Submission from Philanthropy Australia INC to the Inquiry into The definition of charities and related organisations

A. Summary and Key Recommendations

As the national peak membership body in Australia for charitable grant-making organisations, Philanthropy Australia is making a submission to the Inquiry from four perspectives.  These are:

1. All of its members give money to, or otherwise support, charities or charitable purposes – for many members this is their only activity.

2. Most of its members are charitable foundations;

3. Philanthropy Australia itself is a charity.

4. One of the main purposes of Philanthropy Australia is to encourage the giving of funds and other support to charities, particularly through the establishment of charitable trusts and foundations; that is, to grow philanthropy.

The common element of the four perspectives is the centrality of “charity” in the giving by private individuals, families and organisations of funds and other support to benefit the Australian public without the giver asking for any material benefits in return.

This common element is the basis of Philanthropy Australia’s first and pivotal recommendation to the Inquiry.  This recommendation has been informed by and tested against the knowledge, experience and practice both of its members and of those engaged in similar activities in other comparable countries.  To assist the Inquiry, a selection of relevant material is appended to this submission.

The Council of Philanthropy Australia has been assisted in developing its submission by an Advisory Committee tasked with reporting to Council on the “Legal Obstacles to Foundation Formation”; details of that Committee are appended also.

Recommendation 1    That:

1.1

There be a single definition of the concept of charity for the purposes of all Commonwealth legislation.

1.2

The concept of charity in Commonwealth legislation continues to be based on the principle of public benefit.

1.3

The concept of charity be constructed with the clear intent to promote and facilitate the donation of funds and assets by individuals and organisations for the benefit of the public, subject to the provisos regarding accountability and transparency below.

1.4

The concept of charity comprises a statutory extension to the current common law concept to allow a contemporary view of public benefit in its broadest sense.

A process should be established to ensure that the concept is applied consistently and to maintain its application in accord with changing community views and social, economic and environmental circumstances;

1.5

The concept of charity have regard to the requirements of State and Territory jurisdictions and be suitable for adoption by all jurisdictions for all purposes.

Proceeding from the principles outlined in Recommendation 1, Philanthropy Australia has considered, from the four perspectives listed above, the main relevant current concepts  of charity and alternative concepts, including those used in other countries.  Recommendation 2 sets out the approach and process that Philanthropy Australia considers should be adopted.

Recommendation 2    That:

2.1

We see no good reason to attempt a comprehensive statutory definition of charity. Any definition introduced in 2001 would probably appear  out-dated in 2010; and the current common law concept already provides for flexibility to meet changing perceptions of public benefit and priorities. We do see  a need however to extend the common law concept to deem certain additional specific “things” to be charitable to ensure inclusion of purposes and activities now relevant to the effective pursuit of public benefit. It is important that there be a transparent and informed process for regular review of the concept.
Recommendation 2.2

The process for determining whether a purpose is charitable be one of a) to c) listed below. 

Priority a)

Establishment by legislation of a Charity Board for the purpose of advising and ruling in a binding way both government and the public on the concept of charity for all Commonwealth legislative purposes.  The legislation would also extend the current common law concept of charity by deeming certain specific purposes to be charitable..  For example, the following could be included:

· representing the interests of others for charitable purposes (commonly called advocacy),

· engaging in those forms of non-party political activity which are instrumental to a charitable purpose (commonly called campaigning), and

· economic development activities which are instrumental to a charitable purpose.

and also makes clear that the Board’s advice and rulings  on the concept be updated on an ongoing basis by contemporary circumstances.

Priority b)

The establishment by legislation of a specialised unit within the Australian Taxation Office with similar other provisions as outlined in Priority a).

Priority c)

Establishment by legislation of a Charity Commission along the lines of the Charity Commission in England and Wales with similar other provisions as outlined in Priority a)

Whatever particular structure is adopted, it must be capable of providing:

·  flexible interpretation of charitable purposes in the light of an informed understanding of changing circumstances and priorities.

