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Which outcomes/impact
methods To choosee



Panel survey

Action Research Risk assessment Online experimental research
Content Analysis
Instrumental variables Theory of change methods Case study
Analysis of secondary qualitative
Systematic data Focus Neuroscience Analysis of existing survey data
Review o groups studies
Survey Research Qualitative . Discourse analysis
Archival research Ccimzlarsait;ve Regulatory impact assessments y
y Difference-in-differences
Analysis of administrative data Convergent designs Hypothesis testing research
Embedded designs
Randomised Controlled Trials Big data analytics Policy evaluation Theory-based
Simulati delli evaluation
imuiation modetiing Cross-Sectional Research Participatory Action Research
Deliberative evaluation Case-control
processes studies

Analysis of official statistics Multiple regression Emancipatory research

Time trend studies
Twin studies

Comparative and Cross National Collaborative Action
Operational research Pilot Study Research Research
Paired comparison Child-led research Online ethnography Documentary research
) Cohort study i .
research Rapid Evidence Process evaluation
Case crossover studies Assessment
Secondary )
Ethnographic studies analysis Contribution analysis Delphi survey
Multiphase designs . .
Nested case-control study Online qualitative J Consumer satisfaction
fieldwork Descriptive Research
Cost-Benefit Analysis
Qualitative longitudinal Explanatory Research and Causal analysis
research Behavioural Research Regression discontinuity
Realist evaluation Parallel designs Narrative syntheses

Social Network Analysis Adapted from: Luff et al. (2015) Meta-analysis



Level 5
You have manuals, systems and procedures to
ensure consistent replication ana positive impact
Level 4
You have one + independent replication
evaluations that confirms these conclusions
Level 3
You can demonstrate causality using a control
Or COmparison group
Level 2

You capture data that shows positive change,
but you cannot confirm you caused this.

Lovel ]

You can describe what you do and why it
matters, logically, coherently and convincingly.
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Standards of Evidence timeline

National Institute for
Health and Care

Excellence (NICE)

FRAMEWORK

GRADE (Grading of
Recommendations
Assessment, Development
and Evaluation)

FRAMEWORK

Evidence
Principles

Project Oracle

FRAMEWORK

Standards of
Evidence

Dartington Service

Design Lab (formerly
known as Dartington
Social Research Unit)

Education Endowment
Foundation

FRAMEWORK
Standards of Evidence

FRAMEWORK

Teaching and Learning
Toolkit

What Works Centre for
Local Economic
Growth

FRAMEWORK

The Maryland Scientific
Methods Scale (SMS)

Education Endowment
Foundation

FRAMEWORK
Evaluation Padlock Rating

Centre for Analysis of
Youth Transitions
(CAYT)

FRAMEWORK
Standards of Evidence

FRAMEWORK

Standards of
Evidence

Early Intervention
Foundation

FRAMEWORK
Evidence Standards

Big Lottery Fund's
Realising Ambition
programme

FRAMEWORK
The Confidence Review

What Works Centre
for Crime Reduction

FRAMEWORK
EMMIE Framework

What Works Centre

for Wellbeing

FRAMEWORK
CERQual (Confidence
in the Evidence from

Reviews of Qualitative
research) - Adopted in
2017

What Works Centre
for Wellbeing

FRAMEWORK

GRADE - Adopted in
2016

FRAMEWORK

Standards of
Evidence
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Nesta’s standards of evidence for evidence of impact

Level 9

You have manuals, systems and procedures
ensure consistent replication

Level @

You have one + independent replication
evaluations that confirms these conclusions

Level ©

You can demonstrate causality using a control
or comparison group

Level @

You capture data that shows positive change,
but you cannot confirm you caused this

Level @

You can describe what you do and why it
matters, logically, coherently and convincingly




