Speech: PM speech in Belfast: 5
February 2019

I'm pleased to be back in Belfast today, with under 8 weeks to go until the
UK leaves the EU I recognise that this is a crucial time for Northern
Ireland. And ensuring that the unique needs of this part of the UK are met
has been one of my chief priorities ever since I became Prime Minister.

Any border that weaves its way through farms and villages, bisects hundreds
of roads and lanes, and which is crossed and re-crossed by thousands of
people every day would pose a logistical challenge in the context of Brexit.

But when you add to those geographical factors Northern Ireland’s complex
history, the different traditions and identities that make up its community,
and the long path to peace that the people of Northern Ireland have walked
over the last forty years — the challenge is even greater.

Over the last two and half years, we have come a long way towards a solution
that works for Northern Ireland and Ireland.

We have agreed mutual protections for citizens’ rights, the maintenance of
our common travel area, and set a framework for our future relationship that
ensures tariff and quota-free trade and protects our close co-operation on
security and law enforcement.

But the UK Parliament rejected the Withdrawal Agreement because of their
concerns about the backstop — the legal protocol to prevent no hard border in
the event our future relationship is not in place at the end of the
implementation period.

I know that many people in Northern Ireland, and indeed across this island,
are worried about what Parliament’s rejection of the withdrawal deal means
for them.

So I am here today to affirm my commitment, and that of the United Kingdom
Government, to all of the people of Northern Ireland, of every background and
tradition.

To affirm my commitment to the Belfast/Good Friday Agreement, to its
successors the St Andrew’s Agreement and the Stormont House Agreement, and to
the principles they enshrine — which is absolute.

And to affirm my commitment to delivering a Brexit that ensures no return to
a hard border between Northern Ireland and Ireland — which is unshakable.

I was 12 when the Troubles began and 41 when the Belfast Agreement was
reached; for all my adult life, Northern Ireland has been a central political
issue.

The progress of the last few decades — from the Troubles to ceasefire; from
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ceasefire to political agreement; and from agreement to active participation
by unionists and nationalists in institutions that enjoy cross-community
support — has been a massive achievement and a landmark in the history of
these islands.

From the moment I became Prime Minister of the UK, I knew that one of my most
profound responsibilities was to serve the interests of the people of
Northern Ireland by doing all I could to protect and sustain that progress.

Successive UK and Irish Governments have played their parts, often working
together in close co-operation.

But it has been the political parties in Northern Ireland — the UUP and the
SDLP, the DUP, Sinn Fein, and the Alliance — it has been civil society groups
like WAVE and Healing Through Remembering — and above all it has been the
people of Northern Ireland who have achieved by far the most.

Violence has not been eliminated. But it has been reduced to levels that
would once have seemed impossible to imagine.

Divisions remain entrenched in some communities. But many people, including
those from the younger generations, are more and more interested in putting
aside those divisions to build a shared future.

Thanks to greater political stability, Northern Ireland is now a leading
destination for inward investment, with over 900 international businesses
investing in its economic success.

Employment is at a near-record high and unemployment at a near-record Llow.

And that transformation is reflected in the image that Northern Ireland
projects to the rest of the world today.

It is no longer one of violence, but of dynamism and success.

And the decisive moment in that transformation was the Belfast Agreement in
1998.

Its success was in allowing people of different traditions to feel that those
traditions and their identities were respected, and that they could work
together to build a successful future for all the people of Northern Ireland.

It enshrined the principle that it is the ‘birthright of all the people of
Northern Ireland to identify themselves and be accepted as Irish or British,
or both, as they may so choose.’

And it enshrined the consent principle: that it will always and only be for
the people of Northern Ireland to decide what their constitutional future
should be — and that the UK Government is solemnly committed to supporting
and implementing their democratic wishes.

These principles are the bedrock of peace and stability in Northern Ireland.



And they will forever be honoured by the United Kingdom Government.

A fundamental belief in the Union of Great Britain and Northern Ireland is
part of my political heritage as a Conservative and Unionist — and that will
never change.

But the Unionism I believe in is one that respects absolutely the central
importance of Irish identity to those people in Northern Ireland who claim
it.

And the United Kingdom I stand for is an open and tolerant union of nations
and people.

A country where every religion, every peaceful and democratic creed, has a
place and every man and woman is equal before the law, treated with respect
and has the opportunity to get on and succeed.

Indeed, that Union can only ever be secure and prosper if it is built on that
respect and acceptance of difference and diversity.