· consistency and clarity in interpretation and administration of the law

· a source of consistent and clear advice and training to philanthropic individuals and organisations and their professional advisers

· a help-line for trustees and staff concerned about matters of charity law

· legally binding rulings for the purposes of definitional issues in Commonwealth legislation regarding the concept of charity (and perhaps other terms such as public benevolent institution)

· clear published written answers to frequently asked questions (similar to the recent Charity Pack and Gift Pack published by the ATO)

· clear and consistent responsibility for ensuring accountability of charities, instigating investigations and, if necessary, applying/recommending sanctions if appropriate.

Philanthropy Australia recognises that charities are entitled to a number of privileges.  Philanthropy Australia believes that this entitlement creates an obligation on the part of all charities for public accountability and transparency.

At present, the requirements and mechanisms for public accountability and transparency by charities are varied and mixed in their effectiveness. Often the degree of transparency depends on the legal structure of the charity.

Philanthropy Australia considers the current situation to be unsatisfactory and that a corollary of its Recommendations 1 and 2 is the introduction of a unified set of Commonwealth and State legislative and/or administrative requirements for the public accountability of all charities.  As all charities must be endorsed under Subdivision 50-B of the Income Tax Assessment Act 1997 to maintain their income tax exempt status as from 1 July 2000, it would be comparatively simple for the Commonwealth to extend the endorsement provisions so that all endorsed charities were required to lodge annual accounts containing certain specified information to maintain their endorsement. The legislation could also provide for accounts to be publicly accessible, perhaps through a lodgment system similar to that used by ASIC in respect of company accounts. 

Recommendation 3    That:

3.1

The principles of transparency and public accountability be applied to charities such that any entitlements to public benefits which accrue as a consequence of being defined as a charity be accompanied by an appropriate level of transparency and public accountability

Recommendation 3.2

The minimum level of transparency and public accountability should be an annual publicly available report detailing:

· income and expenses;

· assets and liabilities; and

·  activities

 and lodged with a body which makes them publicly available.

B. Background

foundations and their changing environments

What are 'charitable foundations'?

The term 'charitable foundation' is used internationally to refer to organisations whose primary purpose is to make grants to other organisations for charitable purposes. A foundation is usually defined as ‘a non-governmental, nonprofit organisation with its own funds (usually from a single source, either an individual, a family or a corporation) and program managed by its own trustees and directors, established to maintain or aid educational, social, charitable, religious or other activities serving the common welfare, primarily by making grants to other nonprofit organisations.’ (Renz et al, 1997, p.111). Most foundations  have an asset base, invested to produce an income all or some of which is distributed in grants. 

There are six broad types of foundation - these types are mostly not mutually exclusive, in other words, a foundation may fall into more than one category.

· Private ( endowed by private individuals or families)

· Business sponsored (similar to above but established by businesses)

· Operating foundations (running their own programmes but may also make grants to others)

· Community foundations (receive funds and endowments from a variety of sources)

· Government sponsored or initiated foundations

Data on Foundations in Australia

Systematic data on the number, interests, assets, income and geographical distribution of foundations in Australia are almost non-existent. Lack of data on foundations is in large part a reflection of their lack of public profile and, in particular, of their lack of accountability. In the US, UK and Canada, data on numbers, assets, income and grant distributions of foundations are relatively easily available via the tax authorities and in the UK from The Charity Commission. No similar sources of data exist in Australia at present. 

Estimates of the number and resources of foundations in Australia vary widely. In the early 1990’s the Industry Commission estimated that trusts and foundations contributed $122 million to the total income of voluntary organisations estimated at $840 million. In addition,  $260 million was donated in bequests and $470 million came from business (Industry Commission, 1995, p25; for other estimates see for example, Leat and Lethlean 2000).

It is important to note that the size and resources of foundations are in part a function of existing law and incentives, as well as a range of other cultural factors which may be based on outdated notions of government roles and responsibilities.

Foundations' Contribution to Public Benefit

Foundations are often associated with welfare and health activities. Foundations have played, and continue to play, an important role in the maintenance and development of such activities. But foundations have also contributed to a rich tapestry of activities essential to Australian society.