Theory of change

What is the Who is Whatisyour  What steps What is the What are What is the
problemyou  your key entry point are needed measurable the wider long-term
are trying to audience? to reaching to bring +p effect of «» benefits of «-) change you
solve? your key about your work? your work? see as your

audience? change? goal?
y measurable wider
effect? benefits?
—) —) —) —) —) —p

Magenta

. START - measurable wider
. HERE . effect? benefits?
Boo SR N

L ]
key key key key key

key stakeholders
assumptions assumptions assumptions assumptions assumptions

assumptions




Nesta’'s standards of evidence for evidence of impact

Level 9

You have manuals, systems and procedures
ensure consistent replication

Level @

You have one + independent replication
evaluations that confirms these conclusions

Level ©

You can demonstrate causality using a control
~= ~=—-—~-~i~~n aroup
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Level @

You capture data that shows positive change, ’
but you cannot confirm you caused this

Level @

You can describe what you do and why it
matters, logically, coherently and convincingly




Nesta’'s standards of evidence for evidence of impact

Level 9

You have manuals, systems and procedures
ensure consistent replication

Level @

You have one + independent replication
evalniatinne that confirms these conclusions

You can demonstrate causality using a control
or comparison group

Level @ I

Level ©
)

You capture data that shows positive change,
but you cannot confirm you caused this

Level @

You can describe what you do and why it
matters, logically, coherently and convincingly




Before and after measures
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Nesta’'s standards of evidence for evidence of impact

Level 9

You have manuals, systems and procedures
ensure consistent replication

Level @

You have one + independent replication
evaluations that confirms these conclusions

Level ©

You can demonstrate causality using a control
or comparison group

Level @

You capture data that shows positive change,
but you cannot confirm you caused this

Level @

You can describe what you do and why it
matters, logically, coherently and convincingly
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Seven-a-day fruit and veg 'saves lives'

STIY MAGs

Few of us eat he recommended fwe a day, let alone seven porfions

Eating seven or more portions of fruit and vegetables a day is healthier
than the minimum five currently recommended and would prolong lives,
experts say,
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Health

Fruit and veg: More than five-a-day 'no
effect’

By Helen Brggs
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Some countnes recommend eating 10 parBions a day of fut or vog

New research backs the five-a-day target for fruit and vegetables, but
suggests eating more may have no added benefits,



Nesta’'s standards of evidence for evidence of impact

Level 9

You have manuals, systems and procedures
ensure consistent replication

—
Level @

You have one + independent replication
evaluations that confirms these conclusions

Level ©

You can demonstrate causality using a control
or comparison group

Level @

You capture data that shows positive change,
but you cannot confirm you caused this

Level @

You can describe what you do and why it
matters, logically, coherently and convincingly




10 UK What Works Centres

EEF / Evidence and Data / Teaching and Learning Toolkit © About i Document Library [ Share EJ Contact § Login
A Education Search Site Q
Endowment
Foundation

Evidence and Data | Projects /| Evaluation | Apply for Funding |/ News & Events |/ Support Us

Evidence and Data TEACHING & LEARNING TOOLKIT TOPIC EVIDENCE IMPACT 4

I Teaching and Learning Toolkit ‘ Repeating a year EEEEE 8888
About the Toolkit
Using the Toolkit ‘ Setting or streaming £ ada
Early Years Toolkit
N ‘ Aspiration interventions EEE a
Families of Schools Data
Videos and Case Studies .
Block scheduling £ aa
Publications
FAL Review ‘ Performance pay £E AABAE

TA Campaign: Report




Finally...

Themes — not programmese



Common traits of evaluation versus research

K1

EVALUATION

Addresses practical problems

Culminates in action

Makes judgment of merit/worth
Addresses short-term issues
Uses evaluation methods

Is non-disciplinary

Includes insider evaluation

0O

RESEARCH

Addresses theoretical problems
Culminates in description
Describes

Addresses long-term issues
Uses research methods

Is disciplinary

Is always conducted by outsiders




We champion the
smarter use of

evidence in social
policy and practice




