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ABSTRACT 

Sciences Po develops an interdisciplinary research program  for the evaluat ion 
of public policies ( in French:  Laboratoire interdisciplinaire d’évaluat ion des 

polit iques publiques,  LI EPP) , based on four founding units:  Departm ent  of 

Econom ics, Cent re de Sociologie des Organisat ions, Cent re d’Etudes 

Européennes and Observatoire Sociologique du Changem ent .  I t s aim  is to be 
(1)  independent  and non-part isan to ensure its credibilit y, (2)  internat ional to 
learn from  experiences in other count r ies, and finally (3)  m ult idisciplinary in 
order to achieve thorough and com prehensive knowledge of our environm ent  
and its inst itut ional, social, polit ical, legal and econom ic m echanism s. The 
project  is financed as a through the Excellency I nit iat ive of the French 
Governm ent  ( I nvest issem ents d'Avenir:  LABEX)  with a budget  of 10 m illion 
euros between 2011 to 2020. 
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I NTRODUCTI ON  

 
The evaluat ion of public policies is both a democrat ic requirement  and a necessity when it  
comes to nat ional compet it iveness and equity between cit izens. Growth, fiscal const raints, 
social and environmental sustainability and regulatory compet it ion require the most  
efficient  public intervent ion, which nonetheless needs to respond to com plex dem ands from 
cit izens. Yet  France has not  advanced as m uch in the field of policy evaluat ion as count r ies 
such as Sweden, Canada, or the United Kingdom . 

 
Sciences Po's I nterdisciplinary Research Center for the Evaluat ion of Public Policies ( in 
French:  Laboratoire interdisciplinaire d’évaluat ion des polit iques publiques, LIEPP)  aims to 
be independent  and non-part isan to ensure its credibility, internat ional to compare the 
experiences of different  count r ies, and mult idisciplinary in order to draw from fundamental 
research about  social, polit ical, legal and econom ic mechanisms and environments of public 
policies. This mult idisciplinar ity will t ranslate into the mobilizat ion of a variety of tools from  
econometrics, legal expert ise, organizat ional studies, to public policy analysis, with the aim  
of enriching and renewing the methods of evaluat ion themselves. 
 
The am bit ion of LI EPP is three- fold:  First , we intend to evaluate French public policies and 
foreign experiences, by analyzing public choices before a decision is made (ex ante 
evaluat ion) , by evaluat ing and guiding the implem entat ion of public policies and 
cont r ibut ing to the improvement  of exist ing public policies through the ident ificat ion of 
part icularly inefficient  ones (ex post  evaluat ion) , and by comparing current  policies with 
past  or internat ional experiences. Our second m ission will be to study the exist ing m ethods 
of evaluat ion – to this day insufficient ly known in France -  in order to develop new 
evaluat ion tools and help posit ion our inst itute as a world leader in this field. Finally, LI EPP 
will pass this knowledge onto public adm inist rat ions, pr ivate firms, and internat ional 
organizat ions, through educat ion program s and execut ive t raining of present  and future 
generat ion of leaders. By reinforcing the m ethodological t raining and giving internat ional 
exposure to future leaders, the program will have a side effect  of improving the voice of 
France and Europe in internat ional debates. 
 
LI EPP's funding will be dedicated to the developm ent  of high standard research, with a 
st rong emphasis on internat ional recruitment  procedures which are st ill m uch needed in the 
social sciences in France. Faculty hir ing will take the form  of tenure- t rack posit ions 
comparable to internat ional standards. Our object ive is to select  the best  candidates with 
internat ional backgrounds, both French or foreign, by offer ing them salary and research 
condit ions comparable to the level of the top universit ies we intend to compete with. 
 
More generally, the project  presents both a direct  and indirect  societal interest . First , it  will 
allow a bet ter evaluat ion of the public policies implem ented in France. Second, by 
facilitat ing the import  and development  of evaluat ion m ethods, it  will respond to the need 
for evaluat ion expressed by both public and private inst itut ions. Moreover, individual 
research projects can have a large econom ic impact , especially those that  respond to public 
call for tenders from  inst itut ions wishing to evaluate the performance of their policies. The 
creat ion of the LI EPP could thus be the catalyst  of a vir tuous cycle helping to reinforce and 
maintain a public service of policy evaluat ion. 
 

TECHNI CAL AND SCI ENTI FI C DESCRI PTI ON OF THE PROJECT 

STATE OF THE ART 

THE I MPORTANCE OF POLI CY EVALUATI ON 

Policy evaluat ion is a democrat ic necessity. Efficient  public policies improve both 
econom ic performance and equity between cit izens. European integrat ion and regulatory 
compet it ion increase pressures for fiscal harmonizat ion and raise the need of well-designed 
public policies. Policy evaluat ion has therefore become increasingly important  in the policy 
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process in France and elsewhere in the world. Educat ion, fiscal policies, environmental 
regulat ions, compet it ion policies, j ust ice and all other departments of public policies are now 
subject  to various types of im pact  assessment . The ult im ate object ive of evaluat ion is to 
replace ideological debates with scient ifically grounded arguments, based on state-of- the-art  
methods and internat ional comparison of public policy. However, despite this noble ambit ion, 
policy evaluat ion is not  a neut ral act iv ity. I n many cases, assessm ents are used to shift  policy 
object ives, to reduce the role of certain stakeholders, to blame its or iginators in the course of 
electoral campaigns or search for culpr its responsible for ill-designed policies. 

Understanding the context  of policy evaluat ion therefore requires studying the 
relat ionship between scient ific inquiry and polit ics, reviewing the theoret ical cont r ibut ions 
made within different  policy- relevant  academ ic disciplines and situat ing the project  in its 
polit ical set t ing. 

THE DI FFERENT PARADI GMS OF EVALUATI ON 

Experts of public policy evaluat ion have long been aware of the tension between scient ific 
inquiry and polit ics, but  there is lit t le agreem ent  on how to cope with it . For som e, the 
apolit ical quant itat ive assessments of policies aim  to facilitate opt im al decision-m aking. I n 
essence, this amounts to defining evaluat ion criter ia, delim it ing the parameter of invest igat ion 
and choosing the adequate evaluat ion period to provide recom m endat ions. I n the recent  
decades, econom ists and econometr icians have made progress in the way they ident ify causal 
effects of public policies, in part  thanks to the spreading methods based on cont rolled 
experiments, in part icular in development  policies, in part  thanks to the use of general 
equilibr ium  models. 

However, they have hardly thought  beyond this paradigm :  discussion focus on internal 
consistency issues, rarely on external consistency. As early as the 1960’s, opponents cr it icized 
the first  approach for their posit iv ist  stance, which postulated a clear division of labor between 
science and polit ics. Without  an understanding of the links between science and polit ics, they 
argue, policy evaluat ion can quickly turn into the cont inuat ion of polit ics by other means. 

Caut ioning against  the norm at ive aspects, a new generat ion of analysts sought  to 
acknowledge the polit ical dimensions of evaluat ion (Nelson, 1977, Fischer, 1980) . As it  became 
apparent  that  science could neither separate the evaluat ion process com pletely from  the 
polit ical context  nor provide authoritat ive elements to inform  opt imal policy design, the 
“posit iv ist  approach”  was even considered to undergo “an ident ity cr isis”  (Palum bo and 
Nachm ias, 1983:  1) . I n the field of econom ics, the response was init ially to m ove away from  
st ructural models to ident ify ing problem-specific parameters and t reatment  effects, using 
experiments or quasi-experiments, in a large part  inspired by early cont r ibut ions, such as the 
logic of the Coleman report  on educat ion in the 1960’s. The m icro-econom ic cont r ibut ion to 
policy evaluat ion culm inated in the Nobel prize at t r ibuted to James Heckman (see Heckman, 
2001) . Others, in turn, acknowledged the fundamentally polit ical nature of scient ific inquiry 
and began to study how evaluat ion is carr ied out . I n this st rand, where policy evaluat ion has 
turned into an object  of study, the focus is on the inst itut ional, social and psychological context  
of evaluat ion. St ill,  a common quest ion concerns the logic of evaluat ion, i.e. what  type of 
measure is most  appropriate from  a scient ific perspect ive, but  also from  a social and polit ical 
one (Scriven, 2007) . 

Today, we can ident ify two t radit ions grouping the diversity of evaluat ion approaches:  a 
rat ionalist  t radit ion with a st rong emphasis on value neut rality and object ive assessment  of 
performance and an argumentat ive t radit ion, which sees its role as a cont r ibut ion to an 
inform ed debate and which concent rates on the product ion of locally situated knowledge (cf.  
Bovens et  al.,  2008) . 

Both approaches suffer from  weaknesses, but  unfortunately there is very lit t le dialogue 
between the promoters of either one. I n France, government  agencies and many evaluators in 
the fragmented landscape of each policy sector have recourse to “a-polit ical”  model-based 
approaches, so called “ rat ionalists”. These approaches are rooted in the field of econom ics. 
However, no independent  academ ic inst itut ion has so far at tempted to develop 
complementarit ies with the latest  innovat ions to the study of public policy analysis. The 
argum entat ive approach has a long t radit ion in French academ ia in fields such as sociology, 
law, polit ical science or history, but  the study of normat ive content  in large-scale evaluat ion 
and som et im es also the lack of m ethodological skills led to an unease with quant itat ive 
techniques and evaluat ion approaches developed elsewhere, in part icular the United Kingdom, 
Canada or Sweden. 
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The object ive of LI EPP is to fill a gap:  what  is cr it ically m issing in France is a scient ific 
and independent  research inst itute that  em ploys the latest  m ethodological innovat ions in 
econom ics and quant itat ive social science research, and which combines these with insights 
from argumentat ive t radit ion and their insistence on qualitat ive methods, context-specificity 
and the need to challenge the ethical and epistemological base of evaluat ion techniques. We 
propose to br idge the exist ing gap in approaches to evaluat ion, which have m arked the division 
of labor between public evaluat ion instances and academ ia in France. This can only be done by 
set t ing up a resolutely independent , mult idisciplinary scient ific evaluat ion inst itute, which 
creates a dialogue between the two compet ing t radit ions in order to overcome both sides’ 
weaknesses through organized reflexivity. 

THEORETI CAL PERSPECTI VES 

To clar ify the scient ific innovat ion of such an enterprise, we will div ide policy analysis into 
three types of inquiry which produce dist inct  types of informat ion:  (1)  m onitoring  public 
policies, (2)  ex- post  approaches evaluat ing policy im pact , and (3)  ex- ante approaches 
discussing or forecast ing policy outcom es. All three types of analysis are preceded by the 
ident ificat ion and definit ion of a “ social problem”  requir ing polit ical intervent ion, which informs 
the various stages and/ or approaches. 

Monitor ing exist ing policies over t im e or across count r ies helps to gather informat ion 
about  the current  evolut ion of policy implem entat ion, its complexity and the whole polit ical 
process from  the design of policies to the democrat ic decision process, within which it  can 
create a series of effects. Ex-post  evaluat ion of policy performance requires specifying cr iter ia 
on which to m easure policy output  and assign a value to discrepancy between expected and 
actual results. Ex-ante evaluat ion finally entails argum ents about  expected outcom es of 
policies that  are not  yet  in implemented or only beginning to produce results ( for further 
discussion see Dunn 2008;  Shadish, Cook, Levinton 1991) . 

Each type of inquiry has its own history of scient ific debates and com pet ing m ethods. 
Moreover, policy relevant  academ ic disciplines have divided their at tent ion unequally between 
the three. To be sure, all disciplines have to some degree ventured into performance 
evaluat ion. Yet  polit ical scient ists, sociologists, histor ians and legal scholars most  often 
combine evaluat ion with the monitoring of current  public policies to understand how they were 
implemented, how they operate and what  kind of effects they produce over t im e and in 
different  count r ies. Econom ists, in turn, are the m ost  dom inant  in the field of forecast ing, in 
part icular by with highly abst ract  econom ic models. 

I n the following, we will review the cont r ibut ions and weaknesses in each field in order to 
show that  the three methods of inquiry need to be carr ied out  in combinat ion in order to 
counterbalance each of their individual shortcom ings. Since the epistemological and ontological 
gaps between the three types of analysis are real and profound, we will argue that  such a 
t r iangulat ion can only be achieved through a well-organized governance st ructure where 
interdisciplinary dialogue const itutes the heart  of each evaluat ion project . 

 
Monitoring public policies. The rat ionale behind the study of exist ing public policies is that  
evaluat ion is not  possible without  understanding how public policies evolve in a com plex 
environm ent  and drawing lessons from  experiences from  the past  and other count r ies.  
Histor ical and cross-count ry studies have thus developed a series of qualitat ive and 
quant itat ive tools to com pare policy experiences and provide inform at ion about  their  
implem entat ion, about  com pliance and about  observed undesired or secondary effects. 

To begin with, research has focused on agenda-set t ing (Baumgartner and Jones 2005)  
and the conflicts around the definit ion of problem s:  which com pet ing definit ions exist  and 
which finally succeed, who is considered to be responsible and which public agency will be 
charged with the resolut ion of a public problem? These quest ions are crucial because such 
early decision processes impact  the choice and acceptance of the adopted solut ions (Gusfield, 
1982) , lead to the inst itut ionalizat ion of public and private actors, inst rum ents and 
organizat ions in charge of the implem entat ion. Once put  into place, such init ial decisions and 
the com m itm ents m ade t ranslate into policy paths that  are then difficult  to escape (Pierson 
2000) . 

