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Year Number of donations worth £1m+  Total value of donations worth £1m+
2006/07 193 £1.618 billion
2007/08 189 £1.405 billion
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2006-07

Percentage of MPDs

made by hdividuals 53%

of which

19% direct from individuals|
34% through personal
foundations

Professional
foundations 35%

Corporations 9%

Unknown 3%

2007-08

Percentage of MPDs

> made by hdividuals 51%
of which
23% direct from individual
28% through personal
foundations

> Professional
foundations 38%

Corporations 11%




2006-07

> <£2m
P £2-9.9m

P £10-99m

- £100m+

2007-08

> <£2m
» £2-9.9m

 £10-99m

- £100m+




Year
2006/07
2007/08

Number of million
pound gifts received

Amount ‘banked’ in foundations Amount ‘spent’ directly on charitable beneficial

£913m (56%) £705m (44%)
£597m (42%) £808m (58%)

Number of organisations receiving
this number of million pound
donations in each year

2006/07 2007/08
141 133







Charitable
sub-sector

Foundations
Higher Education
Arts & Culture

International Aid
& Development

Health

Human Services
& Welfare

Education
(not universities)

Religious
organisations
& causes

Environment
& Animals

Overseas
(outside UK, not
development)

Other public
service benefit

All

Number Total Percentage
of million
pound
donations
to this
sub-sector

(Em)

Mean Median Percentage
value of value of of total value of of total
million pound million pound number of million pound value of
donations donations illion pound dnations million pound ‘spent’
to this to this donations to this donations donatio
sub-sector sub-sector sub-sector  going todbisg to this
(Em) (Em) (Em) sub-sector sub-secto

596.9
CHRCRS)
239.1
105.3

42
22
17

22

56
24

17

27 3.5
5.6 2

10 1.6
6.2 2.1

46.6
26.0

21
14

2.2
1.9

14
1.2

10 2.4 1.8 24.3

1.3 17.7







Mean
value of
MPDs
to this
sub-sector
(Em)

41.3

Number

of million
pound
donations

Charitable
sub-sector

Foundations 13

Arts & Culture 19 12
Higher Education 22 4.6

International Aid 10 7.5
& Development

Health 12 15

Education 7 15
(not universities)

Human Services 8 1.6
& Welfare

Religious 7.5
organisations
& causes

Environment
& Animals

Other public
service benefit

Overseas
(outside UK, not
development)

All

Median
value of
MPDs
to this
sub-sector
(Em)

4.4

15
2
2.1

% of the % of
number of

MPDs

made by

individuals

% of total
value of
MPDs

Value of
MPDs
to this
sub-sector
(Em)
14 537.1
20 228.6
23 100.6

10 74.9

18.5
13.5

13.0

7.5




CaseStudy:
Martin Smith

Martin Smith is an investmehanker whohas recently politicians, businessmen and philanthropists with the

founded Beaumont Partners, an Oxford based financial objective of creating a group of patrons who will provide
advisory firm. He andik family have range of the support required by the Museum to continue inspirin
philanthropic interests. and engaging audiences. This is what | mean by leverag

the sense that by making a £1 million donation we hope
“Leverage has been central to the three biggest donationfiave a truly transformational effect on that organisation.
that | have made, which are £1 million each to the English
NationalOpera (ENO)and the Scienddluseum, and £10 My relationship with Oxford University was quite differen
million to found the Smith School of Enterprise and the because the institution that we wanted to fund didn’t exis
Environment at Oxford University. We started by talking to the Chancellor and Vice-Chancell

and proposing the creation of a new faculty aimed at
As a major donor, you are very concerned to make sure relating environmental research and teaching to the
you've chosen the right projects, that you're working corporate sector and to government. Now that the Smith
with the right people and that your objectives are going School of Enterprise and the Environment is up and runni
to be achieved. Of course, the more money that’s involved have monthly meetings with the director; we are still at
the more the mind is concentrated and of course my an early stage so the dialogue and reporting are active
relationship with each organisation is different. and continuous. Obviously we are keen to know how the

money is being spent, especially as what we’re funding 4
In the case of the £1 million donations, neither organisatiddxford is intangible, in the sense that there are no bricksg
came to ask for the gift as | was already very involved as and mortar as with the other big gifts I've made.We are
chairman of ENO and deputy chairman of the Science Museuprpviding the working capital to get the School going, so
my decision was entirely to do with wanting to make a  get regular reports and am keen to learn how it will
serious and worthwhile contribution to those organisationsecome a self-sustaining model.

