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Section 1: Offshore wind communities

1 In the context of offshore wind development, what or who or where do you consider the relevant communities to be?
Please give us your views.:

Those who work and live in the local area nearest to the development would be the most relevant communities. Additionally, there are communities of
interest which could be a combination of people who use the marine space, be that community groups, social enterprises or environmental groups.
There should also be the inclusion of people who live near the connections to these offshore developments, be that construction and shipping, where the
turbines are built and developed and any infrastructure that is used during development and operation of the offshore development.

2 When defining the relevant communities to receive benefits from offshore wind development, which factors should be considered, and by
whom? Are there any factors which are most important, and why?

Please give us your views.:

There must be the development of a standardised approach to identifying the relevant communities that developers and government are engaging with.
At the starting point for engagement would be community organisations such as social enterprises, SCIOs, CICs, Development Trusts, community councils
and local authorities. Resources should be going into areas of deprivation, where capacity to do unpaid voluntary work is lower, allowing the area to grow
and have a direct representative.

Section 1: Maximising the impact of community benefits from offshore wind developments

3 Who should decide how offshore wind community benefits are used (decision-makers)? Are there any groups, organisations or bodies you
feel should have a formal role in this?

Please give us your views.:

The above-mentioned groups should have control over how funds are allocated democratically. If the area in question is so large it involves multiple
groups, then a panel should be created of those groups to decide - elected by the groups highlighted in the previous answer. If there was a creation of a
national fund, then an organisation with a nation-wide remit should manage the fund and have the fund used to tackle inequalities to ensure a just
transition throughout Scotland.

4 What are the best ways to ensure that decision-makers truly reflect and take into account the needs and wishes of communities when
determining how community benefits are used?

Please give us your views.:

The decision-makers mentioned should be a part of or represent the communities. There should not be a division of decider and community member.
Those community organisations who makes these decisions should be constituted community bodies, such as social enterprises and should be
representative of the community. Additionally, ensuring that funds are used in ways that truly reflect community needs requires strong oversight
mechanisms.

A periodic review of funding decisions by selected community members would help maintain transparency and accountability. Additionally, incorporating
a government auditing role—like the approach taken in Ireland—would provide an extra layer of scrutiny. Mandatory reporting on fund usage would
further ensure that spending aligns with its intended purpose.

Spending decisions should be guided by local community and place plans, ensuring that projects directly address the priorities identified by residents. In
areas where no such plans exist, extensive community consultation should take place to determine key spending priorities. This approach guarantees

that resources are allocated in a way that is both relevant and beneficial to the community.

For long-term sustainability, community groups should have access to reliable, regular funding rather than relying on short-term, one-off grants. This
stability would allow them to plan and invest in long-term initiatives that bring lasting benefits to their local areas.

If a regional or national fund is established to manage a portion of the available resources, it must be clearly demonstrated that all spending decisions
align with the needs and priorities of the specific communities where the funds will be used. This ensures that resources remain community-focused and
do not become detached from local interests.

We've recommend looking at our member Isle of Gigha Heritage Trust and their Community Fund as an example of good practise.

5 What could be done to help maximise the impact of community benefits from offshore wind? What does good look like?

Please give us your views.:



To achieve the maximum from community benefit there would need to be clear regulation from UK Government mandating community benefit from
developers. We would also support the move from community benefit to community ownership so that the local area has final say and could decide
where additional benefit could be sent. From the Scottish Government's perspective, they could fund and provide posts for community benefit officers
that could go into local communities and help with negotiations, go directly to communities effected by developments, and inform them of what should
be provided to them. These officers must be given strong resources to allow the community to engage in future developments with less assistance.
Providing communities with access to legal and financial expertise at a reduced fee would help them make the most of their investments. With
professional guidance, community groups could navigate complex regulations, manage funds effectively, and ensure their projects deliver maximum
impact. This support would strengthen local initiatives and improve long-term financial sustainability.

