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Some key guestions RCTs have tried to
answer

« Agriculture
— Adopting a flood-tolerant rice variety in India
— Increasing fertilizer adoption in Kenya

« Crime

— Cognitive behavioral therapy to reduce crime
in Liberia
— Impacts of military conscription in Argentina

e Education

— Merit scholarships for girls in Kenya
— Remedial education in India

 Environment & Energy

— Environmental audits of firms in India
— Protecting springs in Kenya

IRRI Photos

J-PAL I THE ROLE OF RANDOMIZED EVALUATIONS IN INFORMING POLICY 2



Some key guestions RCTs have tried to
answer

Finance

— Impact of microfinance on poverty T L atr
. : . : . . | ‘.‘ 4
— Using fingerprinting for lending in Malawi ‘ " "

0 o. ,0‘ v

Health
,-.-»‘-w""

— CCTs and child development in Nicaragua —

— Improving healthcare provider attendance in
India

Labor Markets

— Attracting candidates to the Mexican public
sector

— Job opportunities and investing in girls in India
Political Economy & Governance

— Community-based monitoring to reduce
corruption in Indonesia

— Overcoming parochial voting with debates in
Sierra Leone?
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J-PAL is much more than just evaluations —
we work extensively to promote evidence
informed policy

M EVALUATIONS
EI J-PAL researchers conduct

randomized evaluatioins fo test
and improve the effectiveness of
programs and policies aimed at

f reducing poverty. "'----....\\
N\

CAPACITY BUILDING POLICY OUTREACH
Through training courses, evidence J-PAL affiliates and staff analyze and
workshops, and research projects, J-PAL disseminate research results and build

with the expertise to carry out their own policy is driven by evidence and effective

rigorous evaluations. programs are scaled up.

equips policymakers and practitioners partnerships with policymakers to ensure
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J-PAL’s mission and the challenge...

e _ toreduce poverty by e AnNd the Reality: PO'ICy IS

ensuring that policy is really hard to change
based on scientific — institutions have constraints
evidence, and research is

_ ) — evidence is often
translated into action. unavailable or inaccessible

— people can be driven more
by instincts, ideology, or
inertia

 So what helps promote the use of

evidence?
— good research?
— accessible evidence?
— receptive policymakers?
— lots of hard work and shoe-leather?
— a bit of good luck?
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Over 200 million people reached through
scale-ups of programs evaluated by J-PAL
researchers

People
Program Reached
(mn)
School-based Deworming 95
Raskin: Subsidized Rice (Indonesia) 66
Teaching at the Right Level (India) 34

Generasi: Conditional Community

Block Grants (Indonesia) 6
Chlorine Dispensers for Safe Water 0.5
(East Africa) '
o Policy
Free Insecticidal Bednets :
influence
: : - Policy
Police Skills Training :
influence

TOTAL | THE ROLE OF RANDOMIZED EVALUATIONS IN INFQEQRigmericY




There are different paths from impact
evaluations to scale-ups

« Governments evaluate their pilot programs to demonstrate
usefulness to public, gather support for their expansion and
learn lessons to make it more effective (e.g. Raskin)

 Leveraging evidence by implementing organization to
expand existing programs and get more funding (e.qg.
Pratham)

 |Independent organizations can use evidence to replicate or
scale-up programs found to be highly cost-effective, and/or
simple to implement (e.g. Evidence Action)

ABDUL LATIF JAMEEL
Poverty Action Lab
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There are different paths from impact
evaluations to scale-ups

« If an evaluation helps provide evidence on a very policy
relevant and salient topic, it gets a huge amount of
traction very easily (e.g. Pricing preventative health
products)

o Careful study of the new context, collaboration with
original evaluator and implementer and a pilot
replication (e.g. Immunization in Haryana)

ABDUL LATIF JAMEEL
Poverty Action Lab
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Overview

1. Constraints to evidence-informed policymaking

2. How J-PAL seeks to overcome these constraints

3. Catalyzing evidence use

a) Scale-up in the same context
b) Institutional partnerships with governments
c) Generalizing evidence from one context to another
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Constraints to evidence-
iInformed policymaking
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Why doesn’t evidence get integrated
INto policy and programs?

o Supply-side constraints:

— Varying quality of evaluations
— Evaluations not summarized
— Evaluations not synthesized

— Evaluations do not capture cost-effectiveness

ABDUL LATIF JAMEEL
Poverty Action Lab

J-PARL* T THE*ROLE® GF"RANDOMIZED EVALUATIONS IN INFORMING POLICY

11



Why doesn’t evidence get integrated
INto policy and programs?

