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FOREWORD

"Greater than the tread of mighty armies is an idea whose time hascorivei ct or Hugo

Every politician knows that ideas have consequences, so witathBeijing,
Bangkok, Brussels, Beirut, or Buenos Aires, policy makers seek the adviceiars#|
of scholars from think tanks who understand this reality and are able to shape policies
and politics with their ideas.

In Washingtonthink tanks are revolving doors filled with experts whargand
out of governmenthat is whytheyare calledei gover nments in waiting. o
sought out his brain trust from the conservative Heritage Foundation while Bill Clinton
relied upon scholars from the moderate Brookings Institution. More recently, George W.
Bushturned to scholars from the neorestocked American Enterprise Institute to help
craft his Iraq policy, and Barack Obama tapped John Podesta, president of the left
leaning Center for American Progress, to lead his transition team to the White House.

Think tank wonks do more than chuwut endless policy papers. Presidents and
Prime Ministersseek them out because they are critical to the global ideas industry. They
generate and finkine solutions to some of the most complex and vexing issues of the
day. Leaders around the world neednthto provide independent analysis, help set policy
agendas, and bridge the gap between knowledge and power.

That isndét to say that all think tanks ar
tanks worldwide, in nearly 170 countries. Some organizatspecialize in security;
others in the environment. Some are intensely partisan; others fiercely independent. Some
have budgets in the tens of millions of dollars; others aremareoperations. Some
already are changing the world with their big ideaket merely aspire farovide ideas
to help government think and operate smoothly

Until now, there has been no guide to this rapidly growing global indUdigy.
Think Tanks andCivil Societies Program at tHeternational Relations Program,
University d Pennsylvanidas created process forankingthink tanks around the
world. l'tds the first comprehensive ranking of
worl|l dwi de survey of hundreds of scholars and
the canpetitive marketplace for ideas that matter.



INTRODUCTION

In a world saturated with information, connected by the web and challenged by complex
issues that often hit like a meteor from outer space, there is a growing need to know
where to turn for igh quality information and analysis on critical policy issues.
Increasingly policy makers and the public are turning to the close to 5,500 public policy
research organizations around the world for assistance. This report identifies and ranks
the leadinghiink tanks in every region of the world.

The Global Go To Think Tank rankings grew out of the n@reling requests we receive

from journalists, scholars and government officials to provide a list of the leading think

tanks in a particular country or tieg of the world. In 2007, we launched a pilot project

that was designed to identify some of the leading think tanks in the world in an attempt to

answer these inquiries in a more systematic fashion. The inaugural report, while

successful, had some shortiags, mainly due to the sheer number of think tanks

worldwide that had to be reviewed and because of the regional and national differences

that exist among them. The report that follows is an expansion and refinement of the

2007 inaugural report that refits our successful efforts to create a rigorous and inclusive
process that has resultdadoi n htimk dxama&kmnsdadkc pd(

Over the course of the past eight months, 407 think tanks were nominated by a diverse
panel of experts comed of peer institutions, donors, directors of think tank networks,
and representatives from intergovernmental organizations. Only those organizations that
received two or more nominations were included in the final rankings process, most
received well inexcess of that number. We then emailed and mailed the 5,465 plus
organizations in the Think Tanks and Civil Societies Program think tank database a list of
the nominated think tanks and asked them to make their selections for the top think tanks
in the wotd as well as by region and research area. Organizations were also asked to
recognize organizations in a few special categories that were added as one of the
enhancements to this yeards report.

Also included in this report is a summary of the major treamabsissues that think tanks
face across the globe. These trends were identified through our annual survey of think
tanks and interviews with the staff of think tanks and civil society organizations in every
region of the world.

Overal | , nkihgs @ad selecian precess marked a number of significant
improvement®ver our inaugural 2007 report. Not only are the nominations now divided
into more specific categories, but the panel of expert nominators has also been expanded
in an effort to captte the diversity of the think tanks around the world.

Finally, and most importantly, a detailed set of selection criteria was developed and
circulated to the peer and expert panels to guide the nomination and selection process
(see selection criteria belpwlhese changes have resulted in a larger, more diverse, and
more representative pool of nominees and finalists.

While this yeards selection process i s great
still in order.First and foremost, the significaifferences between the levels of

development and resources in the world may have contributed to certain regions being
underrepresented on the Global-Gotop 50 think tanks in the world list. We suspect

that this has to do with the relatively smaller fm@mof think tanks in developing
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countries, their underdeveloped capacity and the limited resources available to these
organizations. The unfortunate reality is that there are simply more andfbetted

think tanks in the Organization for Economic-Ogperation and Development (OECD)
countries. In addition, the dominant role these countries play in world politics and the
influence they exert over political, economic and social thinking is reflected in the global
prominence of their think tanks. These @asthelp explain, in part, why think tanks in

the US, Europe and Asia are overrepresented in the rankings while regions such as
Africa, Southeast Asia and Eastern Europe are underrepresented on the list of Global Go
To Think Tanks. Finally, we should poiotit that the data collection and research for this
yearlong project was conducted without the benefit of field research and with limited
resources and a dedicated group of unpaid interns.

Despite our best efforts to consult widely and create a rig@ogisnclusiveprocesswve

can not eliminate all bias frotheselection of the top think tanks in the wodle fully
recognize that personal, regional, ideological, and discipline biases may have been
introduced into the nomination and selection procesohye of those consulted for this
study. We are confident, however, that our efforts to create a detailed set of selection
criteria, an open and transparent procasd an increase in the participation from
underrepresented regions of the world has setwénsulate the nomination and selection
process from serious problems of bias and underrepresentation. It is also important to
note that U.S. think tanks (see the list of the top 30 Think Tanks in the US) were not
included in the universe of institutisrtonsidered for the Global Go@ Think Tank lists
because we felt their inclusion would have a distorting effect on the global rankings.

Despite these potential limitations, | am confident that the international experts group and
peer nomination and k&tion process that was constituted for this study has enabled us
to create the most authoritative list of high performance think tanks in the world.

Before you read this yearo6s Go To Think Tank
inclusion of annstitution in the universe of leading think tanks does not indicate a seal of

approval or endorsement for the institution, its publications or programs. Likewise a

failure to be nominated does not necessarily indicate a lack of a quality and effestivenes

or poor performance. There are 5465 think tanks that are doing exceptional work to help

bridge the gap between knowledge and policy. This report is simply an effort to highlight

some of the leading think tanksound the world.

A TRANSNATIONAL DEFINITI ON OF THINK TANKS

Think tanks are public policy research, analysis and engagement institutions that generate
policy-oriented research, analysis and advice on domestic and international issues that
enable policymakers and the public to make informed agEsabout public policy

issues. Think tanks may be affiliated or independent institutions and are structured as
permanent bodies, not ad hoc commissions. These institutions often act as a bridge
between the academic and policymaking communities, servihg ipublic interest as an
independent voice that translates applied and basic research into a language and form that
is understandable, reliable, and accessible for policymakers and the pitbh& Tanks

and Policy Advice in the US: Academics, Advisarsd AdvocatesRoutledge 2007



GLOBALIZATION OF THINK TANKS

The growth of public policy research organizations, or think tanks, over the last few
decades has been nothing less than explosive. Not only have these organizations
increased in numbebut the scope and impact of their work have also expanded
dramatically. Despite this growth, over the past decade there has been a marked decrease
in the rate of establishment of new think tanks. There are a number of factors that were
suggested by thegponses to the 2007 Global Survey of Think Tanks that might help
explain this shift. A list of the possible trends that may be contributing to the decrease in
theestablishment rate of think tanks is provided below. That being said, the potential of
think tanks to support and sustain democratic governments and civil societies around the
world is far from exhausted. Policymakers in the legislative and executive branches of
government throughout the developed and developing world face the common problem
of bringing expert knowledge to bear on governmental decisiaking. The challenge

then for the policymakers and think tanks is to harness the vast reservoir of knowledge,
information and associational energy that exist in public policy research organizations
every region of the world for public good.

The breadth and scope of this reservoir has expanded considerably since the 1990s, as
these think tanks have responded to the need of policymakers and the general public for
information that is understandabteliable, accessible, and useful. Although this need

has been an inherent dynamic of the policymaking process, the forces of globalization
have fostered and markedly accelerated the growth of independent think tanks, due to

t hose i nst i tilitytoistemgthdn the nresearpmlecy baidge and thus

facilitate the effectiveness of the policymaking process. As a result, they have
proliferated, growing in numbers and solidifying their position as integral contributors to
the policymaking proces# addition, they have developed and strengthened ties with
other nongovernmental and research organizations through the establishment of state,
regional and international networks. In recognition of the increased role, number and
position of think tanksas well as the fact that think tanks have received less research
attention than other environmental, development or education NGOs, this report focuses
on the role of a small sample of these institutions, as well as their role in regional and
global netwaks, in order to illustrate the value and utility of think tanks to policymakers

at the regional and global level.



REGIONAL THINK TANK HUBS

The following cities are where the action is in the seven major regions of the world. Each
city on the list contains a significant number of influential think tanks and has become a
center in its respective region for policy discourse.

Regional Think Tank Hubs
REGION LOCATION

Sydney, Australig
Asia Kuala LumpurMalaysia
Tokyo, Japan

Budapest, Hungar'
Eastern Europe Kiev, Ukraine
Warsaw, Polanc

Brussels, Belgiun
Western Europe Berlin, Germany
London, United Kingdomr

Latin America and the Caribbean Buenos Aires, Argentini

Tel Aviv, Israel
Middle East and North Africa Istanbul, Tukey

Nairobi, Kenya
East, West and Southern Africa Dakar, Senega
Cape town South Africe

North America Washington, DC, USA
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2008GLOBAL SURVEY OF THINK TANKS FACT SHEET

The challenge for the new millennium is to harness the vast reservoir of knowledge,
information, and associationanergy that exist in public policy research
organizations in every region of the world for public go@tink Tanks and
Transnationalization of Public Policy, 2008 McGann)

Global Overview
There are 5465 think tanks in the world
North America 1872 (34.25b)
Western Europe 1208 (22.10%)
Asia 653 (11.95%)
Eastern Europe 514 (9.41%)
Latin America and the Caribbean 538 (9.84%)
Africa 424 (7.76%)
Middle East and North Africa 218 (3.99%)

= =4 =4 -8 -5 -9

United States
There are 1777 think tanks in the US

1 90.5% created since 195

1 More think tanksvere establishesince 1970 than the previous 50
years

1 58% established in the last 25 years

1 Number has more than doubled since 1980

T 31% 19811990--End of Post WWII consensus & Challenge to the
Welfare State

1 Most of the think tank that have come into existence in the US since
the 1970s are specialized

1 About 1/5 or approximately 350 of the think tanks are located in
Washington, DC

1 More than Y2are university affiliated

1 Number of think tanks declined over the last 7 years

Reasondor the Growth of Think Tanks

Information revolution

End of government monopoly on information

Complexity and technical nature of policy problems

Size of government and crisis in confidence in government officials
Globalization and the growth of statedamon state actors

Need for timely and concise informat
form at the right ti meo

= =4 =4 -8 -8 -9
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Reasons for the Decline in Number of Think Tanks Being Established Worldwide
1 Political and regulatory environment hostile to think tanksN@G®s
1 Changes in funding priorities by major public and private donors
1 Underdeveloped institutional capacity
1 Advocacy organizations, for profit consulting firms and electronic

media are replacing some think tanks

Donors funded short term projects and paogs instead of

strengthening capacity and building institutions

T Institutions have served their purpose and have discontinued their

operations

=

Global Distribution of Think Tanks by Region

Worldwide Location of Think Tanks
Global Total - 5465

Oceania- 38 Africa-424

North America - 1872 1%
34%

Asia- 653
8%
’ 12%
Eastern Europe - 514
9%

Middle East and
North Africa - 218
4%

Western Europe -

Latin A 538 1208
atin America - 22%

10%

Created from 4376 Date Established records in the FPRI Gldiiak Tank DatabasiAugust 3% 2008
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COUNTRIES WITH THE L ARGEST NUMBER OF THINK TANKS
Rank Country Number

United States 1777
UK 283
-Germany 186
Z8 France 165
5 Argentina 122
India 121
-Ru55|a 107
I Japan 105
B Canada 94
(0NN Italy 87
South Africa 78
(A China 74
13 Switzerland 72
Sweden 68
Netherlands 55
Mexico 54
Romania 53
Spain 49
Belgium 49
Israel 48
Ukraine 45
Hungary 40
Poland 40
Brazil 39
Nigeria 38
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GLOBAL DISTRIBUTION OF THINK TANKS BY COUNTRY
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UNITED STATES THINK TANKS BY STATE

ALABAMA
ALASKA
ARIZONA
ARKANSAS
CALIFORNIA
COLORADO
CONNECTICUT
DELAWARE
FLORIDA
GEORGIA
HAWAII
IDAHO
ILLINOIS
INDIANA
IOWA
KANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA
MAINE
MARYLAND
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPI
MISSOURI
MONTANA

UNITED STATES TOTAL: 1777

16
3
20
8
171
28
45
3
31
29
11
4
57
20
11
15
11
9
20
46
175
31
23
11
19
8

NEBRASKA
NEVADA

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW JERSEY
NEW MEXICO
NEW YORK
NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH DAKOTA
OHIO

OKLAHOMA
OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
RHODE ISLAND
SOUTH CAROLINA
SOUTH DAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS

UTAH

VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
WYOMING
WASHINGTON D.C.

