
The model in tab “CEA” attempts to work backwards from the actual donations that charities received via RC Forward and calculate the counterfactual donation that would have been received by the charities if RC Forward did not exist.
This is done using a "funnel" approach by subtracting estimated benefits/donation increases associated with RC Forward, and then estimating how much would have been deducted from donation under non-RC Forward circumstances. Formulas 
are reported in blue, and fixed numbers in black. 

Headers in yellow can be expanded by clicking the "+" in the left margin.

Toggle the Cutoff point between "small" and "large" donors, and whether to include the two large cryptocurrency donations or not in the upper right-hand box of the "CEA" Sheet.



Pessimistic Best guess Optimistic RC Team Mean RC Team Median Small Donor Group cutoff (Total annual donations) Small Donor CutoffCrypto Currency

CONCLUSIONS

Additional $ donated 
per $1 spent

$6.19 $12.98 $55.16 $37.28 $32.98

$5,000 $700

Yes

X times as effective as 
matching initiative

0.9 2.0 41.9 10.8 8.3
Exclude large cryptocurrency donations? $2,500

No

X times as effective as 
giving funds away 6.2 13.0 55.2 37.3 33.0 No $5,000
Donations 
counterfactually caused 
by RC Forward $416,461.17 $872,833.90 $3,709,292.27 $2,506,779.30 $2,217,670.25

Description Inputs and calculations Source Notes Total Donated via RC 
Forward

$4,447,307.20 Cross-Border 
Fees Including Crypo $18,708.74

Pessimistic Best guess Optimistic RC Team Mean RC Team Median Total Fees covered 
via RC Forward

$18,708.74

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1jQ5eGr3fY9e2c8FgMms8-NK9H9NNBVVz94F5ERNkyj0/edit#gid=303050681Withour Crypto MIRI Fee$11,958.74
Small Donors 

Gross total donated 
(excluding CC fees paid by 
donors)

$339,585.13 $339,585.13 $339,585.13 $339,585.13 $339,585.13

Boost due to Tax 
Deductability

0.044 0.0567 0.15 0.120 0.150 https://ideas.repec.org/a/ntj/journl/v72y2019i1p79-110.html ; https://www.researchgate.net/publication/247837462_The_Price_Elasticities_of_Charitable_Contributions_A_Meta-Analysis

A 2019 study suggests a 9 percentage points increase in donations due to tax incentives. A meta-analysis of the influence of the price elasticity of donations, in terms of how much more donors give when tax breaks make their donation ‘cheaper’ suggested that on average, a 1% reduction in the cost of charitable giving (i.e., an increase in the charitable deduction) can be expected to provide an increase in donations of 1.44%, though note that when outliers were removed this was only 1.11%.

If this applied mutatis mutandis to the influence of removing transaction fees on donations, then covering 4% fees would increase donations of 4.44-5.76% while also ensuring that all donor money went to the charities. 15%, the RC Team Median, was set as an upper bound.

Donation without incentive $324,643.38 $320,330.65 $288,647.36 $298,834.91 $288,647.36
Boost due to Fee coverage 0.06 0.15 0.55 0.150 0.200 https://docs.google.com/document/d/1zZiWMX4hMdrZSficuwmwyIB4h3zlnAtZgntNPWD0bWg/editThe RC Forward document on the Value of Fee Coverage states "The range we estimate for the likely counterfactual increases in donations as a result of fee coverage is between 6% (based on the influence of removing fees being only slightly greater than the impact of making donations 4% cheaper via tax benefits and slightly greater than our most pessimistic expert estimate were it the case that other charities were also charging equivalent fees) and 20% which is the upper limit of most of our expert estimates, with our best guess being around 10-15% in line with our expert estimates. However, we assign a significant (though only ~10% probability) to the impact being substantially higher than this, in line with the most optimistic expert projections (55%) or Gneezy’s outlier results of a 188% increase in donations." 55% is set as the upper bound.
Donation without incentive $305,164.78 $272,281.05 $129,891.31 $254,009.68 $230,917.89
Switch to EA charities 0.01 0.02 0.05 0.463 0.250 What % of those were going to give to EA versus non-EA charities? RC Forward stated that they believe almost all donors were intending to give to EA charities anyway, and less than 1% of US donations go to GiveWell recommended charities, thus here we use an estimate that 1-5% of donors were intending to give to non-EA charities, although the average counterfactual estimates offered by RC staff are higher.
Donation without switchers 
to effective

$321,396.95 $313,924.04 $274,214.99 $160,374.74 $216,485.52

Boost due to RC Forward 
outreach

0.01 0.11 0.4 0.400 0.400 https://forum.effectivealtruism.org/posts/wYCfsJtycGNGMh5o4/rc-forward-canada-s-effective-giving-experiment-results-andEstimates are the lowest and highest counterfactual estimates offered by the RC Team (1% and 40% for small donors, 1% and 25% for large donors), with a best guess of 11% mirroring the CS contribution. 

