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Council, Brookings

American Enterprise Institute, Atlantic

Institution, Center for American Progress, Cato Institute, Center

on Budget and Policy Priorities, Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, Center
For Global Development, German Marshall Fund of the United States, Heritage
Foundation, International Crisis Group, National Bureau of Economic Research, New

Economics,

Rand

America Foundation, Peterson Institute for International
Corporation, Urban Institute, Wilson Center, World Resources Institute

Name/Abbreviation Expenditure | Employee

(Founded) 2012 2012

AEI (1938) $32m 201

Atlantic Council (1961) $8m 66

Brookings (1916) $94m 554

CAP (2003) $34m 355

CATO (1977) $22m 200

CBPP (1981) $29m 189

CEIP (1910) $30m 135

CGDev (2001) $10m 85

CSIS (1962) $33m 319
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GMFUS (2000) $38m 98
Heritage (1973) $80m 504
ICG (1995) $20m 55
NBER (1920) $38m 658
New America (1999) $15m 143
Peterson (1981) $12m 69
Pew (1948) $28m 150
RAND (1948) $279m 2,001
Urban Institute (1968) $73m 408
WilsonCenter  (1924) $19m 131
WRI (1982) $44m 329
Sum $940m 6,650

By Hans Gutbrod, How did leading US Think
Tanks fare in 2012? Analysis by numbers.

http://onthinktanks.org/2013/09/12
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(Evaluation Project Title) (Sponsoring Agency) (Contract/ Funded | (Performance
Amount) Period)

1. CAR 71 7' F AZEAfh "] ¥4 (Dept. of Justice) | % 1.2 (5 M 6 4

(Children at Risk Program) ($1 million) (1992-98)

2. HIEEER T v 7T AFEHM H]¥E4 (Dept. of Justice) | £ 1 f& 3600 5 | 3 4F

(Judicial Oversight Demonstration H ($1.1 | (1999-02)

Program) million)

3. FNANFRE =LY U | HFERT #1800 5 M 575 H

YT 4 =T u T A (The World Bank) ($150,000) (2000)

(Kyrgyzstan Monitor Capacity)

4, Iz uaSrET U v FBRR e 2 —~ % —t | H51EH 6

(Micro-Analytic Modeling Support A4 (Dept. of Health | ($4.3 million) (1997-03)

Service) and Human Service)

5. B BOREEAf e =2 —~v ¥ —t | K 5EH 5 4

(Short-term Policy Assessment) A4 (Dept. of Health | ($4.25 million) (1995-00)
and Human Service)

6. TRIT T L NT v ARG | EEHTHEAS #) 4.5 &M 5 4F

PEBH % ( Program Performance (Dept. of Housing and | ($3.7 million) (1997-02)

Indicator) Urban Development)

7. A7 40— FEREE 70 |t a—~r¥—1 | §8HEH 74

A Nb—vay-7u s T AR A4 (Dept. of Health | ($6.6 million) (1995-02)

(Evaluation Medicaid Health Reform | and Human Service)

Demonstration)

8. BTN 38 O FREE %0, F¥ 18 RMWEH | £ 76 (&M 9 £

(Assessing the New Federarlism) 13 Private Foundations ($63 million) (1995-04)
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9. fEEEHRNAAKR— v s T 5 | EEHMBBHFEESS #4300 J7 M 4
#E4l (Health Passport Evaluation) (Western Governors’ Asn | ($360,000) (1998-02)
10. =HTBAEAMAME T — & X— R ESRVAESR (iR 2 #J 3800 /7 H] 4 4
(National Arts Organ Database) (National Endowment ($ 320,000) (1998-02)
for Arts)
11, il o> 57 @ i 5 B v HEH #) 1800 77 34
(Teacher Labor Market) (Dept. of Education) ($ 150,000) (2001-04)
12. % B s I AF 58 I A ®2.1EH 3 4F
(Economic & Related Applied (Dept. of Labor) ($1.7 million) (1997-02)
Research)
13. aMERE 7 v 77 A5 | EFEE 2 —~ ¥ —E | £ 1.8 EH 2.5 4
TINIR EAEEFRRR 7 2 7 7 &) | A (HHS), BOEAE® | ($1.5 million) (2001-03)
(Congressionally Mandated | #FAffi J5 (Office of the
Evaluation of the State Children’s | Assistant Secretary for
Health Insurance Program) (£%%&%l | Planning and
1) Evaluation, ASPE)
14. HOPE IV. BEHA 57 babli | FEEH T BT (HUD), | 9 2.6 {& M 5 4
(HOPE Impact Evaluation of Original | Bz 3K BH 38 & /5 ($2.2 million) (2000-05)
Resident)
15. EERXVFIEOBSR ST R ORE (£ £ & W B % 4 | $ 1 fR2.6{EMN |24
& (HUD) , ($2.2 million) (1987-89)
(Measurement of Equal Housing maBERE. FERT | B 2058 18 EM | 34F
Opportunity) ' (Congressionally ($15 million) (2000-03)
Mandated Special
Appropriation)
16. CDBG X H O # L B X ~> | A48T B A #7 3600 77 M 14
A %7 FEHEAFZE (The Impact of | (HUD)., BSRBAZEFHA | ($300,000) (2002)
CDBG Spending on Urban Ja) (Office of Policy
Neighborhoods) Development and
Research)
17 a3 a=7 4= T4xXny 7 | [EEHHHIEE (Dept. |9 1.2 &H 2 4
A heTmw -7 Z 2 b7 17 | of Housing and Urban ($ 1 million) (1993-95)
AN i Development), B B 3
(Community Development Block Grant) | fA#S /& (Office of Policy
(ZEZ &R 2) Development and Research)
18. 2EF— A L A - HEMA S | (ESH T (HUD), | #8000 34
Hr I 5K BR % 7 45 J5) (Office | ($660,000) (1996-00)
(Analysis of the National Survey of | of Policy Development
Homeless Assistance Providers) and Research)
19. R— L LR -7 7 REMBOFE | (£ B3 (HUD), | £ 6000 5 H 14F
(i B 3R BH %% 91 4 J5 (Office | ($500,000) (2000-01)
(Assessing Continuums of Case for of Policy Development
Homeless People) and Research)
20 R— L L A-RFEY — BRI | BRI ES—E X | K 8400 5 H 2
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#FAfi (Evaluation of the Prepared Meal | 4 (Dept. of Agriculture, | ($690,000) (1986-88)
Provision for the Homeless) Food and Nutrition
Services)

21. 7 — F- A X U THIELALRHE | BARRREY—E X | £ 14 1EH 2 4
(Evaluation of Food Stamp Changes) 4 (Dept. of Agriculture) | ($1.2 million) (1983-85)
22, 2F WAL 77 b | 2 —~< - — | K 2.3EM 4
#FAfi (The National Evaluation of the | £ 244 (HHS)ASPE ($1.9 million) (1998-02)
Welfare to Work Grant Program)
23. TRRT 2B EX ) REAf H E A ( Dept. of | £ 19N 5 4

(Promise Neighborhoods) Education) ($ 1.9million) (2013-18)
24. DC Housing Needs H15 H IR & (DC Gove.) ($160,000) 14
25. DC Housing Evaluation 5 BB (DC Gove.) ($750,000) 1.5 4¢
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Hans Gutbrod, How did leading US Think tanks fare in 2012? Analysis by numbers.
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