Because the Belfast Agreement is not just the bedrock of stability here in
Northern Ireland, its principles are fundamental to the security and success
of the whole United Kingdom.

Our absolute commitment to those principles has informed and directed my
approach to Brexit — from my first speeches as Prime Minister to my first
meetings with the Taoiseach.

And in December 2017, in the Joint Report we agreed with the EU, we committed
to protect the 1998 agreement ‘in all its parts..and to the totality of the
relationships set out in it.’

..'to the avoidance of a hard border, including any physical infrastructure or
related checks and controls’

.and ‘to preserving the integrity of the UK internal market and Northern
Ireland’s place within it.’

These were commitments made in good faith.

Our preferred approach has always been to deliver them through the Future
Relationship.

But I accepted the need for an insurance policy or bridging arrangement to
guarantee no hard border if the Future Relationship was not in place in time.

And that such a policy had to deliver legal certainty — through what is
called a legally operative text — so it would give people and businesses on
both sides of the border clarity and confidence over how these commitments
would be fulfilled.

That is why I agreed to the backstop in the Withdrawal Agreement.



And unlike the original European Commission proposal, it did not impose a
customs border between Northern Ireland and the rest of the UK.

Many people, businesses, farming organisations and voluntary groups in
Northern Ireland agreed with me. They spoke out in support of the Withdrawal
Agreement and they defended the backstop.

I know that wasn’t an easy thing to do and I am grateful to them for doing
So.

I fought hard to make the case for the deal as it stands. I believed it could
command a majority in the House of Commons.

But I have had to face up to the fact that in its current form it cannot. And
the need for changes to the backstop is the key issue.

While there were those in Northern Ireland who spoke in favour of it, it is
also true that the backstop is not supported by the two main Unionist parties
here.

And this also influenced MPs in England, Scotland and Wales in voting against
the deal.

I can only deliver on the commitments we have made if I can get a deal
through the UK Parliament.

And meetings with MPs across the House showed that I can only get a deal
through Parliament if legal changes are made to the backstop.

And that is why the UK Government — and a majority of MPs from across the
House of Commons — supported the amendment from Sir Graham Brady last week.

It reaffirms our desire to leave with a deal and our commitment to no hard
border between Northern Ireland and Ireland.

And as Sir Graham himself set out, it would mean replacing the backstop with
another arrangement which avoids a hard border or making legally binding
changes to the backstop to introduce a time limit or create an exit
mechanism.

I know that the prospect of changing the backstop and re-opening the
Withdrawal Agreement creates real anxieties here in Northern Ireland and in
Ireland. Because it is here that the consequences of whatever is agreed will
most be felt.

I recognise, too, that the majority of voters in Northern Ireland voted to
remain.

And that many will feel that once again decisions taken in Westminster are
having a profound — and in many cases unwanted — impact in Northern Ireland
and Ireland.

So I am determined to work towards a solution that can command broader



support from across the community in Northern Ireland.

As we do so, there are a number of commitments that will underpin our
approach and which must be part of any alternative arrangements that we seek
to negotiate with the EU and pass through the UK Parliament.

First, we stand by our commitment in the Joint Report that there will be no
hard border, including any physical infrastructure or related checks and
controls.

And this means people on either side of that border will be able to live
their lives as they do now.

I have spoken to people in places like Fermanagh who remember the customs
border posts, approved roads and security installations of the not-so distant
past.

I have spoken to businesses who have supply chains that cross between Great
Britain, Northern Ireland and Ireland.

I understand how thousands of people move back and forth between Northern
Ireland and Ireland every day — to go to work, to visit family, even to do
their shopping.

I understand what a hard border would mean — not just in terms of the
disruption at the border itself, but in terms of trade for the whole island.

The Belfast Agreement delivers “just and equal treatment for the identity,
ethos and aspirations of both communities.” And for many a seamless border
between Northern Ireland and Ireland is integral to delivering this.

And I know this has been the cornerstone around which the community in
Northern Ireland has come together to deliver peace and prosperity.

And I will not do anything to put that at risk.

So while I have said that technology could play a part, and that we will look
at alternative arrangements, these must be ones that can be made to work for
the particular circumstances of Northern Ireland.

Second, neither will I compromise on my promise to protect Northern Ireland’s
integral place in the UK.

When the European Commission proposed a version of the backstop which
involved creating a customs border in the Irish Sea, I successfully resisted
it.

And I have ruled out any return to such a suggestion.

This would not only damage the integrity of the UK’s internal market which is
so vital to businesses across the UK — and not least here in Northern
Ireland.