Amount given without RC 
Forward outreach

$318,182.98 $279,392.39 $164,528.99 $96,224.84 $129,891.31

Boost due to platform ease 
of use

0.01 0.1 0.2 0.250 0.150
https://uxmag.com/articles/the-positive-impact-of-good-ux-on-non-profits. . . https://www.nngroup.com/articles/donation-usability/....https://www.webcredible.com/case-studies/non-profit/charities-aid-foundation/

All three of these marketing blogs suggests 10% increase in donations due to an improved UX. Given the low quality of these studies, the optimistic bound is not much higher that their reported figures, and still lower than the median RC team estimate.

Amount given with worse 
platform

$315,001.15 $251,453.15 $131,623.20 $72,168.63 $110,407.61

What % give to "fee-free" 
EA charities 0.3822085554 0.1665806885 0.05 0.0872 0.0872 https://rtcharity.slack.com/archives/GGW59NUUW/p1552314377009700?thread_ts=1552313236.006600&cid=GGW59NUUWThis % of donations went to AMF/IGN/SCI (and the regranting to Malaria Consortium and GAIN) which have Canadian status and don't have the 4% cross-border fee. The more donors who gave to Fee-applicable charities, the greater the impact of RC Forward's fee coverage program. The % of all donations going to thesse "fee-free" charities was 38.22- this is set as the pessimistic scenario. Fee Free percentages of donations for the donor groups are estimated as follows: Under $700 11.41%, Over $700 8.04%; Under $2.5k 10.5%, Over $2.5K 7.77%; Under $5K 16.66%, Over $5k 15.35%, Crypto Donors 53.87%. The optimistic scenario is set as only 5% of donors would have given to fee-free charities
Counterfactual donations 
to fee-free EA charities $121,612.26 $13,969.62 $8,226.45 $6,293.10 $9,627.54

Those giving to fee-
applicable Charities $193,388.89 $237,483.54 $123,396.75 $65,875.53 $100,780.07
What percent would pay 
the fees themselves 0.95 0.65 0.4 0.600 0.600 https://www.frontstream.com/blog/donors-pay-the-fee-data, https://fundraising.co.uk/2014/04/17/95-donors-cover-charities-transaction-costs-blackbaud-heroix/#.XIHdFlNKiXQ, http://lawrencedirect.com/ldmi-blog/168-will-online-donors-really-cover-transaction-fees.htmlThese sources suggest from trials of using opt-out or opt-in options for donors to covere fees, that between 40% and 95% of donors would cover the cost of fees themselves so 100% of intended donation makes it to charity.
Donations from those 
who would cover fees $183,719.45 $154,364.30 $49,358.70 $39,525.32 $60,468.04

Donations from those 
would would NOT cover 
fees $9,669.44 $83,119.24 $74,038.05 $26,350.21 $40,312.03
Fees

0.07 0.12 0.15 0.12 0.12
According to RC staff, without RC Forward's negotiated rate (based, among other things, on volume) a donor would be charged a cross-border fee of 12% on small donations and 7% on larger donations. It seems plausible that very large donors may have found other options to bring the fees down to the 4% rate that RC Forward has secured. 

Donations Minus fees $8,992.58 $73,144.93 $62,932.34 $23,188.19 $35,474.58

Total counterfactual $314,324.29 $241,478.85 $120,517.49 $69,006.61 $105,570.17
Difference $25,260.84 $98,106.28 $219,067.64 $270,578.52 $234,014.96

Large Donors
Gross total donated 
(excluding CC fees paid by 
donors) $1,189,684.87 $1,189,684.87 $1,189,684.87 $1,189,684.87 $1,189,684.87
Boost due to Tax 
Deductability

0.0528 0.06804 0.18 0.170 0.200 https://ideas.repec.org/a/ntj/journl/v72y2019i1p79-110.html ; https://www.researchgate.net/publication/247837462_The_Price_Elasticities_of_Charitable_Contributions_A_Meta-Analysis

A 2019 study suggests a 9 percentage points increase in donations due to tax incentives. A meta-analysis of the influence of the price elasticity of donations, in terms of how much more donors give when tax breaks make their donation ‘cheaper’ suggested that on average, a 1% reduction in the cost of charitable giving (i.e., an increase in the charitable deduction) can be expected to provide an increase in donations of 1.44%, though note that when outliers were removed this was only 1.11%.

