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THE SPIRITUAL DIMENSIONS OF PHILANTHROPY

zvm? /;oé 7475«&*»0( o Zofof Cime %?mg 2o wnderstand WA'?‘ }»&ofvé& gév& - and
how more of them can be /omwawlaal to do so. 0%3’&% this o a be&ﬂ% 06117 and
/M/wgmwﬁo bnsiness, Woéw'/m;z 1snes of tar ond s0 on. Bulthis evening IQwant

o va/ooz& the Wmaé Mf'&oﬂ.

74777«wa«éiﬁoafﬁow4f are 570404,4/ m%@/m» Zlyww/bwi?_'w ﬁw&n—pﬂmﬁ& Centie fo*b
Plviéa«wmo;w7 ond Sociol hwestinent; and a very. 2recenl” %wa‘ @%Mﬂaoﬁog7.

7wavnft?> &ZMO’LW how fw&t’fv-éaa«&a( ideas %«%wmo& o/va/wt?, g&w&»yoa«étj?, btz nism

and Wmtﬁfboﬁ?: mother words, gftlm}ng.

st some caveats: most of the examplos Twill give come from the fudeo-
Chistian Gadition, specifically, Roman Cotholicism. Why? Becanse that™ is the one
Prnow most™ abouts [willtalh &4;9/47 abount” the other big monotheistic faiths,
Blom and Judaism, but” Thaven T got™ much o say abont” the Liaditions that”
inform giving in Findw, Buddhist; Jovoastiian and other cultines. Why? Becanse,
despite my finsl degree being in Qoion Civibisvation, ldon T bmow very much
about” them. However Tm prelly sure that the scviplonal and other refervences 7
will give have their counterparts inother Gaditions. lhope o learn something

fbom 7pw abount these zafo@& we go home This mxorw'm,g.

KINDNESS

think 450 Giue o svay that” all the world P major velbigions and cthical systems
endorse hindness. We ave ol swpposed o help the poor and the afflicted and
%5 be hospitalle. Mewltines seem €6 have favourite legends that celebrate
kindress, gemerosity and altiwism. I Western culture the sTo0y of The Good
Samaritan, legends of chivabrows brights and the bfe of Mother Thevesa have
become abmost” mythical archetgpes. b Ostiablio we colebrate the mateship
tabes of #m? Lowson, the hevoism of Simpson at” Gallipoli and the



wﬁaa‘fawmwvw of W&M7 @wméo/a«. We 047@0913;«[%_ m}oy_ wwlances of
Wo@ﬂmnwwkal/m such as the occasion in (156 when the goung athlete, ﬂokw
,[a»w(?, ;wa«waz&ﬁl W; a 2ace To A&éﬂ» a fa«lfm oomfv&ﬁﬁ@. We bibe to think that™

these actions am&m;wéi/y_ our national 7«wa«&lﬁw.

We somelimes assess the virloe of a 4«00—&&5’? é?‘ the way. W cares fooz Er~% poor,

G disalled ond itz vubneralle. By\m& measunre Mﬂ f/boéwzly 2rales 7MZZ A"’ﬁA’Z?
and the Zt%wmm bow: Gunstzalia?

7&»&«0 think that™ mosl” f«&or/& wonld agree (Zﬂmwgﬁ f«%ﬂa«/c«» m&a«M}Z?_) with the
etticist; Peter 94@;%

Quoted inTeacey (Z00%), p.l0.

We need 5 challenge the idea that” gou cam bive a movally decent” life
}wyré? looking aftes gour own fﬂm'ély_ and not” ﬂamu@ cansing harm o
others. We need o develop a sense dmr{f we have an abundance, we
are Mma%? doing wrong if we don T share Twith people who, through
wo faunll of their own, are biving inthe most” dire poverly.

M&&o‘, some ﬁ&vf/& M;A«f be inclined to debets the 7«w¢&/7_m; /a/vbM@, vagﬂ

no fazwgf o% their own .
CHRISTIAN NOTIONS OF GIVING

Chvistion ideas on giv’l}wﬁ are %%o»ww&o( ¢7, the A Testaments @Q/:waft’éal calls
lfo»b &ooial}wﬂo& (&;{, Poiab 5:2223 & (04 and OAmos 6:/12¢ & F:46); and Aﬁ?
dassical ideas o/ f«m&owa/ ;nziot?_ and civic virtue, 'ww&w&wvﬁ Guistotelion ideas
abount how the erof Aa«ffd;rv&&d« Mfwoi&t?vﬁa‘ t{?_ mwkMﬁ ﬁooa‘ choices. Bul™
above Al 6%07_ are én%wmooal é?‘ y&&ww' éx%o and Z’éwoﬁm;w.