Electoral and interest  group studies have highlighted that  policies have very different  
chances of being implemented depending on the const ituency support  that  polit icians can 
expect , independent  of the public usefulness of the m easure. The basic tenant  of 
inst itut ionalist  and polit ical economy perspect ives is therefore that  one needs to understand 
the polit ical system and the landscape of societal actors in order to know whether a policy 
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proposal is feasible or not  (Olson, 1965, Tsebelis, 2002) . I n response, policy analysis has 
focused not  just  on the inst ruments implemented, but  also the appropriate level where 
authority should be allocated. Studies have underlined the need for independent  cent ral banks 
in the pursuit  of pr ice stability, for example, or for an organized system of side payments 
between different  t iers of governm ent  in fiscal policy (e.g. Oates, 1999) . Concerning social 
policies, cross-count ry studies have debated whether the inclusion of social partners in the 
policy-making process helps or hinders welfare object ives (Hall and Soskice, 2001) . Rather 
than blocking reform  and insist ing on their m em bers’ interests, unions and t rade associat ions 
which were included in polit ical decision-making in small count r ies turned out  to facilitate the 
flexibility of socio-econom ic governance and to help to explain the success of small count r ies in 
open econom ies (Katzenstein, 1985) . 

Organizat ional studies have broken down the implem entat ion process to study the 
organizat ions that  m anage policy inst ruments. Selznick’s (1949)  fam ous study of the 
Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA)  created by Franklin D. Roosevelt  showed how the cooptat ion 
of local elites in the implementat ion process can lead to unforeseen “goal shift ing” :  in the end, 
the TVA opposed federal programs such as the New Deal agriculture program s, despite being 
created to support  such init iat ives. I n this t radit ion, an extensive literature has focused on 
incent ives and disincent ives that  will be created in the im plementat ion process of a part icular 
policy, m ost  often through the ways in which organizat ions adopts the new tools.  Moreover, 
scholars from  all disciplines have focused on perverse and unforeseen effects of policies, for 
example the black markets arising from  prohibit ions of product  such as alcohol, the 
int roduct ion of new species used for pest  cont rol for the bio-diversity of a given area or the 
effects of rent  cont rols on housing m arkets. Beyond sim ply explaining the reasons for perverse 
effects, policy analysts have highlighted that  much of these difficult ies are linked to the 
evolut ion of the policy agenda, i.e. why what  kind of problem  is tackled by a polit ical system  at  
one part icular point  in t im e (Kingdon, 2003) . Moreover, the effect iveness of a policy crucially 
hinges on how it  is perceived by the public and whether the intervent ion is considered as 
legit imate or appropriate. I t  is thus necessary to study the unfolding of a policy process from  
the agenda set t ing stage to its implem entat ion to fully understand the effects a policy will 
produce in a complex environment . 

Although the cont r ibut ions of this literature are significant , they often result  in macro-
negat ive findings, especially when they are based on a series of case-studies:  they explain why 
a given policy does not  work. For effect ive evaluat ion, these insights are important , but  only to 
the extent  to which they help to develop m icro-posit ive results:  what  kind of inst rument  will 
produce the desired effect  X under what  condit ions? Unfortunately, this last  step is often 
om it ted by scholars m onitor ing policies. Their cont r ibut ions will thus inform  disciplinary 
debates about  the nature of the policy process, they are polit ically astute and they produce 
locally situated knowledge that  often most  accurately describe what  actually happens when a 
policy unfolds. Since they study policies as complex phenomenon, however, they do not  break 
down a policy into const itut ive parts and study their effects based on value cr iter ia that  are 
relevant  to policy-m akers. I n short , they often do not  m ake the t ransit ion to perform ance 
evaluat ion and are therefore of reduced relevance for the discussion of individual policy tools. 

 
Perform ance evaluat ion: ex- post  approaches. Performance evaluat ion – somet imes 
referred to as ret rospect ive evaluat ion or ex-post  evaluat ion – also studies policies that  are 
already implem ented, but  with a concrete value cr iter ion in m ind against  which perform ance is 
m easured. I n som e cases, the value cr iter ion is defined by the policy-maker, for example when 
a policy is declared to solve a clear goal such as employment , increased literacy or reduced 
child mortality. I n other instances, researchers develop their own criter ia and adjust  the 
indicators assumed to reveal policy performance. I n all cases, however, evaluat ion entails 
collect ing data from  cont rast ing cases chosen because of the absence or presence of the policy 
inst rum ent , so that  their  study can be taken as a natural experim ent . 

For instance, the impact  of a pro- imm igrat ion policy rem oving or alleviat ing rest r ict ions 
to the ent ry of foreign m igrants has been studied in several contexts with innovat ive historical 
data :  David Card (1990)  has invest igated the impact  of imm igrat ion based on the Mariel 
Boat lift  experience, a sudden r ise in the num ber of refugees from  Cuba in Flor ida between April 
and October 1980 ;  Jennifer Hunt  (1992)  has studied the wave of returning French expat r iates 
in Alger ia in 1962 on Southern France labor markets. The typical approach is to use a 
difference- in-difference est im ate of the causal im pact  before and after the exogenous event  
and in comparison with a cont rol group (e.g. a region or state sim ilar to Flor ida or the Northern 
France labor markets) . The approach, extensively used by prom inent  econom ists at  the 
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Massachuset ts I nst itute for Technology (e.g. Esther Duflo for development  policies or Joshua 
Angrist  for labor and educat ion policies)  consists of two steps. First , find a natural experim ent , 
or design an experiment  with random ized groups, some receiving a “ t reatment ”  and others 
being a “placebo group”. Second, est im ate a param eter of interest , e.g. the impact  of the 
“ t reatment ”  on the average of a variable X of the t reated group. Another example of this logic 
is the very r ich set  of evaluat ions of the Self-Sufficiency Project  in New Brunswick and in 
Brit ish Colombia to est imate the impact  of employment  subsidies to poor workers. 

The cont r ibut ion of recent  ex-post  evaluat ion has been much greater precision and 
accuracy in the ident ified effects. Rather than m aking broad generalizat ions about  the 
usefulness of a policy in general, they are able to specify the condit ions under which any given 
policy can or cannot  produce the desired effects. This scient ific precision has been ground-
breaking in the field of development  economics, for example, where policy responses have 
moved away from  macro-policy recommendat ions such as st ructural adjustm ent  prom oted by 
the I nternat ional Monetary Fund or the World Bank in the 1980s and 1990s to support  poverty 
reduct ion by adjust ing m icro- level policies (Deaton et  al.,  2010) . However, evaluat ion studies 
are parsim onious in terms of the theory used:  econom ic theory has t radit ionally only been 
invoked to describe the context  and with sim ple dem and and supply concepts, generally 
without  com plex intertem poral opt im izat ion behaviour. With respect  to the polit ical and social 
context , research may build on intuit ive insights that  arise from more in-depth studies of 
comparable policies, but  the discussion is most  often thin and focused only on the current  
study at  hand. From  the standpoint  of theory about  social and polit ical behaviour and about  
the policy-making process, the cont r ibut ions of this literature are therefore often 
underdeveloped. I n the following, they are termed as “ reduced- form  approaches”  even though 
this is obviously somewhat  simplified. 

 
Forecast ing: ex- ante approaches. A third field of study relevant  to policy analysis is ex-ante 
evaluat ion, where scholars model the potent ial effect  of a policy change that  is not  yet  
implemented. Based on theoret ical knowledge about  the polit ical process and decision-m aking 
behaviour, analysts, in part icular econom ists, build so-called st ructural m odels, where agents 
make opt imal choices under some const raints. These agents are consumers, workers, firms, 
fam ilies, or even government  bodies. The equilibr ium  of the model is then computed and 
calibrated, that  is, som e key param eters are est imated or guessed from  stat ist ics or from  
est im ates from  other works. 

This approach, init ially developed to build m acroeconom ic m odels by Nobel pr ize 
laureates Ed Prescot t  or Finn Kydland and subsequent ly by the so-called Minnesota school ( the 
dynam ic stochast ic general equilibr ium  approach) , has then been generalized in order to study 
the impact  of all types of policies. Am ong the various fields covered by these techniques, labor 
policies are well- represented. A typical example of the gains from  having a st ructural approach 
is the est im ate of the impact  of em ploym ent  protect ion on labor markets efficiency 
(Hopenhayn and Rogerson, 1993):  given that  employm ent  protect ion has a general equilibr ium  
impact , a t radit ional difference- in-difference est im ate m ixes up the part ial equilibr ium  effects 
on firm  demand and general equilibr ium  effects. Other pioneering works (e.g. Keane and 
Wolpin, 1997)  are based on st ructural est imat ions of the m odels, such as the models of labor 
markets and the decisions of young workers. 

The most  recent  forecast ing techniques are thus highly abst ract . They m ake the choice to 
not  sim ply ext rapolate current  or histor ical t rends into the future, another m ethod of 
forecast ing that  fails when the future turns out  to be m arkedly different  from  the past , for 
example in response to external shocks or unforeseen new inform at ion (Taleb, 2007) . 
However, modelling policy effects requires making a series of parsimonious assumpt ions and 
the value of the predict ion stands and falls with the accuracy of these start ing assum pt ions. 
Moreover, the accelerat ing com plexity inherent  in policy issues such as health, technology, 
welfare or the environm ent  quickly overtax m odelling at tempts or lead to very part ial insights 
only. 

Arguably, for all social scient ists, ex-ante analyses are the most  difficult  of all,  since they 
require to ant icipate not  only the various effects including general equilibr ium  ones, but  also 
the way the polit ical process and the percept ion of policies by actors in charge of the policy will 
affect  policy implementat ion. The challenges of evaluat ion in the context  of highly com plex 
social phenom ena – such as the interact ions between public policies, market  forces and 
polit ical processes – requires a novel approach, that  we call hereafter, for sim plicity, a 
“ t r iangular”  approach. 

 
The need for a  ”t r iangular” approach. The challenge of accurate, useful and scient ifically 
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robust  policy evaluat ion is to br ing together the cont r ibut ions of all three fields in order to 
counterbalance the weakness of each when taken in isolat ion. 

Monitoring exist ing public policies alone is insufficient  to evaluat ing the performance of a 
policy tool when it  is not  combined with a r igorous case select ion for test ing the effects in 
cases which have been exposed and not  been exposed to it .  Methodologically, inquiry needs to 
combine large scale quant itat ive studies with probing case studies:  once we know the 
dist r ibut ion of an effect , we can ident ify ext rem e and average cases that  can help us to probe 
the validity of compet ing causal explanat ions.   

From an econom ics standpoint , it  is important  to reconcile ex-post  and ex-ante 
evaluat ion. Several recent  papers have at tempted to go in this direct ion:  for instance, the 
evaluat ion of the efficiency of the em ploym ent  subsidies of the Self-Sufficiency project  has 
been studied within a general equilibr ium  m odel by Jeffrey Sm ith and Jeremy Lise (Lise et  al.,  
2009) . The well known Progresa program in Mexico has been studied by At tanasio, Meghir and 
co-authors (At tanasio et  al.,  2003, At tanasio et  al.,  2009) :  they argue that  in the absence of a 
st ructural model it  is impossible to est imate the effect  of the program  and of variants in it s 
applicat ion and argue for the use of combined approaches using data from  the random ized 
experim ent  and st ructural economic model. Finally, the most  recent  issue of the Journal of 
Econom ic Literature (June 2010)  gathers papers from  different  approaches and in part icular of 
Guido I mbens on the one hand on “ local average t reatm ent  effects in the ex-post  literature, 
and Jam es Heckm an on the other hand. The t it le of his art icle “Building Bridges between 

St ructural and Program  Evaluat ion Approaches to Evaluat ing Policy”  provides the direct ion for 
future research in policy evaluat ion within econom ics. I n the absence of a sound theoret ical 
understanding, reduced- form  approaches are typically unable to est imate general equilibr ium  
effects. For example, an ex-post  evaluat ion may isolate posit ive effects of a job t raining 
program on employment . However, the ext ra jobs m ay be obtained at  the expense of the 
surrounding indiv iduals. Generalizing this program on a nat ional scale may not  deliver the 
sam e results, if for exam ple the total quant ity of jobs is determ ined at  a nat ional level.  
Moreover, reduced- form  approaches are unable to deliver “counterfactual”  experim ents, i.e. 
what  the outcom es could have been, had the reform  been slight ly different . Generally 
speaking, data analysis without  explicit  theorizing, will always remain part ial (Cook 2000) . 

Likewise, st ructural m odels alone are not  always able to deliver com prehensive answers 
raised by the need of policy evaluat ion, in part icular due to a num ber of arbit rary choices. 
Models are often based on non- testable assum pt ions, and som et im es unt ransparent  calibrat ion 
exercises. The informed choice of start ing assum pt ion thus needs to incorporate knowledge 
from studies of exist ing policies. Unfortunately, analysts devising st ructural models have only 
lim ited access to findings from  histor ical and cross-count ry policy studies. Even within the field 
of econom ics, ex-ante evaluat ion est imates are rarely compared to ex-post  est imates, even 
when such an exercise could validate the model. Ex-ante and ex-post  approaches rely on the 
existence of accessible and reliable datasets. However, the const r ict ion of data, the implicit  
theory they som et im es incorporate, the const ructed character of the categories they rely on is 
not  neut ral. Bringing the three approaches together could lead to improvement  in data 
collect ion, to suggest ions about  the development  of new data basis, or to a bet ter art iculat ion 
between data basis and data that  cannot  be quant ified. 