If this applied mutatis mutandis to the influence of removing transaction fees on donations, then covering 4% fees would increase donations of 4.44-5.76% while also ensuring that all donor money went to the charities. 
For large donors I assume the effect is 20% larger than for small donors. In the absence of findings separated by donor group size, this is rather arbitrary.

Donation without incentive $1,126,869.51 $1,108,738.71 $975,541.59 $987,438.44 $951,747.89
Boost due to Fee coverage 0.06 0.1 0.2 0.100 0.100 https://docs.google.com/document/d/1zZiWMX4hMdrZSficuwmwyIB4h3zlnAtZgntNPWD0bWg/editThe RC Forward document on the Value of Fee Coverage states "The range we estimate for the likely counterfactual increases in donations as a result of fee coverage is between 6% (based on the influence of removing fees being only slightly greater than the impact of making donations 4% cheaper via tax benefits and slightly greater than our most pessimistic expert estimate were it the case that other charities were also charging equivalent fees) and 20% which is the upper limit of most of our expert estimates, with our best guess being around 10-15% in line with our expert estimates. However, we assign a significant (though only ~10% probability) to the impact being substantially higher than this, in line with the most optimistic expert projections (55%) or Gneezy’s outlier results of a 188% increase in donations." 55% is set as the upper bound. Here we use a lower bound 5.67%, best guess 10%, and upper bound 20% 
Donation without incentive $1,059,257.34 $1,070,716.38 $951,747.89 $1,070,716.38 $1,070,716.38
Switch to EA charities 0.01 0.015 0.02 0.183 0.150 What % of those were going to give to EA versus non-EA charities? RC Forward stated that they believe almost all donors were intending to give to EA charities anyway, and less than 1% of US donations go to GiveWell recommended charities, thus here we use an estimate that 1-2% of donors were intending to give to non-EA charities, although the average counterfactual estimates offered by RC staff are higher.
Donation without switchers 
to effective $1,048,664.76 $1,054,655.63 $932,712.94 $874,418.38 $910,108.92
Boost due to RC Forward 
outreach 0.01 0.11 0.25 0.267 0.250 https://forum.effectivealtruism.org/posts/wYCfsJtycGNGMh5o4/rc-forward-canada-s-effective-giving-experiment-results-andEstimates are the lowest and highest counterfactual estimates offered by the RC Team (1% and 40% for small donors, 1% and 25% for large donors), with a best guess of 11% mirroring the CS contribution. 
Amount given without RC 
Forward outreach $1,038,178.11 $938,643.51 $699,534.70 $641,240.14 $682,581.69
Boost due to platform ease 
of use

0.01 0.05 0.1
0.217 0.250 https://uxmag.com/articles/the-positive-impact-of-good-ux-on-non-profits. . . https://www.nngroup.com/articles/donation-usability/....https://www.webcredible.com/case-studies/non-profit/charities-aid-foundation/

All three of these low quality studies suggests 10% increase in donations due to an improved UX. I assume large donors are less dissuaded to give by minor inconveniences like user design than small donors.

Amount given with worse 
platform $1,027,796.33 $891,711.34 $629,581.23 $502,304.78 $511,936.27

What % give to "fee-free" 
EA charities 0.3822085554 0.1535346996 0.05 0.1065 0.1065 This % of donations went to AMF/IGN/SCI (and the regranting to Malaria Consortium and GAIN) which have Canadian status and don't have the 4% cross-border fee. The more donors who gave to Fee-applicable charities, the greater the impact of RC Forward's fee coverage program. The % of all donations going to thesse "fee-free" charities was 38.22- this is set as the pessimistic scenario. Fee Free percentages of donations for the donor groups are estimated as follows: Under $700 11.41%, Over $700 8.04%; Under $2.5k 10.5%, Over $2.5K 7.77%; Under $5K 16.66%, Over $5k 15.35%, Crypto Donors 53.87%. The optimistic scenario is set as only 5% of donors would have given to fee-free charities
Counterfactual donations 
to fee-free EA charities $396,800.56 $144,114.35 $34,976.74 $68,292.08 $72,694.95