| was chairman of ENO during the £43 million restoration In the case of ENO and the Science Museum, where | w
of the London Coliseum, and felt that | had to lead from already on the board, | was dealing in the first instance w
the front. | knew the restoration had the potential to totallyfellow board members and then with their development

transform ENO from being housed in a building that was teams on a day-to-day basis. As chair of ENO | was clos
increasingly shabby and not fit for purpose to being in a in touch with how the refurbishment was going, but once

building that could have a powerful, positive impact on that was completed | didn’t expect to receive further reports

company. My donation encouraged others to contribute, sé/e still have periodic interactions with the Science
enabling the restoration of the Coliseum to succeed, whichluseum but they are not especially regular or highly
itself was a precondition to restoring the fortunes of ENO.  structured. We meet for updates to talk about how the

efforts to get the patrons’ programme are going but there

| think the Science Museum is an incredibly important  is no detailed reporting requirement because the money
organisation; it plays a major role in the scientific life of now spent and it's a question of them getting on with it.
our society and does a great job of communicating about

science, especially with young people. After spending sontizs an incredible privilege to be in a position to do things
time there in my role as a governor, | realised it was goindike this, as a result of having some success in business
to become more and more dependent on private sector having a family who feel it is right to spend money in this|
support as government funding became increasingly way rather than expecting it all to be handed on to them.

constrained. So my family and | decided to help the I've had an entrepreneurial career and I'm used to gettin
museum by creating a new facility aimed at helping them involved in projects by investing time and effort as well &
raise more money from other sources.We ended up money. In all these cases it wasn't just a case of signing

funding a new, elegant space, which they kindly called thecheque but of being personally involved as a family, becs
Smith Centre, to host debates on major science-related we prefer to make a contribution that’'s about more than
issues of the day. These events are attended by scientistsjust money.”
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CaseStudy:
Jimi Heselden

Jimi Heselder0, founded HESC@®astion Ltd, based When | make a decision | like to act fast, so within 4 days$ of
in his home town of Leeds, which manufactures that first meeting | made an initial donation of £10 million
Concertainerunits, oneof the UK’s most successful and we began to accept grant applications immediately.
defence exports. In the first 12 months | gave away £2.5 million, so | decided

to top up the fund with a further donation of £3 million
“I'm a self-made entrepreneur and | believe that if someoireFebruary 2009. I'm told this is the largest individual donation
makes it in business they should donate something to  that has been made to a community foundation in the UK
charities and people in need. | know that other big givers and Sally-Anne says it has been helpful in boosting the
often have a strong theory behind their giving but mine iscredibility of the Leeds Community Foundation as other
quite simple. | have made some money and think | ought donors now know they can handle and process substantjal
to give something back to the people and places that are sums of money. But what's most important to me is knowirjg
significant in my life. that so far I've been able to help out 61 good projects in
parts of Leeds that mean something to me, and knowing that
I was born and brought up in Halton, one of the most the money I've got banked in the Community Foundation
deprived parts of Leeds and my company, HESCO Bastion ht@ans | can carry on giving something back by supporting
is based in South Leeds, so | feel a very strong connectiomany more local projects in the future.”
to those parts of that city. I'm interested in giving other
people a chance to get on in life, | regularly give to hospices
and health appeals and | really enjoy supporting local projects
where quite modest donations can have a big impact.

I've been giving substantial sums of money to charity
ever since | set up my business in 1990 with the amount
depending on how much profit | made each year. 2007-8
was an exceptional year for the business and | wanted to
find a way to make sure that | could continue to support
local charities, even if my business was not as profitable
in future years. So in mid-January 2008 | met Sally-Anne
Greenfield, Chief Executive of the Leeds Community
Foundation, to talk about setting up a personal fund within
the foundation that would enable me to ‘bank’ some of that
profit and distribute it over the years ahead.