For example, foundations have been major funders of the arts and have led the way in dealing with environmental issues. Today foundations are playing an important role in rural re-generation.

Foundations play a variety of roles in most modern societies.

Redistributing Resources from Rich to Poor   

This role is clearly illustrated in many philanthropists’ descriptions of their motives for giving in terms of giving back, paying dues and perhaps moral uneasiness about the size of the divide between rich and poor. 

Redistribution of resources is an important goal for several reasons. One is that it helps to create a fairer society, without radical social and economic upheaval. Another argument in favour of pursuing redistribution as a goal is that it is essential to longer-term sustainability of existing social and economic arrangements. In other words, redistribution is a way of dealing with the damaging side-effects of a market system. This last point is particularly relevant in modern market societies constrained by the operations of global financial markets.

Promoting Innovation   

Innovation is a goal pursued by foundations working in a wide range of areas in science, research, the arts, health, social welfare and the environment. 

Supporting innovation is especially suited to private endowed foundations. Private endowed foundations have neither constituents nor customers to please, other than, of course, the charitable objects or purposes they serve.. In this respect they are unlike both government and business,. This flexibility means that foundations can run ahead of popular public opinion with impunity (provided they comply with the trust instrument). This ability to take risks has led recently to the description of foundations as social venture capitalists (see, for example, Letts, Ryan and Grossman, 1997; Sievers, 1997).

There is a lack of understanding of the current legal requirements as to the extent to which public benevolent institutions may promote innovation.  Institutions in Australia may be further hampered in opportunities for innovation in social welfare in particular, due to the requirement that their principle objectives be to provide direct and immediate relief to the afflicted.

Promoting Social Change   

Closely related to the innovative role, creating or promoting social change is another role frequently ascribed to foundations. This role includes:

· Fostering recognition of new needs

· Oak trees from acorns - funding small scale, often local, projects from which it is hoped larger, wider scale activities will grow.

· Changing the way in which we think about social issues and their solutions and adding to the cultural and political menu

· Increasing participation and empowerment of people excluded from policy and practice solutions

· Demonstrating the feasibility of new ways of working    

· Encouraging exploration of new ideas and cultural forms

Again, foundations in Australia may be restricted in this role by various legal requirements.

Preserving Traditions and Cultures

Some foundations specifically play the role of preserving traditions, ideas, cultural artefacts and, more generally, the existing social order.

Promoting Pluralism    

Some commentators see promoting pluralism as the most convincing role for foundations, providing ‘an ongoing and lasting contribution to the pluralism of practice and thought and via that contribution a deep commitment to the principles of tolerance and openness that flow from pluralism’ (Prewitt, 1999). This role is often linked to the creation of social capital and civil society.

Contributing to Policy and Practice Change  

This approach to the key role of foundations obviously has close relationships to some of those already outlined above. This role includes:

· examining public policy (see, for example, Reeves, 1969)

· shaping public opinion (see, for example, Arnove, 1980; Roelofs, 1984/5)

· coping with government failure and adopting a longer view beyond the time frame of electoral timetables (see, for example, Bonham et al, 1978)

· promoting integrated planning and service provision  overcoming departmental and professional   divisions

· providing a space for discussion and expression of values which fit neither government nor market logic (see, for example, Nielsen, 1985).

Recent clarification of the concept of charity suggests that providing the tools for policy and practice analysis and choices is acceptable if it is ancillary and instrumental to the organisation’s purposes.

Changing Roles and Demands on Foundations

The history of charitable giving and charitable organisations in Australia varies from state to state. Broadly speaking, however, since the earliest days of white settlement states have always relied, to some degree, on provision by charitable foundations and service providers in some policy areas.

More recently, some states have adopted a policy of contracting out areas of service provision to voluntary/community organisations on a fee for service basis.  This has had two main effects:

· organisations not providing services the state wishes to purchase have been left to rely on donations from the general public and charitable foundations

· organisations working on contract to the states have often found that they cannot cover necessary infrastructure and development costs from fees for service. They have had to look to foundations, and others, to make up the shortfall.

