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Evaluation?

Annals of Science. The Truth Wears Off. “Is there something wrong with the scientific method?” by
Jonah Lehrer The New Yorker. December 13, 2010

http://www.newyorker.com/reporting/2010/12/13/101213fa_fact lehrer?currentPage=1

EES Statement: The Importance of a methodologically diverse approach to impact evaluation -
specifically with respect to development aid and development interventions" which can be
downloaded at:
<http://www.europeanevaluation.org/images/file/Member_section/EES%20Statement%200n%20Meth
odological%20Diversity/EES%20Statement.pdf>. It does deal with many of these issues (including
alternative models of causality

MCC (Millennium Challenge Corporation) Impact Evaluation website:
http://www.mcc.gov/pages/activities/activity/impact-evaluation

Center for Global Development (CGD) www.cgdev.org,

The International Initiative for Impact Evaluation (3ie) www.3ieimpact.org

Abdul Latif Jameel Poverty Action Lab (J-PAL) at MIT www.povertyactionlab.org

ODI Learning how to learn: eight lessons for impact evaluations that make a difference
http://www.odi.org.uk/resources/download/5716.pdf

World Bank 2011 Impact Evaluation in Practice www.worldbank.org/pdt. The electronic version as an
interactive textbook allows communities of practice and colleagues working in sectors and regions, as
well as students and teachers, to share notes and related materials for an enhanced, multimedia
learning and knowledge-exchange experience. Additional ancillary material specific to Impact
Evaluation in Practice is available at www.worldbank.org/ieinpractice.

William Easterly “Measuring How and Why Aid Works—or Doesn't”

http://aidwatchers.com/2011/05/controlled-experiments-and-uncontrollable-humans/

Full article at:
http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052748703956904576287262026843944 .html#articleTabs ¢
omments%3D %26articleTabs %

IDS http://www.ids.ac.uk/go/idspublication/impact-and-aid-effectiveness-mapping-the-issues-and-
their-consequences?em=NE
Terry Smutylo’s “Impact Blues” http://web.idrc.ca/uploads/user-S/10960530301karaoke.swf

http://Inweb18.worldbank.org/oed/oeddoclib.nsf/DocUNIDViewForJavaSearch/35BC420995
BF58F8
852571E00068C6BD/$file/impact _evaluation.pdf?besi_scan D4A612CF62FE9576=0&bcsi_scan_fil

ename=impact_evaluation.pdf

http://pareonline.net/pdf/v12nl5.pdf

http://www.finance.gov.au/FinFramework/fc 2006 _01.html

http://www.mathematica-mpr.com/publications/PDFs/nonexperimentalreps.pdf

http://www.norad.no/default.asp?V_ITEM ID=12314

http://www.tbs-sct.gc.ca/eval/pubs/meth/pem-mep_e.pdf

http://www.worldbank.org/ieg/ecd/conduct qual impact_eval.html

http://www.worldbank.org/ieg/nonie/guidance.html
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