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Because evidence matters
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33,000+ followers
10,0000+ likes
243,000+ web visitors
There’s no such thing as a quiet year at Sense
about Science. We’re a small charity but we have
a big campaigning voice, and this year we’ve
engaged in activities ranging from an inquiry into
unpublished government research to the national
launch of a lesson plan showing teens how
to analyse sources and ask for evidence.
At the heart of our work is a belief in the power
of asking for and understanding evidence. This
year we focused our discussions increasingly
on evidence in policymaking, including a fantastic
partnership with the Institute for Government
and Alliance for Useful Evidence to assess how
transparent government departments are about
the evidence behind their policies. Departments
know that we intend to follow up with publicly
rating departments’ transparency about their
evidence in 2017 and we hope that, as a result,
this initiative will see some big improvements
in the way they share the reasoning for policy
decisions with the public. I’m particularly excited
about the potential of this project to promote
more public scrutiny and engagement in the
evidence base for policies.
This year also saw our publication about the scale
and sources of delayed publication of government
research, the report of an inquiry led by our
board member the Rt Hon Sir Stephen Sedley,
former Lord Justice of Appeal. Sir Stephen found
very different kinds of practices for handling
independent research across government, from
admirable to awful. In response, the government
has agreed there are issues to address. This
now needs to translate to action and we will
be pursuing the recommendation for a central
register of commissioned research in the coming
year. If you have time, please do read the report,
available on our (new!) website.

People from all walks of life tell us why evidence
matters to them and our Ask for Evidence
campaign aims to help them to actively pursue
their questions well beyond what our small team
could ever do. It has reached even more new
audiences this year, spearheaded by dedicated
ambassadors who inspired hundreds of people
to ask advertisers, companies, politicians
and authorities for evidence about claims on
everything from migraine cures to motorway
traffic. At AskforEvidence.org, as well as sharing
some of their stories, we have been adding to the
resources and guidance in response to the way
people are using the site. Demand is high and we
think it is now time for another big step forward.
Internationally, our AllTrials campaign, for all
clinical trials to be registered and reported
took some big steps forward, getting €3 trillion
of ethical investors signed up to press companies
for change. And while it won’t fix things on the
ground, we were delighted when the WHO not only
said that trial reporting is a requirement — its first
statement on this long standing issue — but
also agreed with us that this includes publishing
the results of past trials on the treatments
we use today. Thanks to the team at SAS
USA and collaborators across Europe and the
Americas, AllTrials has also gained hundreds
of new members representing millions of patients
and doctors. Clearly there are other parts of the
world where this matters equally and we’d
welcome further international partnerships
in the next year… until we succeed in stopping
this secretive, wasteful and dangerous practice
of failing to report human trials.
In other core areas of work, we continue to engage
with complex scientific issues, brokering public
discussions on plant science and energy issues,
with help from our fantastic partners. We have
worked on some fascinating public engagement
projects, helping researchers to share complex
findings with the public, including a parent-led tool
for children’s heart surgery outcomes data, highly
complex and sensitive material.
Thank you all for your continued support. We have
big plans for the year ahead, including opening
an EU office and growing our work on evidence in
policymaking. Follow us on Facebook, Twitter, sign
up for our newsletter or visit our website to stay in
touch — we look forward to hearing from you.

Tracey Brown, Director, Sense about Science
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We call for accountability for the
use of evidence in decision-making
in the UK and EU.
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Evidence in policymaking:
show us your workings
We expect the government to make policies based
on evidence, or to show that they know about the
evidence and have clear reasons to reject it. But how
can we weigh up the evidence behind a policy if we
can’t even tell what the department has looked at?
This year we’ve joined forces with the Institute for
Government and the Alliance for Useful Evidence
to develop a benchmarking framework on
transparency of evidence. The framework will rate
policy documents on how transparent they have
been in the use of evidence behind policy decisions.
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We are in the process of using it with a sample
of documents to compare and rank departments
and agencies — results of the pilot will be published
later this year with the full rankings of government
department to be published in 2017. And best
of all, we’re turning the benchmarking framework
into an online tool that anyone can use to rate
an individual policy.
This project will go a long way in enabling us all
to see the chain of reasoning behind policy, and hold
government to account for their use of evidence.