Yet more recently, Prime Minister John Howard has emphasised the need for a policy of social coalition with shared responsibility between government, business, the philanthropic/voluntary sector, families and individuals. This policy is based on at least two key assumptions:

· that the voluntary sector has the financial, human resource and management capacity to take on additional responsibilities

· that people (in business, families, foundations and so on) are able and willing to fund these organisations.

Both of these assumptions are just that: assumptions. It is therefore vitally important that the legal framework and wider government policy does everything possible to ensure that foundations and service providers are able to meet these new expectations.

Changes in the nature of Foundation Formation

Influenced by the changing social, economic and political context, and especially changing public attitudes, the Australian foundation sector has become more diverse. In particular, in Australia there has been growth in corporate giving and in the development of community foundations in some states. With a conducive legal, administrative and fiscal framework, both of these trends could gather pace.

The growing role of global companies in Australia makes it especially important that Australian cultural and legal frameworks for giving are not seen to be less encouraging than those in other countries. Without a positive cultural and legal framework Australian society could miss out on the benefits of corporate social investment practiced in other countries.

Further changes in the supply of wealth available for giving are likely as a result of the coming inter-generational transfer of wealth. It is estimated in the US that $US10.4 trillion will be left to heirs between 1990 and 2045 (Minnesota Public Radio, 2000). The Australian figure will obviously be lower but is nevertheless likely to be significant. Again it is essential that the legal and administrative frameworks are designed to encourage rather than obstruct such giving.

Changes in Strategies for Public Benefit

Foundations in many parts of the world have radically changed their approaches to what they do. There has been a realisation that old piecemeal ameliorative approaches to social issues and grant-making have not worked. Many foundations today are moving away from band-aid approaches to attempts to make a strategic difference often focussing on preventive and educative programmes which attack the causes of problems. These changes in approach largely mirror government’s own thinking.

In addition, foundations’ priority concerns have begun to change with, for example, greater recognition of environmental and rural issues.

These changes in approach have been fuelled by the development of an international foundation community, sharing ideas and practices via the Internet.

Among many Australian foundations there is frustration that the existing legal framework discourages them from keeping up with world best practice.

Options for Enhancing Existing Definitions in Australia

Underlying Principles

Our recommendations are based on the principle that the key purposes of the concept of charity should be to define what is charitable balancing:

· the public benefit resulting from the definition; with

· the cost to the Revenue in so doing.

If charity law is to be effective, laws, and their interpretation and administration, must provide for:

· positive encouragement of the promotion of public benefit in the most effective ways

· flexibility to reflect changing social priorities within public benefit and new approaches to effective pursuit of public benefit

· clarity

· consistency

· transparency and accountability.

The current legal and administrative framework does not display these qualities. It is characterised by:

· lack of positive encouragement of foundation formation

· further inconsistencies arising from interpretation and administration of the law over the years and between states

· lack of clarity, and sources of constructive advice

· lack of effective means of ensuring transparency and accountability.

Areas for Change

Our members have made a number of recommendations for change. These include:

Simplification of the Dual System of Definition 

The notion of PBI - on which tax deductibility often hangs - was developed in Australia during the depression of the 1930’s and reflected both a particular set of social, political and economic circumstances and prevailing ideas about solutions to social problems. Since then social conditions, priorities and theories of how best to deal with problems in society, have changed.

Clarification of the Law on Advocacy and Campaigning Activities

Advocacy and campaigning activities are regarded by many charities as central to their work. We recommend that the Inquiry endorse the importance of advocacy and campaigning activities in reducing the continuing demand for charitable help.

The treatment of advocacy and campaigning activities within interpretations of charity law is a source of on-going concern and debate in many countries. The issue arises because in a liberal democracy it is the role of Parliament to determine the public good. 

Charity and politics are different but that does not mean that charities may not undertake political activities under certain circumstances. This is recognised by the ATO (and, for example, in Canada and the UK). Political activity by charities is permitted to the extent that it is ancillary  to a charitable purpose.