 Demand-side constraints:

— Systemic

— Political

— Administrative
— Technical

— Time

 But also the 4 “I’s:

— Ignorance
— Inertia

— |deology
— Instinct

J-PAL I THE ROLE OF RANDOMIZED EVALUATIONS IN INFORMING POLICY
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How J-PAL seeks to overcome
these constraints

J-PAL I THE ROLE OF RANDOMIZED EVALUATIONS IN INFORMING POLICY



Addressing Supply Barriers:

Lots of high-quality, relevant evidence
summarized and synthesized for
policymakers

J-PAL I THE ROLE OF RANDOMIZED EVALUATIONS IN INFORMING POLICY

14



700 RCTs In 64 countries provide key
iINnsights in many sectors

~ J-PAL NORTH AMERICA
Massachusetts Institute

of Technology (MIT)
Cambridge, USA

ris Sel

J-PAL GLOBAL
Massachusetts Institute
of Technology (MIT)
Cambridge, USA

J-PAL LATIN AMERICA
AND THE CARIBBEAM

Pontifica Universidad Catalica de Chile
Santiago, Chile

| J-PAL AFRICA

University of Cape Town
Cape Town, South Africa

Legend
® Agriculture ® Education
@ Crime @ Environment & Energy

J-PAL I THE ROLE OF RANDOMIZED EVALUATIONS IN INFORMING POLICY

~ J-PAL EUROPE

Economics

~ Management Research (IFMR]
) ennoi and Nc_wﬁ_:_)glhi, India

f University of Indanesia
' Jakarta, Indonesia

© Finance & Microfinance
® Health

J-PAL SOUTHEAST ASIA

@ Labor Markets

@ Political Economy & Governance
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Incentivizing policy relevant research
. .
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« Working with gov’ts

-« Matchmaking by J-PAL staff
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J-PAL Funding Initiatives

« Governance (Democracy, Corruption
etc.)

« Agriculture (Technology Adoption)

« Government Partnerships
(Institutionalizing evidence informed

policy)

 Urban Services (sanitation, sewage,
environment)

 Crime (prevention, recividism)

« Non-Communicable Diseases (diet,
life-style changes)

» Post-Primary Education (the missing
link after primary education success)

J-PAL | THE ROLE OF RANDOMIZED EVALUATIONS IN INFORMING POLICY 17



J-PAL and many others create Policy
Publications that summarize evidence.
Searchable online databases and regional

staff make access easy

Carcers  For Affiliates  Training  Enghsh ~ Q)

EVALUATIONS ~ RESEARCH RESOURCES — POLICY LESSONS  SCALE-UPS

About ~ Sectors ¥

Regions ~

Evaluations

Search our database of 683 randomized evaluations conducted by our affiliates in 64 countries using
keywords and filters, and

of policy publications.

Sector Region

Research Country

Initiative

Policy Issue Status

Researcher Data
83 Rezuits Serthy
FEATURED {

ENVIRCNMENT & ENERGY, FINANCE

Powering Small Retailers: The Adoption of Solar Energy under Different Pricing
Schemes in Kenya

Taenest Suri, William Jack

This randarmized evaluation tests how price and payment method affect the adoption of off-grid solar power
ameng small retailers near Nairehi and if access to electricity can improve their businesses’ performance.

POLICY BRIEFCASE [ AUGUST 2015 |

ABDUL LATIF JAMEEL
Poverty Action Lab

TRANSLATING RESERRCH INTO ACTION

RESILIENT RICE

Flood-tolerant rice reduced risk for smallholder farmers in Odisha, India and encouraged additional investment in
their farms, resulting in substantially increased yields in both flood and non-flood years.

/777 atai

AGHICUTURAL TECENDLDGY ADIFTHON INTATIHE

Featuring an evaluation by Manzoor Dar, Alain de Janvry, Kyle Emerick, and Elisabeth Sadoulet

River floods affect approximately 21 million people each year, primarily
in developing countries, according to the World Resources Institute.
India is the country with the most people affected, with an average of
4.8 million people exposed to river food risk each year. Climate change
is projected to exacerbate the likelihood of floeds, heat waves, and
other extreme weather events. These weather events are particularly
challenging for smallholder farmers who have few resources to caope
with them. For farming households, these events can substantially
reduce income, and they may also make farmers less willing to invest
in their farms.