Jesws 26T a much higher standard thon the Ul Testament” wiiters. Fis calls for
bove, kindmess and gemerosity ave his main message. 72»07 arve vepealed inmany
waygs and at” different” times throughoul the accounts of his bife. The lesson o
be deawn from episodes such ar Matthew's account of the Lot Judgement”
(Pt 25:3(46); the Tich Young Mon (Mot (11630, Pon (0:(7-3] and Luk (50530 );
the Widow's Gift (MonilZ:HAY, Lk 2l:{4); the Good Sumaritan (L (0:27-37);



the many, and varied &:&ﬂm;@é&w of Aow;adt?véit?_ and, above o, the ?@owt’
Commandment” (yoﬁn 5:0243); Mm&7wivoonf: we have an alsolute oééﬁga«ﬁow Zo
give material A«&éﬂ» when <t needed, to share our possessions and o core fo»b

;m&o/a«go inneed. Ond there's more: we musl do it with love.

Gfter Jesws' lhcension, however, the emphasis seems o shift. One of the
mosl” arresting episodes in The ACts Of the Apostles (genecrally bebicved o
have boen wiillen rebatively caly inthe Chiistion ra) s the sty of lnanias
and Suphira (Aot 5:110).

Plow, while this purporls €6 encouwrage giving, i has billle incommon with the
gospel stovies noted lofore. Rather than enconraging loving aliwism, it
warns that” those who Gy 1o evade the chumichs levics, such as the one
described in Octz 3237, will be punished - Mwﬂowély ond without p‘&la«?.

Similonly, while Saint Pond frequently enjoins charity (og, 2 Covinthians 5:7), this
W5 nol” his main message. He is far move concerned 5 demonstiate Chvists
wniversal logitimacy. His collection for the infant chuch in Jorwsabom (I Cov 16:(4,
Rom llff, Getz &:(ff) may accord with Jewish Gadition and Jesus' teachings,
but” Uelicve it had more 1o do with political considerations than with alliwism.
Ponk chose to be accompanied é7 a bavge relinuwe when he delivered the money,
26 Jerwsalem and this suggests that” itwas lavgely a symboblic gesture. (fnd
here Imight” olserve that” the gquestion of whatl proporlion of a chavitalle

;(13/5’ may @aa«:&owﬂﬁly be 474«&%5’ on 13 adminislZalion remains 1/%7 contenlions).

Of comrse itis Gwe that™ the Vew Testament (&wf«&oéwély Pod’s betTers and the
LotTon of James) includes mony passages hat” waim vich opprossors and
encounrage carve o/ the poor, and o/; contse we atre ofﬁm reminded o/ the need
75 care for our own famibics. Bulthronghont” Uets and the Cpistles the main
emphasis i wol on bove, kindmess and gemerosity, bt rather on the need o

k&&/n« the fa/éfﬁ, and the A«&wv&wly, rewards that” this witll K‘bmﬁ —MO&%&Z? 1/%7

s00M.

Bwf% the Church'’s beaders and the off«lmlw/ texts ollowed themselves to be
distiacted fvom ﬂ&a«w&' &mf«ka«%ﬁdx on altzuwism and aﬁa/wtﬁ, this Mf«&ar oﬁl his



Leaching was nol forgolTen in Chvistion Gadition. The stovies of Chuistion

seints, mortges and hevoos, such as the 3 Continy St Lawrence, St PMatin of
Towrs, St lhigalbeth of Hangary, St framcis of Uosisi, St Vincent de Paund, Mother
Thervesa of CalewtTo and so on all tend o emphasise the vivtie and also the

/M/azoﬂow/ prwﬁonw vf lom'm/g one s wng/»%w%

7ltz, however, thal” even inthese instances more emphasis s placed on the
giver's vitlae, than on the recipients needs ot entlitlements. The leper who 5t
Promcis famonsly kisses, the boggar with whom St Pastin shares hiv choak and
the destitate poor of Cabentlon ave passive figures. Theiv main vole s to