The Coutts Million Pound Donors Rep&&









CaseStudy:
Ben Goldsmith

Ben Gddsmith,29, is a financier aneghvironnentdist. In 2002 we made the decision to launch a dedicated
He founded WHEB &htures Limitel, a ventue cagtal fund  programme on climate change. Our aim was to identify
that invests in @an technologs, andsupports arange of  a way to leverage the maximum possible reduction in
environmental causes through his family foundation. greenhouse gas emissions in Europe using the budget
available. After research in which we considered a range|
“My late Uncle, Edward (Teddy) Goldsmith, spent his life carbon-intensive sectors, we decided to back the nascer
spreading the message that the destruction of the naturalcampaign to introduce fuel economy standards in Europ
environment in the blind pursuit of economic growth wouldrequiring the car industry to manufacture cleaner cars.
ultimately yield disastrous consequences for mankind. HiBetween 2005 and 2008 we supported groups working @
brother, my late father, Sir James Goldsmith - an industriatist detail of fuel efficiency legislation within Brussels, gra
for most of his life - began to share this view towards the endaising public and political support for these new laws aroy
of his life and became a significant funder of campaigningeurope, and groups working to counter vigorous opposit

and advocacy work around key environmental issues, lardedyn automakers. We and other funders helped coordinate

in the UK and in Europe, via the Goldsmith Foundation. these different moving parts, and in December 2008 the
EU signed off its first legally binding targets for fuel econc
After my father’'s death in 1997 that foundation became the
JMG Foundation, funded on an annual basis to the tune diVe take a collaborativeppioach to grant-making, often
around $2.5 million by its Advisory Board, comprising  working with like-minded foundations on particular issue
several members of our family, including my Uncle Teddy.In 2003 we launched the Environmental Funders’ Netwo
The board includes my brother, Zac Goldsmith, who is noiwww.geenfunders.org),ibging together trusts and
advising the Conservative Party on environmental policy, fmindations in the UK with an environmental remit. The
well as standing as a prospective parliamentary candidat&FN now comprises more than 70 funding organisations
for Richmond Park. Jon Cracknell, hired in 1990 by my  with a combined annual budget of more than £50 million
father to manage his philanthropic activities, remains the The network has fostered collaboration on issues includi
full-time Director of the JIMG Foundation. climate change, biodiversity loss and deforestation.

The Foundation’s grantmaking is focused on no more thahly interest in and passion for the work of our foundation|
three specific issues at any one time, and we tend to stickdoes not stem so much from a desire to ‘do good’, but
with a campaign for an extended period of time, ideally tofrom the anger that | feel at the lack of leadership and

a successful conclusion! We have tried to stay close to myction amongst our policy-makers in tackling these issue
late father’'s motto of ‘funding the unfundable’. In other  and from a deep-seated wish to help bring about change
words, when we have made the decision to focus on a in the right direction.”

particular issue, such as the need to develop more

sustainable, less environmentally damaging agriculture

systems, we seek out strategic gaps in funding and direct

money there.This may involve supporting those pieces of

work that are either too boring or too cutting edge for the

appetites of other funders - meeting the costs of core

operations could fit the former category, while out-and-out

campaigning work would fall into the latter.
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CaseStudy:
Guy Readman

Guy Readman, 7@dnded Tor Coatngs limited in1976,
which manufactures paints and coatings that have been
used on palces, Big Ben arite Tyne Bidge. He was
made North East Businessman of the Year in 1996. His
philanthropy is focused on the North East of England
where he lives and where his business is based.