In the face of extreme weather, farmers often self-insure against
losses by cultivating crops that have stable but low yields. They
may also forgo profitable investments, such as fertilizer or improved
seeds, for fear that these purchases will not pay off in the event of

IRRI PHOTOS | ADAM BARELAY €S
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J-PAL also synthesizes evidence within

sectors

Ll
g

0

Agriculture Crime Fducation

& 4

Finance and
Microfinance Health Labor Markets
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Enivronment
and Energy

M

Political Economy
and Governance
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J-PAL policy lessons: Bulletins

ABDUL LATIF JAMEEL _%
J-FAL BULLETIN [ ARmiL 2071 | Poverty Action Lab ot

TEAKILATIMNG RESEARCH INTD ACTION -

THE PRICE IS WRONG

Charging small fees dramatically reduces access to important products for the poor.

edical research has identified many cheap

and simple [fe-sving and Hie-impeoving incervemmions thar comban

infscdous and commmund mble dis=ase, bur even low- mst Ioe=crenmions

are ofien prohibhitrely experadve for poor amilles in the developing
world. Where Eamibies are umable m afford the full cose. gevernmenes and WGOs often
provide heakh produces etrher for free, or ahighly subsidteed prices under “user fee”
or msksharing programs. 1o recsnr years, there bas been subsiamial dehane abour
wherher 1o charge user fees oc 10 dribne basdc producs for fres.

User feres and cosesharing have heen advocaced for mamy years 1o promme
suscalmahiliy of bealch services, m belp ermape tha goods ard services ap= notwasced,
ard to provide a soucce of flex(hle p=verme m those in frondine secvices 1w replenish
supplies and pay forclindc repales. More recercly, soctal ereceeprenenes have aogoed that
small fees cam help fnd markering necworks char bring sodally Imponam preducs

10 the poor In a sustalnable way and char people ar= more likety vouse produocos chey

pay for. Those arguing agalmest charging for basic services podon 1o che masstre increases In che aks up of pobbc services char haee
accompanled che aboliion of user fzes for schoding and heahhoars 10 many coumnries.

Whar does che evidencs szy? How big a barrier to acoess are user fees in sducanion and bealch? Does charging for healds and educanion
preducts encourags people muse them? Do fzes sereen oun those who do nor tmend vouse che produc and agger om thosewhe need
trthe most* O does charging simply screen. om the pooc® Ten randomized evaluarions 1eseed how rake-up and use of sducacon and
heahh preducs for non-anxe e Tespond o price. Bridence foom chess siudies suggesos che @l owlog:
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J-PAL evidence reviews

Expanding Access and Increasing Student Learning in Post-Primany
Education in Developing Countries: A Review of the Evidence

Abhijit Banerjee, Paul Glewwe, Shawn Powers, and Melanie Wasserman'

Abdul Latif Jameel Poverty Action Lab (J-PAL)
Post-Primary Education Initiative Review Paper”

Version of 2013-04-00 — Commments Welcome

I Introduction

Effective, evidence-based policies on post-primary education are of wvital
mmportance as many developing countries start to the see a bulge in secondary and post-
secondary enrollment, the product of the achievement of near-universal access to primary
school. Finding ways to deliver and promote access fo high-quality post-primary
education. and to ensure that education is relevant to labor market needs. is one of the
great challenges of our times. This must be accomplished in countries where
governments face severe budget constraints and many, of not most, parents are too poor
to cover the costs out of pocket. Intemnational reports such as 4 Global Compact on
Laagrning, by the Center for Universal Education at the Brookings Institution, emphasize
providing opportunities for post-primary education as a first-tier policy challenge (Center
for Umiversal Education, 2011). In addition, there has been considerably less progress in
gender parity at the secondary level. Meeting these challenges will require a combination
of using existing resources more effectively — which requires both understanding which
inputs are key and which are not—and a range of inmovations that may fundamentally
alter the current methods of instruction.