It would also ignore the very real concerns of many people about being cut
off from the rest of the UK.

Furthermore, we will also ensure there will be no new regulatory barriers
between Northern Ireland and the rest of the UK without Northern Ireland’s
institutions having their say.

Third, there will be full protection for all existing cross-border co-
operation.

Many areas of cooperation have been identified — both those formally set out
by the North South Ministerial Council such as cooperation on health and
transport, or keeping the island of Ireland disease-free for animals and
plants..

.and informal areas of co-operation such as a single integrated electricity
market that supplies power to everyone.

Every area of existing cross-border co-operation must be respected.

If these are ever to change in the future, it will be a matter for Belfast
and Dublin in accordance with the three-stranded approach, not as a
consequence of our EU exit.

Fourth, we will uphold the rights enshrined in the Belfast Agreement for all
the people of Northern Ireland, right across the whole community.

This includes upholding commitments around mutual respect, religious
liberties, equality of opportunity, tolerance and rights.

I know that there are some in the nationalist community in particular who
worry that some of their existing rights could be eroded when the UK leaves
the EU.

So we have already enshrined in the Withdrawal Agreement a legal guarantee of
no diminution of equality and rights.

There have also been serious concerns raised about how UK immigration rules
treat citizens here exercising their rights under the Agreement to be Irish.

The birth right to identify and be accepted as British, Irish or both, and to
hold both British and Irish citizenship is absolutely central to the
Agreement.

But I know that in some cases recently, people have encountered difficulties
in securing their rights as Irish citizens to bring in family members. I
understand the serious concerns that have been raised.

So I have asked the Home Secretary, working closely with the Secretary of
State for Northern Ireland, to review these issues urgently to deliver a long
term solution consistent with the letter and spirit of the Belfast Agreement.

Without a devolved Government — and with only unionists represented in the



House of Commons — it is more important than ever that we uphold our duty to
ensure all voices in Northern Ireland are heard.

I take that very seriously indeed and the UK Government will always work in
the interests of the whole community.

So tomorrow I will be sitting down with the political parties to discuss the
way forward and ensure that we can deliver for all the people of Northern
Ireland.

Northern Ireland does not have to rely on the Irish Government or the
European Union to prevent a return to borders of the past.

The UK government will not let that happen. I will not let that happen.

At the same time, we must continue to support all efforts that can lead
towards the restoration of Northern Ireland’s political institutions.

And the UK Government is absolutely committed to ensuring that when an
Executive is restored it will have real influence to speak for all the people
of Northern Ireland as we shape the UK’s future relationship with the
European Union.

As we work to address the unique challenges that Brexit poses to Northern
Ireland, so I also want to ensure that we continue to maintain — and indeed
enhance — the strongest possible bilateral partnership between the UK and
Ireland.

I have said many times that I want to see a new, deep and special partnership
between the UK and the 27 Member States of the European Union.

But our relationship with Ireland is deeper than our relationship with any of
the other 27.

It is uniquely rooted in ties of family, history and geography.

The recent past has been a moment of reflection in the UK and Ireland as we
have commemorated the centenary of a series of key events in our shared
history.

Ireland remembered the centenary of the Easter Rising in an inclusive manner
which promoted a greater understanding of our often troubled history.

While our two countries remembered together the shared sacrifice of so many
who fought side by side in the First World War.

The ceremony at Messines in 2017, attended by HRH the Duke of Cambridge and
former Taoiseach Enda Kenny was particularly poignant, as it remembered the
soldiers of the 16th Irish and 36th Ulster Division who both played a key
role in the Allied victory in that battle.

Today those ties of family and friendship between our countries are more
important than they have ever been.



And I believe there is a yearning in the hearts of all the peoples of these
islands for a close and trusting relationship between all of us, and an
absolute horror that we should take even a single step backwards in the
progress we have collectively achieved.

So I want to work closely with the Taoiseach Leo Varadkar and the Irish
Government, as so many of our predecessors have before, to strengthen the
bilateral relationship we have built.

And this can and should take many forms.

We already have the British Irish Intergovernmental Conference, and regular
Summits between UK and Irish politicians. But as we leave the European Union,
we will need to establish new ways of coming together to develop further our
unique relationship.

For example, the Irish Government has suggested annual meetings where the
Prime Minister and Taoiseach, together with senior Ministerial colleagues,
come together to discuss the big issues of the day.