“My philanthropy began in 1987 when | heard about the
chance to get a donation double-matched. | put £25,000
into an endowment as a result of a challenge issued by
the American Community Foundation movement, who

offered to add £2 million to any prospective Community

Newcastle Royal Grammar School which was launching
a fundraising campaign to finance bursaries for young
people whose families could not dream of paying for thei
childrens’ education. Another philanthropist offered to
match my donations so between us we agreed to fund
bursaries for six talented sixth form pupils each year. | th
it's a terrific scheme because it ensures that deserving
pupils get the benefit of an education that their parents
couldn’t possibly afford to pay for. It rings all the bells that
| wanted to ring because it helps individuals - in every
instance it has to my knowledge transformed the prospe
of those young people - and over the years it will bring
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Foundation in this country that could raise £1 million. wider benefits to the North East.

| became aware of this through my then position as

President of the Tyne & Wear Chamber of Commerce andl also fund projects that are recommended to me by the
| could afford to do it because | had just sold my businessCommunity Foundation for Tyne & Wear and Northumberlan

where my Foundation is based.They suggest projects th

| bought back and later once more sold my company, Tor are really good and include some which can be a bit edgy -

Coatings, in 1989 and 1996 respectively and thereafter ndike funding a project that liaises between the travelling
longer had to go to work every day. | therefore looked aroundcommunity and local schools so that the children are mo|

to find something different and worthwhile to do with my likely to consistently attend school, or a project where the

new freedom. | decided to create a more substantial long-term unemployed renovate old bicycles that are fou
charitable foundation with the intention of giving away arourathd supplied by the police, amongst others. Among thes
£100,000 to £150,000 each year.The Foundation is called theople are often those on the edge of society and not
Readman Foundation and from its inception | chose to makeverybody would choose to support them.
this a part of the Tyne & Wear Community Foundation who
administer it for me.That was thirteen years ago and ovel’m also involved in a project called Choysez which helps
that time I've given away in excess of £1.3 million. young people who are on the verge of being excluded
from school.Together with the Community Foundation
I've concentrated my grants on the cause that gives me and three other funders we established this organisation
the most satisfaction: helping young people who have the2001 with a view to it becoming self funding after three
potential to do really well. Indeed the strap line of the years. Although the consortium which was appointed to
Readman Foundation is “To help young people to help  run Choysez was very good it showed little ability to mak
themselves”. Unlike most charities I'm willing to make gratiie project self-funding as had been hoped. So | became
to individual young people whose families do not have theChairman in order to help them work out how to become|
wherewithal to sufficiently fund the realisation of the specialore commercial and sustainable. From being 100%
talents of their sons or daughters. Over the years I've  dependent on charitable donations we now cover some
helped many young people with such talents to excel in 80% of £400,000 overhead costs from the individual
areas such as sport, athletics, ballet, music and martial ardshools whose young people we work with.

There was a time when | pulled right back from giving to | quite often visit projects that I'm planning to help and | |
organisations working with young people in need, when to keep in touch with the individuals I've given grants to,
a lot of government money flooded into the type of a boy who was a promising dancer and is now attending
organisations that I'd been supporting and | worried that iprestigious ballet school in Switzerland - just like Billy ElI
didn’t matter whether or not | gave, because it would get Over the years I've gained quite a bit of experience of
funded anyway. | was casting around for ideas on what elgeant-making, I've got a feel for it now and | still get a gre
| could do with my money when | heard about the

deal of satisfaction out of helping so many young people|
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CaseStudy:
TreeHouse

TreeHouse was foundeid 1997 by pagnts of children with
autism and is now mational charity foautism edication.
Claire Kngton James is the charigysenior fundraiser:

“In 2005 we launched an appeal to raise £11.5 million to it was more a case of Pears becoming increasingly
build a national centre for autism education, which includesmmitted to our vision.

a day school for children with autism aged 3-19 and a

headquarters for TreeHouse’s national work. It was a veryWe did eventually name the building after the Pears Founda
ambitious target for what was then a rather small charity but that was more about our desire to recognise the

and we really didn’t know if we could pull it off. role of our lead donor than any request on their part for
public acknowledgement. Being public about the fact
We got off to a good start with a £5m loan from we have received such generous support does help to

Futurebuilders, which enabled us to cut out the usual spread awareness amongst other potential donors but it

private phase of a large capital appeal and move straightcan also have the opposite effect, where other donors

into the public phase. Securing that investment from think “they’ve got a big supporter so we’ll take our

Futurebuilders proved that we could present a viable money elsewhere”.

business case and that we had the financial and

administrative capacity to deal with major sums of moneyReceiving £1.2 million helped us make good progress
towards our goal in more ways than one.Two or three

