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2017 Global Go To Think Tank Index Report

Abstract
Background on the Think Tanks and Civil Societies Program

The Think Tanks and Civil Societies Program (TTCSP) of the Lauder Institute at the University of Pennsylvania
conducts research on the role policy institutes play in governments and civil societies around the world. Often
referred to as the “think tanks’ think tank,” TTCSP examines the evolving role and character of public policy
research organizations. Over the last 26 years, the TTCSP has developed and led a series of global initiatives that
have helped bridge the gap between knowledge and policy in critical policy areas such as international peace and
security, globalization and governance, international economics, environmental issues, information and society,
poverty alleviation, and healthcare and global health. These international collaborative efforts are designed to
establish regional and international networks of policy institutes and communities that improve policy-making while
strengthening democratic institutions and civil societies around the world.

The TTCSP works with leading scholars and practitioners from think tanks and universities in a variety of
collaborative efforts and programs, and produces the annual Global Go To Think Tank Index that ranks the world’s
leading think tanks in a variety of categories. This is achieved with the help of a panel of over 1,900 peer institutions
and experts from the print and electronic media, academia, public and private donor institutions, and governments
around the world. We have strong relationships with leading think tanks around the world, and our annual Think
Tank Index is used by academics, journalists, donors and the public to locate and connect with the leading centers of
public policy research around the world. Our goal is to increase the profile and performance of think tanks and raise
the public awareness of the important role think tanks play in governments and civil societies around the globe.

Since its inception in 1989, the TTCSP has focused on collecting data and conducting research on think tank trends
and the role think tanks play as civil society actors in the policy-making process. In 2007, the TTCSP developed and
launched the global index of think tanks, which is designed to identify and recognize centers of excellence in all the
major areas of public policy research and in every region of the world. To date TTCSP has provided technical
assistance and capacity building programs in 81 countries. We are now working to create regional and global
networks of think tanks in an effort to facilitate collaboration and the production of a modest yet achievable set of
global public goods. Our goal is to create lasting institutional and state-level partnerships by engaging and
mobilizing think tanks that have demonstrated their ability to produce high quality policy research and shape
popular and elite opinion and actions for public good.
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“Helping to bridge the gap between
knowledge and policy”

Researching the trends and challenges facing think tanks, policy
makers, and policy-oriented civil society groups...

Sustaining, strengthening, and building capacity for think tanks
around the world...

Maintaining the largest, most comprehensive database of over
6,500 think tanks...
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“Helping to bridge the gap between knowledge and policy”

The mission of the Think Tanks and Civil Societies Program (TTCSP) is to
increase the profile, capacity and performance of think tanks at the national,
regional and global levels so they can better serve policy makers and the
public.

The TTCSP conducts research on the relationship between think tanks,
politics and public policy, produces the annual Global Go To Think Tank
Index, develops capacity-building resources and programs, manages and
supports a global network of close to 7000 think tanks and trains future think
tank scholars and executives. The TTCSP often is referred to as the “think
tanks’ think tank”.

Introduction

The 2017 Global Go To Think Tank Index (GGTTI) marks the eleventh year of continued efforts
by the Think Tanks and Civil Societies Program (TTCSP) at the University of Pennsylvania to
acknowledge the important contributions and emerging global trends of think tanks worldwide.
Our initial effort to generate a ranking of the world’s leading think tanks in 2006 was a response
to a series of requests from donors, government officials, journalists, and scholars to produce
regional and international rankings of the world’s preeminent think tanks. Since its inception, our
ongoing objective for the GGTTI report is to gain understanding of the role think tanks play in
governments and civil societies. Using this knowledge, we hope to assist in improving the capacity
and performance of think tanks around the world.

Since 2006, the ranking process has been refined and streamlined, and the number and scope of
the institutions and individuals involved has steadily grown. The process, as in past years, relies
on a shared definition of public policy research, analysis, and engagement organizations, a detailed
set of selection criteria, and an increasingly open and transparent nominations and selection
process. As part of the nominations process, all 7,815 think tanks catalogued in the TTCSP’s



Global Think Tank Database were contacted and encouraged to participate in the nomination and
ranking process. In addition to over 62,000 journalists, policy makers, public and private donors,
and functional and regional area specialists on the TTCSP listserv were invited to participate and
over 4000 fully or partially completed the nomination and ranking surveys. Finally, a group of
peers and experts was asked to help rank and review the list of public policy research centers of
distinction for 2017.

To refine and validate the generated ranking lists, TTCSP assembled Expert Panels comprised of
hundreds of members from a wide variety of backgrounds and disciplines. Additionally, new
media — the website and social media presence — helped us communicate and disseminate
information about criteria for this year’s Index to a wider audience (please see “Methodology and
Timeline” for the complete set of nomination and ranking criteria, and “Appendices” for a detailed
explication of the ranking process). Given the rigor and scope of the nomination and selection
processes, the rankings produced thus far have been described as the insider’s guide to the global
marketplace of ideas.

As a final note, we would like to remind you that the data collection, research, and analysis
for this project, as in previous years, were conducted without the benefit of field research, a
budget, or staff. Despite these limitations we are confident of the quality and integrity of the
findings given the number of peers and experts from around the world who have taken the time to
participate in the process.

We are confident that the peer nomination and selection process, as well as the work of the
international Expert Panels, have enabled us to create the most authoritative list of high
performance think tanks in the world. Still, efforts to streamline and perfect the process are
ongoing. We are continually seeking ways to enhance the process and welcome your comments
and suggestions. We further encourage you to provide the names and contact information for
prospective expert panelists for functional and regional areas covered by the Index.

Thank you for your continued support of the TTCSP and of the annual Global Go To Think Tank
Index. We hope our efforts to highlight the important contributions and emerging global trends of
think tanks worldwide will foster insightful discussions and debates on the present and future roles
of these vital institutions.

What is a Think Tank?

Think tanks are public-policy research analysis and engagement organizations that generate
policy-oriented research, analysis, and advice on domestic and international issues, thereby
enabling policy makers and the public to make informed decisions about public policy. Think tanks
may be affiliated or independent institutions that are structured as permanent bodies, not ad hoc
commissions. These institutions often act as a bridge between the academic and policymaking
communities and between states and civil society, serving in the public interest as independent
voices that translate applied and basic research into a language that is understandable, reliable, and



accessible for policy makers and the public (Think Tanks and Policy Advice in the US, Routledge
2007 and in The Fifth Estate: Think Tanks, Public Policy, and Governance, Brookings Institution
Press 2016)

In an effort to bridge these conceptual problems and create a typology that takes into consideration
the comparative differences in political systems and civil societies, we have developed a number
of categories for think tanks. Think tanks may perform many roles in their host societies — there
is, in fact, wide variation among think tanks in the work they do and the extent to which they do
it. Over the last 87 years, several distinct organizational forms of think tanks have emerged that
differentiate themselves in terms of their operating styles, patterns of recruitment, and aspirations
to academic standards of objectivity and completeness in research. It should be noted that alternate
typologies of think tanks have been offered by other analysts.1 In the global context, most think
tanks tend to fall into the broad categories outlined below.