Strengthening the Transparency and Accountability of Charities

Greater transparency and accountability of charities is one means of promoting trust in them. Trust is essential if the general legal administrative culture is to encourage foundation formation and operation.

Creation of a Process to Review the concept of Charity Law in the Light of Changing Priorities

We have argued above that the concept of charity needs to provide positive encouragement of the promotion of public benefit in the most effective ways, flexibility to reflect changing social priorities within public benefit and new approaches to effective pursuit of public benefit, clarity, consistency, transparency and accountability.

We recommend that these purposes may be achieved best by creation of a federal ‘centre’ of expertise to encourage and advise, to oversee and investigate, and to interpret and  maintain flexibility in the light of changing circumstances, within legislation which sets out the fundamental principles  of charity law. 

This body might be located within the ATO or elsewhere. The arguments for establishing a separate body are that this would provide a check and balance to the ATO, that it could develop a different culture and would, over the years, build a centre of expertise. Wherever such a body were located it would, of course, cost money. But this may be a small price to pay for the greater contribution to public benefit which a more encouraging and more accountable climate could create.

In the interests of maximising foundations' contribution to public benefit, we also recommend:

The concept of charity adopted for Commonwealth purposes be approved by the States and Territories and also  adopted by them.

It is important that there be a uniform concept of charity adopted by the Commonwealth and the States and Territories. If this does not occur, organisations will generally structure themselves to fall within the narrowest concept - the "lowest common denominator' approach.. This occurred when the State exemptions from death duties were narrower that the Federal exemptions. Accordingly, any widening of the concept at a Federal level will have limited benefit in practice.

It is suggested that a consultative process with the State and Territory Attorneys-General take place to achieve the adoption of a uniform concept.

Removal of restrictions on accumulation of income

The effectiveness of restrictions on accumulation of income in the pursuit of public benefit are debatable. On the one hand, it may be argued that restrictions on accumulation of income are important in ensuring effective pursuit of public benefit, encouraging engagement with current social issues, preventing lazy assets and encouraging creative investment policies. On the other hand, community foundations, for example, would argue that longer-term public benefit is best served by growth of a corpus of funds.

There is no simple ‘right’ answer to this issue - except that whatever policy foundations adopt should be clear to all those with an interest. Therefore we recommend that foundations should be allowed to make their own decisions, subject to much greater openness and accountability (see above) such that prospective future donors may make their own judgements about whether to give to a foundation supporting ‘current spending’ or ‘corpus building’.

Appendix One

Definitions Overseas

We have found the following web-sites particularly useful in thinking about possible changes in charity law in Australia.

www.charity-commission.gov.uk/rr3.htm

www.charity-commission.gov.uk/rr2.htm

www.charity-commission.gov.uk/cc9.htm

www.charity-commission.gov.uk/rr2.htm

www.qut.edu.au/bus/ponc

www.efc.be/publications/sealabstract.html
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Melbourne
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Mr John Henry
Trustee, Flora & Frank Leith Charitable Trust