To that end, the Abdul Latif Jameel Poverty Action Lab (J-PAL) has launched a
Post-Primary Education Imnifiafive inftended to promofe policy-relevant research on

J-PAL I THE ROLE OF RANDOMIZED EVALUATIONS IN INFORMING POLICY



Cost-Effectiveness Analysis:
Improving learning

IMPROVING STUDENT LEARNING: COST-EFFECTIVENESS oF EDUCATION PROGRAMS

34.56 sD ADDITIONAL STANDARD
DEVIATIONS (SD) PER $100
(LOG SCALE)

NO SIGNIFICANT NO SIGNIFICANT

IMPACT IMPACT
[ I
Streaming by Remedial Extra contract Individually- Read-a-Thon Adding OLPC
achievement education teacher + paced computer  PHILIPPINES computersto ~ PERU
KENYA INDIA streaming assisted learning classrooms
KENYA INDIA COLOMBIA
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Addressing demand barriers:

Building policymaker knowledge and
iInterest on the value of rigorous
evaluation

J-PAL I THE ROLE OF RANDOMIZED EVALUATIONS IN INFORMING POLICY
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Training policymakers on evidence

J-PAL I THE ROLE OF RANDOMIZED EVALUATIONS IN INFORMING POLICY
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Sharing these evidenced-based
programs with policymakers

vl

J-PAL I THE ROLE OF RANDOMIZED EVALUATIONS IN INFORMING POLICY
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From evaluation to policy:
A simple theory of change

\_

Evidence
Generated*

/

\_

Evidence
Summarized

/

Evidence
Shared

4 )

Evidence Used**

J-PAL I THE ROLE OF RANDOMIZED EVALUATIONS IN INFORMING POLICY

\_ /

4 )

Evidence Use
Communicated

\_ J
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Catalyzing evidence use

J-PAL I THE ROLE OF RANDOMIZED EVALUATIONS IN INFORMING POLICY



1) Scale up in the same context

J-PAL I THE ROLE OF RANDOMIZED EVALUATIONS IN INFORMING POLICY
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Over 200 million people reached through
scale-ups of programs evaluated by J-PAL
researchers

People
Program Reached
(mn)

School-based Deworming 95
Raskin: Subsidized Rice (Indonesia) 66
Teaching at the Right Level (India) 34

Generasi: Conditional Community

Block Grants (Indonesia) 6
Chlorine Dispensers for Safe Water 0.5
(East Africa) '
o Policy
Free Insecticidal Bednets :
influence
: : - Policy
Police Skills Training :
influence

TOTAL 202 mn



2) Develop institutional partnerships
with governments

J-PAL I THE ROLE OF RANDOMIZED EVALUATIONS IN INFORMING POLICY
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Creating Long-Term Partnerships — A
Case Study of Tamil Nadu state, India

« Policy Window:

« Extensive Policy-Research
Dialogues

AFGHANISTAN

Well governed state
Eager to be leader in country

Champion in Chief Secretary and
Planning Secretary

Boots on the ground
Understand local context
Preliminary matchmaking

Needs assessment and scoping
surveys (funds help)

INDIAN OCEAN

J-PAL I THE ROLE OF RANDOMIZED EVALUATIONS IN INFORMING POLICY 31



Creating Long-Term Partnerships and A
Culture of Evidence Informed Policy

« Comprehensive Long Term Partnership

— Institutionalized MoU
— Advisory Committee: Government and JPAL

e Research

— Innovation Fund: Research jointly funded by
government and researchers / JPAL

— Approval Committee: Government and JPAL

« Scale Ups

— Examine External validity of relevant existing
evidence to confirm Theory of Change (basic
local conditions, behavioral, process
evaluation and outcomes)

— Involve original researcher and implementing
partners

J-PAL I THE ROLE OF RANDOMIZED EVALUATIONS IN INFORMING POLICY 32



Creating Long-Term Partnerships and A
Culture of Evidence Informed Policy: Some
other examples

 Nudge Units
— E.g. White House SBST

 |nternal Evaluation Units

— E.g. Compass Commission, Quipu Commission

« |dentify Key Policy-Research Priorities
and Make Funding Accessible

— Literature review and policy dialogue to
identify key open questions

— Along term review board for continuity in
research and policy partnerships

— Accessible funding to incentivize partnerships
— Institutional support to do outreach on lessons