(L€}
36

142
22

27
16

42
19

16
44

99

22

22

374

2008 GLOBAL GO TO THINK TANKS SELECTION PROCESS

Prior to launching this study, extensive research was conducted to develop a working list
of the leading think tanks in the world. Relying on previous studies, think tank directories
and databases, and expéntshe field, | identified a universe of 5465 institutions for

possible inclusion in the study.

One important improvement over the 2007 study was the creation of a detailed set of
criteria on which both nominators and voters were asked to use to makethé&iations

and final selections. The greatest challenge in assessing these institutions (many of which
are, by the very nature of their work, political) is to abstract from subjective

characteristics and focus rather on universal, concrete featuresel€bgon criteria

outlined below are intended to help provide a metric for indentifying the top think tanks

in the world.
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Selection Criteria

T Direct relationship between ,amdgpsitvd zat i onoao
change irthat areai.e. amount of goods and services available to citizens, state of
physical and mental health, quality of environmemntentof political rights,
access to institutions;
Extent to which respected publishers agree to publish or gani mati onds w
Ability to retain elite scholarandanalysts;
Access to elites in the area of policymaking, media, and academia;
Academic reputation (formal accreditatj@itations; publication in major
academic books, journals, conferenats);
Media reputation (number of & appearances, interviews, and citations);
Reputation with policymakers (name recognition with particular issues, number of
briefings and official appointments, policy briefs, legislative testimony delivered);
T Level of or gani z ad(endowdent, niembemsmpdeesa dnnuale s our c
donations, government and private contracts, earned income),
1 Ability of organization to meet the demands of those that fund it or to meet the
goals of its respective grantaking institution;
1 Overall output of orgamation (policy proposals, publications, interviews,
conferences, staff nominated to official posts);
1 Number of recommendations adopted by policymakers, staff serving advisory
roles to policymakers, awards given to scholars;
T Usef ul ness o hforrmatiog en advacacyt wor, préparing legislation
or testimony, preparing academic papers or presentations, conducting research, or

= =4 =4 -4

= =

teaching;
T Organizationés ability to produce new kno
9 Ability to bridge the knowledgg ap bet ween policymakers and
realities;
1 Ability to include new voices in the policymaking process;
T Organizationbés ability to be the hub for

networks; and
1 Success in challenging the traditional wisdohpolicymakers and the public.

Once the universe was established, | then asked an international group of scholars who
study think tanks, executives and scholars from think tanks, public and private donors,
and policymakers to nominate think tanks thatytbonsider to be the best in the world
using the selection criteria we developed in consultation with groups who fund and
evaluation think tanks and other civil society organizatiGher250institutionsand
individualsparticipated in this process. Manof the institutions that participated in the
first roundof nomination<irculated the list among theseniorstaffs so the nominations
submitted by these institutiomsflect the collective wisdom difeir entire staff.
Approximately 320 institutions &re identified through this process. Each institution had
to receive two or more nominations to be included in the universe of institutions that
would be ranked. We then cross referenced this universe with several of the most
authoritative directories ohink tanks and frequently cited and studies of think tanks to
check to contact information to make sure they existed. An effort was also made to
identify the leading think tanks in regions that were under represented in the initial
universe of about 320 stitutions, which involved consulting with experts in each these

17



regions. This effort resulted in additior&l nominations that expanded the universe to
407 institutionsThis was a dramatic increase over the 225 nominatiengceived in
2007.Think tarks in the U.S. were ranked separately but are included in the total
universe of 407 think tanks that appears in Table #1. A Think Tank Impact Survey
guestionnaire was sent to the 407 selected institutions and a detailed profile was
developed for each onkdse organizations.

We then sent the listf 407 nominated think tanks to all the think tanks in the database
and to over 70 scholars of think tanks, 24 directors of regional and global think tank
networks, 400 executives of think tanks around the w@fAdpundations, NGO

executives who fund think tanks, and four intergovernmental organizations with think
tank programs. This panel of experts and peer institutions was asked to develop a list of
high performance think tanks that were either domesticternationaloriented and had

a regional or global reach, meaning that their programs, scholars and publications were
read and utilized by decisiemakers around the world. Each of these participants was
then asked to identify the top 50 think tanks in wpby region and by research area

from the universe of 407 institutions.

Over 150 representatives from all the groups listed above and from every world region
agreed to participate in the final selection process and sent in their lists of the top think
tanks. Many of these experts circulated the list among their staffs, meaning that the
responses represent the collective wisdom of some of the leading think tanks, foundations
and IGOs in the world.would like to point outa criticaldimension of the nomation

and selectioprocess that has created what appears to be a discrepancy in the rankings.
The experts and peer institutions that participated in the nominations and selections
process were able to vote on the top global think tanks, top regiamatainks and

specialty categories separately (so these rankings are independent of one another). What
this means is that we allowed panelistadminatethink tanks in thoseegionswhere

they were knowledgeable and copldvide us withnformed nominatins and

selectionsThis resulted ira variance in the number of peoptbo provided nominations

for each categoryWe did this because mapwnelists only felt comfortable and
knowledgeable about the region where they live and/or work and chose ttnémit t

rankings to that region. My objective in having the rankings done separately was to
assure proper and meaningful regional representation in the rankings.

This was a problem in the first year | conducted the study. Certain, regions were grossly
underrepresented in the global rankinggich were dominated by OECD countries. As

a result of this problem, | had to go back and create regional catethatiekcited a

greater participation and more balanced results for all regions of the world st hal

reason why | ranked the US separately in order to give other regions a better chance to be
identified through the nomination and selection process. While each attempt to correct a
problem may create another, | feel therease irthenumber of reginal panelists,

theincreasen the overallnominationg225 in 2007 and 407 in 2008hda dramatic

increase imew institutions being nominatede evidence of the significant

improvements we have mauttethe nomination andelection process.

The votesvere then tallied and the lists of the leading think tanks were developed. The
results of this process are provided below.

18



407 Think Tanks Nominated*
As One Of

The Leading Think Tanks In The World
(Arranged Alphabetically)
Table # 1

Think Tank

Adam Smith Instituté UK

Adriatic Institute for Policy Studieis Croatia

Advanced Social Technologi@sArmenia

Africa Institute of South Africd South Africa

African Centre for the Constructive Resolution of Disputes (ACCOR®)uth Africa
Al-Ahram Center for Political and Strategic Studies (ACPSE&pypt
Albanian Institute for International Studief\lbania

Alternate Solutions Institute Pakistan

American Enterprise InstituieUSA

Americans for Tax Reform USA

Armenian International PolicResearch Group (AIPRG)Armenia
Asian Forum Japan (AFd)Japan

Asociacion por los Derechos Civiles (ADCArgentina

Aspen Instituté USA

Aspen Institute Italia Italy

Association for Liberal Thinking Turkey

ASTRIDT ltaly

Atlantic Institutefor Market Studies (AIMS) Canada

Atlas Economic Research Foundatiob SA

Australian Institute of International AffaiisAustralia

Avenir Suissd Switzerland

Baker Institute for Public Policy USA

Bel fer Center f or SceadeSchodof @ovelnmeprJs8AH | Af
Bertelsmann FoundatianGermany

Bonn International Center for Conversion (BIQGQkermany
Brazilian Center for International Relations (CEBRBrazil
Brookings Institutiori USA

Bruegeli Belgium

C.D. Howe Institut¢ Canada

Caledon Instituté Canada

Canada West FoundatidrCanada

Canadian Council of Chief Executives (CCGEyanada
Canadian Defence and Foreign Affairs Institute (CDRADanada
Canadian International Council (CIC) (formerly Canadian Instivfilaternational Affairs)
i Canada

Canadian International Development Ageiidganada

Canadian Policy Research Networks, Inc. (CPRRERanada
Carnegie Endowment for International PeaddSA

Carnegie Moscow CentérRussia

Carter Center USA

Cathayinstitute for Public Affairs China

Cato Instituted USA
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Caucasus Research Resource Ceiitérsnenia

Cedice Libertad Venezuela

Center d'Etude d'Afrique Noire (CEAN)France

Center dO6Etudes et des iRModteer ches en
Centerfor a New American Securify USA

Center for American ProgresdSA

Center for Applied Policy Research (CAPJermany

Center for Democratic Development (CDO3hana

Center for Economic and Policy ResearddSA

Center for Economic and Social Reseai€ASE)i Poland
Center for Economic Policy Research (CEPR)K

Center for Entrepreneurship and Economic Developréfintenegro
Center for European Integration Studies (ZEGermany
Center for Free EnterpriséSouth Korea

Center for Global Devepmenti USA

Center for International Private Enterpris€/SA

Center for International Relations (CSMPoland

Center for Liberal StudieésCzech Republic

Center for LiberaDemocratic Studiet Serbia

Center for Medicine in the Public InteréstySA

Center for Palestine Research and Studialestinian Authority
Center for Policy Analysis (CEPA)Ghana

Center for Policy Studies at Central European Universiiyingary
Center for Policy Studies in Russia (PiRRRussia

Center for Political $tdies (CEPOS) Denmark

Center for Research and Communication (CRE@ilippines
Center for Strategic and Budgetary AssessmiehtSA

Center for Strategic and International StudiesSA

Center for Strategic StudiésJordan

Center for the Study of @nocracyi Bulgaria

Center for the Study of Financial InnovatibituK

Center for the Study of State and Society (CEDES)gentina
Center for Transatlantic Relations SAIS Johns HopkibiSA
Center of Research for Development (CIDAQYlexico
Centeron Budget and Policy PrioritigsUSA

Centre for Policy Studies UK

Centre for Chinese StudiésSouth Africa

Centre for Civil Society India

Centre for Conflict Resolution South Africa

Centre for Development and Enterprisgouth Africa

Centrefor Development StudiegisGhana

Centre for European Policy Studies (CEP®gelgium

Centre for European Reform (CERUK

Centre for Independent Studies (CiShustralia

Centre for International Development Issues Nijmeig&letherlands
Centre for Imernational Governance Innovation (ClGlITanada
Centre for Liberal StrategiedBulgaria

Centre for Policy Studieis South Africa

Centre for Research into P@Sommunist Economies (CRCEUK
Centre for Security and Defense Studiddungary

Centrefor Social Practices Bulgaria

Centre for Strategic and International Studies (CEllBgonesia
Centro Brasileiro de Analise e Planejamento (CEBRAB)azil
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Centro Brasileiro de Relacdes Internacionais (CEBMjazil

Centro de Analisis e Investigion (FUNDAR)i Mexico

Centro de Estudio de Realidad Economica y Social (CEREB)guay

Centro de Estudios de Criminalidade e Seguranca Publica (CR&R)I

Centro de Estudios de la Justicia de las Ameiidakile

Centro de Estudios en Calidae Wida y Desarrollo Social Mexico

Centro de Estudios Legales y Socidlesrgentina

Centro de Estudios PublicoChile

Centro de Implementacion de Politicas Publicas para la Equidad y el Crecimiento (ClI
- Argentina

Centro de Investigacion desRciones Internacionales y Desarrollo (CIDGEpain
Centro de Investigacion para el Desarrollo en Mexidexico

Centro de Investigacion y Docencia Economiddexico

Centro de Investigaciones de Relaciones Internacionales y Desarrollo (CiCEpah
Centro de Investigaciones Economicas Nacionales (CiEB)atemala

Centro Latinoamericano de Economia Humana (CLAEBRuguay

Centro para la Apertura el Desarrollo de America Latina (CADAANgentina
Chatham HouseUK

China Institute of Contempary International Relations (CICIR)China

China Institute of International Studies (CIISTChina

China Institutes of Contemporary International Relations (CIC®)ina

China Reform Forurii China

Chinese Academy of Social Sciences (CASShina

Chinese Center for Contemporary International Relations (CiR@jina

Civitasi UK

Colegio de Mexica Mexico

Competitive Enterprise Institute (CEIJSA

Conference Board of Canad&anada

Consejo Argentino para las Relaciones Internacionales (JOARigentina
Consejo Mexicano de Asuntos Internacionales (COMEXHexico

Copenhagen Consensus Ceiit®renmark

Council for the Development of Social Science Research in Africa (CODESRI&)egal
Council on Foreign RelatiorisUSA

CPB NetherlandBureau for Economic Policy AnalysisNetherlands

Danish Institute for International Studie®enmark

Dejusticiai Colombia

Delhi Policy Groug India

Demosi UK

Deutsche Gesellschaft fuer Auswaertige Politik (DGABermany

E.G. West Centré UK

E3Gi UK

EastWest Institute USA

Economic Cooperation Foundatietsrael

Economic Growth Center (EGEJUSA

Economic Policy Institute USA

Economic Policy Research Foundation of Turkey, Int'l Policy Research Institute (TEP.
IPRI) -1 Turkey

Egypian Center for Economic Studie&gypt

Electoral Institute of Southern Africa (EISA)South Africa

Emirates Center for Strategic Studies and Resedd&{E

ETH Zurich Forschungsstelle fur Sicherheitspolitik und KonfliktanaiySevitzerland
EU Institute for Security Studies (EUISS)rance

European Centre for Development Policy Management (ECDRN&therlands
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European Centre for International Political Economy (ECIPBglgium
European Council on Foreign Relations (ECFRJ)ultiple

