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The following information provides a snapshot of aspects of ATE evaluations, as reported by ATE grantees on the 2015 ATE survey.

The findings reflect activities in 2014.

Type of Evaluator
84% of projects had an external evaluator.
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19% of grants reported having both an internal and external evaluator.

Interaction between Evaluators and Project Leaders
41% of project leaders interacted with their evaluators occasionally
(i.e., more often than quarterly and as much as monthly).
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Type of Evaluation Report
40% of projects received both written and oral evaluation reports.

Both None Written Oral
21% 9%
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Evaluation Use
Project leaders who received reports in both oral and written forms reported

more use of their evaluation results than those who received just one type:
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