Figure 1: Categories of Think Tank Affiliations

CATEGORY DEFINITION

Significant independence from any one interest group
AUTONOMOUS AND INDEPENDENT or donor and autonomous in its operation and funding
from government.

Autonomous from government but controlled by an
interest group, donor, or contracting agency that

UASI INDEPENDENT . L . o
Q provides a majority of the funding and has significant

influence over operations of the think tank.

f 1

GOVERNMENT AFFILIATED A part of the formal structure of government.
f 1
QUASI GOVERNMENTAL Funded exclusively by government grants and contracts
but not a part of the formal structure of government.
T 1
UNIVERSITY AFFILIATED! A policy research center at a university.

T 1

POLITICAL PARTY AFFILIATED Formally affiliated with a political party.

A for-profit public policy research organization,
CORPORATE (FOR PROFIT) affiliated with a corporation or merely operating on a
for-profit basis

1 Another typology distinguishes between three types of think tanks: “universities without students,” contract researchers and
advocacy tanks. Weaver (1989).



North America and Europe
@ There are 1931 think tanks in North America (Mexico, Canada and US) of which 1835
are in the United States. There are 1770 think tanks in Europe.
@ Close to 55 percent of all think tanks are in North America and Europe.
@ 90.5 percent of think tanks were created since 1951.
@ The number of think tanks in the US has more than doubled since 1980
@ 31 percent of think tanks were created between 1981 to 1990

@ The End of Post WWII consensus & Challenge to the Welfare State contributed to the growth
of think tanks on the left and the right of the political spectrum

€ Most of the think tanks that have come into existence in the United States since the 1970s are
specialized for a particular regional or functional area

€ About one quarter of U.S. think tanks (approximately 400 institutions) are located in
Washington, DC

€ More than half the think tanks are university affiliated

@ The rate of establishment of think tanks has declined over the last 12 years in the United States
and Europe.

Asia, Latin America, Africa, and the Middle East

@ Asia, Latin America, Africa, the Middle East, and North Africa continue to see an
expansion in the number and type of think tanks established

@ Asia has experienced a dramatic growth in think tanks since the mid-2000’s

€ Many think tanks in these regions continue to be dependent on government funding along with
gifts, grants, and contracts from international public and private donors

@ University, government affiliated, or funded think tanks remain the dominate model for think
tanks in these regions

@ There is increasing diversity among think tanks in these regions with independent, political
party affiliated, and corporate/business sector think tanks that are being created with greater
frequency

@ In an effort to diversify their funding base, think tanks have targeted businesses and wealthy
individuals to support their core operations and programs.

Reasons for the Growth of Think Tanks in the Twentieth and Twenty-First Centuries
@ Information and technological revolution

@ End of national governments’ monopoly on information
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@ Increasing complexity and technical nature of policy problems
@ Increasing size of government

@ Crisis of confidence in governments and elected officials

@ Globalization and the growth of state and non-state actors

@ Need for timely and concise information and analysis that is “in the right form, in the right
hands, at the right time”?

Reasons for the Recent Decline in Number of Think Tanks Established Worldwide
@ Political and regulatory environment growing hostile to think tanks and NGOs in many
countries

@ Decreasing funding for policy research by public and private donors

@ Public and private donors tendency toward short-term, project-specific funding instead of
investing in ideas and institutions

@ Underdeveloped institutional capacity and the inability to adapt to change

@ Increased competition from advocacy organizations, for-profit consulting firms, law firms,
and 24/7 electronic media

@ Institutions having served their purpose and discontinued their operations.

When I helped organize the first international meeting of think tanks, one of the major debates at
the meeting was the contention that the term “think tank™ doesn’t travel well across borders and
cultures. That is clearly no longer the case, as the term is now widely accepted around the globe
to describe “public-policy research analysis and engagement organizations that generate policy-
oriented research, analysis, and advice on domestic and international issues, which enable policy
makers and the public to make informed decisions about public policy issues.”3

And increasingly, think tanks are a global phenomenon because they play a critical role for
governments and civil societies around the world by acting as bridges between knowledge
(academia) and power (politicians and policy makers).

Governments and individual policy makers, throughout the developed and developing world, face
the common problem of bringing expert knowledge to bear in government decision-making. policy
makers need understandable, reliable, accessible, and useful information about the societies they
govern. They also need to know how current policies are working, as well as to set out possible
alternatives and their likely costs and consequences. This expanding need has fostered the growth
of independent public policy research organization: the think tank community, as we know it.

Think tanks have increased in number, but also the scope and impact of their work have
expanded dramatically as well. Still, the potential of think tanks to support and sustain
democratic governments and civil societies around the world is far from exhausted. The

2 McGann, James G., ed. Think tanks and policy advice in the US: Academics, advisors and advocates. Routledge,
2007.
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challenge for the new millennium is to harness the vast reservoir of knowledge, information, and
associational energy that exist in public policy research organizations so that it supports self-
sustaining economic, social, and political progress in every region of the world for public good.

Part of the goal of this report is to raise some of the critical threats and opportunities that face the
think tank community globally. These threats are best expressed by what I call the “four mores™*:

@ More Issues

@ More Actors

@ More Competition
€ More Conflict

These threats create a set of challenges that confront all think tanks:
@ Competitive challenges

@ Resource challenges

@ Technological challenges

@ Policy Challenges

To effectively respond to the threats and opportunities posed by this new and challenging
environment, think tanks need to focus on the “four M’s”:

@ Mission
€ Market
€ Manpower
@ Money

Finally, in a global marketplace of ideas, think tanks need to develop national, regional, and global
partnerships while creating new and innovative platforms to deliver their products and services to
an ever-expanding audience of citizens, policy makers, and businesses around the world.

3 McGann, 2007
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2017 Trends and Transitions in Think Tanks and
Policy Advice

Think Tanks and Civil Societies Program
Lauder Institute
University of Pennsylvania

James G. McGann, Ph.D

The Think Tanks and Civil Societies Program is dedicated to understanding the key trends and
challenges facing think thanks around the world. All of our research, publications and regional
and global think tank summits are focused on the organizational challenges confronting the think
tank community and the policy challenges facing think tanks, policymakers and the public. It is
our estimate that the continent that will be most affected by severe food and water shortages will
also be the region that is currently in the midst of a think tank crisis - Africa. In light of such
research, for our 2017 Global Go To Index Report, we have decided to highlight two issues
which we have evaluated to be most notably pressing: the looming, global food and water crisis

and the Africa think tank sustainability crisis.

