RESEARCH QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE POLITICS OF EVIDENCE USE
Informed Consent: You are invited to participate in this research study. The purpose of this questionnaire is to collect information on participants’ views and experiences regarding the use of evidence, knowledge systems, and decision-making processes. Your participation is entirely voluntary. You may choose not to participate or to withdraw at any time, without any penalty or loss of benefits. Your responses will remain confidential. No personally identifiable information will be collected or published. Data will be presented only in aggregated form. There is no direct personal benefit, but your responses may contribute to a better understanding and to the improvement of policies and practices related to the use of evidence. The online version of the questionnaire is here
1. I agree to participate
2. I do not agree 
Section 1: Participants Profile/Characteristics
	S/N
	Questions & Filters
	Codes

	S1Q1
	Your role/position
1. Policymaker
2. Researcher
3. University Staff
4. NGO/CSO Staff
5. Teacher/practitioner 
6. Others: …………………………………………………………………………………
	|___|

	S1Q2
	Your country/region (where you are responding from) …………………………………………………….

	S1Q3
	Years of experience in research/policy
1. 0–5 years
2. 6–10 years
3. 6–10 years
4. 16+ years
	|___|

	S1Q4
	Your Gender
1. Male
2. Female
3. Prefer not to say
	|___|

	S1Q5
	What is your highest degree?
1. PhD/equivalent
2. Masters/equivalent
3. Bachelor/equivalent
4. Others: ………………………………………………………………………………….
	|___|

	S1Q6
	What is your first language?
1. English
2. French
3. Spanish
4. Others: ………………………………………………………………………………….
	|___|

	S1Q7
	Which of the following options best describes your main field of specialization?
	1. Public health
2. Economics / Development Economics
3. Statistics / Data Science
4. Environmental and Climate Sciences
5. Evidence synthesis / Knowledge synthesis
6. Education
	7. Health systems / Health policy
8. Indigenous knowledge systems / Community knowledge / MAE
9. Political Science / Public Policy
10. International Development
11. Sociology / Anthropology
12. Artificial Intelligence / Machine Learning (AI Expert)

	13. Other (please specify)



	


Section 2: Knowledge Sources and Evidence Use
	S/N
	Questions & Filters – some sources (refs) beneath the table
	Code

	S2Q1
	From your experience within the evidence space, list two (2) motivating/incentivizing factors of evidence use ……………………………………………………………………………………….

	S2Q2
	Still from your experience, can you list two (2) demotivating/disincentivizing factors of evidence use ….

	S2Q3
	From your networks and collaborations, list two to five enablers (initiatives) that support local evidence use ………………………………………………………….

	S2Q1
	Which sources of evidence do you generally trust more in decision-making? (Select all that apply)
1. Peer-reviewed research
2. Ministry or government reports
3. Local or indigenous knowledge
4. NGO or civil society reports
5. Other: …………………………………………………………………………………….
	|___|

	S2Q2
	Do you believe that peer-reviewed research is more trusted than local, indigenous, or grey literature in policy decisions in your context?
1. Yes         2. No
	|___|

	S2Q3: To what extent do you agree with the following statements? (Likert-scale: 1 = Strongly Disagree, 5 = Strongly Agree)

	S/N
	Questions or Items
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	A
	Local or indigenous knowledge is undervalued compared to peer-reviewed research.
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	B
	International or Global North research is considered more authoritative than local evidence.
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	C
	Evidence produced by my organization or local institutions is often ignored by external stakeholders.
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	D
	Participatory or co-produced research increases the trustworthiness of evidence.
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	E
	Mistrust in evidence reduces its use in policymaking.
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	F
	Peer-reviewed publications are generally perceived as more credible than government or NGO reports.
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	G
	Donor or funding priorities influence which types of evidence are used.
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	H
	Power dynamics affect whose knowledge is included in research and policy processes.
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	K
	Institutional reputation influences whether evidence is accepted or used.
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	L
	Language barriers (e.g., English vs local languages) limit the use of certain evidence sources.
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	M
	Political considerations sometimes outweigh evidence in policymaking decisions.
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	N
	There is sufficient capacity in my organization to assess and use diverse types of evidence.
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	O
	Integrating indigenous and scientific knowledge leads to better policy outcomes.
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|


Supported by Oliver et al. (2014); Parkhurst (2016); Nutley et al. (2017)
Section 3: Interpersonal and Institutional Evidence Use
	S3Q1: How much do you trust the following stakeholders’ evidence in your work or Decision Making? (Likert-scale: 1 = No trust, 2=Low trust, 3=Moderate trust, 4=High trust & 5 = Complete trust)

	S/N
	Questions & Filters – some sources (refs) beneath the table
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	A
	Academic researchers
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	B
	Government ministries
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	C
	NGOs / Civil society
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	E
	Local communities
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	F
	Donor organizations / funding agencies
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	J
	Media organizations (journalists, news outlets)
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	K
	International research collaborations / partnerships
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	M
	Community-based organizations (CBOs)
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	N
	Faith-based institutions/organizations
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	S3Q2
	Have you ever disregarded evidence due to distrust in the source?
	1. Yes 2. No 3. Can’t say
	

	S3Q3
	If yes, please briefly explain ………………………………………………………………………….


Supported by Oliver et al. (2014); Parkhurst (2016); Nutley et al. (2017)
Section 4: Knowledge Hierarchies and Epistemic Justice for evidence use 
	S/N
	Questions & Filters – some sources (refs) beneath the table
	Code

	S/N
	Questions & Filters
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	S4Q2
	To what extent do historical or power imbalances affect whose evidence is valued? (1 = Not at all, 5 = Very strongly)
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	S/N
	Rate your agreement with the following statements: (Likert-scale: 1 = Strongly Disagree, 5 = Strongly Agree)
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	A
	Evidence hierarchies often reflect Global North biases.
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	B
	Standardization of local data without losing context is feasible and valuable.
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	C
	Integrating multiple knowledge systems improves policy relevance & efficiency.
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	D
	Local or indigenous knowledge is given equal consideration as academic research in decision-making.
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	E
	Donor priorities influence which types of evidence are generated and used.
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	F
	Peer-reviewed publications are perceived as more credible than locally generated reports.
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	I
	Language barriers (e.g., English vs local languages) limit the use of certain types of evidence
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	J
	Institutional reputation strongly determines whether evidence is used.
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	K
	Political considerations sometimes outweigh evidence in decision-making.
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	L
	There is sufficient capacity within my organization to critically assess different types of evidence.
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	M
	Efforts to “decolonize knowledge” are reflected in actual research and policy practices.
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|

	N
	Diverse forms of evidence (qualitative, quantitative, experiential) should be equally valued in evidence use and decision making.
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|
	|___|


Knowledge Hierarchies: Fricker (2007); Santos (2015); Harding (1991); Participatory research: Norström et al (2020); Reed et al (2014); Cash et al (2003); Evidence Hierarchies: Adams et al (2017); Greenhalgh & Russell (2009); Head (2016); Politics and evidence use: Shiffman (2007); Weyrauch et al (2016); Language and accessibility: Amano et al (2016); Capacity: Nutley et al (2013)