Paul Chadwick
Arnold Bloch Leibler

Pauline Grodski
Arnold Bloch Leibler

Paul Sokolowski
Arnold Bloch Leibler

Richard Princeton
Anti-Cancer Council of Victoria

Ron Cooper-Thomas, Finance Manager
Anti-Cancer Council of Victoria

Ms Silvia Admans
ANZ Trustees

Peter Bearsley
ANZ Trustees

Justin Lethlean
Arnold Bloch Leibler

Mr Kem Mayberry
Brockhoff Foundation

Louise Gourlay
William Buckland Foundation

Angus Graham
Commonwealth Bank

Ms Gerlinde Scholz
Director Development at the University of Melbourne

Alisaster Maitland
Education Trust

Alison Maitland
Education Trust

Sujatha Pannell
Education Trust Victoria

Laurence Joseph
The Gandel Charitable Trust

Ms Dorothy Scott
Ian Potter Foundation

Ms Patricia Feilman
Ian Potter Foundation

Mr Hayden Raysmith
Melbourne Community Foundation

Mr Peter McMullin
Melbourne Community Foundation/Philanthropy Australia

Michael Liffman
Myer Foundation

Jan Cochrane-Harry
Perpetual Trustees

Esther Lethlean
Philanthropy Australia

Elizabeth Cham
Philanthropy Australia

Ruth Jones
Philanthropy Australia

Diana Leat
Philanthropy Australia

Vanessa Meachen
Philanthropy Australia

Ben Bodna
Philanthropy Australia

Barry Capp
Philanthropy Australia

Lady Southey
Philanthropy Australia/ The Myer Foundation

Wendy Ritchie
Phillip Morris

Sue Roff
RACV Foundation

Ms Sylvia Geddes
RE Ross Trust

Gen Timmons
Reichstein Foundation

Ricci Swartz
Ricci Swartz

Mr Martin Carlson
Soundhouse

Craig Stapleton
St Vincent de Paul

Ms Lisa Fletcher
State Trustees

Tricia Wunsch
Tabcorp

Mr Denis Tricks
The Hugh Williamson

Mr Scott Anderson
The Ian Potter Foundation

Ms Kylie McRae
The Ian Potter Foundation

Ms Helen Morris
The Myer Foundation

Declines

Mr Rod Modie
VicHealth

Sir Ninian Stephen


Sam Lipski
Visy

Mr Charles Goodes
The Ian Potter Foundations

Hass Dellal


Deddie Dadon
Besen Family Charitable Trust

Geoff Polites
Ford

Antje Hansen
Bosch Australia

Dorothy Becker
Pratt Foundation

Heloise Waislitz
Pratt Foundation 

Prof. David Danks


Mark Leibler 
Arnold Bloch Leibler 

Gregor Howie
Invergowie Foundation

Professor Bob Officer


Heather Le Roy
Education Foundation

Peter McGauran
Minister for the Arts

Senator Kemp


Barry Hutchens
LEW Carty Charitable Fund

Terry Moran


Robert Belleville
AAMI

Chris Curfman's
Catepillar

Baillieu Myer


Tim Duncan
Rio Tinto

Fergus Ryan
Strategic Invest

The Hon Peter Costello


Philip Lindsay


Helen Imber
Melbourne Community Foundation

Denise Swift
FACS

Ian Greenshields
National Foods

Max Ould
National Foods

Jack Moshakis, Executive Director
State Library of Victoria Foundation

Richard Bluck
Williamson Leadership

Charles Lane
The Myer Foundation

BRISBANE

Acceptances

Myles McGregor Lowndes
QUT

Phillip Desbrow
Leukaemia Foundation

Michael Myer
Myer Foundation

Jane Thompson
Paraplegic and Quadriplegic

Elizabeth Cham
Philanthropy Australia

Esther Lethlean
Philanthropy Australia

Diana Leat
Philanthropy Australia

Robyn Evans
QCOSS

Tim Feely
Qld Community

Prof Margaret Steinberg
QUT

Rose Colack
Sen. John Woodly

Declines

Linda Blackburne
Qld Community

Stuart Robertson
Mater Hospitals' Trust

Mark Young 
Mater Hospitals' Trust

Grant Bowie
Conrad Jupiters

Colin Myers
MIM

Mr Tim Fairfax


Mr Cowley
Queensland Newspapers

Grace Grace 
Queensland Council of Unions

Glen Halloran, State Manager
Family and Community Services

Dr Allan Bunce


Justice Margaret Wilson


PERTH

Acceptances

Stan Perron
The Stan Perron Charitable Trust

Julie Bishop MP


Rosemary Crooks
Anglican Homes

Anne Wilson
Asthma Australia

Don Sivyer
Australian Outdoor Writers Association' and `Community Television Perth'