Understanding energy
trade-offs
Professor Sir David MacKay, the former Chief
Scientific Advisor to the Department of Energy
and Climate Change who died earlier this year,
was a true visionary. In December 2015 we helped
organise a lecture at the House of Lords where
he offered an extraordinary and insightful tour
of his work at DECC, explaining why good energy
policy is difficult and how we can improve
international negotiations on climate change
action. It was one of his last public appearances.
We continue to be involved in securing his legacy,
and recently convened a meeting to discuss
the continued funding of his Global Calculator.
This brilliantly simple, but incredibly challenging
tool, allows people to experiment with different
ways of reducing emissions, and get a real sense
of the trade-offs required.
To get involved in this project, please contact
Chris Peters, cpeters@senseaboutscience.org
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One of the highlights of our work in the policy area last year was
the inquiry led by Sense about Science board member, Rt Hon
Sir Stephen Sedley, former Lord Justice of Appeal, into the scale
and sources of delayed publication of government research.
His final report, published in June 2016, revealed widespread confusion
in the way research commissioned by government is handled,
both internally and with the public.
The inquiry was initiated in autumn 2015 following
a spate of media stories about government research
reports being suppressed or delayed, allegedly
because the findings were politically awkward.
Suppression is an issue, as the case studies
in the report show. However, of far greater concern
is the confusion over rules governing publication,
which are open to manipulation and causing millions
of pounds of research to be lost from government
records. Ghost research is being created: paid
for but, unrecorded and unpublished, it becomes
unsearchable in the national archives and exists
only in the memories of officials. Some government
officials admitted to using Google to track down their
own department’s research.
Sir Stephen’s report found a lack of clarity about
what constitutes government-commissioned
research and what is subject to the publication rule.
Only 4 out of 24 departments maintain a database
of research they have commissioned, and crucially,
there is no central register.
“The discovery that many departments of state
either do not possess or cannot easily provide
this basic information has given my work
and this report a new and unexpected dimension.
I hope that the resulting recommendations will
do something to move the UK towards a more open
mode of government and a better informed civil
and political society.”
— The Rt Hon Sir Stephen Sedley
Visit our website and read the full inquiry report;
there are fascinating case studies and frank
and honest insights into what is simply not working
in the the field of government-commissioned
research right now. We will continue to pursue the
recommendations made by the inquiry this year. Our
thanks to the JRSST, a charitable trust endowed by
The Joseph Rowntree Reform Trust Limited, and to
Nick Ross, for supporting this project.

The UK government spends
around £2.5 billion a year
on research for policy, but does
not know how many studies it has
commissioned or which of them
have been published.

MISSING
EVIDENCE:

An inquiry into the delayed
publication of governmentcommissioned research
The Right Honourable Sir Stephen Sedley
June 2016

Protecting public access
to evidence
Sense about Science was the only scientific
group to provide a submission to the
Commission on Freedom of Information.
In it we raised concerns that researchers,
research bodies, politicians and civil servants
have shared with us: that proposed changes
to FoI make it even harder to get hold of the
research that underpins government policy.
This would seriously affect the public’s access
to evidence and ability to scrutinise policy. The
commission reported in March 2016; in the end,
few radical recommendations were made.

5

We mobilise the public to ask
for evidence, offering insight
into how to analyse evidence
and ask the right questions.
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Our public campaign encourages people to ask
for the evidence behind news stories, marketing
claims and policies.

Lesson plan launch
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Following the launch of the Ask for Evidence
campaign in 2011, teachers began to get
in touch with us, alarmed at the rumours
and hoaxes their students were encountering
online on serious issues like drugs and alcohol,
safety, food and diet, sex, and health. So with
the help of a group of teenage advisors
and some brilliant educational organisations,
we developed a lesson plan to give 13-16 year
olds the opportunity to explore what they see,
read, and hear. The plan, hosted on the Times
Education Supplement website was downloaded
more than 3,000 times over the past year.

Copyright: The Royal Society

The Ask for Evidence
lesson plan was
downloaded over
3,000 times.

Evidence ambassadors
hit the road
This year we launched the Ask for Evidence
ambassador programme with support from
the Wellcome Trust. Ten passionate early
career researchers were selected from
100+ candidates to take the messages
of the campaign across the UK. It’s been
less than six months, and the ambassadors
have delivered more than 30 talks all across
the UK to a host of diverse groups — sixth
form colleges, Women’s Institutes, mother
and toddler groups, skeptic groups, Sci Bars,
Sunday Assemblies, humanist groups, science
festivals and Universities of the Third Age.

