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Evidence based medicine (s the conscientious,
explicit, and judicious use of current best evidence
(n making decisions about the care of individual
patients. The practice of evidence based medicine
means integrating individual clinical expertise with
the best available external clinical evidence from
systematic research.

Sackett et al. 1996
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NEE4H (Rigorous Impact Evaluation: IE) HVEFER
FFESHIMOX IR T U S5ND KD (IR THS510R
FHFBE U,

1997 PROGRESAMRCTIZKHIRFEA FtE@AF O

2002  Innovation for Poverty Action (IPA) (D % 3L

2003  The Abdul Latif Jameel Poverty Action Lab (J-PAL) D% 3L
2005 DACEHZEFE M vYrT—72 (Evalnet) [CHIT5ERBICE S

2005 1H5LER1TIZThe Development Impact Evaluation (DIME) Initiative AS3iL %5
EHB

2006  Center for Global DevelopmentlZd&%Evaluation Gap® fEl B g #C
Network of Networks on Impact Evaluation (NONIE) D% &

2008 International Initiative for Impact Evaluation (3ie) M % 3L
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Table 2. Impact evaluations published per year by sector (2000-2012).

Sector 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 9% of IER pre-2013
Agriculture and rural development 1 2 6 6 8 12 5 15 22 29 15 48 48 9.7%
Economic policy 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 | 0 4 6 2 2 0.7%
Education 9 11 12 10 28 22 34 25 35 66 67 90 82 23.1%
Energy 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 2 1 6 1 0.6%
Environment and disaster management 0 0 1 1 0 1 3 8 7 8 11 18 17 3.4%
Finance 0 1 2 1 3 6 - 9 15 14 17 28 17 55%
Health, nutrition and population 21 33 31 54 50 78 74 101 100 172 196 216 233 64.9%
Information and communications technology 0 0 0 0 1 1 9 3 3 6 8 14 18 2.8%
Private sector development 0 1 2 3 3 3 5 8 5 12 22 26 21 5.1%
Public sector management 0 2 0 3 2 4 3 5 6 14 6 13 13 3.3%
Social protection 12 6 8 2 17 14 18 20 29 47 51 52 57 15.1%
Transportation 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 2 2 1 0.4%
Urban development 0 0 1 0 1 2 0 1 2 4 - 1 3 0.8%
Water and sanitation 0 1 2 5 = 7 5 5 8 12 13 12 13 4.2%
Total studies 30 45 46 67 82 114 111 143 173 274 296 370 377

Note: Column totals do not reflect the sum of rows within each column as each study may be catalogued in multiple sector categories; final column of table includes proportion of
studies within [ER from 1981 to 2012.

Health, nutrition

and population Education Social Protection Agriculture
e - I~ I
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Table 5. Number of impact evaluations published by region per decade (1981-2012).

1980 1990 2000- 2010 % of
1989 1999 2009 2012  Total total
Americas 4 27 323 241 595  26.3%
Central America (including 2 15 137 87 241 10.7%
Mexico)
South America 2 11 176 143 332 14.7%
Caribbean 0 4 20 13 37 1.6%
Africa 3 51 311 352 717  31L.7%
Northern Africa 0 2 9 12 23 1.0%
Southern Africa / 5 64 56 126 5.6%
Western Africa 2 10 62 3 147 6.5%
Middle Africa 0 1 6 12 19 0.8%
Eastern Africa 0 33 181 217 431  19.0%
Europe 0 6 34 29 69 3.1%
Eastern Europe 0 4 25 22 51 2.3%
Northern Europe 0 0 5 ] 10 0.4%
Southern Europe 0 2 6 3 13 0.6%
Asia 4 38 431 436 909 40.2%
Central Asia 0 0 3 3 6 0.3%
Eastern Asia 0 5 63 78 146 6.5%
South Asia 2 22 230 240 494  21.9%
Southeast Asia 2 11 122 99 234  10.4%
Western Asia 0 0 21 22 43 1.9%
Oceania 0 0 9 7 16 0.7%
Melanesia 0 0 2 3 5 0.2%
Micronesia 0 0 1 0 / 0.0%
Polynesia 0 0 5 5 10 0.4%
Note: Region designations as defined by the United Nations. \(- ‘ "

Cameron et al.(2015)
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Primary and Secondary Education Evidence Gap Map
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3ie

Figure 1
Uptake and use of 3ie-funded impact
evaluations and systematic reviews

Take successful programmes to scale

Close programmes that do not work

Change policy or programme design

Inform design of other programmes

Inform discussions about policies and programmes

Inform global policy discussions

Improve culture of evidence use

. Instances recorded in 2016
. Total instances from 2013 to December 2016
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J-PAL

12 cases

Scale-ups

J-PAL affiliated professors and staff work with governments, NGOs,

Q

world.
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development organizations, and donors to scale up programs found
to be effective and to promote evidence-informed policy. To date, over
300 million people have been reached by these scale-ups around the

Graduation Approach o r
VIETNAM
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Remedial Education
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We are doing less scale-up [of proven programmes] than
was originally intended ... [research] doesn't always lead

to a packaged “do this” answer.

Dean Karlan, founder of IPA

Development policy and practice has not been
systematically informed by, least been based on,
scientific knowledge.

Laurenz Langer, Ruth Stewart,

Yvonne Erasmus & Thea de Wet
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It must be acknowledged that the set of research
questions that are most relevant to development policy
overlap only partially with the set of questions that are
seen to be in vogue by the editors of the professional
Jjournals at any given time...academic concerns that
overlap imperfectly with the issues that matter to
development practitioners.

Martin Ravallion,

Former Director, Development Research Group
World Bank
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The academic question was, ‘Does [the program] work?’
We know now that it does. But follow-on questions like,
'What's the optimal ratio of students to teaching
assistants—should it be four to one; eight to one; twelve
to one?’ That's not a question you are going to get many
academics excited about spending a year and a half and
a couple hundred thousand dollars figuring out. But if
you're a large organization running remedial education,
you really ought to know the answer... we're doing less of
that type of research, things that are distinctly
nonacademic but that are necessary for policy.

Dean Karlan
Dean Karlan, founder of IPA
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Knowledge-focused evaluation (KFE)
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Decision Focused Evaluation

Comparing knowledge- and decision-focused
evaluations

KFE approach DFE approach

Researcher-driven Demand-driven

Longer timelines Decision-making timelines
Larger budgets Budget in line with expected SROI

External Embedded

v vV ov Y

Maximizes internally valid
(within decision-making
constraints and priorities)

Maximizes internal validity
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