Why Think Tanks Matter: First Responders to the Growing Food and Water Crisis

The Think Tanks and Civil Societies Program is sounding the bell that nations should begin to

prepare for the daunting challenges that they will face because of food and water insecurity this

13



century. Climate change, urbanization, overpopulation, poor planning and misuse of land and
water are creating a new and troubling reality that is having a direct impact on food and water
supplies around the world. We believe these changes are likely to lead to severe food and water
shortages and conflict unless countries begin to both understand these two issues and fashion a
national, regional and global response. Within ten years, it is estimated that 1.8 billion people
will suffer from water scarcity.* And as Dr. Gulrez Shah Azhar at the Rand Graduate School
estimates, by the middle of this century, there will likely be 150 to 300 million climate change
refugees, many who left their homelands in search of water and food sustainability. Just as
Europe was unready for the millions of migrants that poured across the Mediterranean Sea in
recent years, other nations, from other continents, will be pushed to their limits to deal with the
influx of migrants over the next fifty years. It will be even more drastic, accompanied by
political and social strife, and leaving more displaced than those affected by World War |1 (sixty
million people).® It is because of these realities, as well as the studies conducted by scientists,
sociologists, and think tanks, that we have concluded that these migratory patterns are simply a
precursor to larger, global shocks that we will see world-wide because of food and water

insecurity in the 21st century.®

Due to the crucial challenges that humanity faces and the interconnectedness between all nations,

especially between food and water, think tanks must play a vital role in solving this dilemma,

* The United Nations, World Water Development Report 4. World Water Assessment Programme
(WWAP), March 2012.

® Gulrez Shah Azhar, “Climate change will displace millions in coming decades. Nations should prepare now to help
them,” The Conversation, December 18, 2017, https://theconversation.com/climate-change-will-displace-millions-
in-coming-decades-nations-should-prepare-now-to-help-them-89274

® Amanda Saint, “2 Billion Refugees Within 83 Years,” Eniday.com,
https://www.eniday.com/en/human_en/climate-change-refugees/
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particularly in helping governments manage a finite amount of food and water, as well as helping
them maintain their natural resources. Think tanks are already paving the way as they address
global food and water security concerns, but it is crucial that more is done as more resources
must be allocated to food and water security. The best way to head off this catastrophic,
humanitarian crisis is to develop an international effort to stabilize food and water security in at-
risk regions of the world.”  One way think tanks hope to address this issue is by asking farmers
to champion sustainability over profits. For example, the World Water Council and the Food and
Agricultural Organization, two international think tanks, are asking for government policies and
investment that will prioritize the sustainability of farmers growing crops over profits.
Furthermore, they are asking that government policies are enacted to protect water resources
because the more people that live on this earth, the more likely it is that we will experience water
pollution. Maria Helena Semedo, FAO Deputy Director — General Resources, has acknowledged
the importance of water management by stating, “Water, as an irreplaceable element of
achieving this end, is already under pressure from increasing demands from other uses,
exacerbated by weak governance, inadequate capacities, and under- investment.” Because of
over-consumption and climate change, numerous regions in the world and millions of people will

still suffer from a lack of food and water security.®

In light of this, for the last 14 months, the TTCSP has been studying these issues and identifying
the leading think tanks in every region of the world that are working on Food Security and Water

Security. A summary of our work to-date is provided below along with a list of the leading think

" Aryn Baker, “How Climate Change is Behind the Surge of Migrants to Europe.” Time, September 7,
2015, http://time.com/4024210/climate-change-migrants/

8 Magdalena Mis, “Over-consumption, climate change threaten food security, water supply: FAO,” Time,
April 14, 2015, https://www.reuters.com/article/us-global-food-water/over-consumption-climate-change-
threaten-food-security-water-supply-fao-idUSKBNON522Y 20150414
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tanks that we have identified to date. We welcome your comments and suggestions. The think

tanks listed here will be included in the 2018 Global Think Tank ranking process.

Africa’s Think Tank Sustainability Crisis: A Call To Action

At the first Africa Think Tank Summit in 2014 in South Africa, Dr. Frannie Leautier, the then
Executive Secretary of ACBF, reported that 30 percent of Africa’s think tanks may close or be in
serious crisis. Dr. James McGann has suggested, based on his research and evaluation of Africa’s
think tanks, that an additional 25-30 percent are fragile or failing. As such, with ongoing major
shifts in private and public-sector support, as well as with major organizational challenges, an
urgent effort is needed to raise awareness of the think tank sustainability crisis in Africa. Africa’s
think tanks face small staffs and budgets due to insufficient and irregular funding, high staff
turnover due to low salaries, and financial instability. Taken together, they create widespread
institutional fragility and an acute sustainability crisis in the region. An effort is required to assist
think tanks in the region with resources and capacity building that will enable them to meet these
critical challenges. Understanding the gravity of the situation, The Brookings Institution, The
Wilson Center, Fundacdo Getulio Vargas, Getulio Vargas Foundation- FGV (Brazil), the
Carnegie Corporation of New York, and the Think Tank and Civil Societies Program, University
of Pennsylvania convened a group of the leading think tanks in Africa, along with public and
private donors and policymakers, to identity strategies and programs to address the think tank
sustainability crisis in Africa. The Fit for Purpose: Enhancing the Capacity, Quality and
Sustainability of Africa’s Think Tanks Forum took place in Washington, DC on November 3 and
4, 2017. The Forum explored how to strengthen the capacity and sustainability of think tanks so

that they can continue to support Africa’s development.
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The conference produced numerous concrete goals, the foremost of which being the
recommendation for the creation of a strategic plan by each African think tank. The strategic
plan, as discussed, would address long-term goals and the means for achievement by each
African think tank, as well as how each think tank positions itself to fulfil its self-positioned role.
It was heavily stressed that these strategic plans take much care, focus, and time. Details, namely
updating websites to include current information, such as a contact page with more than a
general “info” email address, as well as larger, overarching actions, such as working to bring in a
pipeline of the next generation of think tank researchers, are both crucial. In addition, the forum
recommended that think tanks focus heavily on evidence and data, with the suggestion of
translating work into both French and English to help increase collaboration, readership and
influence. There was also length discussion on looking for partnerships (both with donors and
other think tanks) that are mutually beneficial, in that they advance both party’s goals. Complete
recommendations for long-term and short-term planning in relation to overarching goals can be

found in the Forum Report.