Those giving to fee-
applicable Charities $630,995.78 $747,596.99 $594,604.50 $434,012.70 $439,241.32
What percent would pay 
the fees themselves 0.95 0.9 0.85 0.450 0.450 https://www.frontstream.com/blog/donors-pay-the-fee-data, https://fundraising.co.uk/2014/04/17/95-donors-cover-charities-transaction-costs-blackbaud-heroix/#.XIHdFlNKiXQ, http://lawrencedirect.com/ldmi-blog/168-will-online-donors-really-cover-transaction-fees.htmlThese sources suggest from trials of using opt-out or opt-in options for donors to covere fees, that between 40% and 95% of donors would cover the cost of fees themselves so 100% of intended donation makes it to charity. Seems reasonable to assume large donors would be more likely to pay the fees themselves.
Donations from those 
who would cover fees $599,445.99 $672,837.29 $505,413.82 $195,305.72 $197,658.59

donations from those would 
would NOT cover fees $31,549.79 $74,759.70 $89,190.67 $238,706.99 $241,582.73
Fees

0.04 0.07 0.12 0.07 0.07
According to RC staff, without RC Forward's negotiated rate (based, among other things, on volume) a donor would be charged a cross-border fee of 12% on small donations and 7% on larger donations. It seems plausible that very large donors may have found other options to bring the fees down to the 4% rate that RC Forward has secured. For the moment, both small and large donors have been modeled as incurring 4%,7%, or 12% fees.

Donations Minus fees $30,287.80 $69,526.52 $78,487.79 $221,997.50 $224,671.93

Total counterfactual $1,026,534.34 $886,478.16 $618,878.35 $485,595.29 $495,025.48
Difference $163,150.52 $303,206.71 $570,806.52 $704,089.58 $694,659.39

Crypto Donors

AMF Crypto Donation
Gross total donated 
(excluding CC fees paid by 
donors) $1,576,358.59 $1,576,358.59 $1,576,358.59 $1,576,358.59 $1,576,358.59
Boost due to Tax 
Deductability

0.0567 0.09 0.2 0.187 0.200 https://ideas.repec.org/a/ntj/journl/v72y2019i1p79-110.html ; https://www.researchgate.net/publication/247837462_The_Price_Elasticities_of_Charitable_Contributions_A_Meta-Analysis

A 2019 study suggests a 9 percentage points increase in donations due to tax incentives. A meta-analysis of the influence of the price elasticity of donations, in terms of how much more donors give when tax breaks make their donation ‘cheaper’ suggested that on average, a 1% reduction in the cost of charitable giving (i.e., an increase in the charitable deduction) can be expected to provide an increase in donations of 1.44%, though note that when outliers were removed this was only 1.11%.

If this applied mutatis mutandis to the influence of removing transaction fees on donations, then covering 4% fees would increase donations of 4.44-5.76% while also ensuring that all donor money went to the charities. The RC Team Median is set as the upper bound. 

Donation without incentive $1,486,979.06 $1,434,486.32 $1,261,086.87 $1,282,104.99 $1,261,086.87
Boost due to Fee coverage 0 0.015 0.033 0.033 0.000 https://docs.google.com/document/d/1zZiWMX4hMdrZSficuwmwyIB4h3zlnAtZgntNPWD0bWg/editCryptocurrency donors are not expected to be incentivised to donate more than they otherwise planned due to fee coverage because they often only have a set amount of money to give.
Donation without incentive $1,486,979.06 $1,412,969.02 $1,219,471.01 $1,239,368.15 $1,261,086.87
Switch to EA charities 0 0.001 0.02 0.020 0.010 A best guess of someone giving over 1 million dollars to AMF and MIRI  is likely well acquainted with the EA community and convinced by effectiveness arguments, so has a ~0% chance to give to a non-EA charity. Upper bound is the highest RC Team average.
Donation without switchers 
to effective $1,486,979.06 $1,433,051.83 $1,235,865.13 $1,256,462.89 $1,248,476.00
Boost due to RC Forward 
outreach 0.01 0.05 1 0.333 0.250 https://forum.effectivealtruism.org/posts/wYCfsJtycGNGMh5o4/rc-forward-canada-s-effective-giving-experiment-results-and

RC Forward have publically stated that "~$2.9m came from a single donor in the form of two cryptocurrency donations to MIRI (~$1.3m CAD) and AMF (~$1.6m). The latter was only referred by RC Forward. Though we did not handle this donation directly, it is unlikely the donation would have been made otherwise." This suggests a hig impact, therefore the optimistic scenario imagines the donation would not have been made without RC Forward involvement. However, the best guess is that the donor would have been made away of the opportunity otherwise, perhaps after donating a small % of the cryptocurrency elsewhere first.

