 

British Association for Psychopharmacology 

British Bariatric Medical Society 

British Biophysical Society 

British Crop Production Council 

British Ecological Society 

British Lichen Society 

British Microcirculation Society 

British Mycological Society 

British Neuroscience Association 

British Pharmacological Society 

  

http://www.anatsoc.org.uk/
http://asab.nottingham.ac.uk/
http://www.aab.org.uk/
http://www.biochemistry.org/
http://www.breakspearmedical.com/
http://www.britishandrology.org.uk/
http://balr.group.shef.ac.uk/
http://www.bap.org.uk/
http://www.britishbiophysics.org.uk/
http://www.bcpc.org/
http://www.britishecologicalsociety.org/
http://www.thebls.org.uk/
http://www.microcirculation.org.uk/
http://www.britmycolsoc.org.uk/
http://www.bna.org.uk/
http://www.bps.ac.uk/


   
 
 
 
 
 

British Phycological Society  

British Society for Ecological Medicine 

British Society for Immunology 

British Society for Matrix Biology  

British Society for Medical Mycology 

British Society for Neuroendocrinology 

British Society for Plant Pathology  

British Society for Proteome Research 

British Society for Research on Ageing 

British Society for Soil Science 

British Society of Animal Science 

British Toxicology Society  

Experimental Psychology Society 

Fisheries Society of the British Isles 

Genetics Society  

Heads of University Biological Sciences 

Heads of University Centres of Biomedical Science 

Institute of Animal Technology 

International Biometric Society 

Laboratory Animal Science Association 

Linnean Society 

Marine Biological Association 

Nutrition Society 

RNID 

  

http://www.brphycsoc.org/
http://www.ecomed.org.uk/
http://www.immunology.org/
http://www.bsmb.ac.uk/
http://www.bsmm.org/
http://www.neuroendo.org.uk/
http://www.bspp.org.uk/
http://www.bspr.org/
http://www.bsra.org.uk/
http://www.soils.org.uk/
http://www.bsas.org.uk/
http://www.thebts.org/
http://www.eps.ac.uk/
http://www.fsbi.org.uk/
http://www.genetics.org.uk/
http://www.lifesci.dundee.ac.uk/other/hubs/
http://www.hucbms.org/
http://www.hucbms.org/
http://www.iat.org.uk/
http://www.tibs.org/Interior.aspx
http://www.lasa.co.uk/
http://www.linnean.org/
http://www.mba.ac.uk/
http://www.nutritionsociety.org/
http://www.rnid.org.uk/


   
 
 
 
 
 

Royal Entomological Society 

Royal Microscopical Society 

Royal Society of Chemistry 

Science and Plants for Schools 

Scottish Association for Marine Science 

Society for Applied Microbiology 

Society for Endocrinology 

Society for Experimental Biology 

Society for General Microbiology 

Society for Reproduction and Fertility 

Society for the Study of Human Biology 

SCI Horticulture Group 

The Physiological Society 

UK Environmental Mutagen Society 

University Bioscience Managers' Association 

Zoological Society of London  

Supporting Members 

Association of the British Pharmaceutical Industry (ABPI) 

Association of Medical Research Charities 

AstraZeneca 

BioScientifica Ltd 

Biotechnology and Biological Sciences Research Council (BBSRC) 

GlaxoSmithKline 

Institute of Physics 

  

http://www.royensoc.co.uk/
http://www.rms.org.uk/index.shtml
http://www.rsc.org/
http://www-saps.plantsci.cam.ac.uk/
http://www.sams.ac.uk/
http://www.sfam.org.uk/
http://www.endocrinology.org/
http://www.sebiology.org/
http://www.sgm.ac.uk/
http://www.srf-reproduction.org/
http://www.sshb.org/
http://www.soci.org/Membership-and-Networks/Technical-Groups/Horticulture-Group
http://www.physoc.org/site/cms/contentChapterView.asp?chapter=1
http://www.ukems.org/
http://www.ubma.org.uk/
http://www.zsl.org/
http://www.abpi.org.uk/
http://www.amrc.org.uk/
http://www.astrazeneca.co.uk/
http://www.bioscientifica.com/
http://www.bbsrc.ac.uk/
http://www.gsk.com/
http://www.iop.org/


   
 
 
 
 
 

  

Lifescan (Johnson and Johnson) Scotland Ltd 

Medical Research Council (MRC)  

Pfizer UK 

Syngenta 

The British Library 

Wellcome Trust  

Wiley Blackwell 

 

http://www.lifescan.com/company/about/
http://www.mrc.ac.uk/index.htm
http://www.pfizer.co.uk/Pages/Home.aspx
http://www.syngenta.co.uk/
http://www.bl.uk/
http://www.wellcome.ac.uk/
http://eu.wiley.com/WileyCDA/Section/id-351044.html
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