Review of Findings

Chart shows HFPG’s (©) percentile rank among all
foundations in the comparative set as well as the
percentile rank of the median community foundation (@).

Grantee Perception
Report®

Percentile L
Oth 25th 50th 75th 100th Description
Impact on the Communit Grantees were asked to rate the foundation’s impact on
P y + their local communities.
Impact on the Field Grantees were asked to rate the foundation’s impact on
P #> their fields.
Impact on the Grantee Grantees were asked to rate the foundation’s impact on
Organization * their organizations.
Satisfaction Grantees were asked to rate their satisfaction with their
® ¢ funder.
This summary includes grantee ratings of foundation
Interactions ® & fairness, responsiveness, and grantee comfort approaching
the foundation if a problem arises.
Clarity of Communication Grantees were asked to rate the clarity of the foundation’s
of Goals and Strategy ¢ ¢ communication of its goals and strategy.
This summary includes the frequency of provision and
Non-Monetary Assistance P ratings of helpfulness of 14 individual activities, including
management and field-related assistance.
Assistance Securing This summary includes the frequency of provision of
Funding from Other #. foundation assistance in obtaining funding from other
Sources sources, and ratings of the impact of those efforts.
Selection Process Grantees were asked to rate the helpfulness of the
® foundation’s selection process for their organizations.
Reporting and Evaluation Grantee_s v,vere ask_ed to rate the h_elpfulness of the _
® P foundation’s reporting and evaluation processes for their
Processes organizations.
Dollar Return on Grantee Th|§ summary is caIcuIaFed by dl\(ldlng the dollar value .of
Administrative Hours @ individual grants by the time required of grantees to fulfill

the foundation’s administrative requirements.
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