Community groups already contribute significantly to the local economy by directing much of their revenue into local businesses and services. To
reinforce this positive impact, communities could explicitly outline in their funding objectives a strong preference for hiring local contractors, consultants,
and designers wherever possible. This approach would not only keep economic benefits within the community but also help build local capacity and
create jobs, whilst additionally aligning with the new Community Wealth Building Bill and seeing a potential increase in the number of social enterprises
that operate in these areas, which would also align with the IDBM report.

6 How do you think directing community benefits towards larger scale, longer term, or more complex projects would affect the potential
impact of community benefits from offshore wind?

Please give us your views. :

There would need to be direct engagement with the community and consultation at large to ensure that any long-term project would provide revenue to
create a more resilient community, jobs, and new opportunities for social enterprises.

7 To what extent do you agree or disagree that a regional and/or national approach to delivering community benefits would be an
appropriate way to address geographical dispersal of development and multiple communities?

Please explain your answer.:

We support the need for a nationally coordinated approach to community wealth building as part of a just energy transition. This should take the form of
a national fund dedicated to supporting local community projects, rather than regional or national initiatives, which should have separate funding
streams. By focusing on local projects, this fund would ensure that resources directly benefit communities and strengthen their long-term economic
resilience.

A national fund would also promote a fairer distribution of resources across Scotland, preventing disparities in funding availability. Some communities,
particularly those without direct access to renewable developments, might otherwise struggle to secure financial support. To be effective, this fund must
be separate from and additional to any local or regional community benefit arrangements, ensuring that all communities receive equitable opportunities
for investment.

Every community should have access to finance for wealth-building initiatives, whether that means establishing local businesses, developing affordable
housing, or investing in renewable energy projects. These opportunities should not be restricted only to communities located near renewable energy
developments, but instead be available to all, allowing every part of Scotland to benefit from sustainable economic growth.

8 Are you aware of any likely positive or negative impacts of the Good Practice Principles on any protected characteristics or on any other
specific groups in Scotland, particularly: businesses; rural and island communities; or people on low-incomes or living in deprived areas?

Please explain your answer and provide supporting evidence if available. :

The GPP have the potential to help communities and developers negotiate fairer and more proportionate community benefit packages. If successfully
implemented, they would positively impact rural and island communities, people on low incomes, and those in deprived areas—especially those facing
rural and regional disadvantage, as highlighted in the HIE 2022 report. Ensuring that benefits are distributed more equitably would strengthen economic
resilience in these communities.

Local and community businesses would also benefit, as community groups tend to reinvest their funds locally. On average, 70% of community energy
groups’ expenditure stays within their local economy, supporting jobs, services, and business growth. Strengthening community benefit agreements
would enhance this economic cycle, increasing opportunities for local social enterprises.

If the Good Practice Principles include a recommendation for developers to contribute to a Scottish Community Wealth Fund, and this is implemented,
the impact would be even broader. This would extend benefits to all communities, including those in elevated levels of deprivation that currently do not
receive direct community benefit payments. Such an approach would ensure that community wealth-building reaches those who need it most, regardless
of their proximity to renewable developments.

Section 1: Determining appropriate levels of community benefits from offshore wind

9 In your view, what would just and proportionate community benefits from offshore wind developments look like in practice?
Please give us your views. :

There must be a clear and mandatory level of community benefit from offshore development, this cannot be set at £x for xGW. This must be a percentage
of the revenue created by the development. As suggested by Community Energy Scotland, we agree with their recommendations of 5% of their gross
revenue.



10 What processes and guidance would assist communities and offshore wind developers in agreeing appropriate community benefits
packages?

Please give us your views.:

Question 5 has answers to this question.
Section 1: Shared ownership of offshore wind developments

11 What do you see as the potential of shared ownership opportunities for communities from offshore wind developments?
Please explain your answer.:

We would be fully supportive of schemes to increase the shared ownership of these developments with communities. Ownership has the strongest
benefits to our communities. For the community there is secure long-term revenue streams, a certainty that profit will be retained locally and used in
their area, which could support the growth of social enterprise, and has an increase in choice and say in the energy market that is so desperately needed.

12 Thinking about the potential barriers to shared ownership of offshore wind projects, what support could be offered to communities and
developers to create opportunities and potential models, and for communities to take up those opportunities?

