Presentation Instructions

1 Instructions

Some suggestions/requirements for what makes a good presentation:
e [t needs to be 20 minutes maximum, which includes time for 5 minutes of discussion.

e To help with that, I will limit you to 12 slides. Any more slides in your presentation
and I will deduct credit!

e The objective of the presentation is to explain the paper to the rest of the class. That
means answer the following questions:

— What’s the question (i.e., what are D and Y?)

— Why do we care (i.e., do you think its an interesting question)?

— What’s the research design?

— What are the data?

— Econometric details: how did they deal with the issues discussed in class?
— What are the main results?

— Your summary and critique of the overall quality of the paper, and whether it
was published in an appropriate journal (or if a working paper which journal it
should be published in). Of course this is subjective, and I don’t expect you to
have a very well developed sense of these things at your stage of studies, but it’s
important that you at least try.

e Hint(1): where you arein most danger of having too many slides is in the “econometric
details” part. This is where you have to know what they did and then be creative
about summarising that in a concise way.

e Hint(2): Generally, less is more. Often, students work hard to understand the details
of a paper, and so want everyone to know that they worked hard at it and understand
it. You need to wear your learning lightly: unless it will help students understand
what is in the paper, leave it out!

e Hint(3): what really separates the wheat from the chaff here is “critique”. Summarizing
is relatively easy, critiquing is hard. But I will give you a lot of credit if you can think
hard about possible weaknesses, limitations of the analysis, etc.



2 Presentations

The following are the list of papers to be presented this quarter.

RCT1 [Noble et al.| (2025)

RCT2 [Katz et al.,| (2001)

IV1 [Finkelstein et al|(2012)

IV2 |Angrist and Evans (1998)

V3 (2006)
RD1 Card et al.| (2008)

RD2 [Ferreira and Gyourko (2009)

RCM1 Dale and Krueger| (2002))

RCM2 |Ashenfelter and Krueger] (1994)

DD1 |Akee et al.| (2018)

DD2 (2008)
DD3 |Jacobson et al.| (1993)
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