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Highlights of 2015 

2015 was a great year for Giving Evidence, as we worked in many countries and across all of our interest 

areas: encouraging generation and use of sound evidence about interventions, charities, and ways of giving.  

Evidence about which interventions are any good 

 It's become abundantly clear that, in the main, charities shouldn't produce impact research but rather 

should use research produced by specialist researchers. Caroline Fiennes wrote about that publicly here. 

 Often, charities’ and funders’ best move is to use systematic reviews - and 

commission them if they don't already exist. With UCL, we produced one - about 

outdoor learning - commissioned by a funder to inform their own giving and their 

sector: the first time that's happened outside health, to our knowledge.  

 We're working on another systematic review, commissioned by a membership 

body, to inform its members' practice. About Sail Training, also with UCL.  

 Evidence can't be widely used if it's not published, so we did what we think is the 

world's first study of withholding of research by charities - in UK mental health, 

and a sister study about UK-based international development NGOs. Both found 

that many charities have research that they don't publish, mainly because 

publishing doesn't occur to them, it's not rewarded/urgent, and/or they know their 

stuff isn't very good. Latter study published here, former still cooking. 

 Given that in most sectors, the number of unanswered questions exceeds the ability to answer them, it 

would be good if sectors prioritised their unanswered questions to form a shared research agenda, and 

coordinated to ensure that the important ones get answered well. We're exploring just such an initiative 

around intensive farm animal production - and are in discussions about creating shared research agendas 

for two other sectors. 

 We learned a LOT about how to organise evidence (the information infrastructure) from continuing our 

study of the evidence systems in medicine & education in less dev countries. The second report there is 

complete & will publish in Q1. 

Evidence about which charities are any good 

 Is currently essentially nonexistent, which leaves Joe Public with no info at all. We're exploring compiling 

the 'recommendations' of sensible grant-makers in a searchable place, such that the public can leverage 

that 'due diligence'. Outlined here. 

 We re-published our data showing that admin costs are no guide to whether a charity's any good, having 

(weirdly) originally only published it as a press release. 

Giving Evidence’s Director Caroline personally remain involved with Innovations for Poverty Action, which 

looks for effective interventions, and The Life You Can Save, which looks for effective charities.  

http://giving-evidence.com/me/
http://www.giving-evidence.com/outdoor-learning
http://www.giving-evidence.com/outdoor-learning
http://www.giving-evidence.com/sailing-start
https://www.bond.org.uk/news/2015/12/evaluating-in-the-dark
http://www.giving-evidence.com/education
http://www.giving-evidence.com/education
http://www.giving-evidence.com/giving-better
http://www.giving-evidence.com/admin-data
http://www.poverty-action.org/
http://www.lifeyoucansave.org/
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Evidence about which ways of giving are any good 

 We have been working with the University of Chicago on mapping out this whole terrain, showing the 

choices that donors make, the evidence that those choices are consequential, and highlighting the many 

evidence gaps. The goal is to attract researchers to fill them, and the paper will publish early in 2016. 

 We're producing a case study to learn from a high-performing outlier, the Inter-American Foundation 

whose grantees find its reporting process more helpful than ~300 other foundations'. Out in Q1 next 

year. 

  

*** 

Next year, a big issue is research uptake. If charities should use research, then a key issue is: what research, 

and how? Problems being things like paywalls; much academic material 

being unintelligible; many systematic reviews being inconclusive / 

unhelpful; them needing support to find, interpret and implement it 

(just as policy-makers do); incentives to use it.  

So we expect/ hope that during 2016 we will focus on:  

 getting charitable sectors to prioritise research questions such 
that the important ones get answered (properly), as opposed to every question being addressed 

 figuring out how to help / incentivise charities to find & absorb research findings from elsewhere.  
 getting charities to describe their interventions well. Few do, and decent descriptions would trump 

crap research every time. 
 

*** 

We remain grateful for the support and involvement of many people, in many sectors and many countries. If 

you are interested in enabling Giving Evidence to do more work – many of our ideas are too radical for 

mainstream charitable funders to touch, so much of our work is funded by non-mainstream funders – or 

volunteering, or working with us, do get in touch. 

*** 

 

 

 

http://www.giving-evidence.com/iaf-start
http://giving-evidence.com/2015/03/31/research-uptake/
http://www.giving-evidence.com/contact

