
 

Australia’s Charities and  
Not-for-profits 

 

Written Submission 
The Options Paper, Australia’s Charities and Not-for-profits sets out proposed replacement 
arrangements for charities in Australia.  The paper outlines policy directions proposed by the 
Government to introduce effective replacement arrangements that reduce the burden of regulation on 
the civil society sector. 

The paper is being released to seek feedback from charities and interested parties on the proposed 
replacement options.  Comments and feedback will inform development of the replacement 
arrangements.  A summary of written submissions will be provided on the Department’s website in 
September 2014. 

Please use this submission template to provide your feedback on the proposed replacement 
arrangements for charities in Australia. 

 

 

Instructions for completing the Submission Template 

Download and save a copy of the template to your computer. 

Refer to the Options Paper, Australia’s Charities and Not-for-profits for context and discussion 
questions. 

You do not need to respond to all of the questions. 

Please keep your answers relevant to the topic being addressed, we ask that submissions be limited 
to two pages.



 

2 
 

Name (first and surname):  Enter your name  

If submitting on behalf of a company or organisation 

Name of organisation: Organisation name (if applicable) 

 

Stakeholder category (e.g. service provider, client, peak body, academic): Client 

State/Territory:  WA 

Contact email address:  

 

Response to Options Paper: 

I believe the proposed changes are satisfactory.   

 

An independent panel separate from ATO is the best option 

 

The challenge is to reduce the work load, especially for small voluntary organisations who find much 
of the compliance requirements demanding. There are always “constitutional” and other 
requirements over and above normal government requests. All organisations and businesses must  
operate within the boundaries set by ATO, APRA  etc. etc. in addition to any reporting to ACNC. 

 

Transparency, accountability and compliance are critical, but duplication is wasteful. 

 

Providing government and community expectations are clear, self reporting and self management 
will always be the best option. 

 

The problem with ACNC is that even in their genuine attempt to reduce “red tape” they actually  
create significant bureaucratic demands which small charities find onerous. 

 

Rather than a nurturing agency, in time it is inevitable they will become a demanding regulator. 
Already there is almost a plethora of information constantly flowing from ACNC. Some of it helpful, a 
lot superfluous. 

 

Larger organisation in the third sector can manage the registration and reporting demands, but many 
of the most valuable community organisations are very small and operate almost entirely with 
volunteers.....this does not make them less valuable and the community normally gets a good return 
for this investment in the “small end of town”!! 
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From:    
Sent: Tuesday, 19 August 2014 6:35 PM 
To: DSSfeedback 
Subject: ADDENDUM 
 
Please add one further P.S. to the submission on the ACNC Repeal legislation just forwarded by 

 
 
A final point to be noted: 
 
"Because of stringent corporate governance demands it is becoming increasingly difficult to get 
people to serve on boards and committees within the not-for-profit sector. Every director must be 
prepared to devote considerable time to due diligence issues. That is as it should be, but the 
competing demands on peoples time means that fewer and fewer individuals are prepared to give 
up the necessary hours and take the possible risk associated with serving on committees and 
boards." 
Thank You, 

 

 




