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BACKGROUND RESULTS

The Reforming States Group, a bipartisan organization of legislative and Since 2009, 13 states and 284 policymakers have participated in
executive branch leaders from most U.S. states, requested assistance EIHP workshops.

with educating colleagues about evidence-informed policymaking. Figure 1. Participating states & year of EiHP workshop

The Center for Evidence-based Policy at Oregon Health & Science
University and Milbank Memorial Fund collaborated to develop a two-
day Evidence-informed Health Policy (EiHP) workshop.

OBJECTIVE

Build state capacity to use research evidence in policymaking.
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EiHP workshops successfully introduced state policymakers to
concepts needed to use evidence in policymaking and provided
opportunities to strategize about using evidence in their work.

It was important to collaborate with policymakers to customize
workshops to participants' needs and relevant topics.
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= Offer repeat & follow-up workshops to address participant

— EiHP PartiCipant turnover & reinforce skills

= Develop curriculum to address evidence communication skills
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