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Appendix B Logic Map

This appendix presents the logic map for this evaluation, which was developed during the scoping phase. How to read the Logic map diagram: the main direction to
interpret the Logic map is from left to right, i.e., from barriers to impacts. However, reflecting the complexity of the portfolio of projects, arrows indicate how individual
activities lead to outputs, outcomes, and then impacts. In addition, brackets indicate that the combination of, e.g., inputs lead to the combination of, e.g., activities. For
reporting, the evaluation team reflected on the Logic map and identified any unintended consequences. These are outcomes or experiences that the beneficiary might
have experienced after engaging in the intervention, which were not principle aims of the intervention delivery.
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This Logic Map should ke read from left to right, i.e. from barriers to inputs, to
aclivities, fo culputs and so on.

Relationships between individual measures are indicated by arrows. The arrows are
coloured in the colour of the measure they originate in. E.g. Medium term cutcome 1 is
expected to contribute to longer term outcomes 2 and 4, and to meditm outcomes 2,
3, and 5.
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Outcomedimpact boxes that are shaded indicate they are outcomesfimpacts for
primary beneficiaries.
QOutcome | impact for secondary
beneficiaries
Boxes that are not shaded, but rather white, indicate that the cutcomefimpact is for
secondary beneficianies.
Qutcome | impact for secondary
beneficiaries

Measure 1 contributes to
measure 2
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_Flncmase in social connections

7] Transport provider staff:

improved ability to support pecple
with disabilities

Reduced demand for local public
services and primary and emergency
care services

Increased economic activity |

[i] Transport provider staff:

better understanding of needs of
people with disabilities

Sustainability of new and existing
organisations and services

9] Increased physical
accessibility of transport

10| Volunteer outcomes:
additional volunteering
opportunities and new skills

14 Existing support services gain
 new users or re-establizsh
themselves
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