Westzate the gooo‘n&&& of the Chiistion 94;&1»»/@/:»4,.

lndd i any case, Vdon T think that” these examples are a Giwe veflection of the
Church's attitade to Jesus' loving example. Perhaps this was an inevitable
consequence of the Chuchs becoming bigger, move cotalblished, more
bureancratic and move comfortable. Government and vebigion have very
different imperatives and when push comes o shove, rebigions leaders have
often found good reasons for failing to confront powerful statismen.
Besides, for most” of itz WZ'&@? the Chwch has itself beon &Z’Jv/n@n%ow&f?
woalﬁ%? ond perhaps this has affected itz ﬂ&'azﬁ %6 practive Josws’ main
message. To wige charity towards the wrelehed and the poor when you are
suwrvounded by Raphael paintings and wearing an evmine-trimmed jockets

mmméf7 raises w&o&é&léﬁ? issmes.
THE NATURE OF LOVE

Potwithslanding these difficulties, many, Chiistion thinkers have conlinuwed o
cwplorve the natune of love and s consequences, none more so than St Thomas
Qguinas (Z25-7%). Qguinos deveboped Ouistotle’s view of the world as o
harmoniows mmf&? of allsnbstances and beings wnder God's bemevolent
supervision. Mereation, he said, Wtzwawz? sechks good becaunse it contiibutes
%5 the natural ovder of things. Humans have an additional inchination. 72»;;7
wan?™ 25 bive insociely and bnow The Liuth about” God. Qguinas saw charity
firet s an cxpression of humans’ bove for and inchination towards God, and
second as a natural empathetic M&Amz? with theiv fellows. Fwas abso an

w&fm/a&wow of aﬁmwow'& zwgf— bove; ?op‘ s boved owfol{ oﬁmtﬁ as the Wﬂf



;zooa(, the :wéf s boved as ‘the ﬁmmkm " MMwZ’goo%, and the mn'ﬁ/»éow¢ Y
boved as a lesser ‘jpmt’;vm " inthat” ;oopl'. %ymwwz' /amowa« adrmonilion %w
sthall bove gour nmlgﬁzow@ s ?ow‘w/&éf' (Pare 22:37), ﬂwm mm;ﬂ,&t'&ol the

word ‘as’ as @9%0@@4’4«7 nol Zo 07%@&@ but to bleness.

75497 we may o!}'wr % Qguinas’ conclusions on the grownds that™ the wniverse
s bhnown not o be a ,Wb/wﬂ’? predictable, well-ordered syptem, but o act in
ways that” are somelimes haphagard and capricions. We may abro draw
allention o the combined influences of gemelics and weciprocity. The former
snggests that that” o/»mz? and altiwism ave, al” least” inpoarl’ the conseguences
of millions of ?mw’ selective development; and the laller arises from am
empivical wnderstanding that” a well-ordered s0ciely 1o mote congenial than a

chaolic one.

7rvmv7 evenl; il reems thal we ave now hoard-wirved to desire the w&fé—é&ing of

° m&’b ﬂ@oﬁé&.

THE TWENTIETH CENTURY

Plow let” me ;‘wm/a/ to the second Aa% of the Twenticth 54’/»«»571/»7

Becent” Chvistion thinkers have &owg/l«f a new f«ma«ﬁ‘vgm m@owgﬁ which to
0%%0@9 the idea of bove; one that was less &;a&a«ﬁ& than WM'& and more

n accord with ye/a«wa«’ admonilion to love one's wﬂgl»éow'p.

Bofo»b& &;&f«ét)’b'f/wg these ideas however, we have o consider wfuma(a«m&nt’ﬂé

7««@&%0%; who s ™. M/;;MOM?

Petir Singer explores this inbhis disconcerting case study, The Shallow Pond
and the Envelope. G man is on his way 6 an imporlant meeling when he
notices a child dvowning ina pond. Iudeciding whether €5 save the child, the
maon wnderstands that theve v vistaally wo visk €6 him, bul” he might” consider
the possible damage o his shocs and being late for his mecling. However,
sogs Singer, wo reasonalble person would fail o condemn him if for those

veasons he decides to wall on. %%fﬂ(a? the man receives inthe mail an ﬂff/&ﬂé
ﬁom' saegs Workd Vision, Mﬂwg him o donate o save the 4%& of a clild in



ﬂfwﬁaw. What; ashs the ethicisly s the %ff@/b&woa between these Ctwo decisions?
Does the man owe a greate moral %wt? o/ care to the f-'/wzt"oké/o(?