I n sum, all three approaches inform  each other:  they help to ident ify policy problem s 
more accurately, develop more robust  theories about  causality observed and to be tested and 
m easure the im pact  of a policy inst rum ent  with greater precision. I n part icular, knowledge 
from monitoring allows to develop more astute evaluat ion criter ia and to formulate more 
realist ic modelling assumpt ions, while st ructural models help to specify cases of interest  for 
empir ical studies and generate hypothesis about  policy alternat ives. Evaluat ion undertaken 
without  these two insights r isks being of only lim ited use to policy-makers, even if they are 
scient ifically coherent . 

THE POLI TI CAL CONTEXT OF EVALUATI ON 

Theoret ical debates about  evaluat ion have not  taken place in a polit ical vacuum, quite on 
the cont rary. I t  is therefore helpful to briefly recall the history of policy evaluat ion, with a 
special emphasis on the most  recent  t rends and the polit ical landscape in France, in order to 
situate the scient ific project  we propose. 

 
Evidence- based policy m aking. Although policy evaluat ion is as old as policy-making itself,  
one can argue that  there has been an addit ional r ise in the pressure for scient ific assessm ent  
of new proposals in the 1990s and the 2000s (OECD, 2001) . I n the United Kingdom  in 
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part icular, the call for “evidenced-based policy-making”  became an integral part  of Tony Blair ’s 
agenda for modernizing government  and reform ing intervent ion in areas such as health, social 
policies and development  assistance. The ambit ion was to import  into the policy process the 
concept  of evidence-based m edicine, which im plies the use of extensive im pact  assessm ents, 
often by select ing random ized t r ial groups. Crit icisms quickly arose in response. First , 
opponents argued that  im pact  assessm ents do not  service well all areas of public problems. 
Second, they pointed out  that  governm ents m ay commission evaluat ions for policies that  are 
already decided on in order to legit im ate them  afterwards, a  phenom enon which has been 
referred to as “policy-based evidence m aking”  (House of Com m ons, 2006:  47) . 

Despite these crit icism s, the language and philosophy of evidence-based policy making 
has informed policy debates in the United States, Aust ralia and the European Union. I n several 
count r ies, there are even advocacy groups insist ing on the need of im pact  studies to avoid 
arbit rary decision-m aking, such as The Coalit ion for Evidence-Based Policy 
(ht tp: / / coalit ion4evidence.org)  in the United States or the Associat ion France Qualité 

Publique (ht tp: / / www.qualite-publique.org) , for example. 
The insistence of evidence rather than ideology has created a momentum for approaches 

developed over t ime in count r ies such as Canada, which is often cited as one of the pioneers or 
policy evaluat ion (Jacob, 2006) . As a mat ter of fact , most  count r ies have developed specific 
tools and procedures to reinforce evaluat ion in the policy-m aking process, which are 
somet imes markedly different  from one count ry to another. At  the occasion of an evaluat ion of 
the evaluat ion process in France, Pierre Lascoumes and Michel Setbon have underlined the 
count ry’s specificity:  French evaluat ion is marked by a high degree of pluralism , where the 
m ethod adopted depends in great  part  on the choice of the evaluat ion instance (Kessler et  al.,  
1998) . Despite this part icular ity, evidence-based policy-making has been inscribed in French 
discourse with a new finance law in 2001, the Loi organique relat ive aux lois de finances 
(LOLF) . By obliging public adm inist rat ions to determ ine the object ives and define indicators in 
order to at t r ibute the appropriate budgets, the LOLF give a const itut ional status to policy 
evaluat ion and opens up the possibility of performance-based budget ing, which has been 
promoted by internat ional organizat ions such as the World Bank. 

The pressures for policy evaluat ion have thus become more marked in recent  decades, 
but  the way in which this has been applied and the role at t r ibuted to scient ific innovat ion 
depends very st rongly on the exist ing landscape of policy evaluat ion (Leca, 1993) , which turns 
out  to be part icular ly fragm ented in France. 

 
Exist ing landscape of policy evaluat ion research. Several observers have regret ted the 
relat ive lack of sustained interest  in policy evaluat ion in France, com pared to count r ies such as 
the United Kingdom  or Canada. To be sure, the policy evaluat ion field in France is quite 
crowded. Since 22 January 1990, the Conseil nat ional d’évaluat ion oversees public evaluat ion 
and proposes an annual evaluat ion program to the Prime Minister (cf. Conseil scient ifique de 
l’évaluat ion, 1996) . I n addit ion, the Parliament  has created the Mission d’évaluat ion et  de 
cont rôle at  the Nat ional Assembly and the Com ité d’évaluat ion des polit iques publiques at  the 
Senate. The Cour des Com ptes has added policy evaluat ion to its port folio and produced over 
thir ty “ rapports publics part iculiers”. I t  has inspired the Révision Générale des Polit iques 
Publiques in pioneering ex-ante evaluat ions in France. At  the regional and local level,  the 
Délégat ion à l'am énagem ent  du terr itoire et  à l'act ion régionale (DATAR) , the Com ité nat ional 
d'évaluat ion de la polit ique de la ville or the Com ité de coordinat ion des programmes régionaux 
d'apprent issage et  de format ion professionnelle cont inue (CCPRA)  propose policy evaluat ion to 
accom pany decision-m akers. These organizat ions produce insights that  are very valuable and 
often complementary to the reports and analysis writ ten by the numerous audit  and evaluat ion 
units at tached to different  m inist r ies. However, they all suffer from their dependence on 
polit ical will to m aintain their  act ivit ies. Without  the capacity to pursue evaluat ion independent  
of government  imperat ives, policy analysis cont inuously runs into the wall of interested 
indifference, at  best , and the part ial obst ruct ion of inquir ies, at  worst  (Gaxie and Laborier,  
2003, Eliadis et  al.,  2010) . 

Conscious of these r isks, policy analysis in other count r ies is somet imes at t r ibuted to 
independent  research centers, often with explicit  scient if ic rather than polit ical object ives. To 
begin with, im portant  contr ibut ions to policy evaluat ion have been produced in the proxim ity of 
universit ies or program s focusing on t raining in public policy and public adm inist rat ion. Among 
the m ost  important  centers, one m ay cite the Kennedy School of Government  at  Harvard 
University, the Harris School at  the University of Chicago, the Hoover I nst itut ion at  Stanford 
University or academ ically oriented think thanks such as Brookings, the Peterson I nst itute of 
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I nternat ional Econom ics in the United States or Bruegel in Europe. I n France, the Ecole 
nat ionale d’adm inist rat ion has recent ly founded the Cent re d’expert ise et  de recherche 
adm inist rat ive (CERA) , acknowledging the importance of research in the field. This research 
group has concent rated so far m ainly on adm inist rat ive science rather than evaluat ion research 
but  will surely invest igate new fields and LI EPP will be happy to collaborate if there is reciprocal 
interest . I n sum, while all of these inst itut ions focus on the analysis of public policy, in many 
cases with the goal of making explicit  research-based policy recom mendat ion, they do not  
concent rate their efforts on furthering the methods and object ives of policy evaluat ion. 

I ndependent  research inst itutes focusing on policy evaluat ion are st ill relat ively rare. 
Professional associat ions such as the American Evaluat ion Associat ion or the Société Française 
d’Evaluat ion regroup many act ivit ies, br ing together specialists from  different  fields and edit  
specialized journals such as the Am erican Journal of Evaluat ion or the Journal of 

Mult idisciplinary Evaluat ion.  But  not  all of these inst itutes have been recognized as outstanding 
centers of academ ic excellence within their  academ ic disciplines. One of the most  notable 
except ions to the rule is I nst itute for Fiscal Studies ( IFS)  at  the University College London 
founded in 1970, which has developed into one of the leading centers for evaluat ion research 
and an authoritat ive commentator on Britain’s public policies in a great  variety of sector. Unlike 
research inst itutes that  focus on just  one policy domain, such as the exist ing centers for social 
policy evaluat ion or educat ional policy evaluat ion, the I FS is able to use and apply insights 
from  one policy sector to another and thus great ly advances our understanding of policy 
dynam ics. However the I FS exclusively works from  a perspect ive of m icro-econom ics and 
econometr ics and only engages occasionally in interdisciplinary cooperat ion. 

An academ ic research center that  is independent  of the policy cycle, that  covers a great  
variety of policy sectors and that  systemat ically applies an interdisciplinary perspect ives to 
policy evaluat ion projects would therefore be a great  innovat ion in at  the internat ional and the 
nat ional level and would help to build on the exist ing st rength of research in France to make it  
a major center of gravity for evaluat ion research. This is the project  we would like to develop 
in the following sect ion. 

 
OBJECTI VES OF THE PROJECT 

The need for interdisciplinary perspect ive in public policy evaluat ion has been expressed 
at  num erous occasions and som e signif icant  advances have been made in certain policy 
sectors. However, no interdisciplinary evaluat ion research center exists that  covers a variety of 
policy sectors and is thus able to t ransfer lessons from  one field to another. To lay out  the 
innovat ion and am bit ion of our project , we will begin by discussing how we will tackle these 
challenges and develop our work program, first , by discussion our m ethodological innovat ion 
and, second, by illust rat ing the applicat ion of our methodology to different  policy sectors in 
order to demonst rate the insights we will cont r ibute. We will then develop our governance 
st ructure and lay out  our m ethod for interdisciplinary coordinat ion. A final sect ion highlights 
how this program builds and moves beyond exist ing research at  Sciences Po, how it  will extend 
our exist ing cooperat ion within the PRES Sorbonne Paris Cité and within our research networks 
in France, and show how it  will put  France at  the center of public policy evaluat ion 
internat ionally. 

CURRENT I MPEDI MENTS 

As the state-of- the-art  sect ion has highlighted, two major obstacles have impeded the 
development  of an ambit ious scient ific research inst itute focused on policy evaluat ion in 
France:  First , the evaluat ion landscape is already crowded, with the m ajority of evaluat ion 
undertaken by specialized agencies that  work in relat ive proxim ity to public decision-makers. 
Second, scient ific evaluat ion divides into compet ing fields, with decreasing communicat ion 
between different  perspect ives due to disciplinary and sub-disciplinary specializat ion. 

The first  im pediment  is mainly of pract ical nature and follows from the discussion of the 
fragmented and highly polit icized landscaped. I f policy assessment  is produced in proxim ity to 
policy-makers and if the launch and maintenance of studies depends on polit ical will,  
evaluat ion cont inuously r isks being used as just if icat ion for pr ior decisions or as symbolic tools 
in polit ical bat t les. Moreover, individual analysis may be discarded or discredited and it  will be 
difficult  to ensure that  studies are used in a cumulat ive scient ific manner. 

Simply “ent rust ing”  policy evaluat ion to academ ia, however, has not  necessarily led to 
sat isfactory results in the past  either, because the dynam ics proper to scient ific product ion 
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have impeded com prehensive evaluat ion techniques. The second im pedim ent  is thus of linked 
to the product ion of scient ific innovat ion. I n part icular, the specializat ion along disciplinary lines 
provides st rong incent ives against  interdisciplinary evaluat ion, despite the recognizable 
benefits for policy-m akers. 

To be sure, specializat ion in scient ific progress is an important  step:  there are clear 
econom ies of scale in product ion:  joint  research efforts of specialized researchers within a field 
have generalized over t ime and led to significant  progress. There is indeed an upward t rend in 
co-authorship in every field in econom ics and in part icular am ong departm ents. But  
specializat ion may lead to lim itat ions, even within a discipline. One may indeed consider that , 
beyond a certain point , the process of increasing sub-specializat ion as potent ially dangerous 
for the discipline as a whole:  researchers specializing in st ructural models have progressively 
decided to ignore top field journals such as the Quarter ly Journal of Econom ics which in turn 
publishes a lot  of reduced- form , random ized or generally ex-post  evaluat ion papers. I n turn, 
journals such as I nternat ional Econom ic Review  or Review of Econom ic Dynam ics have focused 
on st ructural m acroeconom ic m odels. I n polit ical science, the decline of qualitat ive research in 
journals such as the Am erican Journal of Polit ical Sciences or the Am erican Polit ical Science 

Review  has led to the so-called “perest roika movement ”  and the creat ion of counter- journals, 
with very lit t le exchange between the authors from  both cham ps (Bennet t , 2002) . Sim ilar 
processes are observable in all fields and are even more pronounced across disciplines. 
I ndeed, references to work outside of the primary discipline are rare in scient ific publicat ions, 
especially in fields that  give a high prem ium to methodological advances. 

