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Introduction
In November 2014, DONG Energy was granted planning permission for an extension
to the operational Walney Offshore Wind Farm. If constructed, the site will be located
in the Irish Sea, around 19 km off the Walney Island coast in Cumbria.
As DONG Energy wants to invest in the communities it operates in, it has committed to setting up a discretionary community benefit
fund that will support local projects throughout the lifetime of the wind farm.
Should DONG Energy decide the Project
is to be built, the team will commit to a
Community Benefit Fund (the Fund) worth
up to £660,000 each year.
The Fund will be reviewed annually to
ensure it is being spent effectively. The
final value of the Fund will be subject to
the final scale of the Project and would
come into effect in 2016.

Walney
Extension

Ulverston
Walney 2
Barrow-in-Furness

DONG Energy has appointed specialist
grant makers, GrantScape, as an
independent administrator for the Fund.
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GrantScape is undertaking a programme
of consultation with local people,
community groups, and members of local
and county councils on the design of the
Fund to ensure it will create a real and
lasting benefit to the local community.
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The first step of the consultation process
was a public survey that ran for three
months during the summer of 2015 and
had 392 responses. This report provides
the responses from the survey and
highlights key trends.

Blackpool

Public consultation process
The consultation process has three stages:
Online survey

Meetings with key
stakeholders

Public exhibitions

The purpose of the consultation on the Fund set-up is to:
• Ensure local people and local groups have the opportunity to participate in how the
Fund should be established.
• Clarify the areas or ‘funding zones’ where the Fund should be spent.
• Identify the types of projects the Fund should support.
• Identify the size of grants the Fund should support.
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Online survey findings and key trends
People consulted
Over 1,000 people were consulted in
coastal locations in Cumbria and
Lancashire. In total 392 people
shared their views by completing the
online survey.
The vast majority of respondents
(70%) came from the LA (Lancaster)
postcode area which covers coastal
areas in South Cumbria and North
Lancashire. The second most
represented location (17%) was the
FY (Blackpool) postcode area, which
encompasses the Fylde coastal strip.
Significant numbers of completed
surveys also came from coastal areas
within the CA (Carlisle) and PR
(Preston) postcode zones, each
receiving approximately 5% of the
total responses.
The majority of responses were
received from individuals (36%) and
from community and voluntary
groups (21%). Figure 1 shows that a
wide spectrum of organisations
completed the survey.

Figure 1 - Who do you represent?
Local enterprise group or business- 3%
Elected Councillor (Local Authority,
Town or Parish / Community Cllr) - 14%

Town / Parish / Community Council- 5%

School / education facility - 1%

Local Authority - 6%

National charity - 2%

Local charity - 12%

Community / voluntary group - 21%

Individual (aged 18 or over) - 36%

Figure 2 - What age group do you belong to?

75 or older

18 - 24
25-34

35-44

65-74

55-64

45-54
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What types of project should the Fund support?
Almost 47% of people surveyed favoured
supporting environmental and wildlife projects.
This was closely followed by a response rate of
45% for both community building provision /
improvements and grants for social and
community enterprise initiatives. Projects
targeted towards parks and open spaces also
received strong backing (44%) as did sports and
recreation schemes (41%) and job creation /
apprenticeships (41%).

“Applications should be judged
according to the local benefits the
projects will provide and evidence
of local need and support.”

Figure 3 - What types of projects should the
Fund support?
Environmental and
wildlife projects - 47%
Community building provision and
improvements - 45%
Social and community enterprise
initiatives - 45%
Parks / open space provision
and improvements - 44%
Sports and recreation - 41%

Sample response 1

Job creation / apprenticeships - 41%
Figure 3 shows that all projects received some local
support and one respondent suggested that a yearly
‘theme’ for projects could be appropriate.

Local events or festivals - 34%
Career development / education /
training - 33%

“Without doubt, any community
fund should be seen to be
distributed equitably and to the
benefit of the local community.
To some extent theming the
distribution of the fund is worth
consideration with each year having a
different focus.”
Sample response 2

Local heritage projects - 33%
Renewable and energy
efficiency initiatives - 30%
Maritime / coastal safety
projects - 29%
Tourism - 25%
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Who should be eligible to apply?
The survey results indicate a clear preference
for the Fund to support local voluntary and
community groups, with over 87% selecting
this option. This is followed by almost 74% in
favour of supporting local charities.

Funding for school and education facilities
was also well received (48%) as was
supporting Social Enterprises (47%) and
projects being delivered by Town and Parish
Councils (44%).

Only 26% of respondents felt that support
should be given to statutory organisations.
National charities received the lowest level of
support, being selected by only 19% of
respondents.

Figure 4 - What types of group should be eligible to apply?
Social Enterprises / CIC’s etc. - 47%
Schools or education facilities - 48%
Town Councils or Parish Councils - 44%
Statutory organisations - 26%
Local voluntary / community groups - 87%
National charities
(delivering local services) - 19%
Local branches of national charities - 31%
Local charities - 74%

“Funds should go to groups
that can show they will reach
the largest number of local
people.”