We will also want to strengthen our economic relationship and have already
together identified areas like construction and smart cities as ripe for
enhanced collaboration.

And both the UK and the Irish Governments have already made clear that we
would support the tantalising possibility of a joint UK and Ireland World Cup
Bid for 2030, should our respective football associations choose to pursue
this.

We also want to find creative ways of enhancing the links between all our
peoples — and in particular, to build the links between our young people.

I know there is a sense that many British people do not know enough, or
understand enough, about the complexity of the long relationship between the
UK and Ireland. And a sense that some Irish people are less familiar with the
forces and motivations that help to shape views in the UK.

So as part of these new ways of coming together, I would like to us to look

in particular at opportunities for our young people to discuss these issues

and others in a structured way and to reflect on their vision for our future
relationship.

I know this is a concerning time for many people here in Northern Ireland.

But we will find a way to deliver Brexit that honours our commitments to
Northern Ireland..

.that commands broad support across the communities in Northern Ireland..

.and that secures a majority in the Westminster Parliament, which is the best
way to deliver for the people of Northern Ireland.

As we do so, I hope we can also take steps to move towards the restoration of



devolution — so that politicians in Northern Ireland can get back to work on
the issues that matter to the people they represent.

For ultimately, the measure of this moment in Northern Ireland’s history must
be more than whether we avoid a return to the challenges of the past.

It must be how, together, we move forwards to shape the opportunities of the
future.

As Prime Minister of the United Kingdom, it is a profound honour and duty to
play my part in shaping that future..

.and to do my utmost to support the peace, prosperity and progress that can
give the people of Northern Ireland, the brightest future for generations.

News story: The Government Actuary’s
Department marks its centenary

The Government Actuary’s Department (GAD) is marking its centenary in 2019.
The department was formed under the Treasury in 1919 following a report (‘the
Haldane Report’) from the Ministry of Reconstruction.

New department

The Haldane Report, published by the old Machinery of Government Committee,
recommended a major reorganisation of government. As part of this, Haldane
recognised the need for a single department of government actuaries. It drew
on the fact that during the war, the government had received actuarial advice
on war pensions and shipping.

In recommending the creation of a Government Actuary’s Department, the
Haldane Report stated: “Work of this character may best be performed at a
common centre (which) concentrates in itself an amount of knowledge, beyond
the grasp of actuaries exclusively employed in a single Department.”

Marking GAD100

Throughout 2019, GAD’s actuaries, analysts and support staff will be
celebrating ‘GAD100’. We will mark our successes, highlight our role in
government and reinforce our contributions to the wider actuarial profession.
Reflecting on the GAD100 programme, the Government Actuary Martin Clarke
said: “This is a fantastic milestone for us as a department and I feel
privileged to be the ninth Government Actuary since GAD’s creation.

“We’ll be looking at how our skills and services have developed over the past
100 years. When GAD was created the focus was primarily on analysis related
to the state pension. Now, our services support government decision-making in
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much wider areas including actuarial advice on insurance and health related
matters, as well as financial and demographic modelling.

“GAD100 is the ideal opportunity to celebrate the central role we play in
using our skill to help our clients deliver their policies.”

Press release: No deal Brexit advice:
guidance on food and drink labelling

The government has today (5 February) issued updated guidance on food and
drink labelling in the event of a no deal Brexit.

Delivering a deal with the EU remains the government’s top priority. This has
not changed. However a responsible government must prepare for every
eventuality, including a no deal scenario.

While food businesses will have a 21 month transition period for the most
significant changes to food labels, in the event of no deal Brexit there are
some technical changes to labels that will be required from day one. For
products placed on the UK market after 29 March 2019, these changes include:

e The EU emblem must not be used on goods produced in the UK unless a
company has been authorised by the EU to do so;

e The EU organic logo must not be used on any UK organic products, unless
the UK and EU reach an equivalency arrangement — where both still
recognise each other’s standards — before exit day; and

e It will be inaccurate to label UK food as origin ‘EU’. Additional
information such as signage in shops and online information will help
clarify to the consumer the origin of the food.

Food and drink products that have already been placed on the UK market on or
before 29 March 2019 can continue to be sold through until the stocks are
exhausted.

For goods placed on the UK market after 29 March 2019 where, as a result of
EU Exit, the information is technically incorrect (for example UK products
labelled as origin ‘EU’), the UK government will encourage enforcement
officers to take a pragmatic approach to enforcement, which fully protects
the interests of consumers while ensuring industry are able to manage the
scale of labelling changes required.