African think tanks have a large potential to be much-needed local expertise, providing both
quality and a deep Africa perspective. By focusing on the exemplary examples of African think
tanks that are succeeding, African think tanks can come together to collaborate, to create a
unified African voice, to show donors how crucial they are to the success of their respective
countries (as well as the success of their donors), and to increase the quality and demand for the

fragile African think tank ecosystem.
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Both the think tank and world ecosystems are at currently at risk. As a think tank community, we

must work to ensure that these think tanks have the tools to thrive, prosper, and grow. Food and

water security will be a worldwide problem; the closure of African think tanks will have global

policy ramifications. In this vein, we are unveiling our first comprehensive list of the leading

Food and Water Think Tanks in the world, which can be found below. Our mission, and our

goal, is urgent. We welcome your feedback on these issues, as well as, the preliminary list of

think tanks we have identified that are working on Food Security and Water Security.

List of food security think tanks

Institution Name - English

Australian Center for Plant Functional Genomics Pvt. Ltd (ACPFG)
Australian Plant Phenomics Facility

Queensland Alliance for Agriculture and Food Innovation

The University of Western Australia Institute of Agriculture
Bangladesh Rice Research Institute

Center for Policy Dialogue

The European Food Information Council (EUFIC)

African Centre for Banana and Plantain Research

Arrell Food Institute

Global Institute for Food Security

McGill Institute for Global Food Security

Saskatoon Research and Development Centre

Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences (CAAS)

Institute of Agricultural Resources and Regional Planning of CAAS
International Center for Tropical Agriculture

Centro Agronomico Tropical de Investigacion y Ensenanza (CATIE)
Africa Rice

INPROFOOD

Desert Development Center

Biotechnology and Biological Sciences Research Council (BBSRC)
Center for Agriculture and Bioscience International (CABI)

Global Open Data for Agriculture and Nutrition (GODAN)

John Innes Centre

Quadram Institute

18

Country
Australia
Australia
Australia
Australia
Bangladesh
Bangladesh
Belgium
Cameroon
Canada
Canada

Canada
Canada
China
China
Colombia
Costa Rica
Cote d'lvoire
Denmark
Egypt
England
England
England
England
England



Rothamsted Research England

Sustainable Food Trust England
The Waste and Resources Action Program (WRAP) England
Ethiopian Economic Association Ethiopia
Institute of Biodiversity Conservation Ethiopia
Pastoralist Forum Ethiopia Ethiopia
Agricultural Research for Development France
Agropolis International France
The agronomic, veterinarian and forestry institute of France France
Wheat Initiative France
Crop Trust Germany
Food Research Institute Ghana
Center for Budget and Governance Accountability India
Central Food Technological Research Institute, CSIR India
International Crops Research Institute for Semi-Arid Tropics India
National Academy of Agricultural Sciences India
Center for International Forestry Research Indonesia
Agricultural Biotechnology Research Institute of Iran Iran
Agricultural Research, Education and Extension Organization Iran
(AREEO)

National Nutrition & Food Technology Research Institute Iran

The Institute for Global Food Security Ireland
Faculty of Biotechnology and Food Engineering Israel
The Center for Agricultural Economic Research (CAECR) Israel
Bioversity International Italy
Food and Agriculture Administration of the United Nations Italy
Global Alliance for Climate-Smart Agriculture Italy
International Fund for Agricultural Development Italy
World Food Programme Italy
African Insect Science for Food and Health Kenya
Enhancing Agriculture, Agroforestry and Natural Resources Education Kenya

in Africa (ANAFE)

International Centre for Research and Agroforestry Kenya
International Livestock Research Institute (ILRI) Kenya
International Center for Agricultural Research in the Dry Areas Lebanon
(ICARDA)

Centre for International Cooperation in Agronomic Research for Madagascar
Development

Crops for the Future Malaysia
Sahel Institute Mali
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National Research Center for Agrobusiness

Food Security and Nutrition Observatory

International Maize and Wheat Improvement Center (CIMMYT)
International Livestock Research Institute, Southern Africa

Nepal Agricultural Research Council

Ecology and Biodiversity, Utrecht University
Technical Centre for Agricultural and Rural Cooperation (CTA)
Top Institute Food and Nutrition (TIFN)

International Institute of Tropical Agriculture
International Livestock Research Institute

Nigerian Environmental Study/Action Team
Sustainable Development Policy Institute

Health, Development, Information and Policy Institute
Smithsonian Tropical Research Institute

Institute of Food and Nutritional Safety

International Potato Center

International Rice Research Institute

WorldFish

Desert Agriculture Initiative

The Roslin Institute, The University of Edinburgh
Agricultural and Rural Foresight Initiative
Consortium for economic and social research

West and Central African Council for Agricultural Research
(CORAF/WECARD)

Centre of Excellence in Food Security

Food, Agriculture and Natural Resources Policy Analysis Network
Institute for Food, Nutrition and Well-being

Action Against Hunger

Institute of Agrochemistry and Food Technology
Institute of Policy Studies Sri Lanka

International Water Management Institute
Agricultural Research Corporation

Agroscope

World Economic Forum

World Vegetable Center

Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation

Center for Food Safety

Center for Food Security and the Environment

Consultative Group on International Agriculture Research (CGIAR) -
Research Program on Agriculture for Nutrition and Health (A4NH)
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Mauritania
Mexico
Mexico
Mozambique

Nepal
Netherlands
Netherlands
Netherlands
Nigeria
Nigeria
Nigeria
Pakistan
Palestine
Panama
Peru

Peru
Philippines
Philippines
Saudi Arabia
Scotland
Senegal
Senegal
Senegal

South Africa
South Africa
South Africa
Spain

Spain

Sri Lanka
Sri Lanka
Sudan
Switzerland
Switzerland
Taiwan
USA

USA

USA

USA



Cornell International Institute for Food, Agriculture, and Development

Crop Science Society of America

EcoAgriculture Partners

Food First

Food Industry Center

Food Institute

Food Research Institute

Food Tank

Institute for Food Safety and Health

Institute of Human Nutrition

International Food Policy Research Institute (IFPRI)
International Society for Plant Pathology

International Wheat Yield Partnership (IWYP)

Johns Hopkins Global Food Ethics and Policy Program
National Institute of Food and Agriculture

Noble Research Institute

Nutrient Stewardship

Realizing Increased Photosynthetic Efficiency (RIPE)
Research Triangle Institute International (RTI International)
SCS Global Services