European Pady Centre (EPCJ Belgium

European Research Institute (ERIYK

European Stability Initiativé Germany

European Union Institute for Security Studies (EUISBjance

F.A. Hayek Foundation Slovakia

Facultad Latinoamericana de Ciencias Sociale&F30)- Costa Rica
Family Research CouncilUSA

Finnish Institute of International AffaiisFinland

Fondation pour I'lnnovation Politiqud~rance

Fondation pour la recherche stratégique (FRSance

Foreign Policy Centré UK

Foreign Policy Resech Institute (FPRH USA

Forum Brasileiro de Seguranca PublicBrazil

Foundation for Economic EducationUSA

Fraser Instituté Canada

Free Market FoundationSouth Africa

Free Minds AssociationAzerbaijan

Freeman Spogli Institute for Inteational Studies Program on Energy and Sustainable
Development (PESD) USA

French Institute of International Relations (IFRIFrance

French Research Center in International Economics (CEnce
Friedrich Naumann FoundationGermany

Friendsé6 Eur ope (Les -Begium de | 6OEur ope)
Frontier Centre for Public PolidyCanada

Fundacao Getulio VargasBrazil

Fundacion Alternativas Spain

Fundacion Atlas 1858 Argentina

Fundacion Burke Spain

Fundacion de Investigaciones Economicasnoamericanas (FIEL) Argentina
Fundacion Dr. Guillermo Manuel Ungo (FUNDAUNGOIEI Salvador
Fundacion Hayek Argentina

Fundacion Ideas Para la RaZolombia

Fundacion Internacional Para la Liberiadrgentina

Fundacion Libertad Argentina

Fundacion Libertad y Democracia (FULIDEBolivia

Fundacion para el Analisis y los Estudios Sociales (FAER)ain
Fundacion para las Relaciones Internacionales y el Dialogo Exterior (FRISin
Fundacion Seguridad y Democrati€olombia

Galen Instiute’ USA

Geneva Center for the Democratic Control of Armed Foircesitzerland
Georgian Foundation for Strategic and International Stud&sorgia
German Council on Foreign Relations (DGARFermany

German Development InstituteGermany

Germaninstitute for Economic Research (DIW)Germany

German Institute for Int'l and Security Affairs (SWPEermany
German Institute of Global and Area Studies (GlGAjermany

Ghana Centre for Democratic Developmi&hana

Gulf Research CentérDubai

Hayek Instituté Austria

Health Economics and HIV/AIDS Research Division (HEARD) at the University of
Kwazulu Natal South Africa
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Health Reform.cz Czech Republic

Heartland Instituté USA

Hellenic Foundation for European and Foreign Policy (ELIAMEByeece
Hellenic Leadership InstituteGreece

Henry L. Stimson CentelJSA

Heritage Foundation USA

Hong Kong Centre for Economic Research (HKCERpng Kong
Hoover Institutiori USA

Hudson Instituté USA

Human Rights Watch USA

Human Scieces Research Council (HSRCpouth Africa

IFO Institute for Economic ReseartiGermany

IMANI Center for Policy and EducationGhana

INDEM Foundation Russia

Indian Council for Research on International Economic Relations (ICRIER)ia
Initiative for Public Policy Analysis (IPPA)Nigeria

Institut Europeu de la Mediterrania (IEMadppain

Institute Apoyai Peru

Institute for Contemporary Development (INSORussia
Institute for Defense and Strategic Studies (IDSShgapore
Institute forDefense Studies and Analyses (IDSApdia

Institute for Democracy and Mediation (IDM)Albania

Institute for Democracy in South Africa (IDASA)South Africa
Institute for Democratic Governance (IDEGJ{hana

Institute for Development and Socialtlatives IDIST Moldova
Institute for Economic Analysis Russia

Institute for Economic Research (IF@ermany

Institute for Economic Studidsurope (IES) France

Institute for Energy ResearéhUSA

Institute for European Politics (IEPGermany

Institute for Fiscal StudiegsUK

Institute for Global Dialogué South Africa

Institute for Global Dialogue (IGD) South Africa

Institute for International and Strategic Relations (IRI$yance
Institute for International Policy Studies (IIPSJ)aman

Institute for Justicé USA

Institute for Justice and Reconciliation (IJR$outh Africa
Institute for Market Economics (IME)Bulgaria

Institute for National Strategic Studies (INSS), formerly Jaffe Center for Strategic Stuc
Israel

Institutefor Peace Research and Security Policy (IFEBgermany
Institute for Policy Alternatives (IPA) Ghana

Institute for Policy Analysi$ Canada

Institute for Policy Studies Singapore

Institute for Privatization and ManagemériBelarus

Institute forPublic Affairs (IVO)i Slovakia

Institute for Public Policy Kyrgyzstan

Institute for Research on Public Policy (IRPEJanada

Institute for Security Studies (ISB)South Africa

Institute for Statistical, Social, and Economic Research (IS$ERara
Institute for Strategic and Defense Studidsungary

Institute for Strategic Studies and Prognds&fontenegro
Institute for the USA and Canadian Studies (ISKRANRussia
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Institute for World Economics of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences (IWWngary
Institute of Developing Economies, Japan External Trade OrganizationJEDRO)i
Japan

Institute of Development Studies (IDSUK

Institute of Economic Affairs (IEA) Ghana

Institute of Economic Affairs (IEA) UK

Institute of Energy Econoies Japan (IEEJ) Japan

Institute of International and European Affairs (IIEAeland

Institute of International Finance

Institute of International RelatiorisCzech Republic

Institute of Medicing USA

Institute of Politics Canada

Institute ofPublic Policy Analysi$ Nigeria

Institute of Southeast Asian Studies (ISEAShgapore

Institute of Transportation Studies at UC DavidSA

Institute of World Economy and Int'l Relations (IMEMOIRussia
Institute on GovernanceCanada

InstitutoApoyoi Peru

Instituto Bruno Leoni Italy

Instituto de Ciencias PoliticasColombia

Instituto de Defensa LegalPeru

Instituto de Estudios Peruanos (IEMeru

Instituto de Estudos Politicos, Universidade Catolica PortuguBsatugal
Institutode Libre Empresa Peru

Instituto Futuro- Spain

Instituto Juan de MarianaSpain

Instituto Liberdade Porto AlegiieBrazil

Instituto Libertad y DemocraciaPeru

Instituto para la Seguridad y la Democraicislexico

Integrated Social Development Gen(ISODEC) Ghana

Inter Region Economic Network (IREN)Kenya

Inter-American Dialogue (IAD) USA

International Center for Human Developme/Atrmenia

International Center for Policy Studietlkraine

International Crisis Group Belgium

Internatonal Development Center of Japan (IDCJapan

International Development Enterprises (IDH)dia

International Development Research Centre (IDRCanada
International Food Policy Research Institute (IFPRIBA

International Institute for Demoarg and Electoral Assistance (IDEA)Sweden
International Institute for Environment and Development (IIEBYygentina
International Institute for Strategic Studies (II$SYK

International Institute for Sustainable Development (IISDanada
Interndional Peace InstituteUSA

International Peace Research Institute, Oslo (PRIEYrway
International Policy Network UK

International Relations and Security Network (ISNgwitzerland
International Security Information Service Eurcpgelgium

Islamic Free Market Institute FoundatieSA

Israel Center for Social and Economic Progrdssael

IsraelPalestine Committee for Research and Information (IPCRijael
Istituto Affari Internazionali (1Al)i Italy

Japan Institute of InternationAffairs (JIIA) 7 Japan
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Japanese for Tax Reforndapan

Jerusalem Center for Social and Economic Righssael
Jerusalem Institute for Market Studiessrael

Kenya Institute for Public Policy Kenya

Kiel Institute for the World Economy (If\W) Gemany

Korea Development Institute (KDi) South Korea

Korea Institute for Int'l Economic Policy (KIEP)South Korea
LAl nsti tuitfraMent ai gne

Lebanese Center for Policy Studies (LCP&¢banon
Liberalni Institut- Czech Republic

Libertad y Desapllo i Chile

Liberty Fund- USA

Liberty Institute- India

Lion Rock Institute- Hong Kong

Lithuanian Free Market Institutelithuania

Lowy Institute for International PolicyAustralia

Ludwig von Mises Instituté USA

Mackinac Center for Publicdicy i USA

Malaysian Institute of Economic Research (MIER)lalaysia
Manhattan Instituté USA

Max Planck Institute for the Study of Societie&ermany
Maxim Institutei New Zealand

Mercatus Center USA

Monday Morningi Denmark

Monterey Institug of International StudiesUSA

Montreal Economic InstituteCanada

Moshe Dayan Center for Middle Eastern and African Studiesel
National Bureau of Economic Research (NBER)SA
National Center for Policy Analysis (NCPA)USA

National Centefor Public Policy ResearchUSA

National Institute for Defense Studies (NIDSgpan

National Institute for Research Advancement (NIRAapan
Netherlands Institute of International Relations (Clingenda&lgtherlands
New America Foundation USA

New Economic Schodl Georgia

Nigerian Institute of International Affairs (NIIA) Nigeria
Nixon Centefi USA

Nomura Research Institute (NRi)Japan

Nordiska Afrikainstitutet Sweden

North-South Instituteé Canada

Norwegian Institute of Internathal Affairs (NUPI)i Norway
Nucleo de Estudios de la Violencia de la Universidad de Sao piEMYUSP) Brazil
Overseas Development Institute (ODIYK

Pacific Research Institute for Public Polic{ SA

Palestinian Academic Society for the Studyrdérnational Affairs (PASSIA) Palestinian
Authority

Peace Research Institute Frankfurt (PRIBermany
Peterson Institute for International EcononiiddSA

Pew Center on Global Climate Chand¢SA

Philippine Institute for Development Studies (P)D3hilippines
Policy Exchangé UK

Policy Networki UK

Polish Institute of International AffaiisPoland
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Politeiai UK

Potsdam Institute for Climate Impact Research (RPlkermany
Prague Security Studies Institute (PSSQzech Republic
PrivateEnterprise Foundation (PEF)Ghana

Progress & Freedom FoundatibtUSA

Progressive Policy Institute (PRIUSA

Property and Environment Research Center (PERCJA

Public Policy Forum Canada

Queen's Centre for International Relations (QQIRanada

Rabin Center for Israeli Studielsrael

RAND Corporatiori USA

Razumkov Centre Ukraine

Real Instituto Elcano de Estudios Internacionales y Estratégigpain
Reason FoundationUSA

Red Liberal de America Latina (RELIAL)International

Research Institute of Economy, Trade and Industry (RIET§pan)
Resources for the Future (RRFUSA

Reut Institute Israel

Royal United Services Institute for Defense and Security Studies (RUWSK)
S. Rajaratnam School of International Studi&sigapore

Scientific Research Mises CentdBelarus

Security& Defense Agenda (SDABelgium

Sejong InstituteSouth Korea

Shanghai Institutes for International Studies (Sil®hina

Sharg InformationaRnalytical Center Tajikistan

Social Affairs Lhit i UK

Social Science Research Council (SSRCISA

South African Institute of International Affairs (SAlIA)South Africa
South African Institute of Race Relations (SAIRFSouth Africa
Southern African Regional Poverty Network (SARRNgouth Africa
Stefan Batory FoundationPoland

Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (SiPBWeden
Strategic Foresight Grougndia

Swedish Institute of International Affairs (Ul)Sweden

Taiwan Foundation for Democra¢yTaiwan

The Energy an®Resources Institute (TER{)ndia

The Independent InstituieUSA

The Initiative for Global Development (IGD)USA

Third World Network (TWN)i Malaysia

TimbroT Sweden

Transparency InternationalGermany

Turkish Economic and Social Studies Fourmta{TESEV)i Turkey
Unirule Institute of EconomicsChina

United States Institute of Peace (USIR)SA

Universidad Peruana de Ciencias Aplicadas (UHAZ8ru

Urban Institutei USA

Van Leer Jerusalem InstituteT urkey

Vienna Institute for Interrigonal Economic Studies (WIIW) Austria
Washington Office on Latin America (WOLA)USA

Woodrow Wilson International Center for ScholardSA

World Policy Institute (WPI) USA

World Resources Institute (WRI)USA

Worldwatch Instituté USA
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Wuppetal Institute for Climate, Environment, and Enefg§ermany

York Centre for International and Security Studies (YCISSpanada
* To make this list an institution had to receive two or more nominations. Self
nominations were not counted.

The Top Think Tanks in the World

Provided below is the list of leading think tanks that emerged from the research
conducted, the indicators utilized and the survey results compiled. Broadening the list of
influential think tanks beyond the top,1Ghen proceeded toedtelop a list of the top 50
think tanks internationallyThe rankings of the expert panel, coupled with our own

research and assessment, have yielded the top 50 think tanks globally:

Table # 2
Think Tank Country
1. Chatham House United Kingdom
2. International Institute for Strategic Studies United Kingdom
3. Stockholm International Peace Research Institute Sweden
4. Overseas Development Institute United Kingdom
5. Centre for European Policy Studies Belgium
6. Transparency International Germany
7. German Council on Foreign Relations Germany
8. German Institute for International and Security Affairs Germany
9. French Institute of International Relations France
10. Adam Smith Institute United Kingdom

Top 10 Think Tanksi Worldwide (Non-U.S.)

Top 50 Think Tanksi Worldwide (Non-U.S.)