J-PAL | THE ROLE OF RANDOMIZED EVALUATIONS IN INFORMING POLICY 33



Generalizing evidence from
one context to another

J-PAL I THE ROLE OF RANDOMIZED EVALUATIONS IN INFORMING POLICY



Over 200 million people reached through
scale-ups of programs evaluated by J-PAL
researchers

People
Program Reached
(mn)
School-based Deworming 95
Raskin: Subsidized Rice (Indonesia) 66
Teaching at the Right Level (India) 34

Generasi: Conditional Community

Block Grants (Indonesia) 6
Chlorine Dispensers for Safe Water 0.5
(East Africa) '
. Policy
Free Insecticidal Bednets :
influence
: : - Policy
Police Skills Training :
influence

TOTAL | THE ROLE OF RANDOMIZED EVALUATIONS IN INFQEQRigmericY




Targeting the Ultra Poor Program

Productive asset transfer

Beneficiary

Consumption support Technical skKills training

Banerjee et al, 2015
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Targeting the Ultra Poor Program:
Assets Increased
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Targeting the Ultra Poor Program:
Consumption Increased
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Seven Microcredit Evaluations

TABLE 2 SUMMARY OF MICROCREDIT'S IMPACT ON VARIOUS OUTCOMES

Outeome Bosnia and Herzegovina Ethiopia India Mexico Mongelia Maoroceo Philippines
Business ownership T — — —_ T — —
Business revenue — — — T — —

Business inventory/assets 1"‘ no data 1" no data 1"
Business investment/costs — —_ T

Business profit — — — — —

+

3

Y

-
e

«

Household income — — — — — _ _

Household spending/consumption — 4 — 4 T - -

Social well-being — — — 1\ — — \lf

J-PAL: Where Creditis Due,

2015
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http://www.povertyactionlab.org/publication/where-credit-is-due

J-PAL Policy Publications: Bulletins

FOLICY BULLETIN | FEBRUARY 2015 |

POLICY BULLETIN [ SEPTEMBER 2015 |

AEDUL LATIF |JAMEEL
Poverty Action Lab g8

ABDUL LATIF JAMEEL
Poverty Action Lab

BUILDING STABLE LIVELIHOODS FOR THE ULTRA-POOR WHERE CREDIT IS DUE

A multifaceted livelihood program that provided ultra-poor households with a productive asset, training, regular
coaching, access to savings, and consumption support led to large and lasting impacts on their standard of living
across a diverse set of contexts and implementing partners.

Key Results of the Graduation Approach:

A holistie livelihood program targeted at the ultra-poor helped them shift into more stable sell.employment that inereased their
standard of living both two years after the productive asset transfer, and three years after the assel transfer—a year o mose afier Key Results:
all program activities ended.

Demand for many of the microcredit prodiicts was modest. In Bthiopia, ndia, Mexico, and Maroceo, when MFis offered
The Graduation approach caused broad and lasting economic impacts. Poaled data from six sites show Graduation househalds® Rt s e B i el g Nt ki e i Sy T o P gl s
consusmption increased 5.8 percent relstive ta the comparison group two yeass after the asset transfe. Graduation households® cansumption

ineased 7.3 prcent e Bangladesh. 16.4 preent i Etbiopi, 6.9 pescent i Chana, 1.6 s s and 6.3 prceet i Paisan Expanded eredit aceess did lead some entrepreneurs to imvest more in thele b In Bosnia and ina and
relative o the eneparisn group, though there was na lmpact on pion In heildls experlenced similar Mmgrls:, micin o ] b il A Bt omc sy st soui s il cxpeiicl] fntcte
improvements (n food security, asset holdings, and savings. Most positive tmpacts on household three mctivity: it thee [vexnnte coe by segrilted 1 profir Sucree.

years affer the asset transfer—one year after all program activities ended. Microcredit access did not lead to substantial increases in income. Despile some evidence of business expansion, nooe of the

The improvements in well-being were mostly the result of increases in self.employment income. lajecting a combination of seven studies found a significant impact an average houschold income for borrowers.

productive assets and relevant skills training led to an increase in basic P | sctivities, pi ly d on livestock Expanded aceess to eredit did afford houssholds more freedam in optimizing how they sarmed and spent money.

and activities like petty trade. Six studies suggest that microcredit played an important rale in increasing borrowers” freedom of cheice in the ways they made
Graduation led to some improvements in psychosodal well-being. Hapy siress, woenen's eeng and some measures 3 P, K magnd tak

of physical health and political improved for | i a ites. The effects on wormen's empowerment and physical There is little evidancs that microcredit secess had substantial sfects on women's empawerment or investment in
health were no longer statistically significant one yeas after all program activities ended. children’s schooling, but it did not kave widespread harmful effects sither. Micmeredit did nat lead to increases in children's

schooling in the six sthadics in which it was measured, and anly one of the four studics that measured women's empowerment
found a positive effect. Across all seven studies, researchers did not find that microcredit had widespread harmful effects, even with
individualfishility lending ar a high interest rate.