Please give us your views.:

Creating a publicly available, up-to-date map or online portal for renewable energy planning applications would improve transparency and accessibility.
This resource should clearly indicate the stage of development for each project and provide contact details for the designated community liaison. By
making this information easily available, communities would be better equipped to engage with developers and influence local projects from an early
stage.

To ensure communities can fully participate in shared ownership (SO) opportunities, proactive teams should reach out to them as early as possible in the
planning process. Early engagement would allow communities to explore potential benefits, secure necessary support, and make informed decisions
about their involvement. This approach would help maximize local benefits and strengthen community influence over renewable energy developments.

A national awareness campaign on shared ownership would further enhance understanding and participation. Featuring case studies of successful

shared ownership projects would demonstrate the tangible benefits for communities, inspiring more local groups to get involved. By showcasing positive
examples, the campaign could build public confidence and encourage wider adoption of shared ownership models across Scotland.

Section 2: Extending the scope of the good practice principles

1a Which of the following onshore technologies should be in scope for the Good Practice Principles?

Wind, Solar, Hydro power (including pumped hydro storage), Hydrogen, Battery storage, Heat networks, Bioenergy, Carbon Capture, Utilisation and
Storage (CCUS), Negative Emissions Technologies (NETSs), Electricity transmission

1b Please explain your reasons for the technologies you have selected or not selected and provide evidence where available.
Please give us your views.:
n/a

2 Should the same Good Practice Principles apply in a standard way across all the technologies selected, or should the Good Practice
Principles be different for different technologies?

Please explain the reasons for your answer and provide evidence where available. :

For the case of ease and simplicity GPP should apply in standard across all technologies and energies mentioned. There must be assurances that
regardless of technology that communities are correctly engaged with.

Section 2: Improving the good practice principles

3 Do improvements need to be made to how eligible communities are identified?
Please explain your answer and provide supporting evidence if available.:

Communities across Scotland should have access to finance for community wealth-building initiatives, ensuring long-term local prosperity. However,
contributions from developers to a Scottish Community Wealth Fund must remain separate and additional to local community benefit packages. Keeping
these funding streams distinct would ensure that national-level support does not come at the expense of direct local benefits.

While community benefits are already separate from compensation payments, it is crucial to maintain a clear distinction between local community
benefit contributions and those allocated to a national fund. This separation is essential to guarantee that communities hosting infrastructure projects
receive fair and direct rewards for their role.



Maintaining this clarity would also prevent any perception—or reality—of local funds being redirected to other areas. A transparent approach would help
build trust, ensuring that hosting communities feel properly valued while still allowing for national-level investment in broader community
wealth-building efforts. Please see Q4 in the above section on offshore for further detail of groups and community definition.

4 Should more direction be provided on how and when to engage communities in community benefit opportunities, and when arrangements
should take effect?

Please explain your answer and provide evidence/examples of good practice where available.:

Yes, GPP should be recommending developers should take a proactive approach to engaging with communities, ensuring that the right organisations and
individuals are involved from the outset. Rather than relying on passive consultation, they should actively identify key stakeholders and work closely with
them to define the relevant communities and agree on a fair and meaningful community benefit package.

Key organisations for initial engagement should include community anchor organisations, development trusts, and other incorporated community
development bodies such as SCIOs, CICs and other social enterprises.

Community councils, enterprise agencies, and local authorities should also be consulted to ensure a broad and representative discussion. Particular
attention should be given to communities hosting ports that service the offshore wind sector, as they play a crucial role in the industry’s development.

To enable full participation, dedicated resources should be allocated to cover the time of community development officers and support engagement in
consultation events. This is especially important in more deprived communities, where reliance on unpaid volunteers can limit their ability to participate
effectively. Providing financial and logistical support would ensure that all communities, regardless of capacity, have a genuine voice in shaping the
benefits of renewable developments

5 How could the Good Practice Principles help ensure that community benefits schemes are governed well?
Please explain your answer and provide evidence/examples of good practice where available.:
Please see above section from offshore across questions 3, 4 and 5.

6 How could the Good Practice Principles better ensure that community benefits are used in ways that meet the needs and wishes of the
community?