The Pears Foundation was one of the earliest contributorsther donors had been unsure about our ability to reach

to our appeal, but we did not know from the start that theyour target so they gave us half of what we asked them fg

would become a ‘million pound donor’. A year after our and said “come back to us when you're nearer your goalf'.

appeal was launched, they invested £252,000. We asked The Pears donation meant we were able to redeem the

them for capital support for our new building but they alsoother half of those pledges.

suggested providing support for our policy work, which is

incredibly difficult to raise funds for. TreeHouse is more thdihe Pears Foundation is an inventive donor who want to|

a school, and Pears understood that we couldn’t achieve maximise their impact. At one stage they gave us a ‘challe

our aim of helping all children with autism wherever they donation’ of £250,000, which they would only pay once W

live in the country without also carrying out advocacy anchad found another donor to match it. This was a great

campaigning work. Pears is a model donor in that they incentive to redouble our efforts and find another donor

understand that we need money for more than just brickswhose investment was really worth half a million to us,

and mortar. because we couldn’t access the challenge grant without
matching it.

As the Pears family and their foundation staff got to know

us better and became more inspired by what we were  The impact of Pears’ support for TreeHouse was not just

trying to do, they agreed to add further donations. In all  financial. As each tranche of their donation came in therg

they made six donations, which were collectively worth was great excitement across the organisation and our

£1.2 million. But it wasn'’t a pre-arranged plan of instalmertmfidence rose.We were trying to raise a lot of money
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and they helped us believe that we could really do it.
Naturally, our trustees were nervous about our ability to
raise such a huge sum and having a donor who gave over
£1 million also helped to convince them that the dream
was achievable.

We have now reached our goal and built the centre, but
we believe it is very important to stay closely in touch with
all of our supporters, including the Pears Foundation.They
will attend the official opening in October 2009 and we
keep them updated on developments within TreeHouse
and in the wider autism world.

As a result of their partnership with TreeHouse, the Pears
Foundation has become a leading investor in the wider
autism education sector. They are also now funding the
Centre for Research into Autism and Education at the
Institute of Education.

| speak to senior staff at the Foundation on a regular basis
and our relationship has now developed to such a strong
level that we think of them as a partner and it's perfectly
possible they will come to us with ideas for funding rather
than just waiting for us to make further requests.

By making such a significant donation, the Pears Foundation
has enabled TreeHouse to build a permanent home after
many years of operating out of portacabins.They have
helped us to grow from a small charity to a medium-sized
charity. Receiving a million pound donation has taken
TreeHouse to the next level.”

The Coutts Million Pound Donors Repgit










CaseStudy:
The British Red Cross

The Bitish Red Cross is part of thGumanitaran Interndgional
Red Cross Movement, whidias been heing peoplén crisis
around the worldsince 1863. Mark#tarita is Director of Fundiaing:

“In recent years we have received one or more donationsThat donor is interested in having the power to make a
worth £1 million plus, usually from either a foundation or difference, but I think that’s the main motive for all our
an individual but occasionally from a company; and we hamgpporters, whatever size donation they make. | don’t
more than a handful of donors who have given much moranderstand why some cynics say it's all about tax breaks

than £1 million across a number of years. That said they s@ltause however generous the tax relief is, it still costs t
are pretty rare to find and wonderful to get. donor something, and in all my time as a fundraiser | hay
never, ever come across a donor who even mentions tax
No two major donors are alike, but one thing they have inas an issue.
common is that donations of this size are always restricted
and earmarked for spending on a particular aspect of ourRelationships with people who donate £1m or more ofter
work rather than for general costs. There is sometimes a don't start off that big, they get bigger as a consequence
compronise between what theathor wantgto fund and of developing relationships with staff and increased
what the organisation wants to do, which can involve engagement with the projects. Often they come to us
challenges. These donors make it possible for us to do first for an emergency appeal. These donors of course
things that we wouldn’t otherwise have considered and value access to the boss; they want to see and hear
every now and then do something really amazing in from the charity leadership on a regular basis, but that's
double quick time because the scale of the support raisesinderstandable and as there’s not that many of them, we
our game. can deliver on that and are happy to do so.