The increased division of labor can lead to improved methods within each subfield but  it  
is less useful when it  com es to policy evaluat ion. I n fact , it  m ay actually decrease the validity 
of policy recom m endat ions, as Philip Tet lock (2005)  has highlighted in a m uch noted book on 
the accuracy of policy expert ise. I n a twenty year study where he exam ined over 20 000 
forecasts by 278 policy experts, Tet lock shows that  the most  accurate predict ions came from  
policy experts who combined insights from  a variety of sources. By cont rast , he argued that  
inaccurate forecasts are com m on when analysts employ a single parsimonious approach and 
rely upon extensive abst ract ion. Parsimonious fram eworks, he argues, confer the benefits of 
closure – one can actually find a definite answer – but  desensit ize the analyst  to the nuance 
and complexity of the real world, and to the possibility that  the underly ing theory is wrong. 
This points to the fundam ental tension between science and polit ics m ent ioned in the 
beginning:  in som e cases, what  is elegant  on paper may be irrelevant  – or worse:  m isleading – 
to policy-makers. 

However, abstaining from  scient ific inquiry or parsimonious frameworks would be the 
inverse fallacy. With the wealth of data available on the effects and contexts of new and 
t radit ional public inst rum ents, ceding to constant  relat ivism  is equivalent  to throwing the baby 
out  with the bathwater. The complexity of social set t ings does not  im pede finding part ial 
answers that  are ext remely valuable for evidence-based policy m aking and that  can help to 
advance and defend the public interest . 

The object ive of LI EPP is thus to maintain and develop the most  prom ising scient ific 
techniques for evaluat ion, while insist ing on the necessary dialogue with compet ing and 
complementary methods. Bringing together approaches with different  m ethods and disciplinary 
perspect ives while maintaining a high standard of scient ific excellence is thus a form idable 
challenge which can only be solved through well-st ructured coordinat ion that  respects exist ing 
differences and facilitates the necessary synergies. 

However, in order to do so, one needs to be aware of com m on m isunderstandings that  
may underm ine interdisciplinary work in the social sciences, in part icular those linked to 
normat ive perspect ives, implicit  assumpt ions about  rat ional behavior and the understanding of 
the polit ical process. Let  us consider each of these in turn. 

 
The dialect ic of “policy problem s” and of “opt im al policies”. A frequent  source of 
m isunderstanding between the two t radit ions is worth discussing at  this stage. A start ing point  
for mainst ream econom ists interested in public intervent ion is often the ident ificat ion of a 
“market  failure” :  an imperfect ion or a deviat ion from the compet it ive framework that  leads to 
some econom ic inefficiency, hence requir ing a policy solut ion. For instance, the existence of 
pollut ion externalit ies requires either an appropriate Pigovian taxat ion of pollut ing firm s or the 
creat ion of a new m arket  for pollut ion perm its that  could be exchanged between econom ic 
agents and restore a first  best  efficient  outcome in a Pareto sense. The subt le issue here is 
that , if they cannot  nam e or ident ify a m arket  fa ilure , econom ists would be reluctant  to call a 
phenomenon a “problem”  as such. Policy analysts from  other social sciences deal with “social 
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problems”  different ly. They do not  need to link a “policy problem”  with a theoret ical market  
failure and an adapted normat ive solut ion. To cite just  one example, sociologists may begin 
with diagnoses such as “generat ional inequality has increased”. Rather than focusing on 
econom ic inefficiency, some will consider that  the phenomenon is relevant  to study because of 
some equity concern, or even simply because it  is a large scale social fact , and as such worth 
docum ent ing. Som e will furtherm ore look at  how generat ional inequality has becom e a social 
category, asking which groups of actors (media, interests groups, or academ ic)  have pushed 
for the recognit ion of generat ional gaps as an inequality and which opposed this concept ion, 
what  solut ions are pushed by the first  and cr it icized by the second, or how these conflict  affect  
the policy design and the implementat ion process. Econom ists, by cont rast , m ay even refuse 
calling “ increased generat ional inequality”  a problem, at  least  in efficiency terms. They may 
argue that  there is no specific intergenerat ional problem per se. I f young households, for 
instance, pay higher rents and mortgages, this is because supply of dwellings is insufficient  
and demand in excess. I f they receive low wages, this may be because their human capital is 
less valuable, or because firms’ demand for younger workers is too low. 

We could m ult iply the number of examples:  the key insight  here is that  econom ists will 
be very parsimonious in ident ify ing problems and will search for normat ive solut ions (policy 
recommendat ions)  only when market  failures have been ident ified. Non-econom ists would in 
turn call “problem”  any relevant  large-scale phenomena worth invest igat ing, somet imes 
pointed out  by policy-makers or the general public. I n any event , both econom ists and non-
econom ists would have a sim ilar normat ive vocabulary:  they begin by ident ify ing a problem ,  
and then turn to providing a solut ion or a policy recom m endat ion .  However, 
m isunderstandings may start  from different  values at tached to this vocabulary. 

 
Rethinking rat ional behaviour by bringing in culture and social at t itudes. Secondly, 
econom ists and other social scient ists t radit ionally differed on how they thought  about  rat ional 
behavior:  what  are the goals individuals pursue and how to do they chose to obtain their  
object ives? I n order to facilitate interdisciplinary dialogue and move beyond the sterile debates 
of the past , this project  pays part icular at tent ion to the links between socio-cultural at t itudes 
and rat ional behavior, with an emphasis on m oral sent im ents and cooperat ion. Econom ists 
have long neglected the interplay between cultural at t itudes and econom ics. They t radit ionally 
neglect  heterogeneity and endogeneity of beliefs as epitom ized by the t radit ional St igler-
Becker (1977)  dictum  de gust ibus non est  disputandum .  Next , the t radit ional m odelizing tools 
in econom ics are based on selfish and materialist ic hom o econom icus only interested in the 
maxim izat ion of his/ her own ut ility. Yet  other social sciences such as anthropology and 
sociology have long st ressed that  human beings are condit ional co-operators. Humans invest  in 
cooperat ion as long as the effort  is shared and rewarded equally;  in lines with kant ian 
universal pr inciple of ethics (see Gint is et  al.,  2005) . This culture of cooperat ion is often 
referred as social capital in polit ical science, following Putnam  (2000) .  Trust  and public-
spir itedness are thus fundamental elem ents for providing incent ives to individuals to invest  in 
econom ic cooperat ion. Our ambit ion is therefore to cont r ibute to a em pir ical assessm ent  of the 
links between culture, cooperat ion and econom ics, with causality running in both direct ions. 
Thus extending the not ion of rat ional behavior to include t rust  and social capital will facilitate 
m ore fine-grained analyses of the ways in which public policies affect  human behavior. Our 
goal is to bring these insights into quant itat ive analysis of policy effects. 



 
The polit ical econom y of the design and im plem entat ion of public policy. Finally, even 
in their analysis of the policy process, there are differences in approaches between econom ists 
and non-econom ists. Assum ing that , after a first  round of discussions, economists and non-
econom ists agree on som e opt im al policy (call it  X0)  or policy recom m endat ion (derived from  
X0, call it  X1) . A policy recommendat ion, for an econom ist , is generally speaking the same 
object  as the opt im al policy. This m ay not  be so for the non-econom ist , who foresees that  the 
opt im al policy X0 will not  be implem entable, or not  even understood by policy m akers, and in 
turn make a slight ly different  policy recommendat ion, or even totally disconnected from  the 
ideal “ first  best  solut ion X0”  of the econom ist . Nobel laureate Peter Diamond explained, in an 
early cont r ibut ion (Diam ond, 1980)  that  opt im al policies, taking into account  the t ransit ional 
path towards the final (post- reform)  stage, m ight  also differ from  the opt im al policy in the 
steady-state where the path to the final stage is neglected in the analysis. The dynam ics of 
t ransit ion, if it  entails substant ial t ransit ion costs, will lead to preference for a less painful path 
towards a less “opt im al f inal stage or at  the ext reme, a preference for the status quo. I n other 
words, forget t ing the init ial condit ion is always m isleading, both for econom ists and non-
econom ists. 

Social scient ists further dist inguish intermediate steps. For instance, from  some X0 policy 
(say, free t rade is desirable) , they would observe that  they need to make a recommendat ion 
that  is slight ly more elaborate (say X1:  remove barr iers to t rade but  re- t rain adversely affected 
workers) . From  this recom m endat ion, policy plat form s designed by polit icians m ay em erge, 
that  t ranslate X1 to something appropriated by a party. The plat form  would be debated, and 
discussion with stakeholders and interest  groups, would becom e som e new object  say X2 
( remove barr iers to t rade but  exclude text ile) . The adapted proposal would then be 
t ransform ed in the course of further negot iat ions (X3:  also include culture and services in the 
exclusion list )  and finally voted (X4:  ok for text ile, but  barr iers will disappear in 10 years and 
subsidies to reconversion will be voted) . Because of organizat ional challenges independent  
from  the intent ions of the voted law, the actually implemented policy m ight  again be sensible 
different  (X5:  lack of com pliance in sectors that  were able to exploit  regulatory loopholes) . A 
sim ple chart  in figure 1 will allow us to sum m arize the various steps to clar ify potent ial 
problems with mult i-disciplinary approaches. 

 
Figure 1 : The phases of policy developm ent  
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To avoid confusion in collaborat ive research, it  is important  to clarify whether ex-ante 

evaluat ion is about  the theoret ical and putat ive effect  of X0 on some econom ic outcome, or on 
X1 ( the policy recom m endat ion of social scient ists) , or any of the other steps through which 
the init ial policy is modified up to the final process. Ex-post  evaluat ion, instead, is conceptually 
rather easy to ident ify with X5. Polit ical, sociological and historical analysis of the t ranslat ion of 
proposed policy into an actually implemented policy, in turn, needs to highlight  whether they 
focus on policy proposals, policies adapted to respond to polit ical imperat ives or actually 
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implem ented policies, because the lessons than can bring to an evaluat ion exercise will be 
sensibly different .    

CONTRI BUTI ON:  ARTI CULATI NG EXI STI NG APPROACHES 

The scient ific innovat ion of LIEPP is to systemat ically combine state-of- the-art  research in 
the field of m onitor ing, ex-post  evaluat ion and ex-ante evaluat ion. I t  is to start  from  the prior 
that  successful interdisciplinary work requires first  to ident ify the best  scholars within each 
discipline and organize an exchange between different  perspect ives that  allows for some 
degree of specializat ion but  also enables exchanges on research designs, m ethods and 
findings. I t  does not , however, preclude disciplinary research, in part icular on qualitat ive and 
quant itat ive m ethodologies and econometr ic methods. 

With respect  to the different  phases of policy developm ent , only a t r iangulat ion of 
exist ing approaches can lead to a com plete analysis of the performance and of the secondary 
effects of individual policies. As figure 2 clar ifies, m onitor ing, ex-post  and ex-ante approaches 
focus on different  steps of policy development  and are thus necessary to inform  and check 
each others’ research specificat ions, hypotheses or results. 
 

Figure 2 : A t r iangular perspect ive on policy evaluat ion 
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The t r iangular approach we propose allows to using the insights from  comparat ive, 

histor ical and sectoral analysis of policy processes to feed into evaluat ion, while at  the sam e 
t im e m aintaining the highest  standard of quant itat ive evaluat ion m ethods, m ost  notably 
developed in the field of economics. Without  these techniques and innovat ions, policy process 
t racing will remain too part ial to serve as the basis for comprehensive evaluat ion. Moreover, 
st ructural modelling helps to generate hypotheses about  potent ial or latent  polit ical conflict  
that  is valuable to policy analysts ( for example when a suggested policy is found to create 
considerable income dist r ibut ion)  and ex post  evaluat ion provides details about  policy success 
or failure that  can prove valuable to understanding the nature of the polit ical bat t les that  have 
shaped the policy development . I nversely, the process t racing proper to m onitor ing approaches 
provides informat ion about  the nature and direct ion of causality im puted in ex-post  and ex-
ante evaluat ion. Moreover, it  helps to define and probe the policy problem at  hand and gives 
informat ion about  the most  relevant  evaluat ion criter ia. 

Within the field of econom ics, the project  is inspired by the worldwide convergence of 
research direct ions for both reduced form  econometr ics and st ructural m odels, which aim  to 
reconcile ex-ante and ex-post  approaches, by combining their part icular st rengths:  st rong 
internal validity (with few theoret ical assumpt ions at  the cost  of low external validity)  of the 
reduced- form  approaches, and st rong external validity (with a st rong theoret ical framework at  
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the cost  of num erous assum pt ions)  of the st ructural form  approach. I n addit ion, counterfactual 
experim ents can then be performed, with added confidence in the underlying model, as it  was 
able to predict  what  reduced- form  approaches est im ated. 

I n the methodological part , we aim  at  developing techniques of calibrat ion or st ructural 
est im at ion where results from  reduced form  approaches are used. This can be done at  four 
different  levels:  

a)use the results of reduced- form approach and of the study of im plem entat ion to 
determ ine the size and magnitude of different  effects and develop a model where only 
the first  order effects are kept , neglect ing second and third order effects;  
b)use the results of the reduced- form  approach to improve the calibrat ion of the m odel,  
in set t ing som e key param eters of the m odel to the value reproducing the impact  of the 
difference- in-difference est im ates;  
c)use the results of close monitor ing of policy im plem entat ion to understand the reasons 
behind the success or the failure of policies as ident ified from  ex-post  evaluat ion m ethods 
d)use the results of close monitor ing of policy implem entat ion to bet ter forecast  (or 
become more modest  about  forecasts)  the outcome of policies in the ex-ante evaluat ion 
process. 
As already argued, the outcom e of the first  four interact ive processes of scient ific process 

is to improve on the most  difficult  one, the last  one:  the project  is to port ray and develop a set  
of methods where feedbacks between data from  random ized experiments, st ructural models 
and qualitat ive methods, in stat ic or dynam ic setups, and allows for a full account  of the 
interact ion between the m icro level, the macro level and the space of actor ’s representat ion 
including the polit ical space. 