Table # 3
Think Tank Country
1. Chatham House United Kingdom
2. International Institute for Strategic Studies United Kingdom
3. Stockholm International Peace Research Institute Sweden
4. Overseas Develomnt Institute United Kingdom
5. Centre for European Policy Studies Belgium
6. Transparency International Germany
7. German Council on Foreign Relations Germany
8. German Institute for International and Security Affairs Germany
9 French Institute of kernational Relations France
10. Adam Smith Institute Canada
11. Fraser Institute United Kingdom
12. European Council on Foreign Relations Multiple

13.
14.
15.
16.

Center for Policy Studies

Institute of Development Studies
Gentre for Economic Policy Research
Centre for European Reform
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17. International Crisis Group Belgium

18. International Institute for Democracy and Electoral Assistanc Sweden

19. Kiel Institue for World Economy Germany

20. Canadian Institute of International Affairs Canada

21. Japan Institute for International Affairs Japan

22. Demos United Kingdom
23. Bruegel Belgium

24. Centre for Strategic and International Studies Indonesia

25. Chinese Academy of Social Scieac China

26. Danish Institute for International Studies Denmark

27. EU Institute for Security Studies France

28. European Policy Centre Belgium

29. International Policy Network United Kingdom
30. Netherlands Institute of International Relations Nethetands

31. Foreign Policy Centre
32. Institute of Economic Affairs

United Kingdom
United Kingdom

33. International Institute for Sustainable Development Canada

34. Shanghai Institute for International Studies China

35. Civitas United Kingdom
36. Norwaian Institute of International Affairs Norway

37. Peace Research Institute of Oslo Norway

38. Policy Network
39. Royal United Services Institute

United Kingdom
United Kingdom

40. Instituto Affari Internazionali Italy

41. Center for Conflict Resolutio South Africa
42. ETH Zurich Forschungsstelle fur Sicherheitspolitik und Switzerland
Konfliktanalyse

43. Fundacao Getulio Vargas Brazil

44. Fundacion para el Andlisis y los Estudios Sociale Spain

45. German Development Institute Germany
46. Institutefor Defense Studies and Analysis India

47. Institute for International and Strategic Relations France

48 . L6l nstitut Montaigne France
49. Institute of International and European Affairs Ireland
T50. Centre for Independent Studies Australia
T50. Cente for International Governance Innovation Canada
T50. Centro de Estudios Publicos Chile

T50. Institute for Economic Research (IFO) Germany
T50. Institute for World Ecoomy and International Relations Russia
(IMEMO)

T50. Polish Institute of Internationaffairs Poland
T50. Real Instituto Elcano Spain

Note: severalinstitutions were tied for th&0" spot in rankings s@
institutionsare listed above

Top Think Tanks in the United States

As was previously stated, think tanks from the US were naidled in the top 10 and 50
because | felt it might have a distorting effect on the results and the objective was to
identify the leading think tanks outside of the United States. The lists below are the top
10 and top 30 think tanks in the United Statespeetively.
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Top 10 Think Tanksi United States

Table # 4
Think Tank
1. Brookings Institution
2. Council on Foreign Relations
3. Carnegie Endowment for International Peace
4. RAND Corporation
5. Heritage Foundation
6. Woodrow Wilson Internatioh&enter for Scholars
7. Center for Strategic and International Studies
8. American Enterprise Institute
9. Cato Institute

T10.Hoover Institution
T10. Human Rights Watch

Note: Two institutions were tied for tH&" spot in rankings so both are
listed above

Top 30 Think Tanksi United States

Table #5
Think Tank
1. Brookings Institution
2. Council on Foreign Relations
3. Carnegie Endowment for International Peace
4. RAND Corporation
5. Heritage Foundation
6. Woodrow Wilson International Centfor Scholars
7. Center for Strategic and International Studies
8. American Enterprise Institute
9. Cato Institute

10. Hoover Institution

11. Human Rights Watch

12. Peterson Institute for International Economics
13. United States Institute of Peac

14. National Bureau of Economic Research (NBER)
15. Center for Global Development

16. World Policy Institute

17. Center for American Progress

18. Carter Center

19. Hudson Institute

20. Urban Institute

21. EastWest Institute

22. New America Foutation

23. Manhattan Institute

24. Resources for the Future (RFF)

25. Baker Institute for Public Policy

26. Henry L. Stimson Center

27. Center for Transatlantic Relations SAIS Johns Hopkins
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28. Independent Institute

29. International Peace Instie

T30. National Center for Policy Analysis (NCPA)
T30. Mercatus Center

Note: Two institutions were tied for the™8pot in rankings so both are

listed above

Top Think Tanks for Other Regions of the World

Top 25 Think Tanks in North America (Non-U.S.)
Table # 6

Think Tank

1. Fraser Instituté Canada

2.Canadian International Council (CICCanada

3. Centre for International Governance Innovation (CiGDanada
4. Centro de Analisis e Investigacion (FUNDARMexico

5. Institute for Reseah on Public Policy Canada

6. Institute for Policy Analysis Canada
7
8
9

. Centro de la Investigacion para el Desarrollo en Mexidexico
. Colegio de Mexicd® Mexico
. C.D. Howe Instituté Canada
10. Montreal Economic InstituieCanada
11. Pubic Policy Forumi Canada
12. Queen's Centre for International Relations (QCIRanada
13. Center of Research for DevelopmiMexico
14. Mexico Atlantic Institute for Market Studies (AIMB)Canada
15. Centro de Investigacion y Docencia Econoritéexico
16. Conference Board of Canad&anada
17. Canadian Council for Chief Executivie€anada
18. Centro de Estudios en Calidad de Vida y Desarrollo Sobl@ixico
19. Consejo Mexicano de Asuntos Internacionales (COMEXAgxico
20. Institute ofPoliticsi Canada
21. Canada West FoundatibiCanada
22. Frontier Centre for Public Poli¢yCanada
23. Instituto para la Seguridad y la DemocrdcMexico
24. Canadian Defense and Foreign Affairs Institu@anada

Note: Fewerthan 25 think tanks the region received theecessary
nominations required to be included in the selection process.

Top 25 Think Tanks in
Latin America and the Caribbean
Table #7

Think Tank

1. Consejo Argentino de Relaciones Internacionales (CARI)/Argentin
Council or International Relationis Argentina
2. Facultad Latinoamericana de Ciencias Sociales (FLAC803}ta Rica
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3. Libertad y Desarrolld Chile

4. Centro de Estudios Publico<hile

5. Centro de Implementacion de Politicas Publicas para la Equidad y
Crecimiento (CIPPECG)Argentina

6. Fundacion de Investigaciones Economicas Latinoamericans (FIEL
Argentina

7. Fundacao Getulio VargasBrazil

8. Furdacion Libertad Argentina

9. Instituto Libertad y DemocraciaPeru

10. Centro Brasileiro dedfacoes Internacionais (CEBRIBrazil

11. Centro de Estudio de Realidad Economica y Social (CERES)
Uruguay

12. Centro de Estudios Legales y Socidlésgentina

13. Centro de Investigaciones Economicas Nacionales (QIEN)
Guatemala

14. Cedice Libeérndi Venezuela

15. Fundacion Atlas 1853Argentina

16. Fundacion Hayek Argentina

17. Instituto de Estudios Peruanos (IEMeru

18. Instituto Liberdade de Porto Alegr@razil

19. Universidad Peruana de Ciencias Aplicadas (UF®2ru

20. Cento Brasileiro de Analise e Planejamento (CEBRAByazil

21. Centro para la Apertura el Desarrollo de America Latina (CADAL
Argentina

22. Fundacion Ideas Para la Pa2olombia

23. Fundacion Libertad y Democracia (FULIDEBolivia

24. Instituto debefensa Legal Peru

T25. Center for the Study of State and Society (CEDE&)yentina

T25. Centro Latinoamericano de Economia Humana (CLAEBRuguay
T25. Forum Brasileiro de Seguranca Pubiidrazil

T25. Fundacién Dr. Guillermo Manuel Ungo (FUNDAGO)-- El
Salvador

T25. Instituto de Ciencias Politica<Colombia

T25. Nucleo de Estudios de la Violencia de la Universidad de Sao P4
(NEV/USP)i Brazil

Note: severalinstitutions were tied for th25" spot in rankings sall six
institutionsarelisted above

Top 25 Think Tanks in
Middle East and North Africa
Table # 8

Think Tank

1. Al-Ahram Center for Strategic and Political Studidsgypt

2. Center for Strategic Studiéslordan

3. Institute for National Security Studies, formerly J&fnter for

Strategic Studies Israel

4. Gulf Research CentérDubai

5. Emirates Center for Strategic Studies and ReséduzkE

6. Lebanese Center for Policy Studies (LCP&gbanon

7. Turkish Economic and Social Studies Foundation (TESEM)rkey
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8. Center for Palestine Research and StudRalestinian Authority

9. Centre dOEtudes et deisMoReeax he
10. Free Minds AssociatidnAzerbaijan

11. Palestinian Academic Society for the Study of International Afifairg
Palestinian Authority

12. Economic Cooperation Foundatiotsrael

13. Egyptian Center for Economic StudieBgypt

14. Association for Liberal Thinking Turkey

15. Moshe Dayan Center for Middle Eastern and African Stuidiesel
16. Van Leer Jerugam Institutei Turkey

17. IsraelPalestine Center for Research and Information (IPCRd)ael
18. Jerusalem Institute for Market Studieksrael

19. Israel Center for Social and Economic Progrdssael

20. Reut Instituté Israel

21. Rabin Ceter for Israeli Studieg Israel

Note: Note: Fewerthan 25 think tanks in the region receivedrleeessary
nominations required to be included in the selection process.

Top 25 Think Tanks in Southern
Africa (including Sub-Saharan Africa)
Table # 9

Think Tank

1. Centre for Conflict ResolutiagnSouth Africa

2. South African Institute of International Affairs (SAIIA)South Africa
3. Institute for Security Studies (ISS5outh Africa

4. Free Market FoundatianSouth Africa

5. Council for the Deelopment of Social Science Research in Africa
(CODESRIA)i Senegal

6. IMANI Center for Policy and EducatianGhana

7. Institute for Global Dialogue (IGD) South Africa

8. Africa Institute of South Africa South Africa

9. African Center for the Cotrsictive Resolution of Disputes (ACCORD
I South Africa

10. Centre for Development Studie&hana

11. Centre for Policy Analysis (CEPA)Ghana

12. Initiative for Public Policy Analysis Nigeria

13. Institute for Democracy in South Africa (IDASA)South Africa
14. Inter Region Economic Network (IRENKenya

15. Kenya Institute for Public PolidGyKenya

16. Nigerian Institute of International Affairs (NIIA)Nigeria

17. Centre for Policy StudiésSouth Africa

18. Institute for Justice and Rewiliationi South Africa

19. Centre for Development and Enterpri&outh Africa

20. Electoral Institute of Southern Africa (EISABouth Africa

21. Institute for Statistical, Social, and Economic Reseaféhana

22. Integrated Social Developmédéntre (ISODEC) Ghana

23. South African Institute of Race RelatidnSouth Africa

24. Ghana Centre for Democratic DevelopnieGhana
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T25. Institute for Policy Alternativeis Ghana
T25. Institute of Economic Affairs Ghana

Note: Two institutions wre tied for th@5" spot in rankings so both are
listed above

Top 25 Think Tanks in Western Europe
Table # 10

Think Tank

. Chatham Housie UK

. Stockholm International Peace Research Instit@eeden

. International Institute for Strategic 8taesi UK

. French Institute of International Relations (IFRFrance

. International Crisis GrouipBelgium

. Centre for European Policy Studies (CEP8Elgium

. Overseas Development Institlite)K

. Adam Smith UK

. Bertelsmann Foundatié Germany

10. Centre for European Reform (CERYK

11. German Institute for International and Security Affairs (SWP)
Germany

12. Civitasi UK

13. Centre for Policy Studi@sUK

14. Centre for Economic Policy Research (CEPRK

15. European Qmcil on Foreign Relations (ECFR)Multi-State

16. Foreign Policy Centiie UK

17. Friedrich Naumann FoundatierGermany

18. Bruegel Belgium

19. Institute of Development Studie®JK

20. Institute of Economic Affairs UK

21. Istituto Affari Inernazionali (AT Italy

22. International Policy Network UK

23. German Council on Foreign Relations (DGARJermany

24. Swedish Institute of International Affairs (WISweden

T25. Fundacion para las Relaciones Internacionales y el DialogodExte
(FRIDE)1 Spain

T25. Netherlands Institute of International Relatiori¢etherlands
T25. Real Instituto Elcande Estudios Internacionales y Estratégicos
Spain

T25. Timbroi Sweden

Note: severainstitutions were tied for th25" spot in rankingsoall Four

institutionsare listed above

O O|NOODIWIN|F

Top 25 Think Tanks in Eastern Europe
Table # 11

Think Tank

1. Carnegie Moscow CenteRussia

2. Institute of World Economy and International Relatibigussia
3. Center for Economic and Social ResearchERN Poland
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. Center for Policy Studies at Central European Univeirdityngary
. F.A. Hayek Foundatioh Slovakia