Vthink he docs. Tnthe first place (and this afméaéé? a flaw inthe example)
he may be the only person ina position o save the dvowning child, while we
con assnwme that” the World Vision letTer hos been sent o many, people. Pore
15 the point however the dilemma ought be consideved interms of the
emolional provimily between the characters. o Qguwinas wouwld have
understood, no reasonable person finds Toliange ov reprehensible if Ufeel a
sionger affinity towards a family member, a friend ov a colleague than
Lowards a stianger. Consider, for cxample, Vs Jollyly in Dickens' Bleak House,
who iss0 preccoupicd with the poor in Ofvica that” she is Uind ©5 the squabor in
which her own children bve. Even more remarballe isthe coase opl the

Philadebphio veal-cstate milhionaive, Foll Kaovinoky, who, as weported €y The New
Yorker in200%, gave away viitaally all of his 840 million fortune and then,
convinced thal” this was inadeguate, donated one of his A,MMW %6 a slzanger.
P Koovinatei's formily and friends considered this froankly insane, and bike them

we wndevstand that” owr duty of care owards a person who we can divectly
see and hear and Touch s grealer Than for ome whose conmeclion i less

tmmediate.

LAW RATHER THAN LOVE-

By_t’ﬁa 1750, (w/mloA« 2 when 7;119141 1474«) mm7 commenlalors were Mgwf/n/ﬁ that”
Cattiolic moral %005057‘ had %&V&Z«)/c«ea{ an vwnbaloanced &m;@ka«%a« on the morval
baw, ozo&&%vaéy narvow concern wilh m&&ﬁng minimum moral oﬁéﬁga/ﬁona’, and a

M&ooowfﬂﬁow with afvoaloaxw? sin vather than ﬂoiwﬁ ?ooo‘.

iﬂ«w rvather than love, M&7 soid, had become the dominant theme and the
oulcome was %a«fa«}wm:yow avoids almlwg wrong, nofowt’olf bove /04/ either
?oo‘ o f&gét)w humans, zwffovb 4«0@%&&/» molrives — mm‘/?_ o wish o avord ;oinﬁ
zo Pl

This omt?wlnf?, accords with m7 own recollecttons of bow 7wa«a« &ou«g/yr wp. The
ChristGon Brothers and our iafwwﬁ never tived v/ ]afo'inﬁwg onl the oﬂéamaﬁi? of

067{4‘,5( while ina state vf morlal sin. 7”7&»@7_ wﬁﬂﬁgipa« were recommended;



magic chavms and proceduves which guorantied the weaver immunity from Hell
o short= ACt Of CONLItION which conld be recited as the iuch swerved onto the
pootpath. The emphasis was on preserving oneself from damnation. Qvoiding
evil becanse itoffended God, the Blessed Viegin and others (raints, parvents,
teachers, elz), was a secondary consideration. But it still came before the idea

o/ Joiwgz goo% ftm/ T own satke.

tdeed, now that™ (hink of <t7this attitude also informed the basic way the
Brothers (and our parents oo, think) reared ws. Quoiding punishment was
emphasised move than seching rewards. Pohaps this approach had o
pragmatic basis. Rather than stiive for perfection (as Chuist had wiged), we

were /ommimol o setlle fo/b o poss mark.

Vborow %afﬁ&ozy/& ftxom other Chrvistion Giaditions will have a‘&//o@&wf

vecollections. Pmﬁa«/a«v we can &mrfo@& these latenr.

THE GOOD SAMARITAN

Ponsy of the ideas swrrounding ablivistic philanthuopy resonale with Liberation
Theology. Gusalio Gulicrres, a Perwvian pricst who is cvedited with having
poplavised s philovophy, savs that” the hoy theme of the food Samaritan
s%o2y, 10 that” the Somaritan had for less incommon with the éry}w&p‘ Geaveller
Goan those who passed by on he other side of the voad. Octaally Guticrres
goes further. He avserts that” we have a duly 6 go oul” and look for people
who need help.

