
ONLINE SURVEY SUMMARY 2013 - UKCPN 

The UKCPN conducted an online survey between March and October 2013, to gather the views of a 
wider cohort of community based organisations about the purpose and shape of a network and find 
out how it might best be conceived and run. Completed by 109 CPs, feedback endorsed the need for 
a network to share resources, and facilitate opportunities to meet with others. Although there was 
support for the network, capacity for participation was the main concern, with a recognition that 
community organisations must necessarily focus on their core aims.  

i. Of the 109 respondents, 71 wanted to join the jiscmail list – the key way UKCPN members 
can communication with one another, and be kept up-to-date. 
 

ii. Participants covered a range of activities with universities – the majority being student 
volunteer projects (43) and joint research projects (35). 

 
iii. Respondents represented mainly voluntary organisations (45), community led organisations 

or initiatives (7); social or community enterprises (10); consultants (7). 
 

iv. 54 respondents suggested they would like to participate in a UKCPN although 71 then asked 
to join the jiscmail list to be kept informed of developments. 
 

v. 38 were happy to help develop the network, 33 contribute resources to it, 46 keen to make 
use or test resources for community partners, and 33 were keen on advocacy work. 
 

vi. Respondents considered the most useful attribute of the network would be access to 
information sharing (66) and opportunities to link to others in same situation (61). Raising 
profile as community partner (51), guidance on practical issues (45) and mechanism to lobby 
(39) were also popular. One person thought it wasn’t a good idea to have a network at all. 
 

vii. Preferred ways of communicating where email list with digest (55) and regional network 
meetings (56). 
 

viii. We asked what types of CUP the network should serve. The majority said all forms of CUP 
(49); 38 said it should be universities providing their skills with the community (teaching, KE); 
22 research. 
 

ix. 49 people had things they would like to share. 
 

x. When asked what resources were missing, 37 people chose to respond. Coding their 
answers led to the following analysis: 8 people thought there should be a better contact point 
between universities and communities – with a clearer set of what’s on offer; 7 wanted more 
equitable funding for communities working with universities either on bids, or on projects; 5 
wanted help on how to work with universities, and 4 suggested universities needed support to 
work with communities. 
 

xi. There was interest in policy work – with 65 people wanting to participate in events with policy 
makers, universities and community groups; 58 were keen for resources to support their 
policy work, and 56 wanted to come to events with other cps to share feedback into policy 
consultations. 
 

xii. Although there was support for the network, capacity for participation was the main concern– 
with a recognition that community organisations must necessarily focus on their core aims. 

xiii.  
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