4.3 Logic model for funders’ policy and practice influence
			Situation / the problem we want to solve (why funders want to influence policy and practice)
Funders want our funding to make the best differences to (vulnerable) people and
communities in Scotland. But we are not always able to do that because the projects we (want
to) fund are not always designed or delivered in a way that is informed by good evidence. Or
because the context in which we fund policy-making or practice by others (such as Government
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or other organisations working in the same field) gets in the way and stops us achieving the best
outcomes. Or because we ourselves as funders do not/are unable to make decisions informed
by evidence.
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