ﬁow much of one s weallh is one mvfba/é?_ vf&lﬁao‘ Zo ;(1;1/0:7 Z«»M0 a]ﬂz&d«oﬁ‘& of
the &ich %wn/;z Pow, (Pt (71630, etz) ye/o«wa« M&mf&hf— WM%%M;,; an
answer thal” waf&oiwfé% the goung mar oand which many, méw&7want" thinters

bhave 4«0ng£’% dilnte.

GIVING INTWO COMPARABLE TRADITIONS

JEWISH PHILANTRHOPY



?rummvy_ ﬁmﬂ vf the world, »v'no&w&l}wg Qstzablia, ypww are /M/oéwlﬂf? the mosl
generous members of woml&f?.. This f/b&ooowpwﬁon with Mfmmom M&wg—
&Z?ww&zlng. Oo noted alove, the Tovah &mMﬂ”&&& the mﬂo@tﬁwa& olf /n/boﬁaﬁng
and zwiwg generowns towards vubneralle /4/00;950 — widows, o@f»/»mdz and

wﬂaw; ers.

The Holwew word tzedakah, WOOMMOW%_ Gransbated as oﬁa/wtﬁ bat has a more
sunltte m@ﬂmg. 75 200C" tnwvoblves nolions of Mﬁﬂﬁowd«nm&d«, /'_Mﬁo& and fa/imwdf.
?mywa(mlo«m ?oa‘ owny avafz/?fﬁiwg and bhowmans arve onZ?, ﬁm/ﬂ«ofbwv7 custodians.
ﬂwo@a@rvgz% tzedekah #ocs wof}wfm&an an nafof g&wmod«if?, bnt™ am a«oi"o/
}Mﬂa& n which the poor veceive what™ i their duwe. Leviticus (100 i a gooo&

ezample. ANd you shall not strip your vineyard bare, neither shall you gather

the fallen grapes of your vineyard; you shall leave them for the poor and for
the sojourner...’

Wony, Jewish thinkers have cxploved this, mwone move than the E% Centiny
thinker, Moses Pavmonides, who said that” the least” vilwous form of
generosily was 1o give as bittle as possille, as infrequently as possible and as
,W%'J? as possible, M the while focling contempl™ for the recipionts
Vevertheloss, this v sGill betTer than giving nothing. However, he added, the
mosl” virlaous form of giving w5 give a loan ov ,»}oﬁ vather than a gift] so

M&&Wb'mlwg the fb@m«'}mlmf‘a« 4@%%- fbwlfn@of and moou/baagiwg him To A«&é@ MM&Z%.

7o discwssion of Gustralion philanthuopy com ignove the aslomishing
performance of fJews inthis countiy, eopecially in Mllonine wheve, on my
approvimale vechoning, at least” half of our biggest” givers ave Jowish
individuols or familics - is despits the fact” that Jows comprive onby about
0.8 percent of the Victorian population. tumy book Giving it Away: in Praise
of Philanthropy 7gwoeted Sum Lipshi:

7l matler how rebigiowsly observant” they ove, ol Jewish people lnow
that” giving to gour own communily i an cssvential pont of Jewish
Gadition. The Melbonrine Jewish community is vebatively small and
evergome hnows evergome clse. Hoving o philonthuopic foundation has
become one of the done things, mmf? becanse a number of the move
prominent” Jewish famibics (Smorgon, Gandel, Besen, Poatt) have done



s0. Drvaddition, the ymnnlazk oommwrml@ 0 very. gooaf al” ma«k'f/w? gow f@aé

goop‘ 1% gow do gév&, and ﬁux&ftﬁ 1% gow don T 7/7014 are bnown Co have a
aa«;u«a«mlt? o gév&, bt don T do s0 at the level that 70% peers M70w
shounld, one way. 0t anolher gow will be told. Peoer growp pressutre 10 nol

wnm;wo'&mnt,’ 0&}?90%%@ ma small ovmmwn/it?,.

