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CASE STUDY FROM READINGS

Bingham, R., & Felbinger, C. (2002). Evaluation in practice: A methodological approach. CQ Press.
CH-05: Improving Cognitive Ability in Chronically Deprived Children [pdf]


https://ds4ps.org/cpp-524-sum-2020/pubs/eval-in-practice-CH5-randomized-control-trial.pdf
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DISCUSSION QUESTIONS:

1. Isthisan RCT? Do we have an identical “control group”?
2.  What role does the high SES group perform?

3.  Why do we have four treatment groups?

4. What outcome is measured here? Is it valid and reliable?

5. How would | test whether two treatment periods has the same
impact as three periods, but is more cost-effective?

6. Can you identify a weakness in the design or a threat to validity?
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https://watts-college.github.io/cpp-524-fall-2021/labs/lab-05-diff-in-diff.html
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ANOTHER EXAMPLE
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TOTCOMP

$197k $195k

https://watts-college.github.io/cpp-524-fall-2021/labs/lab-07-gender-wage-gap.html
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