. International Center for Policy Studies/kraine

. Lithuanian Free Market InstituteLithuania

. Polish Institute of Intern@inal Affairsi Poland

. Centre for Liberal Strategie8ulgaria

10. Liberalni Institut Czech Republic

11. Hellenic Leadership InstituteGreece

12. Ludwig von Mises Institut Romania

13. Center for International Relations (CSiMyoland
14.INDEM Foundatiori Russia

15. Prague Security Studies Institut€zech Republic
16. Adriatic Institute for Policy StudiésCroatia

17. Albanian Institute for International Studieslbania
18. Institute for Public Policyy Kyrgyzstan

19. Institutefor the USA and Canadian StudieRussia
20. Institute of International Relation<zech Republic
21. New Economic SchoolGeorgia

22. Center for LiberaDemocratic Studies Serbia

23. Center for Security and Defense Studiésungary
24. Instituie for Market Economick Bulgaria

T25. Institute for Public Affair§ Slovakia

T25. International Center for Human DevelopmieArmenia
T25. Razumkov Centré Ukraine

Note: Threeinstitutions were tied for the5" spot in rankings sall threeare
listed above

O O|NO| O~

Top 25 Think Tanks in Asia
Table # 12

Think Tank

. Chinese Academy of Social Sciences (CASShina

. Japan Institute of International Affairs (JIIAYapan

. Institute for Defense Studies and Analysdsdia

. Center for Strategi@nd International Studigsindonesia

. Institute for International Policy Studieslapan

. Shanghai Institute for International Studi€zhina

. Institute of Southeast Asian StudieSingapore

. Center for Civil Society India

9. China Ingtute for Contemporary International Relations (CICIR)

China

10. Institute for Defense and Strategic Studi€&ngapore

11. The Energy and Resources Institute (TERidia

12. Asian Forum Japan (AFJ)YJapan

13. China Institute for Internationatuslies (CIIS)i China

14. Lowy Institute for International PolicyAustralia

15. Cathay Institute for Public AffaiisChina

16. Korea Development InstituteSouth Korea

17. National Institute for Defense Studie3apan

18. National Institute for 8&search Advancemendapan

19. Hong Kong Centre for Economic Research (HKCER)ng Kong
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20. Research Institute of Economy, Trade and Industry (REEJHpan
21. Taiwan Foundation for Democraicyl aiwan

22. Unirule Institute of EconomidsChina

23. Institute of Energy Economics Japan (IEEJapan

24. Liberty Institutd India

T25. Malaysian Institute of Economic Research (MIER})alaysia
T25. Philippine Institute for Development StudieRhilippines

T25. Third World Networki Malaysia

Note Threeinstitutions were tied for th25" spot in rankings sall threeare
listed above

Top Think Tanks by Research Area (Global)

Top 10 International Development
Think Tanks
Table # 13

Think Tank

. Brookings Institutioi USA

. Overseas Devepment Institute (ODIj UK

. Council on Foreign RelatioiisUSA

. RAND Corporatiori US

. Woodrow Wilson International Center for ScholaldSA
. Institute of Development StudiedJK

. Center for Global DevelopmentJSA

. International Fod Policy Research InstituieUSA

. German Development InstitliteaGermany

T10. International Policy Networik UK

T10. Atlas Economic Research FoundatiddSA

T10. International Development Research Centtanada

Note: Threeinstitutions were tig for the10™ spot in rankings sall threeare
listed above

OIO|NOURAIWINF

Top 10 Health Policy Think Tanks
Table # 14

Think Tank

1. Brookings Institution USA

2. National Bureau of Economic ReseaiddSA
3. RAND Corporatioi USA

4. Urban Instituté USA

5. American Enterprise InstituieUSA

6. Council on Foreign Relations Global Health ProgradBA
7. Cato Instituté USA

8. Fraser Instituté Canada

9. Center for Global DevelopmentUSA

T10. Civitasi UK

T10. National Center for Policy AnalysisSUSA
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Note: Two institutions were tied for tH&" spot in rankings so both are
listed above

Top 10 Environment Think Tanks
Table # 15

Think Tank

1. Carnegie Endowment for International PeatiSA

2. Brookings Institutioni USA

3. World Resourcesibtitutei USA

4. Worldwatch Instituté USA

5. Pew Center on Global Climate ChafddSA

6.Beler Center for Science and I nt
Governmeni USA

7. Resources for the Future (RFRYSA

8. Freeman Spogli Institute for Intextional Studies Program on Energy
and Sustainable Development (PESD) Stanford Universit$A
9.German Development InstituteGermany

T10. RAND Corporationi USA

T10. Cato Instituté USA

Note: Two institutions were tied for tH®" spot in ranking so both are
listed above

Top 10 Security and International
Affairs Think Tanks
Table # 16

Think Tank

1. Brookings Institution USA

2. Chatham Housk UK

3. Carnegie Endowment for International PeatéSA
4. Council on Foreign RelatiofisUSA

5. International Institute for Strategic Studies (II3&)K
6

7

8

9

1

. Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (SiPRNeden
. Center for Strategic and International Studi&sSA

. International Crisis GrolipBelgium

. RAND Corporation USA

0. French Institute of International Relations (IFRFBrance

Top 10 Domestic Economic Policy
Think Tanks
Table # 17

Think Tank

1. Brookings Institution USA

2.National Bureau of Economic ResearddSA
3. Cato Instituté USA

4. American Eterprise Institutd USA
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5. RAND Corporatioi USA

6. Heritage FoundatiohUSA

7. Fraser Instituté Canada

8. Center for American Progres$JSA

9. Hoover Institutiori USA

10. Peterson Institute for International Econonii¢$SA

Top 10 International Economic Policy
Think Tanks
Table # 18

Think Tank

. Brookings Institutioi USA

. Peterson Institute for International EconomiddSA
. Fraser Instituté Canada

. National Bureau of Economic ResearddSA

. Adam Smith Instituté UK

. Cato Instituté¢ USA

. Centre for Economic Policy ReseaicbK

. Heritage FoundationUSA

. Center for Global DevelopmentJSA

T10. American Enterprise InstituteUSA

T10. Center for Strategic and International StudiesSA

Note: Two instiutions were tied for th#0" spot in rankings so both are
listed above

OO|NOUBIWIN|F

Top 10 Social Policy Think Tanks
Table # 19

Think Tank

. Brookings Institutiori USA

. Urban Instituté USA

. American Enterprise InstitutéJSA

. National Bureau of Ecamic Research USA
. RAND Corporationn USA

. Overseas Development Institute (ODIYK

. Civitasi UK

. Heritage FoundationUSA

. Social Science Research Council (SSROBA
T10. Hoover Institution USA

T10. Manhattan Instituté USA

Note: Two institutions were tied for tH®" spot in rankings so both are
listed above

O O|INO|O|BWIN|F

Top 3 Think Thinks for Innovative Ideas and Strategies
Note: The top 3 think tanks are reported for each category
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Think Tanks with the Most
Innovative Policy/ldea Proposal
Table # 20

Think Tank

1. Cato Institutd USA

2. Brookings Instituté USA

3. Carnegie Endowment for International PeatéSA

Best New Think Tank
(established in the last thredive years)
Table # 21

Think Tank

1. European Council on Fogei Relations Belgium
2. Bruegel Belgium

3. Center for American Progres$JSA

Outstanding Policy Oriented- Public Policy
Research Program
Table # 22

Think Tank

1. Brookings Institution USA

2. Peterson Institute for International Econonii¢$SA
3. RAND Corporatiori USA

Best Use of the Internet to Engage the Public
Table # 23

Think Tank

1. Council on Foreign RelatiofisSUSA
2. Brookings Institution USA

3. Cato Institutd USA

Best Use of the Media (Print or Electronic) to
Communicate Programs and Research
Table # 24

Think Tank

1. International Crisis GrouipBelgium

2. Peterson Institute for International Econoniid$SA
T3. Brookings Institution USA

T3. Human Rights Watch USA

Note: Two institutions were tied for 8 spot in rankings so both are listed

above
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Most Impact on Public Policy or Policy Debates
Table # 25

Think Tank

1. Brookings Institution USA

2. Heritage FoundatiohUSA

T3. American Enterprise InstitufeUSA
T3. Henry L. Stimson Cent&rUSA
Note: Two institutions were tied for ti8 spot in rankings so both are listed

above

Top Think Tank in the World
Table # 26

Think Tank
T1. Brookings Institution USA
T1. Peterson Institute for International Econonii¢$SA

Note: Two institutions wer tied for theop think tank in the world so both
arelisted above

This section is the unabridged \son of the article
that appeareth the January/FebruaB009Issue of
Foreign Policy magazine

A Think Tank Field Guide

As think tanks have grown irumber and influence, a handful of distinct breeds have
emerged. The categories and the major players are:

Multinational Think Tanks (MNTTS)
Many think tanks have gone global following the lead of multinational corporations and
have set up operations iwd or more capils around the world.

Carnegie Endowment for International PeadéSA
International Crisis Group Belgium

Rand Corporatioii USA

European Council on Foreign Relatiadng/SA
EastWest Instituté USA

The Policymakers

These organizationsnjoy a competitive advantage over their rivals when it comes to
government contracts and research. They have the-koanand PR skills that
ministers, bean counters, and bureaucrats s€bky conduct research that focuses on
the 3Rgigor, relevance ad reliability.

Fundacao Getulio VargasBrazil
Institute for Research on Public PolicCanada
Overseas Development CouricilUK
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Polish Institute of International Affairs Poland
Resources for the Future USA

Rand Corporatioit USA

Urban Institute USA

The Partisans
These ideologyriven organizations generate the leading ideas on the right and left,
develop new political talent, and offer a home to@itppower party leaders.

Adam Smith Instituté UK

Center for American ProgresdJSA
Civitasi UK

Heritage Foundatioii USA

The Phantoms

Designed to look like NGOs, these organizations are in fact arms of the government.
Theyodove emerged as a f argmesgamask theirdiktatseagy f or a
a flourishing civil society.

China Developrant Institutel China
Institute for Democracy and CooperatioRussia
Centre forPolitical Studies Uzbekistan.

The Scholars

The stars of the think tank world are the powerhouses of policy that havestiradrs
from their ivory towersn academigao the political capials around the world. They are
regularly relied upon to set agendas and craft new initiatives.

Brookings Institutiori USA

Council on Foreign RelatiorisUSA

Chatham Housg UK

Danish Institute of International Studie®enmark

The Activists
Thesedggooders dondét simply advocate -fotchr | mport
policy and research hubs in their own right.

Human Rights Watch USA
Centre for Conflict Resolutionh South Africa
Amnesty Internationdl UK

The Transformers
These are a group of institutions that hdnencreated to transform the political
landscape. They are often well funded and organized as change agents.

Demosi UK
Heritage Foundation USA
Center for American ProgresdJSA

Hybrids
4Q



Not all think aanks fit into neat little categories, and increasingly they are borrowing
effective strategies and structures from the mediaketiag and high tech firms to
create new and innovate ways to reach policy makers and the public withesesirch

L 6 {ute Bldntaignég France
New America Foundatioh USA
Fraser Instituté Canada

Brief Descriptions of the 2008 Top Think Tanks

The Top 15 U.S. Think Tanks

1) Brookings Institution

Location: Washington

Budget: $60.7 million

Specialties:U.S. foreign polig, Middle East, economic and social policy

Boldface namesSt r obe Tal bott | Kenneth Poll ack,

2) Council on Foreign Relations

Location: New York

Budget: $38.3 million

Specialties:U.S. foreign policy, national security

Boldface names:Richard Haass, Michael Gerson, Walter Russell Mead, Angelina Jolie

3) Carnegie Endowment for International Peace

Location: Washington

Budget: $22 million

Specialties:Nuclear nonproliferation, China

Boldface namesJessica T. Mathews, Robert Kag Minxin Pei, Karim Sadjadpour

4) Rand Corporation

Location: Santa Monica, Calif.

Budget: $251 million

Specialties:Military strategy, political economy, health and education policy
Boldface names:James Dobbins, Gregory Treverton, William Overholt,dld_urie

5) Heritage Foundation

Location: Washington

Budget: $48.4 million

Specialties:Tax policy, national defense, social policy

Boldface namesEdwin Meese, Peter Brookes, James Jay Carafano, Ariel Cohen

6) Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars

Location: Washington

Budget: $34.5 million

Specialties:Regional studies, democracy promotion, international development
Boldface nameslee Hamilton, Haleh Esfandiari

7) Center for Strategic & International Studies
Location: Washington
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Budget: $29 million

Specialties:Defense policy, diplomacy, regional studies

Boldface names:John Hamre, Richard Armitage, Zbigniew Brzezinski, Anthony
Cordesman

8) American Enterprise Institute

Location: Washington

Budget: $23.6 million (2006)

Specialties:Trade, @&fense, economic policy

Boldface namesNewt Gingrich, David Frum, Richard Perle

9) Cato Institute

Location: Washington

Budget: $19 million

Specialties:Libertarianism, deregulation, social policy and defense policy
Boldface namesDavid Boaz, Edward Cran Christopher Preble

10) Hoover Institution

Location: Stanford, Calif.

Budget: $34.1 million

Specialties:Defense policy, deregulation, LFussian relations

Boldface nameslarry Diamond, Michael McFaul, Victor Davis Hanson

11) Human Rights Watch

Location: New York

Budget: $35.5 million

Specialties:Human rights, international justice
Boldface namesKenneth Roth

12) Peterson Institute for International Economics

Location: Washington

Budget: $9.5 million

Specialties:Trade, globalization, internatiohpolitical economy

Boldface namesC. Fred Bergsten, Anders Aslund, William Cline, Aaron Posen

13) United States Institute of Peace

Location: Washington

Budget: $24.7 million

Specialties:Conflict resolutionpost conflictstability

Boldface namesRichad H.Solomon, Scott Lasensky, J.Alexander Thier

14) National Bureau of Economic Research

Location: Cambridge, Mass.