This might” sound Giite, but one of the main reasons why Jewish people
are 20 gemerous s Their immense gralitude o this countiy. G bot™of
these poople had been hiched owt of Eumope, had no idea whether any,
other countiy, wounld acceptl” them, and mumt:mﬂ? rjw? plowml themselves
heve. Jwas bown in Pelbbonrne and Tm Jrot " old enough o rvemember what™
Cwas bhe during the war gears. gvm?ow& nthe Jewish communily bhad
vebatives and fuiends in bunope and we didn T hnow whether we would
cver see them again. But-we hnew somchow that we had beon saved;
and while Qustiobio wasn t perfect” - there was intolevance and anti-
Semitism heve and there —we bnew we weve safe and we had
opportunitios 5 do well. That led €5 an aliding sense of gratitude and

7W this s the ﬁ’&&ﬂr vag fo*l/oa betrind y&wiwﬁ /@ﬂtﬁémtﬁ/l/v/ﬂ/?.

Weblonine also has the Mgém«t’ /'m,ofw@ﬂon of Holocanst survivors inthe
WO’I/Z&(, Ml/ﬂ‘ fﬂ’b M0m m&&@ f&@é&wﬁd« were even 4’%0%?0’&. 7&«04’0 F&Oﬁg&
tend to fbe very. fbwow/paafwé and determined, and a gofof them have

zbbn VM/7 moo&ww/wé.

(50@630‘ version)

Corol %ww&t} 10 a Wellonrne buwsiness leader and a %ﬂwgﬁﬁ@ of Pore Besen,
o/ the 5:444@” fﬂ«d«ﬁiow chain and a /M,om»iwmt" Wllowrine M/L/mmo;mi&f %km
own &f& she M&%ong/7 commitled to very mga«g&a‘ fo»bmzv of Mmmo/a»?:-

74401/9 never wnderstood wA«?_ yow:v in bteratire have &ommowé? boen
a(a;mlat?/a( as masers. 7wm7_ mvfwefmlmao, that” Mmf«é;_ T oo, Pmka«/a/w 3
becanse at ome Cime ﬂ&ww M&w&o;@& were nol allowed o own loand and

ofﬁw wenl into bwsiness as mon&yé&nﬂ(&fb&. This wounld mmt?&gly bhave
led o difficull sitiations.

We ave Zﬁwgﬂf that™ gow shounld ﬁalve/ away. o tenth of what” gow earn.

%w learn Mnffbom a goung age, and gownr fb&&?@'ow and cultore and

10



fﬂm»iz?, Wﬂ/l?_ bave some h\%/vmo&. %a%pﬁﬁow, becanse mmvy_ of ws are

@&fwg{&&dx we do f&o/ we owe woma?fﬂiwg to the Oumstialion oommmtﬁ

that has dllowed ws to fbe f&&& and, mmawv? cases, &woo&a«:&fwf.

Finally, Tsee no reason nol o cite the wonderful case quoted by Fiboy L.
Bulenstein inher book The JeWs in Victoria. Zseems that a certain Keverend
Davis of S;;AW? remarked that” some recent” Russion Jewish immigrants were
not the ‘objectionalle money-lending tgpe’. A popular magazine, Bohemia,
commented (,M,mzz? nomdé?):

We have no oé/;ooﬁon ...to the y&ww é&inﬁ mow&?—Zmplmw. What we
oé/;&of o 1o thatl, when M&y bend their mow&?, M&y woant it back wga«iw.
This is the f&aﬂwp@ of their condunct that™ canses them to be so

freguontty distiked.

MUSLIM PHILANTRHOPY

Pmmo/@? and GA«WM/%, are cential tenels of Ztéaum, and many Peslinns
fb&;a/bo‘ oﬁmtﬁ o a«fo@m vf wvfbo'ﬁ'i/o. ﬂwo@ﬂnﬁ to GrakitGonal oowoa}wﬁ
of Db, GAWM«Z?_ 10 one of the ﬁve/ Mm of the fﬁmﬁfﬁ (ﬂlon? with

proger: g&é&&f M?oo‘ ond the P@OM&f Pnhammad, ;ﬂ&ﬁnﬁ n Bamadan,

and /mﬁlﬁ%maﬁ& to ecea).

What is perhaps less well wnderstood outiide Pusbim communilios is the
way i which philanthaopy, binds Pasbios 5 cach other. T Pluslion
conceplions of faith and communily, humans ave binked o each other
throwgh theiv obligations to God. U chavitable act is not thevefore
mervely an acl of faith, nov mevely an act of community. Wis the builiing
of community aough faith, and the building of faith thuiough the
decpening of communily... Charity s nol” s0 much an acl of picly as <t is

one o/ oz&lgﬂﬁow.