These effects were consistent across multiple contexts and implementing partners. The program's positive results on economic
well-being, which range fram very economically significant to moderately =0, are not driven by any one country.

J-PAL: Where Creditis Due, 2015
J-PAL: Building Stable Livelihoods,
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The challenge of using evidence

 Dramatic rise in the number of rigorous impact
evaluations in developing countries in last 20 years

e Unlikely to be rigorous evaluation of precisely the
program policy makers wants to introduce in exactly
same |location

« How should we respond?

Wait to act until there is more evidence?

Always do new rigorous eval before introducing in new context
Only use less rigorous local evidence?

Use results from study in another context?

Only use from other countries if at least X replications or if
replicated in a similar enough context?

J-PAL | THE ROLE OF RANDOMIZED EVALUATIONS IN INFORMING POLICY 42



The challenge of using evidence i

 Rigorous impact evaluations are hard to do well and we
underutilize their potential if we only learn about the
precise program and context they evaluate

 But understanding local needs, and informal and formal
Institutions is critical to good policy

 We should do more replications of RCTs of similar
programs in different contexts but there are limits

 Policy makers never have 100% certainty

— Basu (2014) tomorrow is a new context

— Isimperfect evidence likely to be worse than no global
evidence?

J-PAL | THE ROLE OF RANDOMIZED EVALUATIONS IN INFORMING POLICY 43



Overview of theory approach
to evidence

 Evidence from a single RCT is only one part of the puzzle

« We use it to adjust our “priors” which are based on
theory, descriptive work, other empirical evidence

« Putting evidence into a theoretical overview allows
more efficient use of different forms of evidence than
“black box”

— allows us to be more precise about what a “similar context” is

 E.g. onimproving immunization in a West African country

« Draw on a theory based overview of 70+ RCTs on health
econ in dev countries (Kremer and Glennerster, 2012)

J-PAL | THE ROLE OF RANDOMIZED EVALUATIONS IN INFORMING POLICY 44



Non cash incentives for immunization
IN Rajasthan

 Seva Mandir program to increase immunization rates in
rural Rajasthan, tested with RCT

— Banerjee, Duflo, Glennerster, Kothari, 2010

e Fixing supply: regular monthly immunization camps with
nurse present without fall

* Incentive: 1kg dahl for every vaccination, set of plates
on completed immunization schedule

J-PAL | THE ROLE OF RANDOMIZED EVALUATIONS IN INFORMING POLICY 45



Number of mmunizations received
by children aged 1-3 years

[l Comparison

78%

74% ~ Immunization Camps

70% 70%

B Camps + Incentives

55%

46%

39%

>1 >2 >3 >4 >5
Number of Immunizations
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The “black box” approach to evidence

« If Govtin West Africa wanted to improved immunization
rate, should they consider noncash incentives?

« What is our evidence of the following relationship?

Higher
Incentives for completed

Immunization vaccination
rate

 Only one RCT in South Asia not Africa

 Program conducted by NGO not government

J-PAL I THE ROLE OF RANDOMIZED EVALUATIONS IN INFORMING POLICY 47



Theory of change: incentives
for mmunization

Basic local conditions

. Parents Provider
Incentive Can access

want to
vaccinate

rogram clinic presence
prog sufficient

Behavioral Process

Small Complete Incentives
incentives schedule delivered to
off set bias salient clinics

Parents
procrastinate

Impact

Incentives Min risk Completed Improved

health

given to from over immun. rate
parents vaccination rises

J-PAL I THE ROLE OF RANDOMIZED EVALUATIONS IN INFORMING POLICY 48



Evidence on the basic conditions

« What evidence do we have on basic conditions?

— Do parents want to immunize?
— Is access to clinics adequate?
— How big a barrier is health worker absenteeism?