Budget: $29.8 million

Specialties:Economic growth, economic analysis and forecasting
Boldface names:James Poterba, Robert Lipsey, MaFRgidstein

15) Center for Global Development

Location: Washington

Budget: $9.8 million

Specialties: Globalization, international development, aid effectiveness
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Boldface namesNancy Birdsall, Steven Radelet, Todd Moss

Top 10 NorUJ.S. Think Tanks

1) Chatham House

Location: London

Budget: $12.4 million

Specialties: International economics, regional and security studies

2) International Institute for Strategic Studies
Location: London

Budget: $15.3 million

Specialties: Nonproliferation, counterterrorism

3) Stockholm International Peace Research Institute
Location: Solna, Sweden

Budget: $5.3 million

Specialties: Arms control, conflict management

4) Overseas Development Institute

Location: London

Budget: $25.9 million

Specialties: International developmgntimanitarian issues

5) Centre for European Policy Studies

Location: Brussels

Budget: $8.6 million

Specialties: EU integration, citizenship, political economy

6) Transparency International

Location: Berlin

Budget: $13.3 million

Specialties: Electoral ferm, anticorruption in public and private sectors

7) German Council on Foreign Relations

Location: Berlin

Budget: $6.4 million

Specialties: German foreign policy, international relations

8) German Institute for International and Security Affairs
Location: Berlin

Budget: $16.4 million

Specialties: German foreign policy and security

9) French Institute of International Relations
Location: Paris

Budget: $8.1 million

Specialties: Tranétlantic relations, European affairs

10) Adam Smith Institute
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Location:London
Budget: $500,000
Specialties: Free market and social policies

Think Tank Winner$ An in-depth look

Below is a brief description of some of the new category winners. Each of these
organizations has especially made a mark on public policy inrdsgective arenas.

Top Think Tanks for Innovative ldeas

Cato Institute

C a t ldbértarianstancepnceviewedasfringe, is now consideredespectablewith its
antrincumbentantrWashingtorattitude,CATO hasantagonizediberalswith its pushto
privatizeSocialSecurity,aswell asconservativesvith its vigorousoppositionto thelraq
war.

BrookingsInstitution

Fromhealthcareeformto recommendationsn closingthe prisonat Guantanamdaay,
Brookingshasa breadthof expertisehatallowsit to offer innovativefixes for nearly
everycritical issuefacingthe United Statedoday.

CarnegieEndowmentfor International Peace

C a r n ergleireoppssingheinvasionof Irag andprovidingcritical researclonissues
suchasl r aamdNerthK o r enacteaweapongprogramsplacest atthe heartof some
of Wa s h i ndptinmgp0lisy debates.

Best New Think Tanks (of the past 5 years)

European Council on Foreign Relations

Populatedy Europearheavyweightdike Nobel PeacePrizelaureateMartti Ahtisaari
andformer GermanForeignMinister Joschkaischer the ECFRaimsto craftacommon
foreignpolicy for anincreasinglyintegratedeurope.

Bruegel
Fundedby EU memberstatesBruegelspecializesn driving Europeareconomiogrowth
andmakingthe continentmorecompetitivein the globaleconomy.

Center for American Progress
Thanks to its alktar roster of exports and savvy wd@ewmedia,CAP hasemergedas
theintellectualcenterof DemocraticD.C.

Most Impact on Public Policy Debates
Brookings Institution
When important debates occur in Washingtavhetherover Middle Eastpeaceglobal

finance,or urbanstrategy i t adag betthatBrookingsis driving the conversation.

Heritage Foundation
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A partisanapproachthey areunabashedlgonservative)obsessionvith thelatestpolicy
issuesaneffectivemarketingstrategy andproximity to the seatof power(it is steps
awayfrom theU.S. Congresspive Heritageaninfluential edge.

Stimson Center (Henry L.)

Recently, the Stimson Centeas had its hand in a number of coalittmnlding projects

in the global security arena. Those include the introduction of a space code of conduct

that essentially bypassed the Bush administr
aswellaseffod t o hel p devel oping countries get on
report efforts to prevent WMD proliferation.
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2008 Trends in Think Tanks and Policy Advice

MAJOR FINDINGS

Think tanks have become more active players in domestic and foreign policy
in the last two decades and are now present in 169 countries. While the
largest concentration of think tanks continues to be in the US and Western
Europe, several factors are driving the growth of think tanks in other areas of
the world.

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

Democratization

Democratization has opened more political space to establish think tanks, while
political and economic reform has created a demand for developing more detailed
policies and regulations.

Demands for independent information and analysis

More governments, fawg increased pressure to improve economic and
bureaucratic performance, appear to be turning to think tanks for evidence and
independent advice. Government officials at all levels are asked to make
decisions that are informed by research and data.

Growth of international actors

The proliferation of state and natate actors such as NGOs and IGOs,
foundations and interest groups have created more support and demand for think
tanks.

Technology & communication advances

Better and cheaper technology havade it much easier for think tanks to operate
and publicize their work. The Internet has made it much easier for even small
think tanks with limited financial resources to conduct more extensive research,
and organizations can use websites to shareapemdas and findings outside
traditional communication channels. These changes have helped extend the reach
and impact of think tanks.

Globalization of NGO funding

Governments, foundations and interest groups are becoming more active and
diverse in supping policy oriented research and analysis by think tanks across
most regions of the world.

More open debate about government decision making

Interest groups and public citizens are less deferential to allowing governments to
monopolize decision makingghich has put a premium on more open discussion

of issues and policy options. Key players are less likely to accept government
information and rationales, creating a demand for more independent sources of
analysis. Global policy and advocacy networksehiaereased the power and
influence of these organizations.
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7) More complex and high pressure issues
Think tanks can sometimes be more flexible and adept than governments at
addressing higiprofile, sensitive, crossutting issues under severe time
constraits. Sometimes governments actively seek input from think tanks to help
facilitate more efficient decision making on controversial topics, or even when
their ideas are not formally sought, think tanks can be in a position to produce
policy options that areore publicly accessible, pithier and available more
quickly than those generated by a more complex official governmeniaigésicy
process.

8) Going Global
Think tanks are increasingly adopting a global presence, perspective and

audience. The economist&e ge Sti gl itz commented that
gl obally and act Il ocallyo if they are to
This trend is driven, in part, by transnational issues such as global warming,

proliferation of weapons of mass destrog, pandemics and terrorism. A number

of global think tanks (Carnegie Endowment for International Peace and the

International Crisis Group) have emerged in recent years which are designed to

address global issues and serve a global audience of poliagnake

REGIONAL HIGHLIGHTS

While all think tankgperform the same basic function.e., to bring

knowledge and expertise to bear on the pefigking process not all think
tanks have the same degree of financial, intellectual and legal independence
There is also regional variation in the number, experience, depth, and focus
of think tanks.

Western Europe

Western Europe has the most developed and largest number of think tanks outside the
United States. While think tanks in Europe are numerous theyoakery diverse. Many
remain formally linked to political parties. Until recently most think tanks operated as
adjuncts to political parties but major changes have taken place, sparked in part by
creation of independent think tanks in Eastern and Cdadralpe. Most of these think

tanks focus on European integration,-B&opean transatlantic relations, or topical

issues such as climate change; in recent years, many of the top European think tanks have
expanded work on democratization and nabaiidingin the developing world.

European think tanks have enjoyed better access to policymakers than many counterparts
elsewhere in the world, although some now are attempting to reach out to even wider
audiences in business, the media and citizens to patéicgipthe public debate. A

growing number of institutions are organized to conduct research on issues facing the
Europe and the EU and many are now based in Brussels or have satellite offices there.
Despite these developments many think tanks continuavi® 4 stateentric perspective

and ignore the trarSuropean issues. Think tanks in this region publish by far more

books than any other region in the world. This is likely the result of government funding
and the academic orientation of many think thanks
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Central and Eastern Europe

Eastern European think tanks have emerged in the last 15 years as a part of the political
and economic transformation that swept the region. The strategy and structure of these
institutions are more varied and poliogientedthan their counterparts in Western

Europe. Thiss due, in part, because they benefited from amge¢he global marketplace

of think tankdate andwere therefore able fworrow the best features afdependent

public policy research organizatiofiem aiound the worldThey also received
significantfunding from public and private donors in Western Europe, North America
and Asia that wanted to support themocratic transiticsithat weretaking place in the
region.Thepolitical dynamic at the moment didir creatioralsorequiredthat non
governmentalhink tanks adopa more activist angolicy-orientedapproachn their

research and programs in ord@bring abouthe change that was called for by the will

of the people. Thishain of event$ed to the creation of wholeset of institutions that

look more like think tanks in the US thanWestern EuropéAs a resultavibrant and
innovative community of think tanks now exists in this regibmese institutions have

been so successful that they anavisharing their experiences with emerging think tanks

in the Balkans and Eurasia. Issues of independence, capacity and sustainability are
challenging these institutions as political tides shift and they move frorugtart
organizations to established imstions in postcommunist societies. Much of the focus

has shifted away from international donors as a means of support to national and regional
(EU and NATO) sources of funding.

Russian Federation

Several prominent and well established Russian thirkstrat date back to the Cold

War and survived the transition are still active today. In the gasimunist period a new
group of think tanks emerged with a new generation of scholars. A highly educated cadre
of researchers and increasingly stable ecoo@onditionscreateda favorable

environment for think tanks to operate. Unfortunately, the opening and independence of
the1990s has faded in the face of more active and centralized government decision
making on economic, political, and foreign policy issuVladimir Putin and now his
successobmitry Medvedev continue tose legabnd extralegal means to limit the role

and influence of think tank3 hese harsh measures haeeved to stifle independent
analysisand push back at civil society in Russsthe positive developments are offset

by the significant constraints placed on the funding and operation of NG@&xddition

the decline in Western financial support for think tanks is having a negative impact on the
younger and more independent thinkpalicy research organizationBhis is

compounded by the fact thabn-governmental indigenous support is not rising at a rate
fast enough to make up for the loss of public and private support from the West.

Asia

Asian think tanks often focus on econiopstrategic and security issues within the

region, yet they sometimes are more constrained than their European counterparts
because of their close ties to government. Southeast Asian think tanks are at the forefront
of efforts to build stronger regionaétworks among such research organizations,

particularly in the areas of economics and security. Public policy research organizations
have grown quite rapidly and are now playing a significant role in public debate and
discussion in their respective coues. While many of these organizations started out as
governmental or quagjovernmental entitieshey have slowly moved out of the orbit of
government and become independent actors in civil society.
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Latin America

Latin American has one of the most s¢aet evolving think tank communities in the
developing world. Some of the most prominent and-&tagding Latin American think

tanks focus on development issues, economic policy, human rights and the environment.
Domestic security issues such as viblenmme and criminal gangs are increasing and

many think tanks are coming-dine to address these problems. The think tanks that are
focused on security issues often have more links to official government military
organizations. It is still unclear howafge in the political landscape in the region will be
reflected in the think tanks in Venezuela, Chile, Nicaragua and Bolivia.

Middle Eastand North Africa

The most prominent Middle East think tanks have focused largely ortistiEte

security issues ithin the region over the last several decades. Our recent research
revealed that the two leading areas of research are democratiaatic'conomic policy.

An increasing number of MENA think tanks are branching out with current research
projects and arstudying environmental issues. The number of independent think tanks

has grown in recent years but they tend to have a limited degree of freedom and not much
financial or political support relative to other regions in the world.

Africa

African think tankggenerally are more limited in number, experience, and resources than
their counterparts in other regions, and the focus more often is on domestic issues such as
economic development, health (AIDS), policing and crime prevention rather than on
regional segrity and economic issues. The issues of independence, sustainability and
intellectual capital flight are prevalent in the region. To address these problems, public

and private donors have begun to support efforts to strengthen indigenous research and
institutional capacity.

EMERGING | SSUES ANDTRENDS

There are a number of issues/trends facing think tanks that have not received
as much attention in comparison to other NGOs. Outlined below are a few
potential areas of inquiry that | feel require adaitibresearch and debate:

¢ Outputs vs. ImpacHistorically think tanks have placed a focus on outputs
over impact. How do think tanks measure their impact? For many institutions, it is
limited to the numbers of books and policy briefs produced rathetdhan
providing the impetus for new legislation or changes in policy. This issue is
further complicated by donors who are increasingly interested in supporting
Ahiignhpact 0 policy research.

1 Influence and Independenee independent think tanks become more
established, some appear to be losing their voice and independence along the way.
Managing the tensions associated with relevance, influence and independence are
a delicate balancing act that must be carefully managed if think tanks are to
maintain their cedibility with policymakers and the public.
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Catalysts for Changet bears watching to see to what extent think tanks

become a prime platform for opposition political players to develop policy

alternatives and provide a home for those out of power. WeNwvill the think

tanks that were created during the wave o
906s fare when the tide turns in the othe

NGO Push BackThere isaninsidiousglobaltrend that is designed to take
back the open and dematic space created by thitknksand civil society
organizations in the late 80s and 90s by limiting the number, roladcivateof

civil society organizationsSome governments have been tightening restrictions
on foreign support for NGOs operatingtireir country, which potentially may
extend to limit foreign support for think tanks. In addition, registration laws and
other bureaucratic measures have been implemented in order to limit the political
space in which these groups operate and limit theimbers and influence.