I n the following two sect ions, we will lay out  how this m ethod can be applied to different  
policy sectors, with examples taken from  both past  and present  research of LI EPPs mem bers, 
and we will explain the method we will apply in pract ice to obtain interdisciplinary cooperat ion. 

I NTERDI SCI PLI NARY PERSPECTI VES ON I NDI VI DUAL POLI CY SECTORS 

The first  m ajor innovat ion of LI EPP is to provide a sound intellectual st ructure to think 
and implem ent  interdisciplinary work, as laid out  in our “ t r iangulat ion method”. The second one 
is to produce a governance st ructure, detailed in Sect ion 5.2.5, which will serve the purpose of 
this object ive. I nterdisciplinary research is often invoked, rarely effect ive. We aim  at  proving 
the cont rary. 

I n order to illust rate the value-added of interdisciplinary research we propose to apply 
our fram ework to a series of policy sectors to highlight  its concrete benefits. I n what  follows, 
we will show that :  i)  our team has already gathered great  experience and credibility in policy 
evaluat ion with an interdisciplinary perspect ive in several policy sectors;  ii)  that  the 
interdisciplinary method has produced significant  insights;  iii)  that  interdisciplinary work 
st rengthens rather than weakens the quality of the scient ific publicat ions ( for which the reader 
may also consult  the publicat ions listed in the individual CVs in appendix 7.2) ;  iv)  that  
interdisciplinary perspect ive is not  inconsistent  with methodological advances within a 
discipline. 

We will discuss three different  types of public policies:  dist r ibut ive policies, where the 
state em ploys resources to provide fundamental services such as educat ion or health;  
regulatory policies, where governments intervene in markets such as housing or labour 
markets to obtain more desirable outcomes;  and const itut ive policies (polit iques régaliennes) ,  
such as nat ional security and penal system s.  A com m on denom inator of these policies is that  
they are in departments and m inisters of French government  where budgets are large 
(especially health, social affairs and educat ion)  and where policy choices are commonly 
just ified with an argument  about  efficient  intervent ion. Thorough evaluat ion of the policies ( in 
order to im prove quality at  equal spending, to spend less and keep quality constant , or to find 
the best  paths to reform s)  is likely to have greater mult iplier  effects and gains in term s of 
potent ial growth. 

All the policy packages described below correspond to exist ing or ongoing research 
financed by ANR or ERC grants. The aim  is to demonst rate our abilit y to evaluate policies in a 
coherent  and r igorous interdisciplinary way. LIEPP’s applicat ion to the Labex program consists 
in building a larger and visible group of internat ional researchers to cover more fields of policy 
evaluat ion, in a more systemat ic and unified way. This is why most  of the budget  described 
below covers personnel costs, as well as research budgets and the dissem inat ion of scient ific 
results to policy-m akers and the general public. 
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Due to the lack of space, the following list  of policy sectors is not  exhaust ive and 
represents only a small port ion of our expert ise. Several other im portant  sectors, such as 
urban or regional policies, agricultural policies, t ransportat ion policies, policies aim ing at  
fight ing terror ism  and its financial st reams or financial regulat ion could have been detailed as 
well, and recognized experts belong to our group of scholars. We therefore briefly discuss 
some of them in a final sub-sect ion. Finally, we also develop some methodological aspects in 
the collect ion of new data through the cyberspace. 

 
 

Policy sector 1 : Research and higher educat ion. Com bining approaches in 

m anagem ent , sociology and econom ics to study the reform  of the status of 

French academ ics 

 
The French higher educat ion and research system has experienced m ajor t ransform at ions 

in the recent  years:  the creat ion of new agencies ( the AERES, an evaluat ion agency, and the 
ANR, a research council) , an increased autonomy for universit ies since the 2007 LRU act , the 
m odificat ion in the status and m anagem ent  of academ ics, the associat ion of higher educat ion 
inst itut ions into meta-st ructures (PRES Sorbonne Paris Cité)  or m ergers reconfiguring the 
French academ ic landscape and increasing the vert ical different iat ion. 

A shift  in the principles driving public intervent ion also occurred:  public policies are no 
more expected to guarantee equivalence between inst itut ions, faculty staff,  or degrees. As a 
result , the share of perform ance-based budgets has increased and highly com pet it ive 
procedures (Plan cam pus, I nvest issem ent  d’Avenir)  have expanded. The expected impacts of 
these reforms are to bring universit ies back at  the center of system  and allow France to be one 
of the leading research and innovat ion systems around the world. 

Com prehensive policy- t racing and ex-post  approaches should be simultaneously 
developed in order to assess the efficiency of the recent  m easures, their  achievement  and their  
im pact . The form er will explain the process through which decisions have been m ade, which 
ideas were incorporated in the policy design and how, and who are the actors 
cont r ibut ing/ resist ing to the reforms. Then surveys and qualitat ive studies will highlight  how 
the public decisions have been implemented, how new object ives emerged, how new actors 
are involved and affect  the policy. Comparison between the recent  and past  reforms will be 
possible thanks to the ANR project  “Go Science”  led by Jérôm e Aust . The second approach will 
measure the impact  of the reforms by comparing what  was achieved with what  would have 
been achieved, would the reform s not  have been led. This could concern the impact  of the new 
recruitm ent  or budget ing procedures, the effects on the scient ific product ivity of individuals, 
teams and inst itut ions, or the place of French universit ies in the global compet it ion. 
I nternat ional comparison with reforms of higher educat ion and research system  in other 
count r ies will provide further insights on the French public policies in this sector. 

To illust rate, let  us cite the example of an earlier invest igat ion, the TRAJUNI  project , 
which was financed by the ANR between 2007 and 2010. This project  assembled a 
plur idisciplinary team:  Christ ine Musselin, senior researcher in sociology, Frédérique Pigeyre, 
professor of m anagement , and Mareva Sabat ier, an econometr ician and econom ist . I t  deals 
with academ ic careers in France and their t ransform at ion from  1976 to now and also addresses 
the consequences of public decisions on academ ic careers, i.e. recurrent  decisions (such as the 
yearly num bers of posit ions opened for hir ing)  and reform s such as changes in the legislat ion 

with the new decree of 1984 on academ ic status and careers) .
3

The authors used four cohorts (1976-77, 1986-1987, 1996-1997, 2006-2007)  in three 
academ ic fields (history, physics and managem ent )  and m atched several databases:  a 
personnel database from the Minist ry of Higher Educat ion in France, SUDOC database on Phd 
dissertat ions, Scopus and Publish or perish, and addit ional databases built  for the project . 
Eighty face- to- face interviews were led. Several results were obtained. First , the profiles of 
newly recruited academ ics rem ain rather stable overt im e:  young (age) , early (age of PhD)  and 
rapid ( t ime between first  posit ion and PhD)  candidates prevail. Second, qualitat ive data based 
on face- to- face interviews shows that  behind the stability of these profiles very different  forces 

 
3

  Few works have been carr ied out , except ions being the works of Godechot  and Mar iot  (2004)  and Combes, 
Linnemer and Visser (2008) .
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were act ing on each cohort . Ways of access to the academ ic profession and socializat ion 
processes are thus clearly different  for the two first  cohorts and for the two others, i.e. before 
and after the implementat ion of the 1984 decree on academ ic status. Third, the impact  on the 
profiles of a decrease in the number of posit ions opened by the m inist ry is also different  
between the two first  and two last  cohorts, perhaps due to changes in the status of candidates 
to academ ic careers after the m id 1980s. 

I n conclusion, the recourse to econom etr ic t reatment  of exhaust ive cohorts of academ ics 
allows ident ifying overt ime the profiles of newly recruited staff and the determ inants of 
academ ic careers. This stat ist ical analysis inform ed the const ruct ion of the sample and served 
as guideline for the interviews. The sociological approach revealed and explained the 
differences persist ing behind the apparent  stability of the profiles of new ent rants. I t  also 
explains the unobserved factors in econometr ic regressions, in the absence of data on 
teaching, adm inist rat ive inform at ion or fam ily const raints while new econom etr ic t reatm ents 
were suggested by the exploitat ion of the interviews. 

 
 

Policy sector 2 : Educat ion. Grade repet it ion: com bining econom etr ic m odels w ith 

qualitat ive analysis to understand the effects on academ ic perform ance 

 
The object ive of a first  study (The effect  of repeat ing grades and of class size on 

academ ic performances of m iddle school pupils:  A dynam ic factor m odel) , conducted by Robert  
Gary-Bobo, Badrane Mahjoub et  Jean-Marc Robin in the context  of the cont ract  ANR-07-BLAN-
0362-01 « GRADEREPETI TI ON » and handed in 2010, was to m easure the effect  of repeat ing a 
grade during m iddle school ( the French “collège” )  using a st ructural param etr ic approach. 

We had followed pupils from  the French equivalent  of 6
th

 to 9
th

 grade, thanks to the 
panel database for m iddle schools provided by the French Minist ry of Educat ion. The 
econom etr ic m odel described the sequence of results to five successive tests:  the score 
obtained at  the standardized evaluat ion given to sixth-graders, the decisions taken at  the end 
of each year (move up to the next  year, repeat  grade, or or iented towards a short  vocat ional 
educat ion) , and finally the grades obtained at  the “brevet ”, an exam to be taken at  the end of 

9
th

 grade.  The result  of each of these tests was supposed to be a reflect ion of the level of 
hum an capital accum ulated up to that  point . The growth of human capital each year depends 
on the grade, on whether the pupil is repeat ing a grade, on class size, as well as on different  
observed variables such as the enrolment  of pupils in the school, the public or pr ivate status of 
the school, etc. An unobserved factor, that  we will call the “ talent ”  of the pupil, determ ines the 

init ial level of human capital (m easured with error by the 6
th

 grade test )  and the increase in 
human capital at  the end of the year. 

Class size is one of the explanatory variables of academ ic outcom e. I t  m ay however be 
endogenous in our econometr ic model. Class size could indeed actually depend on the 
unobserved talent  of the pupil.  We therefore model, addit ionally, class size as a funct ion of 
observed variables such as the theoret ical size of the class given the enrolment  in this 
part icular grade and the maximum of 30 pupils per class imposed by law, of the unobserved 
talent  of the pupil,  as well as of another unobserved factor and of a measurement  error.  This 
factor model is very sim ilar in its spir it  to the factor models int roduced by Heckman and co-
authors in various recent  cont r ibut ions. 

We find the following results:   repeat ing 6
th

 grade is highly significant ly profitable 
(around 10 m ore points out  of the 20 obtainable, i.e the difference between scores of 12/ 20 

and 2/ 20 at  the 9
th

 grade graduat ion exam) ;  repeat ing 7
th

 grade is a lot  less profitable (5 

points out  of 20) ;  repeat ing 8
th

 grade as close to no benefit .  
Repeat ing a grade in m iddle school is therefore useful if it  happens early.  This makes 

sense since the environment  of a m iddle school (where classes change professors for each 
subject )  can turn out  to be unset t ling for a pupil accustomed to a unique class during all of 
pr im ary schools. As these results cont radict  those of a large num ber of previous studies 
conducted both in France and in other count r ies (Cosnefroy & Rocher 2005, Holmes 2005)  
more research would lead to useful in order to at  least  understand, if not  resolve, the diverging 
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conclusions. These studies could explore the im pact  of various variables such as level (many of 
the studies have been conducted in pr im ary schools, it  would be thus useful to com pare the 
effects of repeat ing a grade in pr imary or in m iddle schools) , pedagogy (especially to what  
extent  curr iculum  content  and organizat ion as well as teacher pract ices in m iddle schools allow 
for individualizat ion of the teaching and learning of “ repeaters” )  and students’ norm s (although 
this seems part icularly counter- intuit ive, to what  extent  are m iddle school “ repeaters”  less 
st igm at ized by their  peers than primary school “ repeaters”?) . This im plies conduct ing not  only 
studies using econom etr ic m ethods but  also qualitat ive studies by sociologists and educat ion 
specialists to const ruct  a m ore powerful explanatory model. 

 
Public policy sector 3 : Heath Policies. I nstalling a debate betw een evidence- based 

m edicine and a sociological perspect ive on health policy 

 
I n coordinat ion with another LABEX project  (LABEX Global Health) , we will elaborate a 

joint  governance m ethod, in case both projects are accepted. The evaluat ion of health policies 
is part icular ly important  for our project . 

I t  indeed appears that  the gap exist ing between the quant itat ive/ posit iv ist  approach and 
the polit ically situated knowledge in social sciences discussed earlier can be found in a quite 
sim ilar manner in the study of health policies. Health econom ic, epidem iology and clinical 
research cont r ibute to the assessm ent  of health intervent ions, t reatm ents, medicines and 
policies and to the ident ificat ion of evidence-based pract ices and approaches. These researches 
draw on quant itat ive assessment  methods and probabilist ic m odels, that  are parts of the 
cognit ive building blocks of evidence based medicine and comparat ive effect iveness research. 
The other side, based on the sociological and polit ical science approaches ( in part icular on 
sociology of organizat ion and on sociology of public policy and act ion)  m ay bet ter understand 
the socio-polit ical processes by which health issues are const ructed as social problem s and set  
on the public agenda and the complexit ies in and the determ inants of the implem entat ion of 
health policies. 

