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Who has a stake in EBP?

Çonsumers 

P̧ractitioners

P̧olicy makers

Şcientists

Consumer Perspective on EBP?

¸Will ñtherapyò make them or their loved one 
better?

¸If there are alternative therapies, which are 
better? Different costs (money, time, effort) 
factor into estimates of relative costs and 
potential benefits.

¸What percentage of individuals receiving 
the tx improve? 

¸The consumer is most concerned about 
benefit to an individual rather than to a 
group--Will they or their loved one improve?

Protecting Consumers

F̧rustrated by conflicting 

information

Çan be victimized by therapies 

lacking any scientific evidence 

Ŗemedyðresearch to practice 

needs to be undergirded by 

science; we must ensure that 

efficacy experiments are conducted

Practitioner Perspective?

W̧hat treatment has been shown to 

improve communication in clients 

like my own?

A̧re there alternatives that vary in 

costs and benefits?

ïDo I have sufficient time? Knowledge? 

Other resources?

Policymaker Perspective?

W̧hat treatments will improve 

communication of the population 

eligible for services?

I̧s implementation viable?

Ḩow do the costs of alternative 

treatments relate to the benefits for 

the population?

Ȩmphasis on gathering actuarial 

data



2

Scientistsô Perspective?

¸Generate knowledge about behavior and 

behavior change

¸Pasteurôs quadrant (Stokes, 1997)ð

develop a fundamental understanding 

while addressing practical problems

¸Recognize the need to develop & refine 

treatments through the iterative process 

that is characteristic of progress in 

science

¸Scientific tradition of following the data

Application of EBP Criteria

¸Government Agencies (e.g., U.S. 
Department of Educationôs What Works 
Clearinghouse) 

¸Professional Organizations (e.g., 
Academy of Neurologic Communication 
Disorders & Sciences, School 
Psychology Division of the American 
Psychological Association) 

¸Information Clearinghouses (e.g., 
Cochrane Group, The National 
Academies) 

Criteria for Bodies of Literature vs. 

Individual Studies

¸Single judgments based on experimental 

design

¸Judgments based on effect sizes and 

confidence intervals

¸Question sets for different types of 

studies

¸Summarize literature via meta-analyses

¸Summarize evidence based on RCTs

Limitations of Current Systems of 

Evaluating Evidence

ŖCTs are considered the gold 

standard, but they are rare in research 

with low incidence populations

Şingle-subject experiments are hardly 

acknowledged (typically considered 

case studies or quasi-experimental 

studies); yet they constitute the vast 

majority of the evidence in many 

areas in the behavioral sciences

Goals of Extension of School 

Psychology Criteria

Ņeed to integrate information on 

quality of studies and the number 

of replications (direct and 

systematic).

Integrating Info on Quality of 

Studies: Evaluation Criteria

¸Design Characteristics & Internal Validity

¸Measurement & Reliability Features

¸Evaluation of Treatment Effects

¸Dimensions of External Validity

Ratings

4ðExemplary      �z
3ðAcceptable     �€

2ðMinimal           �€
1ðUnacceptable �z