“Young people are
bombarded with claims
on social media. We give
them the tools and the
permission to challenge
those claims and ask
for evidence.”
Hamish Chalmers,
Ask for Evidence ambassador
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This year we continued to see a fascinating range of requests
on our AskforEvidence website -- check out the sample
below. We are always on hand to assist with evidence requests
and to help people to analyse the responses they receive.

We also updated the Evidence Centre on the Ask for Evidence
website this year. The centre gives people the tools they need to
make sense of science and evidence, answering vital questions
like: what is peer review and why is it important?
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We offer public forums to talk
about socially and scientifically
difficult areas, like plant science
and energy.
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Public-led, expert-fed
Our Plant Science Panel offers the public direct
access to a pool of more than 50 independent
researchers who will answer real, unedited
questions from the public about plants, agriculture,
and the environment. The Panel’s frank, publicled, expert-fed approach helps cut through
polarised debates and conflicting information.
The Panel is open for questions via email,
Twitter or Facebook.
A unique collaboration between Sense about
Science, BBSRC, Nature Plants and fourteen
leading research institutes and learned societies
from across the UK, the Panel reached more than
two million people last year through a combination
of live online Q&As and ongoing questions posed
by the public via email and social media.

Making Sense of...

This year our Energy Panel tackled questions
related to popular news stories including carbon
capture and fracking.

When we find ourselves repeatedly fire-fighting
on a particular issue, we pull together scientists
and members of the public to form a working group
and try to reframe the issue under discussion.
We aim to draw out the underlying assumptions,
address any misconceptions, and produce a
readable public guide to that particular issue.
That’s how our “Making sense of…” series was born.

Our Plant Science panel
reached more than two
million people last year

This year we launched our 11th “Making Sense of
Guide” — Making Sense of Allergies. The release
of this myth-busting guide at the Cheltenham
Science Festival was widely covered in the media —
from The Daily Mail to Sky News and BBC China.
“The level of misinformation surrounding allergies
is staggering. Most of my consultations include
refuting firmly held beliefs that usually have
no scientific foundation. It is a great step in the
right direction that Making Sense of Allergies
has been produced. I very much hope it will help
to empower families to understand better what
allergies are all about.”
— Michael Perkin, Consultant Paediatric Allergist
on behalf of Cochrane UK.
To engage with the questions and concerns real
people have about allergies, we (and the guide’s
partners) teamed up with Mumsnet, to host
a Q&A session. In just the first week 2,000
copies of the guide were requested by partners,
doctor’s surgeries and public libraries. The guide
infographics also received wide publicity over
social media; on Facebook alone we reached
42,000+ people.
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We run the AllTrials campaign,
calling for the publication
of all clinical trials.
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It has been an extraordinary year for the AllTrials
campaign. The American Medical Association
and the World Health Organisation have both called
for the reporting of all clinical trial results.
The campaign launched in the USA and the
petition and the campaign has been translated
and launched in the Spanish-speaking world.
And the investment community has stepped
in to challenge pharmaceutical companies
to do the right thing.

88,000+ individuals
have signed the petition
660+ organisations
have joined AllTrials

A €3.5 trillion message
to pharma

AllTrials USA
The campaign launched in the USA in July
2015 with 50 organisations already on board
- including patient support groups, medical
societies, universities and consumer groups.
Since then the American Medical Association
has joined the campaign which continues to go
from strength to strength.