Sustainable Food Lab

Tetra Tech

The Agricultural Model Intercomparison and Improvement Project
(AgMIP)

The Plant Genome Mapping Laboratory

World Resources Institute

Research Laboratory on Resolving Poverty and Durable Security
Togolese Institute of Agricultural Research

Caribbean Agricultural Research and Development Institute

Trakya Agricultural Research Institute Directorate

Agency for Integrated Rural Development

Association for Strengthening Agricultural Research in Eastern and
Central Africa (ASARECA)

Regional Universities Forum for Capacity Building in Agriculture
(RUFORUM)

International Center for Biosaline Agriculture

Institute of Biological, Environmental and Rural Sciences (IBERS),
Aberystwyth University
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USA
USA
USA
USA
USA
USA
USA
USA
USA
USA
USA
USA
USA
USA
USA
USA
USA
USA
USA
USA
USA
USA

USA

USA

Togo

Togo
Trinidad &
Tobago
Turkey
Uganda
Uganda

Uganda
United Arab

Emirates
Wales



Indaba Agricultural Policy Research Institute
Sam Moyo African Institute of Agrarian Studies
List of water security think tanks

Institution name
Australian Rivers Institute, Griffith University

Center for Water Economics, Environment and Policy, Crawford School,
Australian National University
Centre for Water Policy and Management, LaTrobe University

Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation
(CSIRO)
Cooperative Research Center for Water Sensitive Cities (CRCWSC)

Global Water Institute, University of New South Wales

International Water Centre, Brisbane

Water Research Centre, University of New South Wales

Sustainable Water

Water Center

World Water Council

Program on Water Governance, University of British Columbia
Water Institute, University of Waterloo

Asian International Rivers Centre, Yunnan University

China Institute of Water Resources and Hydropower Research (IWHR)
Research Institute for Water Security (RIWS), Wuhan University
Latin America Conservation Council

Cabot Institute, University of Bristol, houses Bristol’s Water Initiative
Cranfield Water Science Institute

Environmental Change Institute, Oxford

Institute of Water (Water Aid)

Overseas Development Institute (ODI)

Water Research Centre

Ashoka Trust for Research in Ecology and the Environment (ATREE)
Centre for Science and Environment (CSE)

Indian Institute of Water Management, Indian Council for Agricultural
Research
The Energy and Resources Institute (TERI)

Water, Sanitation and Hygiene Institute (WASH Institute)
Natural Resources and Environment Center, University of Malawi
Institute of Sahel

Food, Agriculture and Natural Resources Policy Analysis Network
Mexican Institute of the Technology of Water

Third World Centre for Water Management
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Zambia
Zimbabwe

Country
Australia
Australia

Australia
Australia

Australia
Australia
Australia
Australia
Bolivia
Bolivia
Brazil
Canada
Canada
China
China
China
Colombia
England
England
England
England
England
England
India
India
India

India
India
Malawi
Mali
Mauritius
Mexico
Mexico



Desert Research Foundation of Namibia

Deltares

Rijkswaterstaat

Institute for Water Education (IHE)

Watercycle Research Institute (KWR)

Nigerian Environmental Study/Action Team

Centre for Water Law, Policy and Science, University of Dundee
Environment and Development in the Third World

Somali Centre for Water and Environment, Mogadishu University
African Water Issues Research Unit, University of Pretoria
African Water Issues Research Unit (AWIRU)

Water Institute, University of Pretoria

Water Research Commission

Africa Water Issues Research Unit

African Centre for Water Research

Centre for Ecological Research and Forestry Applications (CREAF)
International Water Management Institute

Stockholm International Water Institute (SIWI)

Fondation Prince Albert Il de Monaco (FPA2)

Geneva Water Hub

East Africa Living Lakes Network

Center for Global Safe Water, Sanitation, and Hygiene (CGSW), Emory
University’s Rollins School of Public Health
Center for Water-Energy Efficiency, UC Davis

Circle of Blue
Colorado State University Water Center, Colorado State University

Colorado Water and Energy Research Center (CWERC), University of
Colorado-Boulder

Institute for Environmental Policy Solutions, Nicholas Institute, Duke
University

John Hopkins Water Institute

National Water Research Institute

Program in Water Conflict Management and Transformation, Oregon
State University
Pacific Institute

Stroud Water Research Center

Texas Water Resources Institute

The Global Water Institute

Tufts Institute of the Environment

Water Institute, University of Florida at Gainesville
Water Resources Research Center, UMass-Amherst
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Namibia
Netherlands
Netherlands
Netherlands
Netherlands
Nigeria
Scotland
Senegal
Somalia
South Africa
South Africa
South Africa
South Africa
South Africa
South Africa
Spain

Sri Lanka
Sweden
Switzerland
Switzerland
Uganda
USA

USA
USA
USA
USA

USA

USA
USA
USA

USA
USA
USA
USA
USA
USA
USA



US Corps of Engineers

Water for Food Institute, University of Nebraska

Water Research Center, Dallas, PA

Water Resources Research Center, University of Arizona
Water Resources Research Institute

West Virginia Water Research Institute

World Resources Institute

List of Food and Water Security think tanks

Institution Name

Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation
(CSIRO)

Institute of Agriculture, University of Western Australia

Latin America Conservation Council

Desert Development Center

Environmental Change Institute, Oxford

Overseas Development Institute (ODI)

Ashoka Trust for Research in Ecology and the Environment
(ATREE)

Center for Budget and Governance Accountability
Centre for Science and Environment

Energy and Resources Institute (TERI)

Food, Agriculture and Natural Resources Policy Analysis
Network

Ecology and Biodiversity, Utrecht University
Institute for Water Education (IHE, UNESCO)
Sustainable Development Policy Institute (SDPI)
International Water Management Institute

World Economic Forum

East Africa Living Lakes Network

International Center for Biosaline Agriculture

Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation

Circle of Blue

Pacific Institute

Water for Food Institute, University of Nebraska
World Resources Institute

Bibliography
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Overview of Modifications and Enhancements to the Global Go To Think
Tanks Index

Each year we attempt to respond systematically to comments and suggestions to improve the
nomination and ranking process for the Global Go To Think Tank Index (GGTTI). Since the
inaugural report in 2006, the nomination and selection processes have changed significantly. While
the Think Tanks and Civil Societies Program (TTCSP) continually seeks to improve the
nomination and selection process, several things should be kept in mind. First, although we do our
best to catch and eliminate as many mistakes as possible, we do not claim that the annual rankings
are error-free. As with many ranking systems, the GGTTTI has its fair share of limitations, which
we continually seek to overcome. Second, critiques highlighting the rankings’ comprehensiveness
fail to understand our commitment to studying the contributions and impact of think tanks
worldwide. The Index’s aim is to produce an inclusive and far-reaching report of international
think tanks. Moreover, we hope to extend the Index to include even more think tanks around the
world.