For example, we have an individual donor who is donatingt’s obviously hugely valuable to have supporters who ca
£5 million over four years for our work in South Africa.  afford to make gifts of this size but it's also nice to have
He had not been to that part of South Africa before we donors that are very engaged in our projects and who gé
took him to see our work in that part of the world, yet excited about getting involved in our programming. Reall
he completely got it on that first visit. He said to us: “How big donations resonate across a charity and make a big
could you scale up tenfold and how much would it cost?”,noise elsewhere. For example, the donation for our work
which is far more than we ever even considered. His famiip South Africa represented a massive increase in our
trust’s donation has enabled us to fund a massive, gold- international non-emergency programming and required
standard and really quite revolutionary project that lot of effort by people across the organisation and aroun
is transforming owlV/Aids progmaming in that area. the world to make it happen. But bigger charities do have
The size of his donation has stretched us and raised the the capacity to absorb such increases in income, to rise
aspirations and ambitions of our front-line programme stattfie challenges they involve and get behind it.
The donor now visits two or three times a year and feels
100% passionately good about doing it because he can sBe donors understandably need reassurance that their
the difference his money is making and is involved in the money will be wisely spent as promised. It is a lot of mor
project direction. and we have no right to just expect people to give withoy
a thorough due diligence process. It is critical they have
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trust in the charity’s leadership and front-line staff and | think we will see a continued move towards more

believe that we can deliver on promises made about howindividuals giving larger gifts during their lifetimes. | often

the money will be spent. say we sell heaven on earth and ours is guaranteed, but
unfortunately giving substantial sums is still not a norm

The more big donors you have the more complicated it amongst the seriously wealthy in the UK. With some

gets. For example if you offer naming rights to the donor honourable exceptions, most big gifts are not actually that

making the biggest donation there’s a risk that others whdig in relation to the donor’s wealth and most rich Brits

were planning to put up substantial sums will withdraw. are not stretching themselves by giving away a lot. It is

There is no such thing as equal treatment between majorearly days for major donor fundraising in this country and

donors because they all want different things. In my in general, Brits still remain unbelievably shy about being

experience, big corporate donors have a lot of people  philanthropic.”

they want to involve and keep happy in the company

whilst charitable trusts have a lot of formal reporting

requirements unlike companies or individuals. By and large

it's individuals that need the lightest touch because it’s all

about personal relationships and trust, but the process of

approaching individuals for support is the most convoluted

because there’s no official process and the route to them

may involve peer to peer asking. There is no magic wand

but boy it feels great getting a million in one hit and the

difference you can make should and does make me glow

for ages. | will never forget the big ones!

Donors are affected by the ups and downs of the economy
but our supporters have honoured their pledges despite
the recession, although in some cases they have paid in
instalments instead of in one go. It's also important to
remember that we are still spending money today that we
raised some years ago, so gifts made before the recession
are still out there doing great good and having a massive
impact on people’s lives. International work is particularly
appealing to some major donors because the ‘bang for
the buck’ is immense; they can do such a lot of good and
get a lot back for what is not a lot of money, relative to
their wealth.

The Coutts Million Pound Donors Repg@g






CaseStudy:
The University of Kent

The Univesity of Kent wasfounded in 1963t now has over
18,000 students on 3 campuses in Canterbury, Medway and
Brussels. Susan Wanless is the University’s Director of Music:

