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Status
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Keywords

Behavior, Governance

Additional Keywords

JEL code(s)
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Secondary IDs

Abstract

When making decisions about which programs to implement, policymakers must assess
impact in the face of bounded rationality constraints in processing relevant information.



These constraints may result in “under-sensitivity” to impact-relevant information about
evidence-based programs, ultimately leading to support for less impactful interventions,
compared to a utilitarian benchmark. This study uses a lab-in-the-field experiment among
federal employees of the US government to explore and seek to improve sensitivity. We
will first document any under-sensitivities in government decision making across three
key program attributes relevant to impact: scope, outcome type, and effect persistence.
The primary goal of this study is to test modes of presenting program information that
increase sensitivity across these domains, in turn identifying techniques for researchers
and evaluators to use to more effectively disseminate results of program evaluations.
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Experimental Details

Interventions

Intervention(s)

This project will leverage a lab-in-the-field survey experiment among federal employees
in the US government. All survey respondents will be presented with descriptions of
hypothetical programs and evaluation results and will estimate the maximum cost at
which they would be willing to fund the program. We will vary the mode of presenting the
information across programs. Specifically, respondents may see a program description
presented with no additional framing ("baseline"); a description with an "impact
calculator" that translates total program costs into the cost per person affected per year
("impact calculator"); or two similar descriptions presented together on one page ("side-
by-side").

Intervention Start Date

2021-05-17



Intervention End Date

2021-09-01

Primary Outcomes

Primary Outcomes (end points)

The primary outcome of interest is participants' perceived program value, which is
defined as the maximum cost at which the participant would e willing to fund the program,
as identified in the experiment.

Primary Outcomes (explanation)

Secondary Outcomes

Secondary Outcomes (end points)

The secondary outcome of interest is self-reported confidence in one's valuation
assessments, as a proxy for cognitive uncertainty.

Secondary Outcomes (explanation)

Experimental Design

Experimental Design

Different modes of presenting program information will be randomly assigned within
participant. That is, respondents will see program descriptions presented using each of
the "baseline" condition, the "impact calculator," and the "side-by-side" comparison, in
random order. The programs shown for each condition as well as the calculated impact
shown for each program will be randomly varied across participants.

Experimental Design Details

Randomization Method

The randomization will be implemented in Qualtrics

Randomization Unit

Conditions will be randomized within respondent.

Was the treatment clustered?

Yes



Experiment Characteristics

Sample size: planned number of clusters

500

Sample size: planned number of observations

3,000

Sample size (or number of clusters) by treatment arms

500

Minimum detectable effect size for main outcomes (accounting for sample
design and clustering)
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Study Withdrawal

This trial has not been withdrawn.

Intervention

Is the intervention completed?

No
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