John Rainieri
Australian Rotary Health Research Fund

Mrs Fiona Paice
Cancer Foundation, Business Development

Tony Howarth
CEO, Challenge Bank

Mr Lloyd Stewart
Chairman, WA Lotteries

Ira Clapton
Conference of Churches of WA

Roslyn Lutz
Executive Officer, Public Education Endowment Trust

Peter Constantinou
Feilman Foundation

Margaret Feilman
Feilman Foundation

Mr John Cunningham
Hon Executive Office, The Graham Polly Farmer Foundation

Jackie Thompson
Lotteries Commission of WA

Lee Grmas
Lotteries Commission WA

Bill Mitchell
Office of Fair-trading

Anne Russell-Brown
Perth City Mission

Elizabeth Cham
Philanthropy Australia

Esther Lethlean
Philanthropy Australia

Lisa Holland-McNair
Public Affairs Adviser, WMC

John Ranieri
Rotary, ARHRF

Robert Mullane
Health Department of Western Australia

Ross Robertson
The Stan Perron Charitable Trust

Bob Sterling
United Way Perth

Shauna Booth
Women's Policy Office

Danicia Quinlan
Woodside

Declines

Fred Chaney


Michael Chaney
Westfarmers

Terry Budge, Managing Director
Bankwest

Anne Nolan
Dept of State Treasury

Mrs Holmes a Court


Edward Tait 
Macquarie Bank

Mr Cowan
Deputy Premier

Jamie Lutz
KPMG

Bob McKinnon
Austal-Ships

Gordon Milner
JHG

Danicia Quinlan
Woodside Energy Ltd.

Prof. Alex Kerr, 
Chairman, Atlas Pacific Limited

Hendy Cowan
Deputy Premier, Minister for Commerce and Trade

Mr Armand Hamam 
Coca-Cola Amatil (Aust) Pty

Val Raubenhimer
Curtin University

Terry Jackson
Sherwood Overseas Co Pty Ltd

Sean Russo
N M Rothschild & Sons (Australia) Limited

Anne Tindale
Marketing Manager of BGC (Australia) Pty Ltd,

Mr Graham Laitt 
Peters & Brownes Group

Mr Andrej K. Karpinski
Americorp Group

Ms Pam McKenna
Palmerston Association Inc

Mr Riha
Sullivan P/L

Michael Daube
Cancer Foundation, CEO

Matthew Tweedie 
Asthma Foundation of WA

John Carlson
Adlink JLS

Denis Ryan
Perpetual 

Julie Feeney
Remuneration Systems and Policy, Health Department of Western Australia