Our view is that  our methodologies of inter-disciplinary dialogue would work part icular ly 
well.  Take a single and simple example. Recent ly in France, both the SRAS and the H1-N1 
generated expensive prevent ion policies:  vaccine to immunize a large part  of the populat ion;  
various levels of involvement  of doctors, adm inist rat ion, hospitals and even armed forces. An 
epidem ic modelling of the spread of the disease – comparable, to a certain extent , to an ex-
ante evaluat ion - , solely based on epidem iologic studies and quant itat ive scenario, would have 
failed to take into account  what  appear to have seriously com plicated the task of the 
government :  cit izens were very reluctant  to accept  the vaccinat ion cam paign;  further, the 
implementat ion was itself difficult ,  due to the way those in charge of applying it  perceived the 
vaccinat ion cam paign. Finally, this exam ple would be ext remely sim ilar to that  of ex-ante 
evaluat ions of a reform  of nat ional public agencies (Pôle Emploi) . On paper, that  is, ex-ante, 
this may look like a good reform , but  ex-ante modelling would fail to predict  that  the reform 's 
am bit ion failed sue to the difficult ies associated with the reorganizat ion of the public agency. 

While econom ic assessment  methods gain influence, sociological m ethods tend to 
develop along with them  in different  European count r ies. These m ethods are now 
experim ented or implemented close to public decision m akers. I n France, these approaches are 
used in a pract ical way by new public inst itut ions in charge of technology assessment , such as 
the Higher Authority for Health (Haute Autorité de santé) . Guidelines have therein been 
elaborated by academ ic social scient ists in order to make sociological assessm ent  systemat ic, 
pract ical and complem entary to econom ic assessment  methods. Some scholars involved in the 
Labex have been direct ly part  of the process, which defined six crucial “ sociological aspects”  
for the assessm ent  process:  inst itut ional aspects, organisat ional aspects, professional aspects, 
inequalit ies in health care, innovat ion and, last  but  not  least , the role of pat ients from both 
subject ive and collect ive viewpoints (pat ient  organisat ions involved) . I n health policies, these 
complex aspects involve normat ive considerat ions, which demand reflexivity and, at  t imes, 
further legal or ethical considerat ions as well.  These considerat ions can be provided by 
philosophers and lawyers along with sociologists and econom ists. At  the crossroads between 
such approaches, sociological methods can provide comprehensive, and often decisive, 
elem ents to decision m akers. 
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Policy sector 4 : Discrim inat ion in housing m arkets. Disentangling the ethnic and 

social determ inants, com bining qualitat ive surveys and econom etric 

regression analysis 

 
I n the context  of ANR (projet  Blanc)  on Discrim inat ion and Unequal Outcomes, a team 

associat ing two econom ists (Et ienne Wasm er, scient ific coordinator of the ANR, and Et ienne 
Lalé, a PhD candidate in econom ics at  Sciences Po)  and two sociologists (Mirna Safi,  a 
sociologist  at  the OSC, Sciences Po, working on imm igrat ion, and François Bonnet , now an 
assistant  professor of sociology at  the University of Amsterdam, working on urban issues with 
qualitat ive methods)  studied discrim inat ion in the rental housing market  in France. . 

The object ive of the project  was to find out  whether access to housing displays pat terns 
of social or ethnic discrim inat ion. Since each type or discrim inat ion requires different  types of 
policy responses, the study used an experim ental design in order to separate the effects of 
social and ethnic backgrounds. The first  phase of the research was focused on the preparat ion 
and the carrying out  of this experim ental design (pair audit  test ing) :  brain storm ing on 
methodology and research quest ions, hir ing and t raining of interviewers, follow up of the 
experiment , etc. The team decided to invest igate the role of foreign names ( from  Maghreb and 
North Afr ica)  and of residence (deprived suburbs vs. r icher neighbourhoods)  on the likelihood 
of a posit ive contact  with a real estate agency after a telephone conversat ion. Although part  of 
the assessm ent  of the interest  from  the agency was a qualitat ive one, the team  m anaged to 
code a large number of observat ions in a quant itat ive way, based of random ized vita and 
experiences in different  Parisian neighbourhoods and in different  cit ies in Greater Paris ( I le de 
France) . The quant itat ive analysis of the data led to relat ively unexpected results. I n part icular,  
the team  found that  each dim ension ( for simplicity, ethnicity and locat ion)  m at tered 
considerably in the success rate of the rental applicat ion procedure:  names with foreign or igin 
and or those associated with deprived suburbs had lower success rates in contacts. 
Furthermore, one dimension seemed to dom inate the other:  it  seemed from the regression 
analysis that  ethnicity had a much lower effect  after cont rolling for locat ion. 

This result  was however hard to interpret  and even harder to use for policy 
recom m endat ion. I n fact , the quant itat ive assessm ent  suffered from  two weaknesses. First ,  
the database was too small to allow put t ing as m any cont rols as needed. The est im at ion of a 
local average t reatment  effect  led to the typical cr it icism  that  a large number of underlying 
factors was behind. Second, the process of rent ing an apartment  goes beyond the simple 
phone interview:  there are visits during which the personal contact  is established, and the 
process of a complete applicat ion in which many official docum ents such as payroll form s are 
provided to the agency. Our phone survey was by definit ion only focused on the first  phase, 
and we m issed important  aspects of the select ion process, during which discrim inat ion may or 
m ay not  occur. 

We decided to organize 30 qualitat ive interviews of real estate agents from  several areas 
in Paris and around, in order to understand bet ter the mechanisms behind discrim inat ion;  to 
invest igate not  only pat terns of act ion (presumed discrim inat ion) , but  also the subject ive 
meaning of these act ions. The prelim inary results obtained so far suggest  the following. Ethnic 
discr im inat ion seem s to be widespread, but  real estate agents blame owners. One owner out  of 
ten would explicit ly ask the agency to discrim inate against  m inority applicants;  perhaps a 
larger fract ion would discrim inate when reviewing the applicat ions. Real estate agents often 
claim  that  m inority tenants are not  the only ones to default  on their rent  paym ent . They 
therefore screen according to other dimensions that  remain obscure. I n part icular,  
discr im inat ion based on the area of residence does not  consciously appear in the discussions 
with interviewees, but  som e details suggest  that  residing in deprived areas may act  as a 
st igm a. 

At  this stage, it  is early to provide definit ive conclusions on these research findings. An 
important  aspect  lies nonetheless in the complementarity and the effect iveness of the 
mult idisciplinary approach while studying discr im inat ion. Discussions and exchanges between 
econom ists and sociologists enriched research quest ions and expanded the range of 
methodological tools used. This kind of collaborat ion could be very fruit ful when research is 
used to guide policy orientat ions especially when the topics at  stake are related to social and 
econom ic inequalit ies. Confront ing the two approaches suggests that  no com plete and 
definit ive answer could be drawn from  only one of them, at  least  in the present  study. Future 
work will at tem pt  to understand further the st igm a effect  from  living in a poor neighbourhood 
and possibly elaborate policy conclusions. 
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Policy sector 5 : Social and labour m arket  policies. Subsistence incom e: com bining ex-

post  differences- in- differences approaches and ex- ante st ructural m odelling 

approaches w ith a discussion of sociological factors such as social exclusion 

I n this project , we want  to study the possible disincent ive impact  of the guaranteed 
m inimum income that  was int roduced in France in 1989. This t ransfer amounted to 2025 
French Francs per m onth, that  is, approxim ately 40%  of the m inim um  wage at  that  t im e. The 
m inimum income pre-existed in three French départem ents in Alsace-Moselle, a specificity due 
to Germ an laws before 1918, which has never been totally abolished since then. Using these 
convent ional difference- in-difference est imates of the post-1989 impact  of the RMI  (a typical 
ex-post  m ethodology) , Et ienne Wasm er and Mat thieu Chem in (2008, 2009)  found relat ively 
large increases of RMI  on long- term  unemployment  rates. This result  was however hard to 
read as, since several interpretat ions are possible. The first  one is that  there are indeed large 
disincent ive effects of RMI . A second interpretat ion is rather due to the stat ist ical uncertainty 
surrounding unem ploym ent  stat ist ics. I n part icular, a recurrent  research quest ion is whether 
unem ploym ent  and ‘out-of- the- labor force’ states are dist inct  states. I t  could well be the case 
that  by receiving a m inimum incom e that  was supposed to be accom panied with an act ivat ion 
program  and job-search advices, the interviewees in labor force surveys felt  that  they had to 
declare a job-search act ivity that  they would not  have declared in the absence of the program . 
I n the absence of a st ructural model, we are unable to disentangle between the two 
explanat ions. 

Therefore, the t r iangulat ion approach can be of great  relevance here. First , combining 
the difference- in-difference est im ates to develop a theoret ical m odel of job search and 
stat ist ical measurement  of unemployment  would allow a model calibrat ion and some 
coefficients would be st ructurally est im ated using the ex-ante approach. I n addit ion, RMI  is a 
specific issue. Sociological factors, such as the percept ion of respondents about  their situat ion, 
or the way excluded individuals respond to surveys, are difficult  quest ions for econom ists, 
whereas several researchers at  OSC (Observatoire Sociologique du Changem ent )  have an 
expert ise on data interpretat ion and would be of a great  added value to this project . Our 
interdisciplinary m ethodology (early discussions, interm ediate presentat ions of the results, 
final discussion)  is here part icularly suitable. 
 
 
Policy sector 6 : Hom eland security policies. Surveillance cam eras: using the joint  

expert ise of law  scholars and econom etricians to evaluate security policies 

 
Dany Cohen, professor of law has relied on interdisciplinary cooperat ion to understand 

the effects of recent  security policies. I n the past  years, several count r ies have part ially 
or iented their policies in m at ters of security towards the installat ion of system s of elect ronic 
surveillance. Whether the object ive is to analyze the funct ioning of these systems, or to 
evaluate their outcom es, legal scholars cannot  do without  stat ist ical tools and a r igorous work 
of econom ic analysis. On the other hand, econom ists face the r isk, if they do not  work closely 
with jur ists, of int roducing methodological biases suscept ible of impact ing the final results. 

There exists so far no scient ific study of the effect  of surveillance cameras on the level of 
cr ime, even though the presence of those devices was recent ly mult iplied in the public space. 
This covers two dist inct  quest ions about  their  both repressive and/ or prevent ive possible 
effects, due to the supposed increase in the offense clarificat ion rate. One study only was 
conducted in Great  Britain;  it s conclusions are negat ive on both points, but  the methodology it  
used has been highly contested. 

This quest ion is of importance, not  least  because of the high cost  of these devices 
(according to recent  proposals m ade by the French government  in the context  of its project  for 
the French suburbs, 29 m illion Euros out  of the total 37 m illion of the project  should go to 
video-surveillance) , but  even m ore important ly also because of their incidence in term s of 
public libert ies. 

The cont r ibut ion made by legal scholars should mainly focus on the understanding of the 
nom enclature of offenses, which are necessary to anyone willing to est im ate the evolut ion of 
pet ty cr ime. We observe in part icular instability of the categories for these offenses, since 
classificat ions are frequent ly modified. Some other phenomena have added to the confusion:  
apart  from  m odificat ions of the count ing methods (often irrat ional, like for example in the case 
of torched cars) , the int roduct ion of new aggravat ing circum stances led to m oving sim ilar 
behaviour from  one offense category to another one. For instance, the decision taken by the 
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police in the beginning of the 2000, to make cell phone thefts appear together with violent  
thefts has caused an abrupt  increase (of about  20.000)  from  one year to the other of the 
number of violent  thefts reported in Paris. 

Along the same line, the apprehension of judicial stat ist ics (st ill very scarce in France)  is 
a delicate mat ter, for several reasons we will sum up in two examples. First , the verdicts by 
repressive t r ibunals apply in the same manner to offenses that  were com m it ted in year n, n-1, 
n-2, n-3, .. .,  n-10, without  any way for the stat ist ician to different iate them . Moreover, the 
m igrat ions of offenses from  one category to the other com plicate t rem endously any 
comparison or stat ist ical work. Only a met iculous discussion between researchers from  
different  backgrounds can help to improve such data gathering. 