“The AMA strongly supports improving
the timeliness and accessibility of clinical
trial data to reduce the duplication of research
and help inform future research — ultimately
improving health outcomes for patients.
The AMA is pleased to join the AllTrials
initiative to continue efforts aimed at ensuring
open access to clinical trial data for physicians,
researchers and patients.”
— AMA President, Steven J. Stack
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Investors representing more than €3.5 trillion
in assets took an extraordinary step of asking
the pharmaceutical companies they invest
in to make a real move towards transparency.
BNP Paribas Investment Partners worked with
AllTrials to bring together the group which
includes RobecoSAM, Aviva Investors, Boston
Commons Asset Management, 65 UK local
authority pension funds and the investment
arm of the Wellcome Trust. Following a series
of workshops with investors in Europe and the
US, the group developed a list of practical tasks
to present to the companies they invest in —
including retrospectively registering past and
ongoing clinical trials, and registering all future
trials before they begin.
“This is a game changer. It sends a clear
message to CEOs, boards, and other
shareholders: they need to recognise that
medicine and society have changed. Companies
cannot expect any longer to routinely withhold
the results of clinical trials on treatments taken
by millions of people around the world. Pharma is
increasingly split, with many showing leadership
on transparency, and some stuck in the past.”
— Dr Ben Goldacre, author of Bad Pharma
and co-founder of the AllTrials campaign.
This was a watershed moment for the campaign.
Coverage in the FT, Wall Street Journal
and The Economist supported the call.

World Health Organisation
Statement
Also in 2015, the World Health Organisation (WHO)
made it unambiguously clear that researchers
have an ethical imperative to make results from
all clinical trials — including past trials — publicly
available. Hundreds of our supporters wrote
to the WHO calling on them to take a stand.
The result was a clear and robust Statement
on Public Disclosure of Clinical Trials Results
from WHO which:
•

says results from clinical trials should be
publicly reported within 12 months of the trial’s
end,

•

calls for results from previously unpublished
trials to be made publicly available, and

•

calls on organisations and governments to
implement measures to achieve this.

The WHO states that: “The registration of all
interventional trials is a scientific, ethical and moral
responsibility.”
“This statement definitely changes things. It
sets a new international norm by making it clear
that failure to publish the results of clinical trials
can no longer be considered acceptable. What
we now need are mechanisms to make this
real. Regulators, ethics committees, funders,
journals all have a role to play, and academic
and commercial interests must not be allowed to
stand in the way. We will keep pushing for what
patients and the public have a right to, which is full
access to the results of all trials of treatments in
current use.”
— Fiona Godlee, editor in chief, The BMJ

Did you catch The Economist’s
brilliant publication bias
simulator last year? It lets you
run clinical trials, decide which
trials to publish, and see how
much your decision to withhold
results skews the medical
evidence...

Richmond Pharmacology vs. HRA
In May 2015, we learned that two decades of hard
earned progress on trial transparency was at serious
risk. A company which conducts clinical trials on behalf
of industry, Richmond Pharmacology Ltd, had launched
a judicial review against the UK’s Health Research
Authority (HRA), threatening the requirement for trial
sponsors to register clinical trials in the UK.
This required a legal intervention because Richmond,
whether intentionally or not, said it would be asking
the court to decide a major point of principle about
clinical trial registration. We, and our lawyers, felt that
the public’s expectations of transparency, and the hard
won advances in patient safety could be unwittingly
sacrificed in a squabble between a company
and the regulator.
Sense about Science intervened to put to the court
the broader demand for transparency and monitoring
of trials, and challenge Richmond’s and the HRA’s
accounts of the basis for the registration and reporting.
We sought to get the arguments between the parties
to narrow, and not to threaten trial registration or create
loop holes through which more trials could flow.
We achieved all of those things. The Judge said that
he was grateful to us for setting out the requirements
and obligations on clinical researchers in our “clear and
impressive written submission”. Our intervention swept
away Richmond Pharmacology’s broad arguments
against the need for trial registration, which meant the
Judge finally ruled that the HRA should amend some
unclear wording on a Q&A part of its website.
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We call for open and honest
reporting of research, and we
support researchers who speak
out in the face of hostility
or intimidation.
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We take on a number of public engagement projects each year,
working alongside researchers who are preparing their findings
for public release. We prioritise those that deal with highly sensitive
issues, that are likely to be open to misinterpretation and need to be
carefully communicated.
UbbLE: UK Longevity Explorer
“I’m particularly impressed that the authors
developed the site with Sense about Science...
A poor public understanding of risk in healthcare
continues to cause significant problems for
patients and doctors.”
— The Irish Times
In early 2015 Sense about Science was
approached by two researchers who had just had
a paper about predictors of mortality accepted by
The Lancet and were producing a public-facing
website to make their findings widely available.
We used our network of contacts to invite
public representatives, science and medical
communicators and researchers to take
part in workshops and one-to-one sessions.
At each stage, the language and accessibility
of the website was scrutinised and changes
were made to improve clarity and engagement
and to minimise misinterpretation.
UbbLE and The Lancet paper were published
on 4 June 2015. 1.5 million people visited
the website (ubble.co.uk) on the launch day, which
rose to 4.1 million unique users in the first month.
It was covered extensively in regional, national,
international and specialist press, including The
Financial Times, The Washington Post, and TIME.