Recent Years’ Modifications

TTCSP is committed to increasing the quality and representativeness of the Index every year we
conduct the survey. Since 2010, hundreds of expert panelists have participated in an evaluation of
the ranking criteria and nominations and indexing processes. As a result, the Index has undergone
a number of major changes designed to limit bias, expand the rankings’ representativeness, and
improve the overall quality and integrity of the nomination process. The following modifications
have been made to the Index over the last several years:

2010

* In 2010, a ranking list for think tanks with an annual budget of less than five million U.S.
dollars was created. This category helps to recognize the work of smaller think tanks that
produce influential research, but might otherwise be edged out in the rankings by think
tanks with larger budgets and greater manpower.

* American think tanks were removed from the global ranking in an effort to improve the
visibility of global organizations, and recognize the inherent advantages of American think
tanks.

* The methodology was revamped to encompass an open nominations process in which all
6,480 think tanks identified by the TTCSP at that time were invited to submit nominations.
This replaced a system where the Expert Panels developed the initial slate of institutions.
The change dramatically increased the levels of participation and greatly improved the
quality and representativeness of nominated institutions.

» An outreach effort was launched in Africa, Asia, Latin America, and the Middle East
and North Africa (MENA) to improve the Index’s inclusivity.
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 The Latin America category was restructured into two categories: “Top Think Tanks in
Mexico, Canada, and the Caribbean” and “Top Think Tanks in Central and South
America.”

 The Latin America categories were further refined into: “Top Think Tanks in Mexico
and Canada” and “Top Think Tanks in Central and South America.”

* The Asia category underwent revisions in order to prevent the group’s domination by
China, India, Japan, and the Republic of Korea. The Asia section was divided into two
categories: “Top Think Tanks in China, India, Japan, and the Republic of Korea” and
“Top Think Tanks in Asia (excluding China, India, Japan, and the Republic of Korea).”

 Five new special achievement categories were created: “Best Advocacy Campaign,”
“Best Policy Produced by a Think Tank 2011-2012,” “Best For-Profit Think Tanks,” “Top
Energy and Resource Policy Think Tank,” and “Top Education Policy Think Tanks.”
These categories recognize both special achievements and excellence in particular areas of
study. This expansion aimed to better recognize the diverse range of issues think tanks
address and the new organizational types that have emerged over the past five years.

* The “Best New Think Tanks” category examined organizations founded over the past
24 months instead of the past 18.

* To increase inclusivity, the Asia categories were further subdivided into three categories:
“Top Think Tanks in Asia and the Pacific (Excluding China, India, Japan, and the Republic
of Korea,” “Top Think Tanks in China, India, Japan, and the Republic of Korea,” and “Top
Think Tanks in Central Asia.”

* The “Top Security and International Affairs Think Tanks” category was divided into
“Top Defense and National Security Think Tanks” and “Top Foreign Policy and
International Affairs Think Tanks.”

* Eight new special achievement categories were added: “Think Tank to Watch,” “Best
Use of Social Networks,” “Best Institutional Collaboration Involving Two or More Think
Tanks,” “Best Think Tank Network,” “Best Think Tank Conference,” “Best Managed
Think Tank,” “Best New Idea or Paradigm Developed by a Think Tank,” and “Best
Transdisciplinary Research Program at a Think Tank.”

* In order to amend anomalies that are present in the 2013 Global Go To Index, some of
the regional categories were reorganized according to countries geographic location. The
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Central Asia category underwent revisions and will consist only of think tanks from
Afghanistan, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Georgia, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan,
Turkmenistan, and Uzbekistan. Turkish think tanks will remain in the Middle East and
North Africa category, as will Cypriot ones — despite Cyprus’ status as an EU member
state. Think tanks from Bangladesh, Bhutan, Nepal, and Pakistan will be ranked in the Asia
and the Pacific category. The Central and Eastern Europe category will include Russian
think tanks and also think tanks from those countries that lie between Turkey and Russia
in the east and Sweden, Germany, Austria, and Italy in the west.

» The “Top Health Policy Think Tanks” category was subdivided into the “Top Global
Health Policy Think Tanks” and “Top Domestic Health Policy Think Tanks” categories
so as to better reflect the fact that there are two distinct areas of focus in the field of
health policy.

* Three new categories were added to the 2015 Global Go To Index: “Best Regional
Studies Policy Research Think Tank (University Affiliated)”, “Best Regional Studies
Policy Research Center (Free Standing, Not University Affiliated)”, “Think Tank with
the Best Practices (Policies and Procedures) to Assure the Quality, Independence and
Integrity of its Policy Research”.

* In an effort to simplify and streamline the nominations and rankings process we did not
require those institutions that were not ranked in the 2015 Global Go To Index to be re-
nominated in 2016 nominations phase of the Global Go To Indexing process.

Two new categories were added to the 2017 Global Go To Think Tank Index: “Water
Security and Food Security”.

2017 Process and Methodology

Each year, our best efforts have gone into generating a rigorous, inclusive, and objective process.
However, we recognize the impossibility of entirely ridding the Index from bias. Inevitably,
personal, ideological, disciplinary, and regional biases of those consulted throughout the process
may have influenced the rankings. While some have suggested that we move to a small group or
panel of experts and journalists to make the selections, we are unwavering in our commitment to
an open and democratic process. Given the safeguards in place— the transparent process, the
provisions set by the detailed nomination and selection criteria, and the annually increasing
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participation of think tanks and experts from every region of the world— we are confident in the
quality and integrity of the Index. Additionally, with the growing involvement of the expert
panelists, the nomination and ranking process has also been dramatically improved. Together, we
believe these measures insulate the nomination and selection process from any significant charges
of bias and misrepresentation.

We would like to underscore that the GGTTI is but one measure of a think tank’s performance and
impact, and has been designed for use in conjunction with other metrics to help identify and
evaluate public policy research organizations around the world. An organization’s inclusion within
the Index does not indicate a seal of approval or endorsement for the institution, its publications,
or its programs by the TTCSP. Conversely, an organization’s exclusion from the rankings does
not necessarily indicate poor quality, effectiveness, or performance. There are 6,846 think tanks
around the world completing exceptional work to help bridge the gap between knowledge and
policy. This report is no more than one effort to highlight some of the world’s leading think tanks.