 
Policy sector 7 : Just ice and penal system s. Deterrence effects of expected sentence 

and effects of detent ion on recidivism : using the expert ise of econom etrics 

m odelling to understand recidivism  ( ex- post  analysis)  and the effects of law s 

 
Understanding crim inal behaviour is a typical interdisciplinary enterprise that  lawyers, 

social scient ist  and econom ist  need to conduct  together. Each discipline has its peculiar 
advantages and can inform  the others in a field of studies that  is crucial for people wellbeing. 
Econom ist  can bring their expert ise both in the theoret ical interpretat ion of the facts and in the 
empir ical understanding of cr ime by elaborat ing econometr ic models. I n this sense recent ly a 
significant  num ber of recent  cont r ibut ions allowed us to deepen our understanding and 
apprehension of the econom ic analysis of cr im inality. Researchers proposed different  r igorous 
em pir ical tests intended to verify the deterrence hypothesis (Becker, 1968) . From this basis on, 
it  became possible to analyze the impact  of numerous factors on cr im inal behavior. Despite the 
fact  that  these works are now systemat ically taken into account  in Northern American debates, 
cont r ibut ions of European researchers remain isolated. I n this respect , the work of Roberto 
Galbiat i (CNRS Econom ix and Sciences Po)  and his co-authors is relevant , along two main 
lines:  

First , understanding the effects of incarcerat ions on the behaviour of potent ial cr im inals. 
According to legal scholars incarcerat ion has three main object ives:  Deterrence ( i.e. reducing 
the propensity to com m it  cr im inal acts by raising the expected sentences/ costs of cr ime) ;  
rehabilitat ion ( i.e. changing the preferences of potent ial cr im inals by re-educat ing them while 
they are in prison) ;  incapacitat ion ( the lock- in effect :  crim inals into pr isons cannot  com mit  
cr imes) . I n a series of papers, Galbiat i and co-authors have looked at  the first  two aspects of 
incarcerat ion by exploit ing a large dataset  on crim inal histories of former I talian inmates. 
These studies are based on a dataset  provided by the I talian pr ison adm inist rat ion, that  
includes full cr im inal history of up to 20.000 form er pr isoners. The use of sim ilar econometr ic 
models and detailed data on the behaviour of crim inals and former prisoners in France would 
allow us to bet ter understand the im pact  of security policies, in part icular in term s of costs and 
benefits. Galbiat i,  Drago and Vertova (2009)  ident ify and est imate the deterrent  effects of an 
increase in the length of prison sentences. To ident ify the impact  of an increase in pr ison 
sentences the authors exploit  a part icular feature of a recent  prison collect ive clemency 
approved by the I talian parliament  in 2006. This inst itut ional feature approximates 
random izat ion in future crim inal sentences. The authors find that  an increase in expected 
prison sentences of one month on average reduces the recidiv ism  of former I talian inmates by 
1.3 percent . I n a second paper Galbiat i Draoo and Vertova (2010)  collect  a large dataset  on 
pr ison condit ions in I taly including the rate of overcrowding, the num ber of deaths and 
volunteers in I talian prison facilit ies. By using this data and crim inal histories of former I talian 
prison inmates, they are able to build a model that  allows them  to est im ate the rehabilitat ive 
effect  of pr ison experience. I nterest ing enough, the authors find that  bad prison condit ions far 
from  reducing recidivism  induce people to recommit  more crime. These results are in line with 
those found recent ly in US (e.g. Chen and Shapiro, 2007) . 

Second, understanding the impact  of social and econom ic variables on the cr ime rates. I n 
a recent  paper by Buonanno, Drago, Galbiat i and Zanella (2010) , the authors document  the 
t rends in crime rates in Europe and US in the last  30 years. The authors collected data on 
property, violent  and total cr ime recoded by the police in US, France, I taly, Germ any, UK, 
Nederland and Aust r ia as well as data on populat ion, GDP, imm igrat ion, unem ploym ent , 
abort ion and prison populat ion for the sam e count ies form  the 1970 to the 2008. Cont rary to 
the com m on wisdom , the authors find that  while in the eight ies US were a more unsecure 
society today cr ime rates in Europe are higher than in the US. I n the work the authors t ry to 
understand the role played by unem ploym ent , dem ographic st ructure, imm igrat ion, 



21 
 

incarcerat ion and abort ion on cr ime rates, t rends. The authors find again that  m uch of the 
reversal of t rends can be explained by the fast  growth of incarcerat ion in the US. 

These two lines of research are very important  to understand what  are the costs and 
benefit  of cr im inal policies both in the long and in the first  round. I n part icular understanding if 
and how incarcerat ion works is important  to understand how crime rates may evolve in the 
long run since a high incarcerat ion rate today im plies that  a large share of cit izens in the future 
will have made by former inmates. Understanding the impact  of incarcerat ion on recidivism  is 
thus crucial to correct ly est im ate the present  and future cost  and benefits from  incarcerat ion. 
Moreover, incarcerat ion is neither the only nor necessarily the best  security policy. 
Understanding the impact  of other cr im inal policies but  also social and econom ic policies on 
crim inal behaviour is crucial to correct ly design opt imal policies. The North American t radit ions 
and the recent  works by European scholars help in this sense but  a lot  of work st ill rem ains to 
be done. 
 
 
Further policy expert ise 

 
As argues above, our group will also work on a variety of other public policies. I n 

part icular, we have built  considerable expert ise in the following domains:  
A first  field is urban planning and regional policies,  with work from  Pat r ick Le Galès 

(CEE) , Michael Storper (CSO), Marco Obert i (CSO)  and Tom m aso Vitale (CEE) . This field is 
st ructured and st im ulated by the global dynam ics of urbanizat ion and the growing importance 
of cit ies in the creat ion of value, as well as r iots and poverty, mobilit y, technology 
accumulat ion, inequalit ies and governance. How can we conceive the development  of cit ies 
rooted in their terr itory but  simultaneously at  the heart  of a more and more globalized 
m obility? Exist ing theories and the front ier of social sciences are enriched and redefined rather 
by exchange of perspect ives of general research on cit ies and the study of more precise urban 
phenomena. I t  is difficult  not  to evoke the problems of sustainability of urban development , 
linked among other to the st r icter regulat ion of energy consum pt ion and the effect  of this 
regulat ion on mobility and t ransport . Three domains mark our program:  first ;  the local 
dynam ics of econom ic, social, educat ional and ethnic inequalit ies and its effects on 
relat ionships between social groups. Second, government , democracies and urban polit ics – 
conflicts, group m obilizat ion – social order and urban polit ics. Third, socio-econom ics of the 
cit ies, inst itut ions and econom ic development . These three axes allow us to renew the 
approaches in urban research dom ain by m ixing sociological, geographical and econom ic 
perspect ive on social cont rol, security, surveillance technology, public spaces, mobility,  
imm igrat ion, r isks and technologies. 

 
A second field is internat ional econom ic governance ,  with work in economics from  

Philippe Mart in and Thierry Mayer and in polit ical science from Cornelia Woll and Em iliano 
Grossman.  Most  econom ic policies have an internat ional dimension, not  only because of their  
nature ( t rade or exchange rate policies for example)  but  also because of their spillovers on 
other count r ies (monetary, fiscal, financial regulat ion and compet it ion policies for example) . A 
bet ter understanding of the nature of these internat ional spillovers is crucial but  cannot  be 
t ransformed into proper init iat ives without  integrat ing the polit ical const raints on regional and 
global governance. I n internat ional finance, for example, one cannot  study the recent  cr isis 
without  studying financial flows, but  it  is useful to combine this with an analysis of the polit ical 
evolut ion of US housing m arket  finance or changes in the polit ical pr inciples underlying 
account ing standards. Most  issues at  stake in current  global governance display sim ilar 
characterist ics. Regulat ing tax havens requires understanding fiscal policy, but  also the 
mot ivat ions for local econom ies to provide special condit ions, the psychology of tax payers and 
possibly even crim inal pat terns such as money laundering. The list  of t ransversal issues could 
go on. For all these policy stakes, one needs r igorous techniques for ident ifying the problem 
and analyzing global pat terns, but  also for studying local inst itut ional and polit ical condit ions. 
An interdisciplinary perspect ive can provide this most  comprehensively. Moreover, we have the 
ability to build on the forces of regional experts assembled in the Labex Globex, which 
Sciences Po also supports. 

 
A third topic, following the recent  launch of the Chair X-ENSAE-Sciences Po is that  of 

securing professional careers. The Chair “Sécurisat ion des Parcours Professionnels”  is co-
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directed by Yann Algan and its relevant  act ivit ies in Sciences Po and on public policy evaluat ion 
will be under the umbrella of LI EPP. This object ive has become one of the main topics of job 
market  reforms, in France and in several other European count r ies. I n modern econom ies, 
st ructural change is a fundamental ingredient  of econom ic growth. This process of creat ive 
dest ruct ion often leads to a number of job reallocat ions, whose social cost  is even higher given 
the lack of adequate inst itut ions in these econom ies. I t  is associated with professional m obility, 
either between firm s thanks to the perspect ives of promot ion, or externally through the 
opening of new opportunit ies. This favours the part  of the work force m ost  qualified and best  
prepared for a successful mobility. I nversely, unskilled and those leaving further away from 
jobs may be the losers of these st ructural t ransformat ion. To fulfill this object ive of 
` securit izat ion’, it  must  be acknowledged that  pract ical details about  it s implem entat ion are 
less consensual. Access to high quality on- the- job t raining is one of the main issues here, but  
it s efficiency in the current  system hasn’t  been demonst rated;  counselling the unemployed 
individuals in their job search is a key factor as well,  but  the quality of the resources engaged 
and the opt imal organizat ion of a system split  between public and private actors are 
quest ionable;  assist ing return to work and firm  creat ion can be highly useful, but  it  can also 
somet imes curb mobility. The burden of flexibility lays on the most  fragile categories. The 
object ive for this research axis is therefore to ident ify the condit ions for the different  policies 
and norm s cont r ibut ing to the sim ultaneous liberat ion and securit izat ion of careers to be 
efficient , and to analyze their  interact ions by following a mult idisciplinary approach bringing 
together econom ists, jur ists and sociologists. Econom ic, legal and sociological analyses, as well 
as the frequent  recourse to experiments, will play a fundamental role in complet ing this 
object ive. Analysing the polit ical economy of reforms will also allow us to highlight  the 
condit ions for success or for failure gathered by some specific reforms in France or in Europe, 
in terms of professional t raining, public service of em ploym ent , or again em ploym ent  
protect ion. 

 

Transversal issues applying to all policy sectors 

 
Finally, evaluat ing public policies necessitates going beyond the study of individual policy 

sectors, and asking fundamental quest ions about  the potent ial for policy reform  and moving 
towards innovate research methodology. The researchers involved in LI EPP have already 
engaged in work on public reform  capacity and new ways of data collect ion and we would 
briefly like to ment ion these in this final sect ion.   

 
Reform s capacity and t rust . Following the work of Yann Algan, LIEPP will invest igate 

the link between public policies, social at t itudes and econom ics. What  is the role of social 
at t itudes in econom ics? How can beliefs and values of cooperat ion explain the econom ic 
development  of count r ies and the happiness of their  cit izens? To what  extent  does social 
capital mat ter for the design of public goods, econom ic inst itut ions and welfare state regimes? 
Studying these m echanism s will help understand how pro-social econom ic policies could help 
build up cooperat ive values. I n part icular, we propose a t rans-disciplinary approach of the 
relat ionships between cooperat ive culture, econom ics and public policies, combining the results 
of different  social sciences from  economy to sociology, history and psychology. 

Polit ical scient ists and sociologists have long recognized the potent ial role of the culture 
of cooperat ion in econom ic outcom es and public policies. They have even created a concept  of 
social capital to capture this dimension, defined by Putnam (2000)  as " the collect ive values of 
all social networks and the inclinat ions that  arise from  these networks to do things for each 
other" . Paradoxically, econom ists have been much more silent  on the role of cooperat ive 
at t itudes. Som e authors have suggested the potent ial role of t rust  on econom ic development , 
like Kenneth Arrow:  “Virtually every commercial t ransact ion has within itself an element  of 
t rust , certainly any t ransact ion conducted over a per iod of t im e. I t  can be plausibly argued that  
much of the econom ic backwardness in the world can be explained by the lack of mutual 
confidence.”  

But  the key issue is to provide a r igorous study isolat ing the specific role of culture of 
cooperat ion from  inst itut ions and econom ic variables. Most  of the t im e, the econom ic literature 
has only st ressed the existence of a cross-count ry correlat ion, instead of a causal relat ionship, 
between econom ics and social at t itudes (Knack and Keefer 1997) .   

We will fill this gap by developing a new class of m odels and est im at ions linking 
cooperat ive at t itudes with the support  for econom ic policies. This line of research can provide 
new clues to understand the cross-count ry heterogeneity in welfare state system s and 
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government  policies. I t  is also prom ising to understand the evolut ion of polit ical regimes and 
inst itut ions by linking the extent  of cooperat ive at t itudes in a society with the spir it  of reforms 
and social dialogue. Our claim  is that  cooperat ion in pre- indust r ial and agricultural act ivit ies 
societ ies only required t rust  in relat ives such as fam ily members sharing the lands. 
Cooperat ion in indust r ial societ ies required a deepening of t rust  relat ionships since workers 
were supposed to interact  outside the t radit ional fam ily relat ionships. But  indust r ial 
relat ionships, such as the fordist  system, were mainly based on vert ical relat ionship and 
specific rout ines for the workers which were easily checked by supervisors. The last  phase of 
post- indust rial societ ies, based on knowledge and innovat ion, is therefore only sustainable in 
count r ies with fair ly high interpersonal t rust . This is linked to the complexity of informat ion and 
relat ionships with anonymous others and disembodied inst itut ions raising more important  
moral hazard issues. Part  of our project  will be to propose a new tool for evaluat ing the causal 
im pact  of social capital on growth, and t rust  is a way to overcom e econom ic fr ict ions hindering 
innovat ions, such as imperfect  informat ion and incomplete cont racts. 

 
New  quant itat ive and qualitat ive m ethods relevant  for evaluat ion research.  

