THE FUTURE OF THE
GRAND BARGAIN

Findings of the survey
November 2020

In September and October 2020, the Grand Bargain Secretariat carried out two separate surveys to
contribute to the consultations on the future of the Grand Bargain by addressing some of the
knowledge gaps and providing quantitative data on the views of Signatories and non-Signatories.
The survey was organised with the intent of measuring some key variables (such as priorities, future
added value of the Grand Bargain...) in absolute terms and against two control variables
(constituency, seniority as a proxy for political engagement). Variables are measured through
different individual questions, which then are re-aggregated to score the variable itself.
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The survey offered binary options to present a clear quantitative analysis of the final findings. The
constituency consultations in November 2020 will therefore build on the findings of the survey to
unpack them further, and also on the suggestions by ODI from June 2020. Following the constituency
consultations, the Facilitation Group will develop a proposal on the future of the Grand Bargain for
discussion with the Signatories in early 2021.

