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1- Applications and grants

Round 7 of CBF was excluded from ratio of successful application as not all submitted applications were completely assesset
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 Bright Ideas Trade Up
Community 

Business Fund

Applications 1299 646 1696

Successful Applications 147 209 158

Unsuccessful Applications 1152 437 1538

Ratio of Successful Applications 11% 32% 9%

Value of Grants £1,511,150.00 £999,227.00 £28,301,415.38



2- Successful applicants by region

Standard deviation of contrast value between successful and unsuccessful applicants by region is the same for BI and TU and double for CBF
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2- Successful applicants by region

Successful  applications Unsuccessful  applicationsSuccessful  applications Unsuccessful  applications Successful  applications Unsuccessful  applications



3- Successful applicants by Index of Multiple Deprivation (IMD) decile

IMD graphs represent only 75% of applicants. The 25% not recorded data varies across programmes (42%, 49%,1% of BI, TU, CBF respectively is not recorded)
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4- Successful applicants by sector (%)

Standard deviation of contrast values between successful and unsuccessful applicants by sector is nearly the same for BI and CBF while its double for TU
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4- Successful applicants by sector (N)
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5- Successful applicants by impact area

Standard deviation of contrast values between successful and unsuccessful applicants by impact area is nearly the same for BI and CBF while it is double for TU
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6- Successful applicants by legal structure (%)

Standard deviation of contrast values between successful and unsuccessful applicants by legal structure is the same for the three programmes
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6- Successful applicants by legal structure (N)
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7- Timeline
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8- Bright Ideas
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9- Trade Up

Graphs above reflects only include Round 3 data which represents 36% of all applicants
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10- Community Business Fund

Graphs above reflects only applications that were shortlisted and considered in the second stage of assessment (i. e. 200 shortlisted applications, 150 successful applicants, 50 unsuccessful applicants)
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