Given the wide range of outcomes intended in the programme (natural, economic, social and wellbeing), are there any certain outcomes/benefits you may prioritise/concentrate more when it comes to the value for money evaluation?
Proposals should cover the full range of programme outcomes but we are particularly interested in responses for the value for money evaluation on nature conservation and restoration, nature based solutions, jobs and skills and organisational resilience.

Can you share learnings from GRCF R1 Evaluation? Or are any findings publicly available?
The first report that we will publish on the findings from the GRCF R1 evaluation is not yet finalised, and so we do not have any findings publicly available at present. We are able to share the evaluation framework – see below.

Can you share the scope of the R1 evaluation? Specifically the research questions explored and/or the methodology.
More detail of the evaluation framework for round one is provided in the attached document. Further details of the research questions and methodology would be provided at the successful supplier at inception stage. We are expecting that there are differences in research questions and methods between rounds one and two.

Is data being collected on all outcomes and outputs in Annex A? If so, is this collected from projects by the National Heritage Memorial Fund/National Lottery Heritage Fund in aggregated form?
Data collection for the outputs from projects is currently being collected by The National Lottery Heritage Fund and will be made available to the successful supplier. Details of the data requirement that the National Lottery Heritage Fund have sent to projects (funded in round two) is provided in the attached document. Outcomes data for round one is being collected by the round one evaluation supplier and we’d expect a similar arrangement for round two.

Would you expect the evaluator to include all projects, or a sample of projects?
In key quantitative phases (eg. the profile of funded projects and value for money assessment) we expect the evaluator to include all projects. In other part of the specification, suppliers may wish to propose sampling methodology (eg. case studies)

Is there a theory of change that can be shared?
This is included in the attached document.

What do you mean by ‘light touch’ with regards to process evaluation?
The process evaluation should be a lesser element of this work that the impact and value for money aspects of the evaluation.

Process has formed part of the round one evaluation. For round two, the process evaluation can focus on the operating context specific to round two, and the elements of the application process that were different from round one.