Amount given without RC 
Forward outreach $1,472,109.27 $1,361,399.24 $0.00 $837,641.92 $936,357.00
Boost due to platform ease 
of use 0 0.01 0.1 0.083 0.050 It is unclear how this applies to Cryptocurrency donors, as they do not actually make use of the RC platform itself, so estimate is low.
Amount given with worse 
platform $1,472,109.27 $1,347,785.25 $0.00 $767,838.43 $889,539.15

What % give to "fee-free" 
EA charities 1 1 1 1 1 All of this donation went to a fee-free Canadian registered charity.

Counterfactual 
Donations, pre-
normal fees

Counterfactual donations to 
cross border fee-free EA 
charities $1,472,109.27 $1,347,785.25 $0.00 $767,838.43 $889,539.15

Those giving to fee-
applicable Charities $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
What percent would pay 
the fees themselves 0 0.01 0.1 0.217 0.150 RC staff believe cryptocurrency donors have only a set amount of money to give away and would not opt to cover the fees.
Donations from those who 
would cover fees $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

donations from those would 
would NOT cover fees $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

Crypto Fees 0.028 0.028 0.028 0.028 0.028
In the case of the cryptocurrency donations, another broker would have charged 2% of the transaction as their exchange fee, and the platform would have charged 1.8% as their administration fee. Even in the case where RC Forward exists, cryptocurrency donors pay a 1% broker fee before the money comes to RC Forward. The AMF donation is unaffected since no cross-border fee would have been charged in either case. The MIRI donation incurred a 0.5% fee. Therefore, this donation incurs a 2.8% counterfactual fee. 

Donations Minus fees $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

Total counterfactual $1,472,109.27 $1,347,785.25 $0.00 $767,838.43 $889,539.15
Difference $104,249.32 $228,573.34 $1,576,358.59 $808,520.16 $686,819.44

MIRI Crypto Donation
Gross total donated 
(excluding CC fees paid by 
donors) $1,350,000.00 $1,350,000.00 $1,350,000.00 $1,350,000.00 $1,350,000.00
Boost due to Tax 
Deductability

0.0567 0.09 0.2 0.187 0.200 https://ideas.repec.org/a/ntj/journl/v72y2019i1p79-110.html ; https://www.researchgate.net/publication/247837462_The_Price_Elasticities_of_Charitable_Contributions_A_Meta-Analysis

A 2019 study suggests a 9 percentage points increase in donations due to tax incentives. A meta-analysis of the influence of the price elasticity of donations, in terms of how much more donors give when tax breaks make their donation ‘cheaper’ suggested that on average, a 1% reduction in the cost of charitable giving (i.e., an increase in the charitable deduction) can be expected to provide an increase in donations of 1.44%, though note that when outliers were removed this was only 1.11%.

If this applied mutatis mutandis to the influence of removing transaction fees on donations, then covering 4% fees would increase donations of 4.44-5.76% while also ensuring that all donor money went to the charities. The RC Team Median is set as the upper bound. 

Donation without incentive $1,273,455.00 $1,228,500.00 $1,080,000.00 $1,098,000.00 $1,080,000.00
Boost due to Fee coverage 0 0.015 0.033 0.033 0.000 https://docs.google.com/document/d/1zZiWMX4hMdrZSficuwmwyIB4h3zlnAtZgntNPWD0bWg/editCryptocurrency donors are not expected to be incentivised to donate more than they otherwise planned due to fee coverage because they often only have a set amount of money to give.
Donation without incentive $1,273,455.00 $1,210,072.50 $1,044,360.00 $1,061,400.00 $1,080,000.00
Switch to EA charities 0 0.001 0.02 0.020 0.010 A best guess of someone giving over 1 million dollars to AMF and MIRI  is likely well acquainted with the EA community and convinced by effectiveness arguments, so has a ~0% chance to give to a non-EA charity. Upper bound is the highest RC Team average.
Donation without switchers 
to effective $1,273,455.00 $1,208,862.43 $1,023,472.80 $1,040,172.00 $1,069,200.00
Boost due to RC Forward 
outreach 0.01 0.05 1 0.333 0.250 https://forum.effectivealtruism.org/posts/wYCfsJtycGNGMh5o4/rc-forward-canada-s-effective-giving-experiment-results-and

RC Forward have publically stated that "~$2.9m came from a single donor in the form of two cryptocurrency donations to MIRI (~$1.3m CAD) and AMF (~$1.6m). The latter was only referred by RC Forward. Though we did not handle this donation directly, it is unlikely the donation would have been made otherwise." This suggests a hig impact, therefore the optimistic scenario imagines the donation would not have been made without RC Forward involvement. However, the best guess is that the donor would have been made away of the opportunity otherwise, perhaps after donating a small % of the cryptocurrency elsewhere first.