Mtzrman, Jon Band Hanter, Shideen, The Idea of Philanthropy in Muslim
Contexts, Centie lfo*b %wﬁg«lo and Mternational Stadies, WMA/Mg%W PCZ0O0O4.
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ﬂofm;a/wmg%, Pwsbinn idens vf Wmmom and oﬁmiﬁ have a‘&v&/o;a«&pl
pﬁf/o@&wt" characterislics over Time, Maﬁf/&@&nt"f&ww/ and M@owgk Blan's

varvions broanches. Plevertheless therve arve several common nolions:

* Zakat: an olligatory contiibulion generally calewbated at=2.5 per cent of
wealth. fsome Paslira countiies ZAKAL s imposed on companies as o
form of tax..

» Sadaqah: vobuntary giving

o Kaffara: penitentiol giving, often avising from having broken an oath

o Khoms: obligatory giving by Shia Pastims

»  Wagqf (4. awqaf): « Gust or foundation, topically intinded 5 support
olitations such asr mosques, schools, hospitals, otz. A WaAQF can take
the form of a family foundation devigned T pass wealth betiveen
generalions o 16 protectl the inlrests of women or of specific growps.

There are abso corporale- based awqar.

Vot s privingly, Pshion philonthoopy, in Qustiabia has followed broad pattiens
vimiloar o those of other immigrants. The first” Musbim migionts herve weve
Ufghor comelocrs who, inthe second half of the (1% continy, opencd wp much
of the interior. 72»;;7 contiibuted o the cstalblisvhment of mosques and other
walitations, mw&wé;_ in Qdeloide ond Perth, and abso o ww;,/uz?.zm-zf bush
mosques’ which alyo served as 1est stops inthe interiov. These dags most”
Pslim Wmmom in Qustzabio wmwnf7 directed o canses and organisations
within that” communily - schools, mosgues, nusing homes and the bhe. Pn
addition, some Puslirm companies claim stiong mulaal communily support. The
Paslim. Community Co-opevative ((ustialia) ST iv an intevesting ewample.
Founded in 1157 it mainky provides howsing loans but” operates on Shariah
principles which prohilit” the charging of intevest:

We arve abso wﬁ@ﬁwg o see the emergence of wndividuwol Plunsblirns who, A«a«m}ng
beon mooaa/&/wg in bwsiness, ave &wmng mffowwa‘a«ﬁowd« that are more ov less

W%;Magga f&om others. yvﬁn %m, fownﬂ‘wp of the &fbag?_ yoﬁnya« retail

communicalions chain i the best= bhnown of these.

GODLESS GIVING

12



%’Mﬁ%knfm« affx&omiat’é bere to nlrodunce 4«1’40/{7 anotlher issne: 1% ?o% does
nol exisl, w47 do we bother to fbe g&n&@ow:&? ﬂwo*wéfm,g o Z&gm«wl, the late
Kwp? Packer entertained this idea fvféo walnﬁ his @&001/&41? /@om o w&m—f@ﬁg
beart” atTact inlT770. Son, 7'1/0 been to the other side’ he M@qﬂ«o@ﬁ&d to have

soid. There's noi’ﬂim;gz theve. Ond do gow brnow whatl” that” means® %w con do

whatever ?pw f—mﬁ bhe'

s worth remarking that; wnbihe 16 percent of Omericons, neither of the Two
bost= bnown Omevicon philanthuopists of modern Cimes, Bl fates and Warren
BuffelT, ave religions. Pleither was Undrew Cormegic, who, before BuffetT and
Gates, was perhaps Omervica's greatest philanthropist: Plote too that neither
Gates nov BuffetT” have bnilt monuments for themsclves, bhe new hospitals ov
cancer research centers, ov splendid mchitectoial statements al” olite
wniversities. hutead, the bubh of the money is divected o cxisting

0'&;7&’1/1;4/70570%4’ who are wo*bkmg to rebieve buman mf/wmﬁn;.

Conkd it he that the molivalion for This 200l of giving is far closer T The
ltzwistic ideal than most” Gaditional WMW"M? 73’0(0&4/ seem cdoser o the

202 of gﬂ«v’wvg that” yoazww recommended.