Methodology and Timeline

Before beginning the 2017 nomination and selection process, the team conducted extensive
research in order to update and verify the Think Tank and Civil Societies Program’s (TTCSP)
Global Think Tank Database. Through this process many additional think tanks were identified
for possible inclusion in this year’s study. A month in advance of the 2017 nomination and
selection process launch, a letter announcing the commencement of the 2017 Global Go To Think
Tank Index (GGTTI) was sent to the more than 50,000 individuals and organizations in our
database. Think tanks were asked to make recommendations for improving the nomination and
selection process, in addition to potential Expert Panel nominees. A letter requesting evaluations
of the efficacy and validity of the 2016 Rankings criteria, and nomination and selection process,
was also sent to expert panelists from previous years.

Timeline of the Nomination and Ranking Process

Call for Expert Panel Members and Update of TTCSP Think Tank Database: — April 30,
2017-July 1, 2017

In preparation for the 2017 Global Go To Think Tank Indexing process, a call for nominations
was issued for qualified individuals to serve on the Regional, Functional, and Special Areas of
Distinction Panels. In addition, we asked for comments, suggestions and recommendations for
how we might improve the Index. In addition, 60 Summer Research Interns help update the
TTCSP Think Tank Database to make sure all known think tanks are included in the Survey.

Round I: Nominations —August 30, 2017-October 30, 2017
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A call for Nominations was sent to over 6,500 think tanks and approximately 7,500 journalists,
public and private donors, and policy makers from around the world. These nominations were
tabulated and institutes with 10 or more nominations were included in the next step of the 2017
Think Tank Indexing process. All of the top ranked think tanks from 2014 were automatically
included in the 2017 ranking ballot.

Round II: Peer/Expert Rankings — November 30, 2017-Decemmber 22, 2017

Think tanks with 10 or more nominations were placed in an electronic ranking survey. A letter
announcing the second round was emailed to all the think tanks, journalists, public and private
donors, and policy maker groups who agreed to participate in the process. The rankings were
tabulated and the list of finalists was generated for the Expert Panel to review and make final
selections. This year, Regional and Functional Expert Panels were created for every category.
These specialists were consulted to help assure the quality and accuracy of the nominations
before they were placed on the final rankings survey.

Round III: Expert Panel Selects 2017 Go To Think Tanks — December 1, 2017-January 10, 2018

The members of the Expert Panel received information packets by email in order to facilitate the
final selection process. Individuals who served on last year’s Expert Panel as well as those who
were nominated this year were invited to serve on the 2017 Expert Panel. Experts from every
region and functional area were represented on the Expert Panel. Panelists submitted their rankings
and recommendations during the moth December 2017.

2017 Global Go To Think Tank Report Launch: The 2017 Global Go-To Think Tank
Rankings will be released in New York, Washington D.C. and over 100 cities around the world
on January 30, 2018.

2017 Global Go-To Think Tank Index Nomination and Ranking Criteria

The peers and experts who participated in the indexing process were encouraged to employ the
following criteria when considering nominations and rankings. The 2017 GGTTI Nomination and
Ranking Criteria include, but are not limited to, the following criteria:

* The quality and commitment of the think tank’s leadership (chief executive and governing
body). This involves effectively managing the mission and programs of the think tank,
mobilizing the financial and human resources necessary to fulfill the mission and
monitoring the quality, independence and impact of the think tank;

* The quality and reputation of the think tank’s staff. Ability to assemble a critical mass of
highly skilled, experienced and productive scholars and analysts who are recognized as
either emerging or established experts in their respective area of research;

* The quality and reputation of the research and analysis produced. The ability to produce
high quality, rigorous, policy-oriented research that is accessible to policy makers, media
and the public;
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* Ability to recruit and retain elite scholars and analysts;

» Academic performance and reputation. This involves the academic rigor associated with
the research conducted. This includes formal accreditation of a think tank’s scholars and
analysts, the number and type of scholarly publications produced such as: books, journals
and conference papers and the number of presentations delivered at scholarly and other
professional meeting and the number and type of citations of the think tanks scholars’
research in scholarly publications produced by other scholars;

* The quality, number, and reach of its publications;

» The impact of a think-tank’s research and programs on policy makers and other policy
actors. Policy recommendations considered or actually adopted by policy makers, civil
society or policy actors;

* Reputation with policymakers (name recognition associated with specific issues or
programs, number of briefings and official appointments, number of policy briefs and
white papers produced, legislative testimony delivered);

* A demonstrated commitment to producing independent research and analysis. This
involves standards and policies for producing rigorous evidence based research and
analysis that are posted and monitored by the organization, research teams and individual
researchers. This includes disclosure of conflict of interest (financial, institutional or
personal) and a commitment to nonpartisanship and established professional standards for
research in the social sciences;

» Access to key institutions. The ability to reach and connect with key audiences and
personnel such as government officials (elected and appointed), civil society, traditional
and new media, and academia;

* Ability to convene key policy actors and to develop effective networks and partnerships
with other think tanks and policy actors;

* Overall output of the organization (policy proposals, web visits, briefings, publications,
interviews, conferences, staff nominated to official posts);

» Utilization of research, policy proposal and other products. The effective transmission
and utilization of policy briefs, reports, policy recommendations and other products by
policy makers and the policy community, number of current and former staff serving in
advisory roles to policy makers, advisory commissions, etc., awards given to scholars for
scholarly achievement or public service;

» Usefulness of organization’s information in public engagement, advocacy work,
preparing legislation or testimony, preparing academic papers or presentations, conducting
research or teaching;

* Ability to use electronic, print and the new media to communicate research and reach
key audiences;
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* Media reputation (number of media appearances, interviews and citations);

* Ability to use the Internet including social media tools, to engage with policy makers,
journalists and the public;

» Website and Digital presence. The quality, accessibility, effective maintenance of the
organization’s web presence, as well as, the quality and level of digital traffic and
engagement (quality, accessibility and navigability of web site, number of website visitors,
page views, time spent on pages, “likes” or followers);

* Level, diversity and stability of funding. The ability of an organization to mobilize the
necessary financial resources to support and sustain the think tank over time (endowment,
membership fees, annual donations, government and private contracts, earned income);

« Effective management and allocation of financial and human resources. The ability of a
think tank to effectively manage its money and people so that they produce high quality
outputs that achieve maximum impact;

* Ability of the organization to effectively fulfill the terms of the gifts, grants and contracts
from government(s), individuals, corporations and foundations who have provided the
financial support to the think tank (financial stewardship);

* The organization’s ability to produce new knowledge, innovative policy proposals or
alternative ideas on policy;

* Ability to bridge the gap between the academic and policymaking communities;
* Ability to bridge the gap between policy makers and the public;

* Ability to include new voices in the policymaking process;

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

* Success in challenging the traditional wisdom of policymakers and in generating
innovative policy ideas and programs; and,

* The impact on society. Direct relationship between the organization’s efforts in a
particular area to a positive change in societal values such as significant changes in the
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).