Please explain your answer and provide evidence/examples of good practice where available.:
Please see above section from offshore across questions 3,4 and 5

7 What should the Good Practice Principles include on community benefit arrangements when the status of a new or operational energy
project changes?

Please give us your views. :

Community Benefit should be reviewed and should rise to the good practice at the time of the status change. There must be re-engagement with the
community in these instances as there could be a renegotiation of the current package the community receives. Control and governance of the
community benefit fund should be entrusted to a local community organisation if it has the necessary capacity and governance structures to manage the
fund effectively. Where required, this organisation could work alongside a specialist fund management body to ensure proper oversight. Crucially,
spending decisions should be fully devolved to a board of community representatives, ensuring that funds are directed according to local priorities and
needs.

Additionally, each community should be allocated a Community Benefit Champion to support them in maximising the impact of their funds. (Please
provide the points from offshore question 5) This role would help communities navigate funding processes, strengthen governance, and ensure that
benefits are distributed fairly and effectively.

8 Should the Good Practice Principles provide direction on coordinating community benefit arrangements from multiple developments in the
same or overlapping geographic area? If so, what could this include?

Please explain your answer and provide evidence/examples of good practice where available.:

If the community wishes to do this then GPP should provide direction. There must be a point of contact between the community and Scottish
Government who can coordinate with the developer over community benefit.

9 What improvements could be made to how the delivery and outcomes of community benefit arrangements are measured and reported?
Please give us your views.:

The Scottish Government should push the UK Government to introduce a formal requirement for developers to record and report on community benefit
schemes. The UK could follow Ireland’s example, where the Sustainable Energy Authority maintains a Community Benefit Fund National Register to track
mandatory community benefit payments. To ensure clarity, in-kind benefits—such as local job creation—should be reported separately from direct
financial contributions, preventing any confusion between different types of support.



Scotland’s Community Benefits and Shared Ownership Register should be regularly updated to ensure accuracy and transparency. Adding clear
publication dates would help users understand the relevance and timelines of the data. Best practice case studies should also be given greater visibility,
making it easier for communities to learn from successful examples and apply similar approaches in their own areas.

To further improve accessibility, the register could include an interactive map displaying community benefit payments per capita across different wards in
Scotland. This would highlight areas that are not currently receiving adequate support and provide evidence for the need to establish a Scottish
Community Wealth Fund. Such a fund would ensure that all communities—regardless of location—can benefit from a fairer distribution of resources,
supporting both rural and urban areas alike.

10 In addition to the Good Practice Principles, what further support could be provided to communities and onshore developers to get the
most from community benefits?

Please explain your answer and provide evidence/examples of good practice where available.:
There must be structures in place to allow communities to build capacity to deal with developers. Please see Q5 in the offshore section for further details.

Section 2: Setting a funding benchmark

11 Do you think that the Good Practice Principles should continue to recommend a benchmark value for community benefit funding?
Yes
12a Should the benchmark value be the same or different for different onshore technologies?

Please explain your answer.:

The minimum payment benchmark for community benefits should be index-linked annually, ensuring that it keeps pace with inflation and rising energy
prices. The Scottish Government should publish this updated benchmark each year to provide transparency and accountability.

The previous recommendation of £5,000 per megawatt (MW) remained unchanged for 15 years, during which time its real value has eroded significantly.
To prevent further devaluation, both the national benchmark and project-specific benchmarks should automatically increase each year in line with
inflation. This would ensure that communities continue to receive fair and meaningful benefits from renewable developments over time.

12b How could we ensure a benchmark value was fair and proportionate for different technologies?

Please provide any evidence or data to support your preferred approach.:

We would suggest taking guidance from Community Energy Scotland on these specifics.

Section 2: Assessing impacts of the Good Practice Principles

13 Are you aware of any likely positive or negative impacts of the Good Practice Principles on any protected characteristics or on any specific
groups in Scotland, particularly: businesses; rural and island communities; or people on low-incomes or living in deprived areas?

Please explain your answer and provide supporting evidence if available.:
Please see section 8 in the offshore section of our response.
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