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Our December Quick Survey asked:

What’s top of your organisation’s Christmas wish-list?

Thank you to the 1338 people who responded.

The results were:

	Answer
	% of responses

	More funders giving core funding
	66%

	Lighter monitoring and reporting requirements
	3%

	Better sector infrastructure
	2%

	More volunteers
	5%

	Longer funding periods
	22%

	Other
	2%


Overview

By far the most common wish was for more core funding and for longer periods of funding, with nearly 9 out of 10 responses (88%) being related either to funding types or funding periods. Around two-thirds of participants stated that they wanted more funders to give core funding, and this was the single most common response to the survey question. 

DSC says…

We receive a huge amount of feedback from a wide range of organisations, and the options we decided on for this Quick Survey were chosen not just because they are some of the most common concerns we hear about, but because they are, to varying extents, outside of the immediate control of individual organisations.  
“Being good at what we do should be enough, reinventing things that work in order to attract funding is not only a waste of time, it dishonours the effort that went into delivering it the first time.”

It’s no surprise that voluntary sector organisations prefer core funding – it enables them to deliver the best service to their beneficiaries with flexibility, allowing them to respond to changing needs quickly and innovatively. But what they also need is stability – to know that they can guarantee support for their beneficiaries for more than a year at a time. 

What is perhaps most noticeable is the disparity between the needs reflected by respondents here, and the focus of current government policy towards the sector. Infrastructure and volunteers are way down on the list of priorities, and the importance of core funding conflicts with the policy of statutory funders to reduce their grant funding programmes in favour of contracts.

This highlights conversations we’ve had with a range of organisations around “contract versus grant funding”. Contracting to deliver public services can be seen to address the issue of longevity – but this comes at the cost of flexibility. 
“If we adhered to the conditions of our contract we wouldn’t be able to help anyone – but you can cheat the reporting, 3 years funding is 3 years funding”

The implementation of more detailed and specific contractual relationships restricts the ability of the delivering organisation to develop quick and critical responses to changing needs – the very characteristics that make voluntary sector organisations so appealing to statutory funders in the first place.
That is why DSC believes that voluntary sector organisations should be grant funded to do what they do best, not forced to contract because it is more financially secure.
APPENDICES

Appendix 1: Responses to survey question:  What’s top of your organisation’s Christmas wish list?
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Appendix 2: Comments left by participants who answered “other” to clarify what they meant by “other”

* Access to mainstream funding for core training – participant 7
* more non-core funding to do some really good work! – participant 92

* how to turn around the charity by letter writing and getting quick results etc. – participant 135
* More funders putting support packages in place to accompany their funding and investments. - Participant 160
* Clearer and more definite Criteria which does not change over night.! – participant 209
* my answer means funding for permanent staff – participant 221
* funds to be given to all communities – participant 242
* Better training for volunteers, including Board members – participant 307
and to fund what we are already successfully doing not something new – participant 363
* Wanted 'more funders giving core funding' as well – participant 370
also need more core funding – participant 408
* More trustees – participant 428
* Virtually all the above applies, but covering core costs is at the root of most things. We are hoping to tackle this in a more sustainable way in the coming year through developing our consultancy work. My new year work will be to seek new staff costs – participant 572
* Can I have it all? Otherwise more core funding please! – participant 576
* More core funding and longer funding periods – participant 627
* Finding more funders that would match our funding requirements - participant 631
* That internal planning would further increase efficiency – participant 658
* funding for core costs and not running costs - participant 684
* Fewer websites giving 'unbiased' information about charities - all of which need to be checked and all of which want slightly different information – participant 685
* Less in fighting within the community and voluntary sector – participant 739
* Funding for Feasibility and Sustainability studies – participant 782
* I took over a 'one woman show' as festival director. I woukd love to have help and support on 'how to build a team from nothing when you have been doing it all yourself for two years'... Any ideas/helpful suggestions? – participant 821
* Rolling funding – participant 858
* INFORMATION ABOUT FUNDS FOR WOMEN, CHILDREN AND YOUTH – participant 859
* art and children - participant 888
* growth of existing projects instead of new ones - participant 1019
* funding available for the fundraisers cost – participant 1181
* More funders responding to need as identified by groups, not the predetermined / prejudiced restrictive funding currently available. Let's free the lottery of political meddling! – participant 1249
supporting Black artists for the quality of the work – participant 1288
* Full cost recovery from statutory funders – participant 1330
* Reverse the balance of power and resources to community level – participant 1333