The EU and other non-EU countries may require wholly accurate labelling for
access to their markets. In these instances, we would recommend labels are
replaced or over-stickered as required to ensure they are fully accurate.

A 21 month transition period has been agreed to give businesses more time to
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make other labelling changes such as ensuring there is a UK address for the
responsible Food Business Operator or importer on the label.

There will be a three year transition period for the new UK Geographical
Indication Schemes logo. The new UK logo will be available from 29 March 2019
so producers have the option to make GI labelling changes before the end of
the adoption period if they wish.

All changes will be subject to parliamentary process.

Speech: Margot James speech on Safer
Internet Day

Thank you for inviting me to this year’s Safer Internet Day event. I'm
thrilled to be here at the BT Centre, and I would like to congratulate the UK
Safer Internet Centre on coordinating a highly successful campaign which sees
hundreds of organisations get involved to help promote the safe, responsible
and positive use of digital technology for children and young people. This
event is celebrated in over 100 countries and is one of the many Safer
Internet Day activities happening all over the UK.

I'm very encouraged to see so many young people here todayin this auditorium.
It is crucial that we in government, as we make policy, learn from young
people about their experiences online. Digital technology and social media
enable young people to access educational resources, make social connections,
build relationships and demonstrate creativity.

As the use of technology has grown, it has impacted every area of our lives.

Planning a journey, checking your bank balance, organising campaigns, sharing
photos, listening to music — all daily tasks that so many of us now complete

online. And I know that many of the students here today are passionate about

how technology benefits their everyday lives. I share that passion.

But we also know that a lot of young people are worried about what they see
or experience online.

I'm looking forward to speaking with students from Dundonald Primary School,
Kaizen Primary School, Viridis Schools Federation, Dr Challoner’'s High
School, Mayfield School, Sarah Bonnell School and Brooke School. I'm
particularly interested in hearing about their experiences online and seeing
what they have prepared for this year’s Safer Internet Day.

I'm aware that many of you are Digital Leaders in your schools and I'd like
to thank you for the contribution you make to Safer Internet Day, and extend
my congratulations for all the hard work you have carried out at your schools
to helpensure that your peers getare well informed about how to stay safe


http://www.government-world.com/speech-margot-james-speech-on-safer-internet-day/
http://www.government-world.com/speech-margot-james-speech-on-safer-internet-day/

online. The exhibitions you have been preparing are focussing on consent
online. The theme of this year’s Safer Internet Day.

Consent has been much in the news of late. A New York Times investigation has
just found that the information being collected about us through apps on our
smartphones is far more extensive than most of us imagine or are aware we
have consented to.

Last year the government made sweeping changes to the Data Protection regime
and gave citizens new powers over their data. Consent, the theme of Internet
Safety Day, must now be freely given, clear, unambiguous and fair. That's
really important.

This legislation is not before time. Last week it was reported that Facebook
have been paying users as young as 13 to download a Facebook Research app in
contravention of Apple’s strict privacy rules. This app allowed Facebook to
look at users browsing history and other network data by requiring users to
install a “root certificate” — this certification enabled Facebook to decrypt
those users browsing history including messages they sent, what apps they
used and for how long, to amass a very rich data set in order to sell ever
more targeted advertising.

Apple responded by pulling the offending App and standing up for our privacy
rights; they are among many voices in the States calling for similar privacy
laws to the GDPR, that we have in Europe, to be enacted in the United States.

Online safety is a top priority for the Government and we want to make the UK
the safest place in the world to be online. We will soon be publishing an
Online Harms White Paper which will set out clear expectations for companies
to help keep their users, particularly children, safe online.

Internet companies have always enjoyed legal protection from liability for
user generated content. This laissez faire environment has led some companies
to pursue growth and profitability with little regard for the security and
interests of their users. There is far too much bullying, abuse,
misinformation and manipulation online as well as serious and organised crime
online.

For too long the response from many of the large platforms has fallen short.
There have been no fewer than fifteen voluntary codes of practiceconduct
agreed with platforms since 2008. Where we are now is an absolute indictment
of a system that has relied far too little on the rolerule of law.

The White Paper, which DCMS are producing with the Home Office, will be
followed by a consultation over the summer and will set out new legislative
measures laws to ensure that the platforms remove illegal content, and
prioritise the protection of users, especially children, young people and
vulnerable adults.

It will also include ambitious measures to support continued education and
awareness for all users and to promote the development and adoption of new
safety technologies. We want to get to a place where we can enjoy the huge



benefits of new technology has to offer, without our children, and other
vulnerable individuals, being put at risk of serious harm.

