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Why prioritize EBPs for.
Evaluating and Prioritizing implementation?

Evidence-Based Practices = While the public health goal of increasing the
dissemination of effective services to improve routine
for care is valid:

= implementation of research-based treatments is not routine
(Hoagwood, et al., 2001)

I m p I eme ntatlo n State'Wide = statewide implementation requires significant time and fiscal

resources,
for creating change in system, provider, and dinician practices,
Laurel J. Kiser adapting EBPs for local conditions, practice-related exigencies, and

= spedific populations,
Michelle Zabel providing extensive supervision during implementation and

Albert A. Zachik afterwards, and
Joan Smith monitoring fidelity and outcomes, etc.
= Since implementation of EBPs statewide is a resource
intensive activity, only a few can be implemented at a
e,

What methods support
prioritization of EBPs?

= States are grappling with scientific and = Stakeholder driven
compe_tmg stakeholder interests issues _related to = Consensus-based
allocating resources necessary for funding »
expensive implementation projects. = Process oriented

= Considering a variety of issues is sensible: = gathering background information on
= need available EBPs
= mental health focus = reviewing and discussing background
= evidence information

= ease of implementation = rating each EBP on the matrix
resources required for implementation & sustainability

How should EBPs be prioritized?

Prioritizing Evidence-Based Practices
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