Amount given without RC 
Forward outreach $1,260,720.45 $1,148,419.31 $0.00 $693,448.00 $801,900.00
Boost due to platform ease 
of use 0 0.01 0.1 0.083 0.050 It is unclear how this applies to Cryptocurrency donors, as they do not actually make use of the RC platform itself.
Amount given with worse 
platform $1,260,720.45 $1,136,935.11 $0.00 $635,660.67 $761,805.00

What % give to "fee-free" 
EA charities 0 0 0 0 0 This donation went to MIRI, which at the time of analysis was not a Canadian-registered charity.

Counterfactual 
Donations, pre-
normal fees

Counterfactual donations to 
fee-free EA charities

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

Those giving to fee-
applicable Charities $1,260,720.45 $1,136,935.11 $0.00 $635,660.67 $761,805.00
What percent would pay 
the fees themselves 0 0.01 0.1 0.217 0.150 RC staff believe cryptocurrency donors have only a set amount of money to give away and would not opt to cover the fees.
Donations from those who 
would cover fees $0.00 $11,369.35 $0.00 $137,726.48 $114,270.75

donations from those would 
would NOT cover fees $1,260,720.45 $1,125,565.76 $0.00 $497,934.19 $647,534.25

Crypto Fees 0.028 0.028 0.028 0.028 0.028
In the case of the cryptocurrency donations, another broker would have charged 2% of the transaction as their exchange fee, and the platform would have charged 1.8% as their administration fee. Even in the case where RC Forward exists, cryptocurrency donors pay a 1% broker fee before the money comes to RC Forward. The AMF donation is unaffected since no cross-border fee would have been charged in either case. The MIRI donation incurred a 0.5% fee. Therefore, this donation incurs a 2.8% counterfactual fee. 

Donations Minus fees $1,225,420.28 $1,094,049.92 $0.00 $483,992.03 $629,403.29

Total counterfactual $1,225,420.28 $1,105,419.27 $0.00 $621,718.51 $743,674.04
Difference $124,579.72 $244,580.73 $1,350,000.00 $728,281.49 $606,325.96

Total Spent by RC Forward
Total Costs Fee coverage $18,708.74 $18,708.74 $18,708.74 $18,708.74 $18,708.74 The total in fees covered was $18,708.74. Exlcuding the $6750 that was used to move across the MIRI cryptocurrency donation, the fees total $11,958.74.

Admin,Salaries,etc $48,540.66 $48,540.66 $48,540.66 $48,540.66 $48,540.66 https://docs.google.com/document/d/1Gti1gd2b3prrrEodmR_GciruvlVPn7LtFPr0MrSEp48/edit, https://forum.effectivealtruism.org/posts/wYCfsJtycGNGMh5o4/rc-forward-canada-s-effective-giving-experiment-results-andThis number is provided in the RC Forward budget. The same number is used whether cryptocurrency donations are included or not as the staff and operations costs would very likely be the same in either case.
Total Program cost $67,249.40 $67,249.40 $67,249.40 $67,249.40 $67,249.40

Counterfactual impact
With Crypto Donors (Please select from dropdown menu in cell I4)

Total Counter factual 
Donations $4,038,388.17 $3,581,161.52 $739,395.84 $1,944,158.84 $2,233,808.84
Minus ~0.19% CC fees $4,030,846.03 $3,574,473.30 $738,014.93 $1,940,527.90 $2,229,636.95 The actual donations incurred total credit card fees of . This is ~.19% of total donations, so a similar percentage of CC fees is applied here to gross counterfactual donations.
Additional Donations $416,461.17 $872,833.90 $3,709,292.27 $2,506,779.30 $2,217,670.25
Difference/cost $6.19 $12.98 $55.16 $37.28 $32.98
% Increase 10.33% 24.42% 502.60% 129.18% 99.46%
Compared to matching 
(12%) 0.86 2.03 41.88 10.77 8.29 https://forum.effectivealtruism.org/posts/Ns3h8rCtsTMgFZ9eH/ea-giving-tuesday-donation-matching-initiative-2018 The responses to a EA Giving Tuesday Donation Matching Initiative 2018 survey suggest that $85k (12%) of donations may have been counterfactually caused by the initiative, though this estimate is highly uncertain.
Giving Funds Away 1.67% 1.88% 9.11% 3.47% 3.02% If the budget of RC Forward was simply donated.
RC Forward Times as effective as giving money away6.19 12.98 55.16 37.28 32.98