Phantom NGO Think Tanksovernments are creating think tanks that

are designed to appear to be fgmvernmental organizations but are in fact arms

of the government. These have become known as GONGO@®&rnment

Organized NongovementalOrganizationsCorporationsunions and individuals

have established think tanks to promote their special interests. This trend raises
concerns about a lack of transparency and private interest masquerading as public
interest.

General vs. SpecifiEocus Many prominent think tanks have incentives

to move away from general, comprehensive research work to focus on more
narrow projects that are geared toward the interests of a specific patron or interest
groupwhich creates intellectual blinders tludten results in narrow and self

serving policy recommendations. This trend runs counter to the policy issues we
face today which tend to be transnational, complexspath many disciplines

which leavesus unprepared to deal with the polidyatlenges wéace in the short

and long term. Clearly, what is called for is a commitment to providing sustained,
general operating support for transnational iaterdisciplinaryresearch on a

range of policy issues.

Hybrids As think tanks have faced new challeniyethe societies in which

they operate, they have adapted and created hybrid institutions. More and more
think tanks are a blend of organizational types (part academic research center,
consulting firm, and advocacy group and policy enterprise) and theabkey

staff have changed. Today the staff of think tanks must be comprised of
multifaceted individuals who are part scholar, journalist, marketing executive and
policy entrepreneur.

Sustainability and Institution&apacityMuch of the funding for

think tanks in developing and transitional countries has been in the form of start
up grants from international public and private donors that were followed by a
series of project specific grants which made it difficult for institutions to develop
a strong istitutional capacity. In many countries of the world the development of
indigenous, notgovernmental sources of funding is limited and underdeveloped.
Additionally, the seeding of a host of small, specialized think tanks by public and
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private donors ratheéhanthe supportingof a few multipurpose, policy oriented

think tanks may prove to be unsustainable over time. What impact will this lack
of indigenous support and institutional capacity have on these newly created think
tanks and their ability to respd to an array of policy problems facing these
countries?

1 Partisan vs. Noipartisan Some think tanks attempt to advance the
philosophies of a specific ideological group, while others try to create a space for
less partisan explorations of policy aftatives. The public in the US appears to
be growing weary of the partisan bickering in Washington, DC and are now
expecting policymakers to move from stalemate to action on key policy issues.
Those think tanks that haveeashoe cnoanye fcianudg h't
themselves being viewed by the public as part of the problem rather than a
credible and constructive force in the policy making process.

¢ Relevance vs. Rigorhere is a tension that faces all think tanks which
must be balanced: the needptoduce academic quality research that is
understandable and accessible to policymakers and the public.

q Think tank networkSNumerous think tanks are trying to cultivate
stronger ties to counterpart organizations within their region and across the world
and it will be interesting to see if these networks coalesce around particular topics,
regions, or ideological views.

1 Supply vs. Demanuch of the support for think tanks in developing and
transitional countries has been for improving the qualitysambly of policy
researclpolicy makersNot enough emphasa supporihas been placed on how
to increas the appreciation and utilization of policy research by policy makers,
the media and the public.

1 Impact of thenternet Thelnternet is having arpfound impact on think
tanks and policy advice as it is for all organizations whose mission is centered on
ideas and information. The issues raised by the Internet and how it influences the
creation, dissemination and discussion of public policy iss#ea faw areas that
require our attention.

CONCLUSION

This report marks our second edition of the Globalf@d hink Tanks report. We face a
daunting task in trying to capture and then compare the quality and performance of think
tanks around the world. 8feadily admit that ranking the quality and performance of

think tanks is difficult because of the differences in the environments in which these
institutions operate and the significant variations in the size, scope, mission, research
agendas and poligyrientation of the 5@5institutions that now operate169 countries.

The rankings that appear in this report are intended to identify some of the high
performance think tanks around the world and identify the institutions that policy makers
and journalsts are likely to go to when they need hgrality analysis or advice.
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While it is a challenging endeavor, we feel it is a necessary one because public and

private donors, boards of trustees, policy makers, journalist, governments and the public

are demading that think tanks demonstrate their value and impact. Think tanks around

the world operate in an intensely competitive marketplace of ideas and influence. As a
result, think tanks are being asked to devel
cornvey their ideas to policy makers and the public, @exkelopmore sophisticated

communications strategies tlmeateand advance sound public policy. Think tanks

cannot retreat to ivory towers, nor should they take to the barricades, but they must be

prepred to demonstrate and communicate the vital role they play in the policy making

process. Unlike businesses that compete over products and profits, think tanks

demonstrate their value through the quality of their ideas and policy proposals and

ultimatelyin how those ideas and proposals improve public paind/the lives of the

people who are impacted by thermhey achieve this by mastering the 3Rs rigor,

relevance and reliability. Ultimately however, they will be judged by how they help
policymakersah t he publ i ¢ man a gMoretishues, mofeladorsFour Mor
more competition, and more conflict. The institutions listed in this report are some of the

high performance institutions that have mastered the 3Rs and 4 Mores.
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APPENDICIES
I. Letter to Prospective Expert Panelist

Think Tanks and Civil Societies Program

1528 WALN UT STREET
SUITE 610
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19102
TEL. (215) 732 -3774
FAX (215) 732 -4401

July 2008
Dear :

The Think Tanks and Civil Societies Program (TTCSP) is currently in the process of
organizing nominations to identify the world's leading think tanks for the 2008
Global Go To Think Tanks Report. For this ambitious project, we are seeking
expert volunteers to serve on both global and regional selection panels. We are also

in need of feedback on which think tanks have become recognized regionally and in

key substantive areas for producing rigorous and relevant research, publications and
programs. We would like to enlist your expertise as a panelist for this ongoing
research effort that has proved of vital importance to policymakers, donors,

and the public abo ut the impact of think tanks on the debate and

formulation of public policy.

Similar to the 2007 Global Go To Think Tanks Report, the nominations process will
begin with this call to an international group of scholars who study think tanks,
executives and  scholars from think tanks, public and private donors, and
policymakers. We are asking you to provide a list of think tanks (on the form
attached) that you consider the best globally, regionally, and by subject

area. After tallying your votes, we will open the nominations process to a global
group of donors, scholars and think tank officials, who will have the opportunity to
nominate the think tanks they consider to be the best at producing policy research
from the universe you help us develop.

In selecti ng the top think tanks in the world, we suggest that all nominators focus on
aspects such as influence scale of operation, breadth of audience and contribution of
research and analysis on policymaking. At times, the greatest challenge in assessing
these i nstitutions (many of which are by the very nature of their work political) is to
abstract from subjective characteristics and to focus on more universal and concrete
features. To this end, please consider factors including but not limited to:

9 Directrelat i onshi p between organizationbds efforts
change in societal values such as significant changes in quality of life within
respective country (amounts of goods and services available to citizens, state of
physical and mental health, quality of environment, quality of political rights,
access to institutions);
T Publication of an organizationds work by res
9 Ability to retain elite scholars & analysts;
9 Access to elites in the area of policymaking, media, and academia;
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9 Academic reputation (formal accreditation, citation of think tank; publications by
scholars in major academic books, journals, conferences, and in other
professional publications);

1 Media reputation (humber of media appearances, interviews, and citations);
1 Reputation with policymakers (name recognition with particular issues, number
of briefings and official appointments, policy briefs, legislative testimony
delivered);
T Level of organi zationds financi al relsources

donations, government and private contracts, earned income),

9 Ability of organization to meet the demands of those that fund it or to meet the
goals of its respective grant-making institution;

1 Overall output of organization (policy proposals, publications, interviews,
conferences, staff nominated to official posts);

1 Number of recommendations to policymakers, staff serving advisory roles to
policymakers, awards given to scholars;

T Usefulness of organizationdés infolatomati on i n
or testimony, preparing academic papers or presentations, conducting research,
or teaching;
T Organizationés ability to produce new knowl e
T Ability to bridge the knowledge gapd bet ween

realities;
1 Ability to include new voices in the policymaking process;
1 Ability of organization to be inscribed within issue and policy networks; and
1 Success in challenging the traditional wisdom of policymakers.

That being said, one of your main goals as panelist will be to help create a list
that is transparent, representative and authoritative. This is why we have made an
effort to make sure that no region is underrepresented and all biases are removed to
the largest possible extent. In addition, al  though think tanks that focus on domestic
issues are clearly represented on the lists that you well help us create as a panelist,
think tanks that interact on regional and global levels tend to have an edge in the
rankings. Finally, the broad scope of pro grams produced by large, multi -issue think
tanks and the ability of these institutions to continually produce such programs for a
global audience also causes these organizations to be overrepresented in the
rankings.

Despite these potential challenges, as a panelist, it will be your task to focus on
the role of a think tank as an effective bridge between the academic and
policymaking communities as you make your calculations. As a panelist, you will be
serving an important role in our research effort. As s uch, with your permission, your
name will be printed in our final report. Please note, however, that all nominations
you make will be kept strictly confidential. Please send us your nominations form by
July5 ™ 2008 by e-mail ateither Jmcgann@uvillanova.edor JM@fpri.org . You can also
contact me by phone at (610) 519 -8040 or (215) -732-3774 ext. 209. For more
information on the Think Tanks and Civil Societies Pro gram, please see the
description below.

Sincerely,

Jim McGann
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Il. Expert and Peer Institution PanelistNonination Letter, Instructions and
Nomination Form

THINK TANKSAND CIVIL SOCIETIES PROGRAM

1528 WALNUT STREET
SUITE 610
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19102
TEL. (215) 7323774
FAX (215) 7324401

July 2008

The 2008 0G|l obal Go To Think Tanksbé6
Nominations Form

Thank you for agreeing to participate in this important research endeavor. As
you know, we are soliciting the advice of experts like you to ident  ify the leading
public policy research organizations in the world. We have chosen you to assist in
this effort because you are committed to the development of quality public policy
research, improved policymaking capability for governments, and enhanced ci il
society around the world.

As a panelist, you will be serving an important role in our research effort. As
such, with your permission, your name will be printed in our final report. Please
note, however, that all nominations you make will be kept conf  idential.

Please take the time to complete the nominations form below.  You may
nominate 25 Organizations for the Global Go To Think Tank - leading think
tanks in the world. Please also consider nominating the top think tanks by
region and area of research . You can nominate up to 10 institutions per region
and research. It is essential that you consider a variety of criteria in making your
decisions. These may include, but are not limited to:

T Direct relationship between oargeanciazati onds
positive change in societal values such as significant changes in quality of
life within respective country (amounts of goods and services available to
citizens, state of physical and mental health, quality of environment,
quality of political rights, access to institutions);
Publication of an organizationds work by a
Ability to retain elite scholars & analysts;
Access to elites in the area of policymaking, media, and academia;
Academic reputation (formal accreditation, citation of think tank;
publications by scholars in major academic books, journals, conferences,
and in other professional publications);
1 Media reputation (number of media appearances, interviews, and
citations);
1 Reputation with policymakers (name recogn ition with particular issues,
number of briefings and official appointments, policy briefs, legislative
testimony delivered);

= =4 =4 =9
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T Level of organi zationds financi al resour ces

annual donations, government and private contracts, earn  ed income),

9 Ability of organization to meet the demands of those that fund it or to
meet the goals of its respective grant -making institution;

91 Overall output of organization (policy proposals, publications, interviews,
conferences, staff nominated to off icial posts);

1 Number of recommendations to policymakers, staff serving advisory roles
to policymakers, awards given to scholars;

T Useful ness of organi zationds informat.
legislation or testimony, preparing academic papers or p  resentations,
conducting research, or teaching;

1 Organizationds ability to produce new knowl
policy;

T Ability to bridge the knowledge gap bet ween
groundo6 realities;

9 Ability to include new voices in the policymaking process;

1 Ability of organization to be inscribed within issue and policy networks;

and
f  Success in challenging the traditional wisdom of policymakers.

[. Nominator Information

Name: Date(MM/DD/YYYY) :

Institutional A ffiliation:

Title:

Street Address:

City/State :

Postal Code:

Country:

E-mail address:

Phone number.__ 8

Ido___ Idonot want to have my name published in the final version of the
2008 Global Go-To Think Tank Report.

Il. Institutions Nominated

Top 25 Think Tanks Worldwide (non -U.S.)?

! United States think tanks have been excluded from this category in order to collect a representative
sample of the top think tanks worldwide. Many of the top think tanks in the United States have a global
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1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)
11)
12)
13)
14)
15)
16)
17)
18)
19)
20)
21)
22)
23)
24)
25)

Top Think Tanks By Research Area (Global)

Top 10 International Development Think Tanks
1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7
8)
9)
10)

reach in terms of #ir research and programming. Such think tanks may have taken a disproportional
number of the Top 25 spots; thus, please exclude U.S. think tanks in this category.
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Top 10 Health Policy Think Tanks
1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)

Top 10 Environment Think Tanks
1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)

Top 10 Security and International Affairs Think Tanks

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7
8)
9)
10)

Top 10 Domestic Economic Policy Thin k Tanks
1)
2)
3)
4)
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5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)

Top 10 International Economic Policy Think Tanks

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)

Top 10 Social Policy Think Tanks
1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)

Top Think Tanks By Region

Top 10 Think Tanks in the United States
1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
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9)
10)

Top 10 Think Tanks in Nor_th America (Mexico and Canada)
1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)

Top 10 Think Tanks in Latin America
1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)

Top 10 Think Tanks in the Middle East and North Africa

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)

Top 10 Think Tanks in Southern Africa including Sub  -Saharan

Africa
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1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

Top 10 Think Tanks in Western Europe

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

Top 10 Think Tanks in Eastern Europe

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7

8)

9)

10)

Top 10 Think Tanks in Asia
1)

2)

3)

4)
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5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)

Thank you for your assisting us with the 2008

We appreciate your help.