CORPORATE GIVING

Corporate philanthropy (oo OS] USK Corporate Citigemship) is getling a bot of
atlention lately. Docs altiwism hove a place in OS] Vatabic Toohey, Direclor of
Government, Wﬁ7 and 5ommmzj7 Rebotions at the foster's Growp,
cxploved this argument inan amticle AuStralian Financial Review.

Tor from saving the world, my. view s that” business shouwld be engaged
nstlratigic (SRactivities to save iﬂ&éf, s o mainslieam sk
management and opporlanily-capluting exercise. There is no shame
abount being wpfront abount this.. To pretend that” we ave anything
other than business can only wndermine our vepulation and inite
charges of gramdstanding and false picty, o say nothing of the
maa&lz«ié&t?_ bit we take when, mmméé% we fail 6o make a big enough

dent inthe world's aff&lpﬁond«. ..
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Viewed from all sides, the best approach must be o 1esisl the current”
prevsure 0o separate USKfrom mainslicam business activity and regard
s a morval oz&lgﬂﬁow... A nowmber olf Oustialion businesses ...now
manage ésffnog@a«mw that” e/:v/oéulmlti‘?_ aim o make o malerial

conliibution o the achievemenl of core bwsiness ﬁoalw.

Australian Financial Review, 7 #%ach 2006
%o%wp words, 59744 and shonld be o ﬁmfof o oom/wwn?’& normal business.

ﬂwmz%&d«ﬁng abternate view was ;4«wa7 one of ™. students

The oona&/wﬁ [;)/ 592/ call fo»t/ btzwistic, o at lease less &&Z/- 4&1/1/1'4»5,
bebavionr and action. This involves oow&o]ﬂ«ﬁ of a«z'wéwvﬁ with the WZT
wof/lmftﬁo letTen, of the law inreblation To ovwﬁo@aﬁ governance and
ethics (certain behavionr and actions arve to be dismissed
noﬁzéiﬁ&t’a«wo‘«lwg %07 are tZ&AMoa«/Z?, faga«é 02 would marimise fnoﬁﬂ),
bonthro (the concept of charits as giving for no reloen) and
7y » 7 av giving

socidb.. .

7o engage m&s‘?wifﬁwwf 9m£@a«mﬁwﬁ this altzwism means thatl the &/fo'bf
con be seen as aa/fo/bm of oﬁo@%wio’ﬁo ﬁw%& relations ov aa(va@ﬁnng...
CSlinitiatives will a/wa«y_w run a poor second o business ol%;eafivw» as the
Mme? molrvalion —%o&ng goop‘ becomes a mere 4?—74/1/00[1»05’ of

bonsiness endeavours, not a fwhﬂwp @WOWM&&Z? of the company.

CONCLUSION

The research on which this tablh s based incduded interviews with alount Z?v&nt%‘
ChrisGon bnsiness /4'&0/@/&. ﬂffvat’ 7&;&/4«905?/9( that there wounld be a clear
pﬁf/o@&woa nthe way. Chvistions and non-Christians mmia'aﬁewl and /M,avoﬁzmp(

ﬁm/’mg But no.

The main ﬁff@fbowoa between Chivistians and non-Chiistioans s the Zm;wa«ﬁ& wm

which t’k&?_ describe their motivation and the consequences of their actions. For
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a Chiistion Creems velatively simple To cxploin why one spends Time, money
and enecrgy doing good (infact” it probably harder G5 justify why onme docs
not). Bul an agnoslic ov atheist who corvies owl acls of alliwislic kindmess s
g&wmalfy_ anable o doim onylhing move han buwmanistic motives. Perhaps
people who do good without acknowledged divine inspiration con be
considered morve altiwistic. ﬂfm7 vale, they cammol say they are counling on

zm}wg rvewarded inthe next 4%&.
?&’a’aomw that the he main conclwsion that” comes fbom this research 1o that”
there i no W@Zy_ Chviston w;afm/oaoﬁ o gaﬁw’mg. Con the same be said alont

other fﬂi%dx? Well, that- (wa« we academics are fona( of &ﬂygﬁnﬁ) W’l:%’b&?«m&
fw/b%wb research.

ﬂmk 71)1/1«.
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