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	Abstract: 

Emphasises the quantity of evidence available on modern policy issues, and the difficulty of synthesising material that comes from many different sources and is often contested. Notes the debate about whether such evidence can be subjected to the rigorous methods of systematic review developed within medicine, and discusses a new approach called realist synthesis. This transforms systematic review from a data-driven exercise into a process of theory development and refinement. The method is illustrated in a demonstration review of naming and shaming initiatives, otherwise known as public disclosure. Includes reflections on how such a process of synthesis might feed into policy making. Based on ESRC UK Centre for Evidence Based Policy and Practice Working Paper 5. 
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