Parent-led tool opens up NHS
children’s heart surgery data
to families
Also last year, our Public Engagement team worked with
researchers Christina Pagel from University College
London and Sir David Spiegelhalter from the University
of Cambridge to develop an innovative communication
tool to help parents make sense of published survival
data about children’s heart surgery in the UK and
Ireland. We ran eight workshops; half were with
parents of children with heart conditions, and the rest
with volunteers from our network of supporters —
including staff from professional and learned societies,
communications professionals, journalists, science
writers, GPs, medical charities and organisations
interested in good risk communication.
The website, Understanding Children’s Heart Surgery
Outcomes (childrensheartsurgery.info) shows decision
makers and parents that, because hospitals treat
different patients, hospitals should not be ranked by
their survival rates — high performing hospitals can have
lower survival rates simply because they are taking on
the most complex cases.
“We involved families from the beginning of the project
and throughout to help us researchers communicate
these complicated concepts clearly. I definitely learned
that incorporating their feedback was absolutely crucial
to building something useful. An accountable NHS
is one where we can all understand how it is doing —
and for this you need to listen to patients and families.”
— Christina Pagel
Christina and David have both spoken about their
positive experience of working with the Sense about
Science team. They are calling for other researchers,
companies and government to make health statistics
accessible to patients and families by making them
understandable. Transparency without accessibility
is not enough; improved understanding by decision
makers, health care professionals, patients and families
can prevent misuse, confusion and unfounded anxiety.
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2015 MADDOX PRIZE FOR STANDING UP FOR SCIENCE

Edzard Ernst, Emeritus Professor at Peninsula
Medical School, was recognised for his long
commitment to applying scientific methodologies
in research into complementary and alternative
medicines and to communicating this need.
Prof Ernst continued in his work despite personal
attacks and attempts to undermine his research
unit and end his employment.
Susan Jebb, Professor of Diet and Population
Health at the University of Oxford, was recognised
for her promotion of public understanding
of nutrition on a diverse range of issues of public
concern, from food supplements to dieting.
Prof Jebb tackled misconceptions about sugar
in the media and among the public, and endured
personal attacks and accusations that industry
funding compromised her integrity and advisory
capabilities. The Prize is a joint initiative of the
science journal Nature, the Kohn Foundation
and Sense about Science.

Picture credit: Richard Lakos

2015 SENSE ABOUT SCIENCE LECTURE

“Both of them have felt
the intense heat of influential
opposition and have stood
by their views, at who-knowswhat cost to themselves.
I am delighted that they are
this year’s winners, from
an extremely competitive field
of candidates. They eminently
fulfil the values embodied
in the John Maddox Prize.”
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The John Maddox Prize for standing up for
science recognises the work of individuals
who promote sound science and evidence
on a matter of public interest, facing
difficulty or hostility in doing so.

Sir Philip Campbell
PhD, Editor-in-Chief,
Nature, and judge
(pictured above, centre)

Tracey Brown’s lecture
The Ugly Truth called upon
the research community
to trust the public —
and politicians and journalists
— with their uncertainty.
We want the best available knowledge and we want decisions to be
based on it. We want to know what really works to prevent crime,
whether the climate will warm by four degrees, who’s right about the
cause of obesity and why bee populations are declining. People should
get the truth, right? But evidence is messy and the true picture is often
squashed by the certainty of campaigners, companies and politicians.
Or lost in anxieties about what the public could handle. At the 2015
Sense about Science lecture, held at the British Library, Tracey Brown
talked about the nature of truth and uncertainty — themes which inform
the core work of Sense about Science. A lively discussion following her
lecture was chaired by Dr. Adam Rutherford.
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We support early career
researchers in standing
up for science.
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VoYS
is a unique and dynamic network of early career researchers
w
committed to playing an active role in public discussions about
science. By responding to public misconceptions about science
and evidence, talking about their own research in plain English,
and engaging with the media, this highly engaged community of
2000+ researchers is changing the way the public views scientists.