So eEngagement with industry, charities, peers and academia sits at the heart
of our approach. And back in November 2017, with thanks to the UK Safer
Internet Centre, we were able to talk and listen directly to many young
people, some of whom I believe are back here again todayin this room. The
conversations we had are helping us to develop world leading laws as well as
other measures to make sure that the UK is the safest place in the world to
be online.

In developing the White Paper we have continued to engage with a wide range
of organisations. And I am grateful to those organisations, including
Childnet and the Internet Watch Foundation that are part of the executive
board of the UK Council for Internet Safety, which I co-chair with Ministers
from the Department for Education and the Home Office. The Council does
hugely important work, bringings together expertise from a range of
organisations in the tech industry, civil society and public sector to
collaborate and coordinate a UK-wide approach to improving internet safety.
It’s great to see that a similarly collaborative approach lies at the heart
of Safer Internet Day.

Let me repeat my thanks to The UK Safer Internet Centre for inviting me along
today. I look forward to hearing more of your ideas about what more needs to
done to help keep everyone safe online, and today is a timely reminder of the
work ahead.

The government is determined to act so that we can all enjoy the huge
benefits of new technology, without our children, and other vulnerable
individuals, being put at risk of serious harm.

Charitable think tank warned over
breaches of charity law

The Charity Commission, the regulator of charities in England and Wales, has
issued the Institute of Economic Affairs (IEA) with an Official Warning,
after finding that its trustees breached charity law in relation to a
publication about a key government policy.

Update to published press release: In June 2019, the Charity
Commission withdrew the Official Warning made against the IEA.

PDF, 299KB, 2 pages
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If you use assistive technology (such as a screen reader) and need a version
of this document in a more accessible format, please email
usability@charitycommission.gov.uk. Please tell us what format you need. It
will help us if you say what assistive technology you use.

The breaches relate to a report (‘PLAN A+ Creating a prosperous post-Brexit
U.K) published by the charity in September 2018, and an associated launch
event. The charity has already removed the report from its website.

The warning sets out the ways in which the report and its launch contravened
the legal and regulatory requirements that apply to charities with
educational purposes such as IEA and amounted to misconduct and mismanagement
on the part of the trustees.

Specifically, the Commission finds that the report and its launch sought
explicitly to change government policy on an issue unrelated to the charity’s
purposes — furthering education —which constitutes a breach of the
Commission’s guidance on political activity and campaigning.

The regulator also finds that the report was not sufficiently balanced and
neutral, as required by law from charities with educational purposes.
Furthering education does not need to be value free or completely neutral,
but research reports must present balanced information allowing the reader to
make up his or her mind. In this case, the Commission found that the report
was not sufficiently balanced and neutral, and nor did the charity provide an
equally prominent publication or event presenting a different view, which
could have provided balance in the round.

The warning also criticises the charity’s launch event for including as
speakers only individuals who held a particular set of views, thus risking
the public perception that the IEA is politically biased and has a political
viewpoint on a key government policy.

As well as calling for the charity to remove and cease promoting the report,
which it has done, the Official Warning specifies that IEA’s trustees should
provide the regulator with written assurances that it will not engage in
campaigning or political activity that contravenes legal or regulatory
requirements.

The charity is also called upon to implement a process to ensure that the
charity’s publications and other activities further its educational purposes
and are in line with the Commission’s guidance on campaigning and political
activity.

David Holdsworth, Deputy CEO and Registrar at the Charity
Commission, said:

Charitable think tanks are charities and need to behave as such,
including by complying at all times with charity law. Like all
charities, they share a responsibility for protecting the
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reputation of charity as whole.

While the law recognises the role charitable think tanks can play
in promoting understanding and learning and inspiring debate, it
also sets important limits, designed to protect what is unique and
precious about charity.

Most charitable think tanks understand the rules that are
associated with charitable status, and are careful to ensure their
work complies with our guidance and inspires public trust.

I hope that our Official Warning now encourages the trustees of the
IEA to recognise and understand that they must run the organisation
as a charity, and comply with charity law.

The IEA remains subject to an ongoing regulatory compliance case examining
concerns about the trustees’ management and oversight of the charity’s
activities.

The regulator’s published guidance on its power to issue an Official Warning
notes that trustees’ failure to rectify breaches specified in a warning would
be grounds for it to take more serious regulatory action, for example using
its powers to suspend trustees or appoint an interim manager.

Ends
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