Think Tank Impact Assessment Tool

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.

Think tanks can employ a variety of metrics to assess their impact, including such measures as an
increase in research and analysis they produce as well as to account for their contributions to the
policymaking environment and civil society. McGann’s recent (2008) research has focused on
developing a comprehensive assessment tool for evaluating a think tank’s impact. The 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 think 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, however, 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 in the hopes that it will help clarify the distinction between outputs and impacts. We ask
that you consider the following indicators when contemplating the impact of think tanks:

* Resource indicators: Ability to recruit and retain leading scholars and analysts; the level,
quality, and stability of financial support; proximity and access to decision-makers and
other policy elites; a staff with the ability to conduct rigorous research and produce timely
and incisive analysis; institutional currency; quality and reliability of networks; and key
contacts in the policy academic communities, and the media.

« Utilization indicators: Reputation as a “go-to” organization by media and policy elites
in the country; quantity and quality of media appearances and citations, web hits, testimony
before legislative and executive bodies; briefings, official appointments, consultation by
officials or departments/agencies; books sold; reports distributed; references made to
research and analysis in scholarly and popular publications and attendees at conferences
and seminars organized.

* 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.

* Impact indicators: Recommendations considered or adopted by policy makers and civil
society organizations; issue network centrality; advisory role to political parties,
candidates, transition teams; awards granted; publication in or citation of publications in
academic journals, public testimony and the media that influences the policy debate and
decision-making; listserv and website dominance; and success in challenging the
conventional wisdom and standard operating procedures of bureaucrats and elected
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officials in the country.

Beyond this qualitative assessment, an effective evaluation of impact should also involve NGOs,
as well as members of the government and policy makers, to ascertain the degree to which they
have utilized the grantee’s research output. This participation can be obtained through interviews,
surveys, questionnaires, and focus group meetings, utilizing the Outcome Mapping which “moves
away from assessing the products of an activity or a program to focus on changes in behaviors and
relationships (outcomes) which can lead to changes.” Impact can be viewed as positive if it
“changes the behavior, relationships, activities, or actions of the people, groups, and organizations
with whom a program works directly.”

Although this qualitative assessment is essential because it recognizes that policy impact can be
successfully achieved even if policy prescriptions are not directly 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.
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2017 Think Tank Statistics
Number of Think Tanks in the World in 2017

This chart reflects the number of think tanks in 2017 based on data collected as of December,
2017.

Number of Think Tanks in the World in 2017

2016 Global Think Tank Total = 7,815

Sub-Saharan
North America Africa Europe Asia

Middle
Central & South East &
America North

Africa

Global Distribution of Think Tanks by Region
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Countries with the Largest Number of Think Tanks

1 United States 1872
2 China 512
United
3 Kingdom 444
4 Argentina 31
5 Germany 225
6 France 197
7 Japan 116
8 Russia 103
9 Canada 100
11 Brazil 93
12 South Africa 92
13 Sweden 89
T-14 Netherlands 76
T-14 Switzerland 76
16 Mexico 74
17 Austria 68
18 Israel 67
19 Bolivia 66
20 Iran 64
T-21 Spain 63
T-21 Chile 63
23 Belgium 61
24 Poland 60
25 Taiwan 58

Global Distribution of Think Tanks by Country
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CENTRAL AND EASTERN

SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA ASIA EUROPE WESTERN EUROPE
Angola 4 Afghanistan 22 Albania 15 Andorra 2
Benin 18 Armenia 17 Belarus 21 Austria 68
Botswana 13 Azerbaijan 15 Bosnia and Herzegovina 13 Belgium 61
Burkina Faso 21 Bangladesh 38 Bulgaria 41 Denmark 51
Burundi 4 Bhutan 3 Croatia 11 Finland 29
Cameroon 22 Brunei 7 Czech Republic 27 France 197
Cape Verde 3 Cambodia 14 Estonia 20 Germany 214
Central African Republic 2 China 512 Finland 17 Greece 41
Chad 3 Georgia 26 Hungary 43 Iceland 9
Congo 3 Hong Kong 36 Kosovo 4 Ireland 16/
Cote d'lvoire 19 India 444 Latvia 11 Italy 103
Democratic Republic of Congo 8 Indonesia 26 Lithuania 19 Liechtenstein 2
Eritrea 5 Japan 116 Macedonia 18 Luxembourg 8
Ethiopia 26 Kazahkhstan 28 Moldova 9 Malta 4
Gabon 2 Kyrgyzstan 27 Montenegro + Monaco 2
Gambia 6 Laos 4 Poland 60 Netherlands 76
Ghana 40 Malaysia 19 Romania 54 Norway 22
Guinea 2 Maldives 6 Russia 103 Portugal 23
Guinea-Bissau 1 Mongolia 7 Serbia 14 Spain 63
Kenya 57 Nepal 13 Slovakia 27 Sweden 89
Lesotho 4 North Korea 2 Slovenia 6 Switzerland 76
Liberia 4 Pakistan 25 Ukraine 39 United Kingdom 311
Madagascar 5 Philippines 21 Vatican City 1
Malawi 15 Singapore 12
Mali 14 South Korea 53
Mauritania 8 Sri Lanka 32
Mauritius 10 Taiwan 58
Mozambique 5 Tajikistan 7
Namibia 16 Thailand 11
Niger 19 Uzbekistan 12
Nigeria 52 Vietnam 10
Rwanda 8
Senegal 22
Seychelles 4
Sierra Leone 4
Somalia 6
South Africa 92
Sudan 8
Swaziland 5
Tanzania 18
Togo 9
Uganda 32
Zambia 14
Zimbabwe 28
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MIDDLE EAST AND NORTH

CENTRAL AND SOUTH AMERICA AFRICA NORTH AMERICA OCEANIA
Antigua & Barbuda 6 Algeria 8 Canada 100 Australia 39
Argentina 225 Bahrain 12 United States 1872 Fiji 3
Bahamas 3 Cyprus 6 New Zealand 9
Barbados 10 Egypt 39 Papua New Guinea 2
Belize 5 Iran 64 Samoa 1
Bermuda 3 Iraq 30 Vanuatu 1
Bolivia 66 Israel 67
Brazil 93 Jordan 26
Chile 63 Kuwait 15
Colombia 55 Lebanon 27
Costa Rica 41 Libya 2
Cuba 