Myth-busting
VoYS myth-busting and evidence-hunting
campaigns give early career researchers
the chance to make their voices heard and take
an active role in public debates about science.
This year, VoYS members have responded
publicly to misinformation in a Horniman
museum display about GMOs and offered their
expertise, attended a briefing to tackle IARC
classification of glyphosate, and launched
a campaign to critique the use of meaningless
(and often made up) meteorological buzzwords.

VoYS took its popular media workshop
to Europe last year – 30 graduate students
from the University of Cologne took part
in a three-hour session as part of the 6th
Annual Crossroads in Biology conference run
by graduate student organisers.

VoYS quizzes are always a hit. This year the
network launched a weather quiz — Haven’t
the Foggiest — designed by early career
meteorologists at the University of Reading,
who were frustrated by the misuse
of weather terms in the media and public
discussion. The quiz launched on the
popular website Buzzfeed — 3,300 people
took the quiz within the first five days.

This year we hosted ‘Standing up for
Science’ media workshops in London,
Manchester, Warwick and Glasgow, and
welcomed a rich mix of journalists, press
officers and scientists to share their
experiences with early career researchers.
Our unique peer review workshops for early
career researchers also proved popular; we
held two workshops this year, supported by
our guide: Peer review: the nuts and bolts.
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Funding
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Year ending 5 April 2016 (income £576,265)
Our funding breakdown:

Miscellaneous
(reimbursed travel, donated
fees, website commission)
£2,668

Companies
£1,000
Interest
£1,169

Individual
(single, monthly,
annual, gift aid)
£90,931

Trusts and
Foundations
(restricted and
unrestricted)
£292,979

2015/16

Professional & learned
societies, publicly
funded bodies
& research institutes
£91,766

Publishers
£95,752

General donations
We received donations towards our aim of challenging the misrepresentation of science and evidence
in public life from 1136 individuals totalling £90,931 and from the following organisations: Biochemical
Society (£100-1000); British Pharmacological Society (£2001-5000); Gatsby Foundation (£5001-10000);
Institute of Physics Engineering and Medicine (£100-1000); John Innes Foundation (£2001-5000);
Laura and John Arnold Foundation (50,001-100,000); Microbiology Society (£1001-2000); Naji Foundation
(£10,001-20,000); Royal Pharmaceutical Society (£100-1000); Sense about Science USA (£1001-2000);
UKCPI (£100-1000).
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Donations towards our projects
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Partner

Our work

Funding band

Alliance for Useful Evidence

Benchmarking government’s use of evidence

£2001-5000

AllTrials grant 2 *

AllTrials campaign: for all clinical trials to be
registered and their results reported

£30,001-40,000

Allergy Academy

Making Sense of Allergies

£100-1000

Ask for Evidence teenagers
grant 2*

Ask for Evidence: critical thinking
for 13-16 year olds

£40,001-50,000

Association for Clinical
Biochemistry and Laboratory
Medicine

Voice of Young Science: Standing up for
Science workshops and campaigns for early
career researchers

£1001-2000

BBSRC

Plant Science Panel

£2001-5000

Biochemical Society

Voice of Young Science: Standing up for Science
workshops and campaigns for early career
researchers; and Plant Science Panel

£2001-5000

BioMed Central

Peer Review the nuts and bolts workshops
for early career researchers

£2001-5000

BMJ Group

AllTrials campaign: for all clinical trials to be
registered and their results reported

£2001-5000

Cambridge University Press

Peer Review the nuts and bolts workshops
for early career researchers

£100-1000

eLife

Peer Review the nuts and bolts workshops
for early career researchers

£1001-2000

Elsevier

Sharing the value of peer review with the public
and engaging early career researchers in public
discussions about science

£30,001-40,000

Elsevier

A series of events on peer review and standing
up for science in the USA

£30,001-40,000

F1000

Peer Review the nuts and bolts workshops
for early career researchers

£100-1000

Fondation de Luxemborg

AllTrials campaign: for all clinical trials to be
registered and their results reported

£5001-10,000

Institute of Biomedical Science

Making Sense of Screening

£5001-10,000

Institute of Food Science and
Technology

Voice of Young Science: Standing up for Science
workshops and campaigns for early career
researchers