Please return the above survey no later than July 10, 2008 to  JM@fpri.org or by
mail to fo Think Tanks and Civil Societies Program, 1528 Walnut Street Suite 610
Philadelphia PA USA 19102, att: James G. McGann

DEFINITION OF THINK TANKS

(James G. McGann, 2007)

Think tanks or public policy research, analysis, and engagemsdititiions are organizations that generate paitgnted research,
analysis, and advice on domestic and international issues in an effort to enable policymakers and the public to make informed
decisions about public policy issu@$ink tanks may be affated with political parties, governments, interest groups, or private
corporationsor constituted as independent nongovernmental organizations (NG@sg institutions often act as a bridge between
the academic and policymaking communities, servirgphblic interest as an independent voice that translates applied and basic
research into a language and form that is understandable, reliable, and accessible for policymakers and the public.

Structured as permanent bodies, in contrast with ad hoc coronsissi research panels, think tanks devoselsstantial portion of

their financial and human resources to commissioning and publishing research and policy analysis in the social sctarates: poli
science, economics, public administration, and internatiaffairs. The major outputs of these organizations are books, monographs,
reports, policy briefs, conferences, seminars, formal briefings and informal discussions with policymakers, governrakntaoffici

key stakeholders.

In an effort to help makesense of this highly diverse set of institutions we have created a typology that takes into consideration the
comparative differences in political systems and civil societies around the world. While think tanks may perform manyrroles i
their host societis, not all think tanks do the same things to the same extent. Over the last 85 years, several distinctive
organizational forms of think tanks have come into being that differ substantially in terms of their operating styles,phterns

of recruitment,their aspirations to academic standards of objectivity and completeness in research and their engagement of policy
makers, the press and the public. We believe, despite these differences that most think tanks tend to fall into the legaibsat
outlined below.

CATEGORIES OF THINK TANK AFFILIATIONS

Category Definition

Autonomous and Independent Significant independence from any one interest group or donor and autonomous in
operation and funding from government.

Quasi Independent Autonomous fom government but an interest group (i.e. unions, religious groups, ef
donor or contracting agency provides a majority of the funding and has signific
influence over operations of the think tank.

University Affiliated A policy research center at aniversity.
Political Party Affiliated Formally affiliated with a political party.
Government Affiliated A part of the structure of government.
Quasi Governmental Funded exclusively by government grants and contracts but not a part of the for|

structure of government.

Key Indicators and Issues to Consider When Assessing the Effectiveness and
Impact of Think Tanks

Clearly, assessing the impact of think tanks is not an easy endeavor to
undertake  given the various and conflicting actors, events, and politics involved
in the policy making process. Despite the significant challenges in establishing a
causal relationship between knowledge and policy, it is necessary for think
tanks to understand and effectively respond to the growing chorus of questions
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being raised by donors, journalists, and the public about the role and influence

of think tanks in civil societies and governments around the world. According to

the research of Donald Abelson, James McGann, and Diane Stone, think tanks

can utilize variou S measures to assess the impact of increases in their activities

as well as to account for their contributions to the policymaking environment

and civil society. Mc Gannbds recent (2008) research

has

comprehensive assessment tool for evaluating a think tankés i mpact.

impetus for this research, in part, was the apparent confusion that exists about
the differences between outputs and impacts. In various studies and surveys

that McGann has conducted over the years, researchers and thi nk tanks
responded curiously when asked about impact on public policy and how they
measure it. The overwhelming response was to provide a list of research

outputs (number of books published, conference held, web hits, media

appearances, etc). Outputs, howe  ver, are not the only way to measure

impact.  The metric provided below is designed to serve as a catalyst for a

discussion on how to effectively measure the impact of think tanks. It

is provided here as background for the think tank ranking process inthe hopes
that it will help clarify the distinction between outputs and impacts and provide

a useful tool as you prepare your rankings.

1 Resource indicators Ability to recruit and retain leading scholars and analysts;
the level, quality, and stability of fancial support; proximity and access to
decisionmakers and other policy elites; a staff with the ability to conduct rigorous
research analyze and produce timely and incisive analysis; institutional currency;
quality and reliability of networks; and keyomtacts in the policy academic
communities, and the media

q Utilization indicators: Reput at-if @@ @amsganiigati on by
elites in the country; quantity and quality of media appearances and citations, web
hits, testimony before legisla@ and executive bodies; briefings, official
appointments, consultation by officials or departments/agencies; lsm#és
reportsdistributed references made to research and analysis in scholarly and
popular publications and attendees at conferenceseamdars organized

T Output indicators: Number and quality of: policy proposals and ideas generated;
publications produced (books, journal articles, policy briefs, etc.); news
interviews conducted; briefings, conferences, and seminars organized; and staff
who are nominated to advisory and government posts

T Impact indicators: Recommendations considered or adopted by policymakers
and civil society organizations; issue network centrality; advisory role to political
parties, candidates, transition teams; awardatgd; publication in or citation of
publications in academic journals, public testimony and the media that influences
the policy debate and decistomaking; listserv and web site dominance; and
success in challenging the conventional wisdom and standastating
procedures of bureaucrats and elected officials in the country

Beyond this quantitative assessment, an effective evaluation of impact should
also involve NGOs, as well as members of the government and policymakers, to

ascertain the degreetowh i ch they have utilized the granteeds

participation can be obtained through interviews, surveys, questionnaires, and focus
group meetings, utilizing the Outcome Mapping introduced by the International

T

me d

r

Development Research Council (IDRC ), which fimoves away from assessi

products of an activity or a program to focus on changes in behaviors and

relationships (outcomes) which can | ead to changes.
positive if it fAchanges the be hoaactiomsnfthepeedleat i onshi ps,
groups, and organizations with whiBm a program works
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Although this qualitative assessment is essential because it recognizes that policy
impact can be successful achieved even if policy prescriptions are not direct ly
translated into actual policy we recommend that this assessment should be
translated into numerical rankings, thereby allowing comparisons with baseline data
for effective monitoring and evaluation in the future.

If you have any additional questions or concerns about how to complete your
rankings, do not hesitate to contact the TTCSP by e -mail at JM@fpri.org _ or by

phone at (215) -732 -3774 ext. 209.

THINK TANKS AND CIVIL SOCIETIES PROGRAM
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, USA

2008 GLOBAL GO TO THINK TANK FINALIST S
August 2008
Dear friend and colleague

Attached please find the slate of think tanks nominated for20@8 Global Go To

Think Tanks Report anda set of easyto-follow instructions | would like to invite you
and your colleagues to hel p us mankrkingt he
your recommendations on the form provided. All you have to do is place an X next to
your selections anthenemailthe formto meat(mcgann@sas.upenn.edu

im@fpri.org. TheDEADLINE for submitting selections iSeptember 15th, 2008

| am pleased to announce that the results o2@98 Global Go To Think Tanks

Report will appear in thelanuary/February 2009issue ofForeign Policy. This singe
event provides a tremendous opportunity for us to expose a global audience to the
important contributions think tanks make to civil societies and governments around the
world. For this reason alone, | hope you will agree to participate

Please be sure to inclugeur name and affiliation sthatl can send you a copy of the
final report. You can contact me by phong 22157462928 or+1-215732-3774 ext.
209 if you haveany questions or concerns.

Sincerely,

James G. McGann, Ph.D.
Assistant Director

International Relations Program
University of Pennsylvania

635 Williams Hall

255S. 36th Street

Philadelphia, PA 19108304
Direct Line: 215 746928
Mobile: 215 2061799

Email: jmcgann@sas.upenn.edu
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Instructions and Selection Criteria
[. Instructions

The Think Tanks and Civil Socie Program (TTCSP) is attempting to identify the
world'sleading think tanks for the2008 Global Go To Think Tanks Report.Over the
lastfour months a diversepanel of experts comprised of peer institutions, donors,
directors of think tank networkandrepresentatives fromtergovernmental
organizationsominated over 350 think tanks to be considered for the distinction of
being amongheworldds leading think tanksWith your help, we would like tanake the
final selectons ofthe top think tanks globlgl by region by discipling andby special
areas of achievement. As you know, tipart of an ongoing researphojectdesigned
to raise awareness amopglicymakers, donors, and the puliicthe important role
these institutions play ithe debaterad formulation of public policyaround the world

The nomination and selection process has been vastly impsowedour 2007 inaugural
edition of the reportnominations are now divided into more specific categories; the
panelof expert nominators is momore diverse; and a detailed set of criteria has been
developed to guide the selection proc@smsechangesave resulted in a larger, more
diverse andmorerepresentative pool of nongas My staff and | carefully reviewed all
the nominations, to enee that each of the nominated institutions has received the
required minimum of two nominations, and that there are no duplications or errors.
While we have done our best to assure the accuracy nbthmated think taniames
there mayemainsomeerrors thateluded usif you findany, please bring them to our
attention Please note some institutions have beaminated in several categories.

A slate of finalists by categoryhasthus been provided for your consideration and

final selection No newnominationswill be accepted at this time. Once the 2@l8bal

Go To Think Tankareselectedthey will be asked to complete tB808 Think Tank

Impact Survey if they have not already done $tlease notelnstitutions that do not

submit a completed008Think Tank Impact Survewill not be considered for the 2008
Global Go To Think Tanks Report even if they have been selected as one of the leading
think tanks in the world. If your institution has been nominated yostezagly

encouragedto submit a coipleted survey at your earliest convenierRlease do not

wait until you have been selected to complete the survey. | encourage all think tanks to
complete the survey so that the challenges and issues they face are reflected in the final
report.

Il. Sele ction Criteri a

When making your selections, we suggest that you focus on aspects such as degree of
influence , scale of operation, breadth of audience , and contribution of research and
analysis to policymaking. At times, the greatest challenge in assessing these institutions
(many of which are , by the very nature of their work , political) is to abstract from
subjective characteristics , and focus rather on universal , concrete features. To this end,
please consider factors including but not limited to:

9 Direct relationship between organi zat,iaodnpbdsitveef f orts i n
change in thatarea, i.e. amount of goods and services available to citizens, state
of physical and mental health, quality of environment, extent of political rights,
access to institutions;

1 Extent to which respected publishers agree to publish an organizatsjonbés work

9 Ability to retain elite scholars and analysts;
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Access to elites in the area of policymaking, media, and academia;

Academic reputation (formal accreditation ; Citation s; publication in major

academic books, journals, conferences, etc. );

Media reputation (number of media appearances, interviews, and citations);

Reputation with policymakers (name recognition with particular issues, number of

briefings and offici  al appointments, policy briefs, legislative testimony delivered);

T Level of organizationbd6s financial resources
donations, government and private contracts, earned income),

9 Ability of organization to meet the demands of those that fund it or to meet the
goals of its respective grant  -making institution;

91 Overall output of organization (policy proposals, publications, interviews,
conferences, staff nominated to official posts);

1  Number of recommendations adopted by policyma kers, staff serving advisory

roles to policymakers, awards given to scholars;

= =4

=a =4

(endowmi

T Usefulness of organizationds information in advocac)
testimony, preparing academic papers or presentations, conducting research, or
teaching;

f Organizationb6s ability to produce new knowledge or al

T Ability to bridge the knowledge gap between poli cym:
realities;

1 Ability to include new voices in the policymaking process;

1 Ability of organization to be the hub for or central actor in issue and policy

networks; and
1 Success in challenging the tr  aditional wisdom of policymakers and the public.

lll. 2008 Global Go To Think Tank Nomination Categories

Category I. Top 50 Think Tanks Worldwide (nonU.S.)
Sekct 50institutions from the list below.

Category Il. Top Think Tanks by Research Area(Global)
Select 10nstitutions from each of these categories:
Top 10 International Development Think Tanks
Top 10 Health Policy Think Tanks
Top 10 Environmenthink Tanks
Top 10 Security and International Affairs Think Tanks
Top 10 Domestic Economic Policy Think Tanks
Top 10 Foreign Economic Policy Think Tanks
Top 10 Social Policy Think Tanks

Category Ill. Top Think Tanks by Region(Regional)
Select25institutions from each of these categories:
Top 25 Think Tanks in the United States
Top 25 Think Tanks in North America (Mexico and Canada)
Top 25 Think Tanks in Latin America
Top 25 Think Tanks in the Middle East and North Africa
Top 25 Think Tanks in Southern Africancluding SubSaharan Africa
Top 25 Think Tanks in Western Europe
Top 25 Think Tanks in Eastern Europe
Top 25 Think Tanks in Asia

Category IV. Think Tank with the Most Innovative Policy Idea/Proposal(Global
Select 3 institutionsfrom the list below.

Category V. Best New Think Tank (established in the last 3 yearsjGlobal)
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