Without Crypto Donors (Please select from dropdown menu in cell I4)
Counterfactual Without 
Crypto Donors $1,340,858.63 $1,127,957.01 $739,395.84 $554,601.90 $600,595.65
Minus 0.19% CC fees $1,338,311.00 $1,125,813.89 $737,990.99 $553,548.15 $599,454.52 The actual donations incurred total credit card fees of . This is ~.19% of total donations, so a similar percentage of CC fees is applied here to gross counterfactual donations.
Additional Donations $190,959.00 $403,456.11 $791,279.01 $975,721.84 $929,815.48
Difference/cost $2.84 $6.00 $11.77 $14.51 $13.83
% increase 14.27% 35.84% 107.22% 176.27% 155.11%
Giving Funds Away 5.02% 5.97% 9.11% 12.15% 11.22% If the budget of RC Forward was simply donated.
RC Forward Times as effective as giving money away2.84 6.00 11.77 14.51 13.83
Compared tomatching 
(12%) 1.19 2.99 8.94 14.69 12.93 https://forum.effectivealtruism.org/posts/Ns3h8rCtsTMgFZ9eH/ea-giving-tuesday-donation-matching-initiative-2018 The responses to a EA Giving Tuesday Donation Matching Initiative 2018 survey suggest that $85k (12%) of donations may have been counterfactually caused by the initiative, though this estimate is highly uncertain.

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1jQ5eGr3fY9e2c8FgMms8-NK9H9NNBVVz94F5ERNkyj0/edit#gid=303050681
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1zZiWMX4hMdrZSficuwmwyIB4h3zlnAtZgntNPWD0bWg/edit
https://forum.effectivealtruism.org/posts/wYCfsJtycGNGMh5o4/rc-forward-canada-s-effective-giving-experiment-results-and
https://rtcharity.slack.com/archives/GGW59NUUW/p1552314377009700?thread_ts=1552313236.006600&cid=GGW59NUUW
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1zZiWMX4hMdrZSficuwmwyIB4h3zlnAtZgntNPWD0bWg/edit
https://forum.effectivealtruism.org/posts/wYCfsJtycGNGMh5o4/rc-forward-canada-s-effective-giving-experiment-results-and
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1zZiWMX4hMdrZSficuwmwyIB4h3zlnAtZgntNPWD0bWg/edit
https://forum.effectivealtruism.org/posts/wYCfsJtycGNGMh5o4/rc-forward-canada-s-effective-giving-experiment-results-and
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1zZiWMX4hMdrZSficuwmwyIB4h3zlnAtZgntNPWD0bWg/edit
https://forum.effectivealtruism.org/posts/wYCfsJtycGNGMh5o4/rc-forward-canada-s-effective-giving-experiment-results-and
https://forum.effectivealtruism.org/posts/Ns3h8rCtsTMgFZ9eH/ea-giving-tuesday-donation-matching-initiative-2018
https://forum.effectivealtruism.org/posts/Ns3h8rCtsTMgFZ9eH/ea-giving-tuesday-donation-matching-initiative-2018


Grand Total $4,455,628.59 DONOR GROUPS
Crypto $2,926,358.59 $700 Under Over

Total Non-Crypto $1,529,270.00

Total without 
Charity Science 
(CS) $72,992.39 $969,028.36

Total Charity 
Science (SC) $487,249.25 % of Total 7.00% 93.00%

Without CS $1,042,020.75
%'s of Charity 
Science $34,131.27 $453,117.98
Total with CS $107,123.66 $1,422,146.34
CS Fee Free $3,688.38 $48,965.97

Crypto Total % Fee Free w/CS 11.42% 8.04%
AMF $1,576,358.59
MIRI $1,350,000.00 $2.5K Under Over
%fee Free 53.87% Total without CS $191,763.52 $850,257.23

% 18.40% 81.60%
With Crypto, 
minus CC Fees $4,447,307.20 %'s of CS $89,668.68 $397,580.57
Without Crypto, 
minus CC fees $1,520,948.61 Total with CS $281,432.20 $1,247,837.80

CS Fee Free $9,690.00 $42,964.35
% Fee Free w/CS 10.50% 7.78%

$5K Under Over
Total without CS $231,388.02 $810,632.73
% 22.21% 77.79%
%'s of CS $108,197.11 $379,052.14
Total with CS $339,585.13 $1,189,684.87
CS Fee Free $36,697.10 $128,562.71
% Fee Free w/CS 16.66% 15.35%