 Descriptive evidence:

— 54% of households within 1 hour walk of clinic
— Health worker absenteeism 44%,
— 84% of children receive DPT1

* Institutional knowledge:

— unlike India, clinics often have multiple workers, only closed 12%.
Immunizations on specific days when absenteeism is lower
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Take-up rates particularly informative

Immunization rates by antigen

Country 1
DPT1 84
DPT3 74
Measles 67

Fully immunized 49

Country 2

47
41
41
38
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Evidence on behavioral linkages in TOC

 People procrastinate and find it hard to stick with
behavior they believe is good for them and their children

— Good theoretical work showing how this small changes to a
standard discounting model produces series of testable
conclusions and can explain many stylized facts
(e.g. Laibson, 1997)

— Small changes in price of preventative products sharply reduces
take up (9+ RCTys)

— People are willing to pay to tie their own hands with commitment
savings products: difficult to explain unless people know they are
present biased (e.g. Gine et al. 2010)
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Evidence on behavioral linkages in TOC
|

« Small incentives can have big impacts on behavior
— 30+ RCTs of CCTs but usually much bigger incentives
(Fiszbein and Schady, 2009)

— Malawi: smaller CCT same impact as bigger CCT
(Baird et al 2010)

— Small incentives for HIV testing (Thornton 2008 Malawi),
age of marriage (Field et al, 2014 Bangladesh)

« Knowledge, or salience, of how many vaccinations are
needed for completed immunization

— Weaker evidence on the importance of salience

— India study had different incentive at final vaccination:
how important?
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Evidence on process links in the ToC

Process questions include:

— Will the incentives be delivered regularly to the clinic?
— Will the incentives be given to parents appropriately?

« Harder to generalize on these process questions from one
program and country to another

 Not just a challenge from learning from RCTs, good
Implementation is a constant struggle in development

This is why we need monitoring for every program:

— We may be confident a program will work if it is delivered, but we
need to make sure it is delivered appropriately
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Can RCTs tell us about details of
delivery?

 Yes, but harder than in other areas.

— Very similar results across contexts for consumer behavior (68 RCTs)
— More varied results on provider behavior (6 RCTs)

 Providers are humans too, why harder to predict?

— Work in bureaucratic settings with complex incentives

— Theory of change longer, with many more steps

— Increasingly RCTs are breaking down these steps and testing them
— Many fewer RCTs on provider behavior than consumer behavior

« Some delivery harder than others

— Incentives through MPESA, or cell phone vouchers
— Less concern about bureaucratic incentives
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ToC Iincentives for immunization: Country
1

. Parents Provider
Incentive Can access

want to
vaccinate

= resence
rogram clinic P o
prog sufficient

Local descriptive evidence suggest basic conditions hold

Small Completed
iIncentives schedule
offset bias salient

Parents
procrastinate

Strong RCT evidence of behavioral conditions Need to monitor process

Min risk Completed Improved

Imm. rises health

from over
vaccination

Strong RCT evidence of impact
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Theory of change: incentives
for mmunization in Country 1

Local descriptive evidence suggest basic conditions hold

. Parents Provider
Incentive Can access

want to
vaccinate

" resence
rogram clinic prese
prog sufficient

Strong RCT evidence of behavioral conditions Need to monitor process

Parents _ Ssmall Complete
procrastinate Incentives schedule
off set bias salient

Strong RCT evidence of impact

Min risk Completed Improved

health

from over Immun. rate
vaccination rises
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When do we stop evaluating?

 If we have enough evidence to act, do we have enough
evidence to stop evaluating impact? (always monitor)

— No: we often need to act even when evidence is thin

 Often a big overlap between when have enough evidence to
launch big new initiative and when still worth evaluating

 Questions may remain about best way to implement

— Billions spent on CCTs. Very strong evidence they work, but important
evaluations on how to make more effective

Trade-off of evidence in new areas, vs more on existing
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Concluding thoughts

 Design research for generalizabillity

— Theory based RCTs can be very useful for policy because ask
particularly generalizable questions

« Policy making requires drawing on different kinds of
evidence, but that does not mean all evidence is equal

 Implementation is hard: knowing a program will have
Impact if implemented is a good place to start

— Logistics pilots important part of scaling up, even if no new RCT
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Overarching takeaway...
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