“Sir James Colyer-Fergusson was a friend and supporterwith Jonathan and on many occasions | shared my deep
the University of Kent from the1980s until his death in  frustrations with him about the lack of a purpose-built mus
2004. His family seat was Ightham Mote, a 14th century building at the University. The high quality of our music-mak
moated manor house near Sevenoaks, and his mother was achieved despite grim practice facilities scattered all over
a professional opera singer whose musical talents he inheritadipus! The Deputy Vice-Chancellor, Professor Keith Man
so it is perhaps not surprising that his twin philanthropic felt equally passionately about this project, and in Novemi
passions were the county of Kent and the arts. 2008 we planned an open lecture and dinner to announg
our intention to raise the funds for a new music building
In 1996 Sir James gave the University £162,000: £52,000caimpus. With hindsight, our invitation to Jonathan Monckt
which was towards the refurbishment of the Gulbenkian to attend this event (and our offer to arrange a car to colleg
theatre on campus, and £110,000 to support the musical him from London) was highly providential. As we walked
life of the University. The only conditions for the music  across campus to the dinner he said to me, “How much
endowment were that we provided annual accounts to thedo you need?”; he didn't flinch when | suggested seven
trustees of his charitable foundation, and that the Universityllion pounds but simply said, “ok, send me a note”. Profe
should hold a major annual classical concert to be called Mander and | immediately sutied a canprehensive
‘The Colyer-Fergusson Concert’. application to the next board meeting of the Colyer-
Fergusson Charitable Trust. The Trustees considered the
Sir James’s generosity had an immediate impact on the application in great detail, and also met representatives (

cultural life of the University. It enabled me to be far morethe University to discuss the terms and scope of the deal.

adventurous in my programming and removed the elemetiaving been reassured that the University was an
of financial insecurity which invariably accompanies creatoganisation that had the capacity to deliver their propos
projects. As well as holding the major choral and orchestrtd an agreed schedule, by February 2009, just 12 weeks
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concert in Canterbury Cathedral each year which bears hagter launching the appeal, the Trust sent a letter suggesting

name, the endowment also allows us to buy instruments famift of £4.5 million. We will reach our final target for the
students and fund many other projects such as tours abroadbuilding with Sir James’s bequest, matched funding from
We also established the Colyer-Fergusson Music Prize Higher Education Funding Council and other donations.
which is awarded every year to a student who has made an
outstanding contribution to organising music on campus. My relationships with Sir James, Jonathan Monckton ang
Colyer-Fergusson Charitable Trust have evolved over the p
Sir James was a wonderfully kind and gentle man who todB years. | have been so lucky to have such enthusiastic|
a great personal interest in our music-making, attending committed benefactors, and it has always been a delight
concerts whenever he could. When sadly he died in 2004ijnvolve them in all our musical projects and events.
we learnt that he had bequeathed to the University of Kent
one-sixth of the residue of his estate, with a specific requédtisic occupies a unique position at the University, with hundré
that the bequest be used to support music.This resulted iof students, staff and the local community taking a volunt
a further gift of £1 million. part in a wide range of extra-curricular music activities. Stud
can apply for music scholarships whilst studying for their de
We were very lucky that the new chair of The Colyer- and our statistics show that good musicians invariably m
Fergusson Charitable Trust was Sir James’s cousin, Jonatfad students and then good employees. Ever since | cd
Monckton. He also became actively involved in the musicéb Kent in 1987 the one thing that has always held us ba
life of the University, regularly attending the Cathedral  from developing music making still further both within the
concerts and presenting the Colyer-Fergusson Music Pridgniversity and across the community, were the inflexible

each year. Jonathan cleafpeciated the University’s ad hodacilities. Thanks to the generosity of the Colyer-Fergus
immense pride in being associated with Sir James and ouCharitable Trust, we can, at last, build our music centre.
genuine desire to keep his name alive. Successive generations of students will be able to walk i

the Colyer-Fergusson Building to make music in Sir Jam
Over the past few years | have developed a good friendshtipnour and | cannot wait to open the doors in 2012!”
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At Coutts, we understand many of the unique challenges
major donors face. From setting up trusts or foundations to
helping clients create their own personal giving strategies,
we offer a service that can assist clients to make a bigger
difference. Additionally, through our Coutts Forums for
Philanthropy, we can offer clients the opportunity to learn
from others and share their ideas and experiences of
effective giving.

If you would like more detailed information about Coutts
range of services please visit
www.coutts.com/pHanthropy

Mark Evans

Head of Wealth Institute
Telephone 020 7649 4051
Email mark.evans@coutts.com

Maya Prabhu

Senior Philanthropy Adviser
Telephone 020 7158 0789

Email maya.prabhu@coutts.com

Sarah Moriarty

Philanthropy Manager

Telephone 020 7649 4054

Email sarah.moriarty@coutts.com
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