“I think that funding like this can provide unique and otherwise non-existent
opportunities for community benefit by empowering local people and
organisations to deliver projects that they know will work through years of
built up experience.”

Sample response 1

Sample response 2
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Should the Fund support capital and / or revenue projects?
The survey results show a very clear
preference for funding to be made
available for both capital and revenue
funding (70% of respondents).

“The benefits from this fund
need to be sustainable and long
lasting, supporting the local
communities and economy
into the future rather than just
providing small grants that will have no
lasting impact on the area.”

27% of respondents favoured supporting
solely capital schemes and only 3% felt
the funding would be best utilised for
revenue only projects.

One recurring comment was that the Fund
was an opportunity to support projects that
would provide a legacy for the future
(whether referring to capital or revenue
grants).

Figure 5 - Should the Fund support capital or
revenue funding?
Capital only
Revenue only

Sample response 1

Both

“I think that there should be
a tangible legacy from the
Fund (i.e. something has been
built or improved) and that the
sustainability of the project
should be considered.”
Sample response 2

What size of grants should be available?
Over 86% of respondents indicated that the
Fund should award medium grants between
the range of £5,000 and £50,000. 65% of
people surveyed supported a Fund that

awarded small grants between £500 and
£5,000. Support for large projects between
£50,000 and £100,000 was lower at 43%,
and support for flagship projects (projects

over £100,000) was lower still at 25%. The
survey therefore clearly shows that a Fund
offering grants up to £50,000 is considered
to be the priority by respondents.

Figure 6 - What size of grants should be available?
Small projects (£500 -£5,000) - 65%
Medium projects (£5,000 -£50,000) - 86%
Large projects (£50,000 -£100,000) - 43%
Flagship projects (over £100,000) - 25%

“We are keen to see a wide
distribution of the funding rather
than a few headline grabbing
projects.”
Sample response 1

“Smaller charities find it more
challenging securing funding as
they lack the expertise and ability
to go through the process. It
would help if application support
could be made available as part of the
process, or the process is made very easy.”
Sample response 2

“It would be great to have one
or two major impact projects
supported and then a mix of
mid and some small, but not
micro as this has a limited
impact.”
Sample response 3
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Should match
funding be required?

Figure 7 - Should applicants be required to secure
match funding?

When asked if groups applying to the Fund
should be required to secure other sources of
match funding for their projects a clear
preference was shown by respondents. Almost
7 out of every 10 respondents believe that
match funding should be required. The majority
of respondents (56%) thought that match
funding should be required in some cases.

Yes in all cases
Yes in some cases
No

“This funding could be used
to draw down more funding.
So match funding is a good
requirement to bring more
money into the area.”
Sample response 1

Respondents were able to provide additional
comments relating to what level of match
funding would be appropriate and in what
circumstances. As we would expect, the
feedback was varied (ranging from 1% - 75%
match funding required) but some consistent
themes could be drawn.

Numerous responders felt that a scale of
required match funding would be the fairest
approach. In simplest terms, this could be
that smaller projects require a lower
contribution than larger schemes. Some
respondents favoured a more complicated
approach where many factors (e.g. size of the
project, level of grant requested, type of
project, other available funding, type of

“It depends on the size of the project. I think prescribing a set % may be too
prescriptive and then exclude some worthy causes from being successful.
For smaller projects I don’t think match funding should always be required
if the project can be shown to have community engagement / support and
demonstrate a benefit to the local area.”

organisation) are all taken into account and
the level of match funding needed is decided
on a case-by-case basis.
Of the respondents who favoured a more
prescriptive approach to match funding
where a defined level is required for all
projects, the most popular response range
was between 20% and 40%.

“Needs to be considered on a
case by case basis dependent
on size of project.”
Sample response 2

Sample response 1
One key point that was made by numerous respondents was that in-kind contributions should be considered as match funding.

“I don’t think there should be an
amount or % put on it, equally
it shouldn’t be restricted to
financial match funding where
there is clear indication that a
group has match funding in kind.”

“I think this requires a quite sophisticated approach, depending on the scale
and type of project involved. Smaller projects might in general be expected
to contribute a smaller percentage. Larger projects might be expected to
match, but match funding could come in a variety of forms, including
volunteering, and land or buildings contributions.”
Sample response 2

Sample response 1

What happens next?
GrantScape will meet with key stakeholders, including Local
Authorities and voluntary and community infrastructure
organisations, to discuss the Fund in more detail.
This is anticipated to be around November 2015.

GrantScape will also hold a series of local public exhibitions to allow
local people to find out more about the Fund. GrantScape expects to
hold these in early 2016. Full details of these events will be widely
circulated.

Contact us
To find out more about Walney Extension Offshore Wind Farm:
• Call the freephone Project information line on 0800 111 4478
(9am to 5pm, Mon-Fri, with an answer phone facility to take calls outside
of these hours)
• Email the enquiries address:
walneyextension@dongenergy.co.uk
• Visit the website: www.walneyextension.co.uk

To find out more about the Community Benefit Fund:
• Call: 01908 247634
• Email: wecf@grantscape.org.uk
• Visit the website: www.grantscape.org.uk/fund/wecf/
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