Inter-Organizational Relationships and Evaluation Practices
There is a significant positive relationship between congregations and FBOs that practice evaluation processes in all three interorganizational relationships. This is strong evidence that the effectiveness of one’s program is closely tied to the group’s willingness to self-evaluate and, also closely connected, to keep good records. The majority of these categories rated “gauge success of program” and “program evaluation” as the top two practices. 
What is the relationship between inter-organizational relationships and evaluation practices for Congregations?


There is a significant positive relationship between congregations that have


a.  Cooperative partnerships and the following:

· Gauge success of program (r=.223, p=.000)

· Program evaluation (r=.217, p=.000)

· Methods of evaluation (r=.157, p=.009)

· Evaluation input (r=.181, p=.004)

· Program marketing evaluation results (r=.163, p=.008).

b.  Coordinated partnerships and the following:

· Gauge success of program (r=.217, p=.000)

· Program evaluation (r=.165, p=.000)

· Evaluation Input (r=.190, p=.002)

· Record keeping (r=.130,p=.037).

c.  Collaborative partnerships and the following:

· Evaluation Input (r=.154, p=.013)

· Program marketing evaluation results (r=.131,p=.035)

· Record keeping (r=.171,p=.006).

For FBOs?       


There is a significant positive relationship between FBOs that have

a.  Cooperative partnerships and the following:



· Gauge success of program (r=.323, p=.000)

· Program evaluation (r=.227, p=.000)

· Methods of evaluation (r=.347, p=.009)

· Evaluation input (r=.238, p=.000)

· Program marketing evaluation results (r=.187, p=.001)

· Record keeping (r=.262, p=.000).

b.  Coordinated partnerships and the following:

· Gauge success of program (r=.206, p=.000)

· Methods of evaluation (r=.287, p=.000)

· Evaluation input (r=.256, p=.000)

· Record keeping (r=.137,p=.021)

· Program marketing evaluation results (r=.215,p=.000).

c.  Collaborative partnerships and the following:

· Gauge success of program (r=.148, p=.011)

· Program evaluation (r=.199, p=.000)

· Methods of evaluation (r=.186, p=.001)

· Evaluation input (r=.200, p=.000).

