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This summary presents the initial findings on the online consultation on the update of the INEE Minimum Standards (MS) which was held from 25 April to 30 May 2009 with the English-speaking INEE members. 140 respondents participated in the survey; and only 82 of them completed it entirely. The consultation was also carried out in Arabic, French, Portuguese and Spanish; the responses in these languages will be compiled in the final report. 
Since its launch in December 2004, the INEE Minimum Standards Handbook has been used in over eighty countries, with over 25,000 copies distributed around the world. INEE has been monitoring the use of the handbook on an ongoing basis and has received dozens of suggestions about how to improve it. At the INEE Global Consultation, 31 March-2 April 2009, a process to update the 2004 edition of the INEE Minimum Standards Handbook was formally launched.
The online consultation aimed to check whether respondents agree with the recommendations received so far and to solicit further feedback and recommendations from INEE members on how best to update the INEE Minimum Standards Handbook.

Results on format

Regarding the size of font to be used for the updated handbook:
· A vast majority of respondents (78.3%) suggested to keep the font the same size, and have no more than 10 extra pages in the updated handbook

This result shows that the majority of respondents prefer to keep the updated handbook as short as possible (not significantly larger than its current length), despite all the changes to be made.

Regarding how to make the MS Handbook easier to use:
 Respondents highlighted the following suggestions as the highest priorities:

· Highlight the standards and indicators most relevant to acute emergency: 31.1% 

· Include an index so as to be able search the handbook by key word: 30.9%

These priorities show the importance of making the updated handbook easier to refer to in a practical setting, by improving the layout and presentation of current version. “Add illustration such as photographs, diagrams” is considered as the weakest priority, which could reflect a concern about not using too much space. 
Regarding the identification of indicators:
· A vast majority of respondents (56.3%) prefer to leave the indicators as they are, with bullet points.

By preferring to leave the indicators as they are, the majority of respondents show they want to avoid any attempt of prioritisation.

Regarding the inclusion and the number of recommended tools:
· A vast majority of respondents (72.3%) indicated that including recommended tools at the end of each category would be useful.

· A vast majority of respondents (66.7%) think it would be useful to include 1 or 2 tools per chapter

These results suggest there is a need for practical tools to accompany the good practices codifies within each category but that the INEE Minimum Standards Handbook should not become a “how-to” operational document. 
Regarding the need for a printed version of the MS Handbook:
· Only 5% of respondents estimated that 76-100% of their colleagues can access the handbook via internet

· 43.8% of respondents estimated that 0-25% of their colleagues can access the handbook via internet
· 41.5% of the respondents estimated that 51-75% of the people they work with would prefer to use the hard copy of the handbook
· 37.8% of the respondents estimated that 76-100% of the people they work with would prefer to use the hard copy of the handbook

It is clear that there is a strong preference for the printed version of the INEE Minimum Standards Handbook amongst INEE members. Although electronic versions of the handbook can be shared easily and quickly in some contexts, this requires access to computers, internet and electricity which is often difficult in emergency and post-crisis environments. This also emphasizes how important it is to update the format in ways that make it easier to carry around and to use the handbook. 
Regarding the suggestion to move “the coordination standard” to the first chapter:
· 75.9% of respondents agree with the suggestion to move the coordination standard to the first chapter
About the content

On reflecting developments in the field of education in emergencies and post –crisis recovery:
· Most respondents agree that all the key areas need some updating except the area ”intersectoral linkages” which needs substantial updating (38.7% of respondents)

This is most likely due to the fact that Sphere and INEE signed a Companionship Agreement in 2008, and the fact that INEE members would like this to be represented in the 2010 edition of the INEE Minimum Standards Handbook. 
Regarding incorporating the experiences of INEE members using the INEE Minimum Standards:
· 62.1% of answers agree to include case studies at the end of each category
About the suggestion to change the title of the INEE Minimum Standards Handbook:
· The highest percentage of responses went to keeping the title of the current Minimum Standards handbook: “INEE Minimum Standards for Education in Emergencies, Chronic Crises and Early Reconstruction” meaning that most of the respondents (38%)