With Crypto Minus Crypto
Total $4,455,628.59 $1,529,270.00 Total Crypto
Total Fee Free $1,702,979.37 $126,620.78 $2,926,358.59
% of Total 0.3822085554 8.28%
Total CS $487,249.25
Total CS Fee Free $52,654.35
% of CS Total 10.81%
Total without CS $3,968,379.34
FF w/o CS $1,650,325.02
FF w/o CS/Crypto $73,966.43

UNDER $700k
WITHOUT CS Under Over
Total $72,992.39 $969,028.36
Fee Free $8,541.11 $65,425.32
% Total 7.00% 93.00%
% Fee Free 11.70% 6.75%

Under $2.5K
WITHOUT CS Under Over
Total $191,763.52 $850,257.23
Fee Free $19,871.23 $54,095.20
% Total 18.40% 81.60%
% Fee Free 10.36% 6.36%
Under $5K
WITHOUT CS Under Over
Total $231,388.02 $810,632.73
Fee Free $19,871.23 $54,095.20
% Total 22.21% 77.79%
% Fee Free 8.59% 6.67%



















Guesses of the % for each prompt. 1 2 3 4 5 6 Average Median
Crypto Currency Donors 
What percent of donors would donate more to cover the 4-12% fees themselves so that the 
charity still received 100% of the intended donation 0.4 .75 .95 .95 0.15 0.1 0.217 0.150
What percent of donors give because of RC Forward outreach/contact 0.25 .05 0 .1 0.75 0 0.333 0.250
What percent of donors give because of the ease of use of RC Forward platform 0.2 .05 0 0 0 0.05 0.083 0.050
What percent of donors switched to giving to effective charities e.g. AMF, GiveDirectly, MIRI, 
etc. 0.01 .05 0 0 0.05 0 0.020 0.010
How much more (%) would donors give because of the opportunity to get tax deductions 0.01 0.05 .90 .4 0.2 0.35 0.187 0.200
How much more (%)  would donors give because fees are covered (beyond the fee %) 0 .015 .05 .05 0.1 0 0.033 0.000

Small Donors 
What percent of donors would donate more to cover the 4-12% fees themselves so that the 
charity still received 100% of the intended donation 0.45 .825 .95 .20 0.6 0.75 0.600 0.600
What percent of donors give because of RC Forward outreach/contact 0.7 .3 .01 .20 0.1 0.4 0.400 0.400
What percent of donors give because of the ease of use of RC Forward platform 0.1 .05 .01 .20 0.15 0.5 0.250 0.150
What percent of donors switched to giving to effective charities e.g. AMF, GiveDirectly, MIRI, 
etc. 0.99 .5 .01 .15 0.15 0.25 0.463 0.250
How much more (%) would donors give because of the opportunity to get tax deductions 0.01 .05 .90 .3 0.2 0.15 0.120 0.150
How much more (%)  would donors give because fees are covered (beyond the fee %) 0 .015 .05 .4 0.2 0.25 0.150 0.200

Large donors 
What percent of donors would donate more to cover the 4-12% fees themselves so that the 
charity still received 100% of the intended donation 0.45 .825 .95 .85 0.4 0.5 0.450 0.450
What percent of donors give because of RC Forward outreach/contact 0.2 .1 .01 .85 0.35 0.25 0.267 0.250
What percent of donors give because of the ease of use of RC Forward platform 0.1 .05 .01 .1 0.3 0.25 0.217 0.250
What percent of donors switched to giving to effective charities e.g. AMF, GiveDirectly, MIRI, 
etc. 0.3 .2 .1 .1 0.1 0.15 0.183 0.150
How much more (%) would donors give because of the opportunity to get tax deductions 0.01 .05 .90 .5 0.2 0.3 0.170 0.200
How much more (%)  would donors give because fees are covered (beyond the fee %) 0 .015 .05 .05 0.2 0.1 0.100 0.100



Excluding Crypto
Actual 
Donations

Highest 
Counterfactual

Best Guess 
Counterfactual

Lowest 
Counterfactual Additional Donations Including Crypto

$1,520,949 $1,323,752 $1,127,268 $553,548
Pessimistic 
Estimate

Best Guess 
Estimate

RC Team 
Median RC Team Mean

Optimistic 
Estimate

Including Crypto $416,461.17 $872,833.90 $2,217,670.25 $2,506,779.30 $3,709,292.27
Actual 
Donations

Highest 
Estimate

Best Guess 
Estimate

Lowest 
Estimate

$4,447,307 $4,016,286 $3,575,928 $738,015

Additional Donations Including Crypto
Most 
Pessimistic 
Estimate

Best Guess 
Estimate

Most 
Optimistic 
Estimate

$431,021 $871,379 $3,709,292


