EWG Guide Survey Findings
Summary of 33 responses
33 respondents, but with incompletes 25 

· 75% African; Other responses from India, Indonesia, Brazil, Peru and US/UK

· Mainly Christian respondents though a few responses Hindu

Section 1- Why should faith groups care about evidence?
Does this page answer why faith groups should care about evidence?

Yes (100 percent of the respondents) 
· 25% (6/24) had questions about the contents. Summary of questions:
· “The page should include a theological basis for using evidence. For example, while accountability is important - most faith communities are inspired and draw their convictions from theological underpinning” 
· “A bit more could be said under 3. Reach about inclusivity of services or study populations toward other faiths (ie. we do not just study or care about our own faith group)”, 
· Again, we should have some strategic goal concerning the work being done, if it is improving lives, or delivering service to spread one’s faith, hope, and love. What is it in the work exactly that they are doing? 

Section 2- How does faith shape our understanding of evidence? 

· The majority or over 80 percent of the respondents said that the “how does faith shape our understanding of evidence?” page answers how faith shapes our understanding of evidence. 
Missing information:
· A little bit more needs to be included regarding the faith-inspired tools for measuring outcome or impact evaluation. Tools would include measuring attitude changes and some way to measure convictions, faith and trust. Spiritual tools that measure the softer expectations/outcomes

· More could be said about protecting vulnerable groups from exploitation in data collection. Also doing interventions without an evidence base (unproven interventions).
· Faith may look at different kinds of result, such as, becoming closer to God, greater attendance at church, help in relationships, but evidence must be able to be measured independently of the faith perspective and deal with collecting accurate data. 
· Over 75 percent of organisations surveyed currently collect information on specific faith-inspired metrics (for example hope, trust, love, relationships etc ). 

Do you collect metrics about the differences they make?
· Over 90 percent of the respondents said they do collect metrics about the differences they make. 
· Who is the data collected for? And how is it shared? Out of the nine responses, only three were relevant to the question asked and the common theme among these responses is that data are collected for program interventions, to inspire and provide practitioners and is mostly shared among partners through reports. 
Only eight of the 29 of the respondents who answered the next question said that the challenges in defining, gathering, and sharing this kind of data are the theoretical nature of the faith-metrics, technicality of the language, access to places, having the right parameters to measure, and indentifying quantitative evidence in an area that is personal (that of faith and spirituality in members of a particular community). 
· In what ways does your faith affect (or inform) your data collection, measurement of data, or your desired outcomes
· Three said “positive” suggesting that faith positively affects  or informs their data related work. 

· “The metrics and variables used in data collection will be informed by my faith. Interpretation of data will be influenced by beliefs; measurement of the data is more informed by statistics rather than faith.” 

· What can be inferred from this finding is that most respondents do get affected or informed by their faith in their data related activities and there was no respondents who said “none or neutral.” The positive dimension of the faith’s effect weighs more in the responses. 

Section 3- How can faith groups get started or get better at collecting and using evidence? 

Nearly 90 percent of the respondents said was helpful in describing what a theory of change is and how to develop one.
· Over half, around 60 percent of the respondents worked with a theory of change 
· Over sixty percent of the respondents said faith groups interested in beginning or improving their evidence collection processes need other information. This finding suggests that the information provided on the guide as well as widely available data is not sufficient and therefore further research and update of the information available is necessary. 
· Examples of what non-quantifiable information/data would count as evidence and how to measure, especially faith-inspired/qualitative data information that is credible to the larger international community.

· Continued sensitization for why we need faith inspired metrics and how to measure these effectively

· Broader perspective including capacity building and evidence in decision making and impact analysis

· More examples, collection of best practices from different organizations
· It’s off-putting to use Theory of Change. We need a section on how to decide what to measure and how to develop goal-setting.  
· Collect suggestions, comments, criticisms about the work, then you can compile percentages of the people who think a certain way.
What do you find is most helpful about the six resources shared in the library?
· Examples of data collection, relevant, diverse subjects covered, different types of data collection and styles and systematic presentation

How would these resources help you improve the quality of evidence in your organisation?

· The Guide is a one-stop shop to learn about the resources available

· Potentially adaptable for own purpose

· Insight into aspects of measurement not previously considered

· Help with holistic training and building capacity of people collecting information and provide them with tools.

· Improvement of amount and quality of data collected 

· Adding professionalism and scientific tools and methods of collecting evidence for faith based grassroots work.

· Of the six resources in the library, which would be of most interest to you and your organisation?
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· This suggests that the CRS, URI and Tearfund reports are respectively relevant to most of the members and similar resources should be uploaded.
Would you share this guide with any of your colleagues?
· Six said yes they would and one said “with some changes.” 
Are you using other tools that would be beneficial to share with others?

· Six respondents noted they would share a tool (these persons will be sent follow up)
What additional information, guidance, or tools would help make your work for the wellbeing of your community more effective?

· Five respondents answered 
Common themes included information about confidentiality, protecting the vulnerable in research, going beyond clinical information, cross-referencing, and theologically rooted tools. 
Any additional comments? 
· Two other respondents appreciated the survey and the whole EWG work. 
· The content of the EWG resources and guidelines were useful to respondents, one respondent saying there is a “definite need for tools like this that encourage faith communities on learning, evaluation and to document good practices or lessons learned” and another respondent from Indonesia describing it as “very well-done work, with good examples and narrative. We'd love to know when it is completed so we can pass along to partners here in Indonesia.”
Overall, the major finding of this survey is that the current contents and presentation of the EWG is useful and is liked by most of the respondents. One major area of change or improvement would be the need to conduct further research and include more and detailed information for faith groups that are interested in beginning or improving their evidence collection processes. 
