Submission regarding - Inquiry into the Definition of Charities and Related Organisations

A very simple term that encompasses the present term is - PHILANTHROPIC

Now to the hard bit.

Not for profit; part for profit; all for profit.

What a can of worms!

From my observation and experience, most of 'them' make a 'profit' which 'they' call a 'surplus'.  The surplus/profit is usually used for 'expansion'.

Why expansion?

A growing population:  more 'seniors'; more sick; better drugs; better science and technology; people live longer; 'more is better'; 'higher' expectation; more 'democracy'; competition; capitalism; rationalism; etc etc.  There is a great need for expansion, and - "The whole is the pum of the parts".

The cost of expansion

It is the expectation of a population are frustrated, in any way, the repercussions, for governments, are very bad.  The expanded costs are outweighed by the prospect of losing power to a more philanthropic ideology.

If philanthropic 'organisations' are to expand, the need for capital is obvious; how 'they' get capital is their concern; governments should not hinder, in any way, their efforts to make a profit/surplus.  The more they make, the less need for help.

How does one define a philanthropic organisation?  Fairly obviously; it must be philanthropic and, must be seen to be philanthropic.

Self help?  'They do that very well - indeed.

Hope that helps the committee; I kept my submission as 'succinct' as possible, and I am - 

Ken Wakeman

My label is - 'An Intellectual'