£100-1000

Institute of Physics Engineering
and Medicine

Voice of Young Science: Standing up for Science
workshops and campaigns for early career
researchers

£2001-5000

INVOLVE Foundation

Leadership on Access to Information theme
in the National Action Plan on Open Government

£2001-5000

James Hutton Institute

Plant Science Panel

£1001-2000

John Innes Centre

Plant Science Panel

£1001-2000

The JRSST Charitable Trust

Missing Evidence: An inquiry into the delayed
publication of government-commissioned research;
and libel reform

£10,001-20,000
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Partner

Our work

Funding band

Karolinska Institutet

Workshops and advice to help researchers develop
a website to communicate a Lancet publication
on UK Biobank data

£5001-10000

Laura and John Arnold
Foundation

AllTrials campaign: a grant to cover legal fees for
a judicial review to protect clinical trial transparency

£40,001-50,000

Manchester Statistical Society

Making Sense of Statistics

£100-1000

MRC Centre for Drug Safety
Science

Delivering a Standing up for Science session

£100-1000

Nature Publishing Group

Maddox Prize for Standing up for Science;
and Plant Science Panel

£2001-5000

Physiological Society

Delivering a Standing up for Science session

£100-1000

Portland Press

Peer Review the nuts and bolts workshops
for early career researchers

£1001-2000

PREVAL

Peer Review the nuts and bolts workshops
for early career researchers

£1001-2000

Publons

Peer Review the nuts and bolts workshops
for early career researchers

£1001-2000

Royal Meteorological Society

Voice of Young Science: Standing up for
Science workshops and campaigns for early
career researchers

£100-1000

Royal Pharmaceutical Society

Voice of Young Science: Standing up for
Science workshops and campaigns for early
career researchers

£2001-5000

Royal Statistical Society

Making Sense of Statistics

£100-1000

SAGE

Peer Review Programme: workshops for early career
researchers and a public awareness campaign

£2001-5000

Sainsbury Laboratory

Plant Science Panel

£100-1000

Society for Applied Microbiology Peer Review Programme: workshops for early career
researchers and a public awareness campaign
(2015 and 2016)

£2001-5000

Society for Experimental Biology Voice of Young Science: Standing up for
Science workshops and campaigns for early
career researchers

£2001-5000

St Andrew’s University

Voice of Young Science: Standing up for
Science workshops and campaigns for early
career researchers

£1001-2000

Stirling University

Voice of Young Science: Standing up for
Science workshops and campaigns for early
career researchers

£1001-2000

The Institution of Engineering
and Technology - The IET

Sense about Science Annual lecture 2015:
The Ugly Truth

£100-1000

The Kohn Foundation

John Maddox Prize for Standing up for Science

£1001-2000

University College London

Workshops and advice to help researchers
communicate children’s heart surgery statistics
to parents (PRAiS2)

£5001-10000

Partner

Our work

Funding band

University of Bristol

Public engagement workshops and advice
to help researchers develop lay summary
guidance for diagnostic Cochrane reviews

£2001-5000

University of Cambridge

Making Sense of Statistics

£100-1000

University of Chester

Making Sense of Statistics

£100-1000

University of Reading

Voice of Young Science: Standing up for
Science workshops and campaigns for early
career researchers

£1001-2000

University of Sheffield

Plant Science Panel

£100-1000

University of Warwick

Voice of Young Science: Standing up for Science
workshops and campaigns for early career
researchers 2015 and 2016; and Making Sense
of Statistics

£2001-5000

University of West of England

Making Sense of Statistics

£100-1000

University of West Scotland

Voice of Young Science: Standing up for
Science workshops and campaigns for early
career researchers

£1001-2000

Wellcome Trust

Ask for Evidence: Building support and resources
£30,001-40,000
(www.askforevidence.org); and training ambassadors

*Donation from a charitable foundation that wished to remain anonymous.

Help with equipment, facilities and services
has also been received from:
British Library, British Pharmacological Society, Esmée Fairbairn Foundation, Francis Crick Institute,
Glasgow Caledonian University, Institute of Physics, Royal Pharmaceutical Society, SAGE, Science Council,
the Guardian, University of Warwick, University of Glasgow.
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