Ms Suzanne Singer
ANZ

David Roberts
Parkerville Children's Home

Kerry Pearmain
Lotteries Commission WA

ADELAIDE

Acceptances

Phil Dunn
NECAP - North East Community Assistance Project Inc

Gaelle Lindera
Adelaide Festival Centre

Rachel Spencer
AFUW Trustees

Rachael Oliphant
Alumni and Community Relations 

Adelaide University  

Geoff Speirs
History Trust

Anna Dupont
IHE Foundation

John Gregergon
Neurosurgical

George Karolyi
Paranormal Research Foundation

Esther Lethlean
Philanthropy Australia

Elizabeth Cham
Philanthropy Australia

Robyn Downing
Rosemary Foundation for Memory Support

Walter Watt
RSL

Steven Riley
South Australia Museum

Yvonne Clark
University of South Australia

Terry Dwyer
WMC

Elisabeth Garard
Wyatt

Declines

Mr Robert Gerard


Ms Jan Stacey
ATO

Elizabeth Davies
Adelaide Festival Centre

Mr Andrew Collins
St. Andrew's Hospital

Josie Grey
Australia Medic Alert Foundation

Dr Naomi Perry
IHE Foundation

Richard Powers
South Australian Foundation for Dental Education and Research

Mr Philip Whitington
The Wyatt Benevolent Institution

SYDNEY

Acceptances

Mr Russell Baxter
Baxter 

Rob Dunn 
Landcare Australia Limited, Corporate Services Manager

Susan Almelman
Perpetual

Lorrell Clements
Perpetual

Mr Ted Starc
NSW Cancer Council

Mr Geoff Prenter
Mercantile Mutual

Ms Sandra Harris
St George Foundation

Ken Coles


Mr Malcom Jones
The Corporation of the Little Company of Mary

Patrick McClure
Mission Australia

Jack Heath
Inspire Foundation

Bill Downing
CEO of United Way Sydney

Mrs Elaine Henry, 
Chief Executive Officer of The

Smith Family

Barbara Ward
Variety Club of Australia

Messrs Robert Sutton (Chairman) 
United Way Sydney

Bill Downing 
United Way Sydney

Mr Richard Lord
Variety Club of NSW

Mr David Jackett
New Children’s Hospital, Westmead

Kerry Kelly
TCA

Louise Walsh
Sydney Symphony Orchestra

Jane Halton
Dept of Prime Minister & Cabinet

Dr Marion Amies
Department of Health and Aged Care

Grant Kearney
NSW Cancer Council

Stuart Hamilton
Australian Vice Chancellor’s Committee

Malcolm Coutts
Ronald McDonald House 

Mr Peter Hocking
Director, Arthritis Foundation of Australia 

Ms Bridget Kirkham
Arthritis Foundation of Australia

Ms Maree Faulkner
National Heart Foundation

Mr Jim Hill
National Heart Foundation

Ms Donna Greaves
Charities Aid Foundation

Ms Alice Oppen
Christian Children's Fund of Australia

Sue Fisher
Australia Council for the Arts

Virginia Perry
Women of the West, Community Radio

Professor Sol Encel


Bill Hall
Gallopi Scholarship Fund

Mr Peter Roach 
Vincent Fairfax Family Foundation

Mr Geoffrey White
Vincent Fairfax Family Foundation

Bryan Fitzgerald
Commonwealth Bank of Australia

Alice Oppen
Consultant, AICD

Gabrielle Vuletich
Sabemo Trust

Fiona Gosse
Seed Savers Foundation

Pat Brooks
Research and Policy Development

John Symond
Managing of Aussie Home Loans and Founder of the We'll Save You

Foundation

Helen Nugent 
Macquarie Bank

Stuart Hamilton 
Executive Director, Australian Vice-Chancellors' Committee

Brian Scanlen


Jill Lester
Head of Group Corporate Relations, Commonwealth Bank

Ann Storr
The St James Ethics Centre

Cynthia Nadai
The St James Ethics Centre

Ron Farrow
Leo & Jenny Cancer Leukaemia Foundation

Melissa Feeney
Family & Community Services (CMWTH)

Jane Mccaffrey
Philanthropy Australia

Elizabeth Cham
Philanthropy Australia

Diana Leat 
Philanthropy Australia

Mr Robert Minter
Walter and Eliza Hall Trust

Mr David Duchesne
Walter and Eliza Hall Trust

Ruth Campbell


Russ Taylor
Australian Indigenous Leaders Centre

Mick Dobson
Australian Indigenous Leaders Centre

Georgina Harmen
Bobby Goldsmith Foundation

Leviania Crooks
Bobby Goldsmith Foundation

Daryl Godwell
Lumbu Foundation

Declines

Kylie Smith
BT Funds Management

Mr Rob Ferguson
Chairman, BT Financial Group,

Helen Nugent 
Macquarie Bank

Senator Aden Ridgeway


Tony Abbott


Prime Minister


Ian Brown 
Coca-Cola Amatil

John Anderson
Deputy Prime Minister

Dr Morgan


Theo Fotopoulos 


Sponsorship Executive, Cable & Wireless Optus

APPENDIX FOUR

Philanthropy Australia                                             Inquiry into the Defintion of Charitable and related Organisations                                                              committee of Council

Mr Michael Myer, The Myer Foundation
Chair

Ms Sylvia Geddes, R.E Ross Trust

Mr John Emerson, Freehills

Mr Paul Sokolowski, Arnold Bloch Leibler

Mr Peter Seidel, Arnold Bloch Leibler

Mr Phillip Desbrow, Leukaemia Foundation

Mr Myles McGregor, Queensland University of Technology

Ms Trudy Wyse, The Stegley Foundation

Ms Elizabeth Cham, Philanthropy Australia 

Dr Diana Leat, Philanthropy Australia

Ms Esther Lethlean, Philanthropy Australia
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