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Evidence Based Policy Design

Recognizing progress

Identifying the determinants of progress
Identifying failures

Early detection of new trends

Ex-ante evaluation

Ex-post impact evaluation

Learning from others (meta-analysis)
Identifying programs with no impact
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1. On the Importance of
Recognizing Progress
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Evolution of the degree of inequality in per capita income: Brazil
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Average annual growth rate in per capita income by tenth of the
distribution: Brazil, 2001-2011

7,0

Annual growth rate (%)

First Second Third Fourth Fifth Sixth Seventh Eighth Nineth  Tenth




Distribution of countries according per capita GDP annual average
growth rate: 1970-2008
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Evolution of extreme poverty rate in Brazil: 1990-2009

25 i i ; 1
23
C 22.1
E 21
4
o \
19 3
S \73 177 148 g 114 17.4 17.5
'.C_G' 42\ _____ o __E'__ [ LY
S5 17 st el %MVQ
oS ) ‘\\q;
O o 51
Qo S
[N} 15 Qe
5 2
o x 13
o
g o 0.8
= c ) . 203
Rt N B e s m e sl V1i[lennium Development Goal for 2015 puuiam sess sx g ——me——
(&)
o 2\\88
a 84
9 D=
E
5

1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009




2. On the Importance
of Identifying the
Determinants of Progress




Evolution of Extreme Poverty in Brazil
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Table 1: Characteristics of the income growth of the 20% poorest:
Brasil, 2003-2009

Variation

Indicator

Absolut Relative | Annual growth
(RS/month) (%) rate (%)
Income per capita (RS/month) 62 100 39 63 8,4
Percentage of adults (%) 55,0 58,0 3,0 5,5 0,9
Non work-related income per adult (RS/month) 25 49 25 100 12,3
Work-related income per adult (RS/month) 87 123 35 40 5,8
:/eorrcke[](ytoa;ge of the family income originated from 78,0 710 7.0 90 | .
Income per capita if only work-related income | g1+ 19 31 47

had grown (RS/month)
Source: Estimates obtained from the household survey Pesquisa Nacional por Amostra de Domicilios (PNAD) in 2003 and 2009.

Note: * Income per capita if w ork-related income w ere as of 2009, all else constant, in 2003 values.




3. On the Importance of
Recognizing Failure




Percentage of the population below the
extreme poverty line
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Extreme poverty by age after transfers:
Brazil, 2009
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Evolution of the percentage of girls 15to 17 years old already
mothers or married: Brazil, 1992-2009
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Percentage of children who had exclusive breastfeeding up to six months of
age according to their degree of vulnerability: Brasil, 1996 and 2006
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4. On the Importance of
Early Detection of New Trends




Evolution of the Brazilian income distribution density: 1999 and 2009
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Evolution of the Brazilian Income Distribution:
1999 and 2009
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Evolution of the Middle Class in Brazil
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Evolution of the Middle Class in Brazil
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Evolution of the percentage of low wage (up to two minimum wages) workers

among formal employees
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5. On the Importance of
Ex-Ante Evaluations
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6. On the Importance of
Ex-Post Impact Evaluations




Evolution of Mathematics scores for treated and control schools:
Project Jovens de Futuro - Porto Alegre, Brazil
Impact on the First Quartile

350
340 Control

330 Treatment
320
310
300
290
280
270
260
250
240
230
220
210
200

Math score

30,6 HlProgress|

S sttt

Entrance Exam, early 2008 Final Exam, late 2010




Math score

350
340
330
320
310
300
290
280
270
260
250
240
230
220
210
200

Evolution of Mathematics scores for treated and control schools:

Project Jovens de Futuro

- Porto Alegre, Brazil

Impact on the Third Quartile

Control

Treatment

35,5 WProgress
1

I

Entrance Exam, early 2008

Final Exam, late 2010




7. The Importance of Learning
from the Experience of Others
(meta-analysis)




Impact on learning of an expansion in the effective number of days with classes

Learning when students have 200

effective days with classes

Standard learning in a typical
school year

Impact of extra 10 days
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8. On the Importance of
Identifying Programs
with no Impact




Evolution of extreme poverty and adult illiteracy rate:
Brazil, 1977-2009
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