I mprovements in methodologies somet imes result  from  cross-breeding between different  
disciplines. For instance, a specific econometric issue encountered by Jean-Marc Robin in the 
Policy Sector 2 on grade repet it ion required finding an orthogonal m at r ix that  is a best  
approximat ion for another large-scale non-orthogonal m at r ix. This so called "orthogonal 
Procrustes problem" was actually solved in another field, by a professor in a department  of 
psychological sciences, P.H. Shönemann in a 1966 art icle in Psychom etr ika (Shönem ann 1966) . 

Beyond such examples of quant itat ive m ethods at  the front ier, our team  of researchers 
also proposes a new methodology to quant ify the interplay between our team of researchers 
proposes a new m ethodology to quant ify the interplay between social and econom ic at t itudes 
by using a Medialab focused on the web. I n this example led by Yann Algan, we acknowledge 
that  part  of the reason why econom ists have neglected the role of social at t itudes is due to 
data lim itat ion, hampering the possibility to provide r igorous est imate of the specific role of 
culture, econom ics and inst itut ions. One has to rely so far on quali-quant i surveys which, 
despite some of their advantages in terms of harmonized quest ions and sample select ion, run 
into major difficult ies:  i)  their   periodicity is too scarce to t rack the evolut ion of social and 
econom ic at t itudes in cont inuous t im es, offer ing most  of the t imes a picture of the past  society, 
ii)  the data and the sample are by nature lim ited, and with few overlap between econom ic and 
social at t itudes, iii)  the inform at ion are too dispersed and require from  the researcher to 
reconst ruct  the hypothet ical link of causality between social and econom ic outcom es. 

Sciences Po and the PRES Sorbonne Paris Cité have part icipated in the subm ission of an 
Equipex DI ME-SHS, coordinated by Laurent  Lesnard, also a member of LI EPP. Part  of this 
project  is a plan to create a social research center of a new form based on a Medialab to 
overcome part  of these flaws. The development  of new informat ion and communicat ions 
technologies can operate a real revolut ion in measurement  in social sciences. This revolut ion 
lies in social t raceability in the web, i.e in ident ifying the ‘t races’ that  cit izens leave simply by 
using digital technologies.  The available data reservoirs on the web, or what  we call the 
datascapes, are colossal, and largely unexploited. The datascapes offer a liv ing picture of social 
and econom ic at t itudes by looking simply on the queries in research engines or by zoom ing on 
blogs and forum s. Besides the datascapes are considerable and detailed enough to ident ify 
variat ion in social and econom ic at t itudes at  the level of a city, a region or a count ry, allowing 
interpret ing potent ial relat ion of causality in t ime or in space. A key aspect  of our 
methodological example will be to provide a mapping between the infra- individual data on the 
web and quali-quant i indicators which can be com pared across individuals and across 
count r ies. This implies to provide a mapping or geography of social and econom ic at t itudes on 
the cyberspace. We will use the new cyber techniques such as lexicographic algor ithms which 
are current ly developing very rapidly by research engines like Google and their firm  Google 
t rend based on I P address. Conversely, this requires export ing t radit ional stat ist ical tools in the 
analysis of datascapes to cont rol for the representat ivity of the sam ples of internet  suffers.  
LI EPP will not  only provide new tools to the scient ific society but  also offer to the civil society a 
new inst rument  of reflexivity on the state of social and econom ic cooperat ion between cit izens. 
This research is joint  with the MIT Medialab and the Harvard Medialab. Although the scope of 
this specific project  is broader than the evaluat ion of public policies, it  is especially well suited 
to collect  the qualitat ive and quant itat ive data we need to proceed to evaluat ions. For instance, 
this method provides a precise assessment  of public at t itudes with respect  to reforms;  in 
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specific policy sectors such as health or social policies, to evaluate the feelings with respects to 
the evolut ion of unem ploym ent , of the diffusion of a disease, of a vaccinat ion policy. 

Finally, an important  lesson from  the research on evaluat ion is that  tools and cr iter ia are 
never neut ral and need to be exam ined carefully over t im e. We wish to encourage this m eta-
reflect ion on evaluat ion by set t ing up an internal methodology working group which surveys 
the experiences of our past  evaluat ion with the aim  of t racking our interdisciplinary m ethods 
and discussing required innovat ion whenever needed. Building on the experience we have 
already gathered by studying evaluat ion done elsewhere (e.g. Benam ouzig 2010) , such an 
internal m onitor ing will help us to improve m ethods and reflect  on our own scient ific 
product ion. 

 
Sum m ary. LI EPP intends to invest igate, upon demand from inst itut ions or at  the 

init iat ive of it s researchers the fields of educat ion, research, health, internat ional and local 
governance, in part icular urban governance, environmental issues, housing policies, labour 
market  and social policies, discr im inat ion, security policies, just ice and crim inality. I t  therefore 
plans to hire enough new researchers to be able to cover those fields more systemat ically and 
invest igate new fields.   

The goal of our project  is to provide, whenever possible, integrated policy analysis that  
brings together polit ically situated knowledge about  past  experiences, a r igorous empir ical 
evaluat ion of policy performance and innovate techniques for forecast ing alternat ive results. I n 
line with the SNRI , we thus insist  on the need for fundamental research and mult idisciplinary, 
to put  France in a leading posit ion of evaluat ion research at  the European and internat ional 
level. Without  an investment  into scient ific evaluat ion research, policy evaluat ion will remain 
secondary in French public sector reform . I n the end, this implies that  important  econom ic 
gains will be foregone. 

I NTERDI SCI PI NARI TY AT WORK:  A KEY ELEMENT OF THE PROJECT 

The task of interdisciplinary coordinat ion crucially hinges on a viable work m ethod that  
will br ing together experts from  different  backgrounds. LI EPP will rely on a series of incent ives 
and rewards to encourage such cooperat ion and work consistent ly to accept  projects in light  of 
their scient ific cont r ibut ion only. Moreover, we will implem ent  an interdisciplinary work method, 
which will be applied to all individual evaluat ion projects. 

A system of mult idisciplinary coordinat ion will be applied to each evaluat ion project . This 
coordinat ion will consist  of three main steps:  (1)  establishing a mult idisciplinary project  
commit tee, (2)  running the analysis, in an integrated or parallel way, by researchers of 
different  disciplines, and (3)  pooling all results in a joint  report . 
  

Project  com m it tee. According to the policies that  are to be evaluated, the direct ion of the 
LI EPP defines the composit ion of a board in charge of the follow- through of the project , with 
representat ives of different  research units of Sciences Po. This com m it tee has to include 
representat ives of all the different  disciplines that  may appear as pert inent  for this part icular 
project .  On the basis of its expert ise, the commit tee defines the perimeter to be covered by 
the analysis, the invest igat ion methods to be used and execut ion guidelines. Each 
representat ive of a discipline will be free to build up his own team  according to his needs for 
the project . These teams can naturally include researchers from  outside of Sciences Po, in 
part icular from  the PRES Sorbonne Paris Cité or any other internat ional research network. 
  
Analysis. According to the kind of evaluat ion requested (ex-ante, implem entat ion, or ex post ) ,  
to the m ethods em ployed, and to the quest ions asked, the work to be carr ied out  by the 
different  teams involved can be either integrated or divided. For example, if we had to evaluate 
the impact  of a policy intended to reduce the inequalit ies in school access, we could imagine 
execut ing first  an empir ical work including m any schools, and then com plet ing it  by a series of 
targeted interviews only in the schools that  appeared m ost  rem arkable after the quant itat ive 
study. The variables the interviews shed a new light  on could then in a next  step help us refine 
the t reatm ent  of all quant itat ive data. I n the case of an ex-ante evaluat ion, one would 
addit ionally have to undertake a comparat ive and histor ical study of the past  and current  
com parable experiences of other count r ies. This could then facilitate the specificat ion of a 
model applicable to the evaluat ion of a specific measure in France or in other contexts. 
Alternat ively, a model could be presented together with a study of the reasons why form er 
im plem ented measures had failed. I n the rare cases in which the teams decide not  to work in 
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an integrated m anner in running the analysis, they will have to organize m id-way meet ings to 
inform  themselves and discuss the progress made by the others. 
  
Pooling of results. The project  commit tee is in charge of the joint  publicat ion of all 
mult idisciplinary results in a final report . The publicat ion of results in internat ionally recognized 
scient ific reviews can be decided separately, and on only part ial aspects of the study as to be 
in line with each discipline’s part icular standards. 

STRATEGI C POSI TI ONI NG 

As has been dem onst rated, the project  builds on exist ing st rengths by unit ing them  in a 
single scient ific undertaking. Parts of the project  have already received scient ific recognit ion 
and financial support , m ost  notably through the ANR grant  EVALPOLPUB or the ANR GO-
SCI ENCE on science policies in France and the UK. I t  is nonetheless crucial for us to move 
beyond our exist ing confines, which necessitates our applicat ion as a Labex. Let  us out line why 
this change of scale is essent ial for our project . 

First , and m ost  important ly, the reason for an extension is a scient ific one:  
interdisciplinary dialogue will lead to addit ional insights on how to improve ex post , monitoring 
and ex ante evaluat ion methods. I n cont rast , the ANR grants were mono-  disciplinary and 
aim ed at  financing research. 

The second reason is related to the need to raise the internat ional visibility of public 
policy evaluat ion, by a relevant  hir ing policy. I ndeed, the main use of ANR grants is for post-
doc recruitm ents, on a short  period of t ime (maximum three years of funding) . I t  is sim ply 
impossible to build an excellence center with this kind of funding, which is instead very useful 
to support  exist ing team s. I f we are to change the dim ension of our research act ivit ies and 
reach a new threshold in visibility and internat ional recognit ion, we need to hire tenure- t rack 
professors on internat ional markets. Each hire will be for 5 to 6 years, much beyond the t ime 
horizon of ANR grants, and requires the possibilit y of tenure evaluat ion and promot ion. Hence, 
the durat ion of the Labex funding ( ten years)  and the possibility to t ransform  the tenure- t rack 
cont racts into perm anent  ones is a unique opportunity to reinforce the am bit ions and the 
dynam ics of the groups current ly in place. As a result  of a recent  agreement  signed by the 
social partners in Sciences Po, we already have an innovat ive legal framework for such a 
procedure, which we wish to build on and develop to m ake social science faculty recruitm ent  in 
France m eet  internat ional standards. 

Our ambit ion is thus to become recognized as one of the major centers for 
interdisciplinary research on policy evaluat ion, with the goal of maintaining st rong roots in our 
respect ive disciplines. Our high level mult idisciplinary evaluat ion research program should 
resemble the Harr is School of Public Policy at  the University of Chicago. Proposing a evaluat ion 
center that  covers all relevant  academ ic disciplines and all policy sectors at  the highest  
academ ic levels thus helps to avoid relegat ing evaluat ion research into a m inor field. 
 

DESCRI PTI ON OF THE EXI STI NG STRENGTHS I N  LI EPP 

PRESENTATI ON OF SCI ENCES PO 

The Fondat ion Nat ionale des Sciences Polit iques (Sciences Po)  is a fully- fledged, self-
governing research university specialized in the social-econom ic sciences and the hum anit ies 
which enrolls some 9,000 students per year, including 40%  of foreign students from  m ore than 
50 count r ies. Sciences Po is the leading research university in the social sciences in France 
with 69 full- t im e professors, 131 researchers, 80 foreign professors invited each year and 300 
academ ic partnerships with universit ies around the world. Sciences Po is home to a doctoral 
school offer ing graduate programs in five disciplines. Based on a mult i-disciplinary approach, it  
associates and combines skills and know-how from  the different  social sciences – in part icular 
economy, history, law, polit ical science, sociology and the humanit ies. 

With a m illion-volume collect ion the library is the r ichest  in humanit ies and social 
sciences in cont inental Europe. The act ive publishing house with more than 1000 t it les in its 
catalogue and six academ ic journals, Les Presses de Sciences Po, focuses on dissem inat ing 
research results of the nine research centers, five of which are closely linked to the Nat ional 
Cent re for Scient ific Research (CNRS) . Sciences Po act ively supports collaborat ive research 
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projects in France, the European Research Area and at  the internat ional level. Sciences Po 
research teams have coordinated or part icipated in 21 projects financed by the ANR between 
2005 and 2010. 17 of the research teams of Sciences Po have been involved in FP6, and 18 in 
FP7. Finally, Sciences Po is a signatory of The European Charter for Researchers and The Code 
of Conduct  for the Recruitm ent  of Researchers and fully supports all the principles set  out  in 
this recommendat ion including the elements encouraging and protect ing the independence of 
young researchers. 

A complete descript ion of the founding research units can be found below. I n sum m ary, 
here is the num ber of researchers and staff of each center. Overall,  a large subset  of 53 of the 
full faculty members will part icipate in LI EPP’s act ivit ies. 

 
Partner Affiliat ion Staff according to category 

Departm ent  of Econom ics Sciences Po 14 full faculty members (10 senior, 4 junior) ;  
34 doctoral students;  2 adm inist rat ive staff 

Center for European 
Studies 

Sciences Po 
CNRS 

23 full faculty m em bers (15 senior;  8 junior) ;  
50 doctoral students;  6 adm inist rat ive staff 

Cent re de Sociologie des 
Organisat ions 

Sciences Po 
CNRS 

18 full faculty m em bers (8 senior;  10 junior) ;  
28 doctoral students;  6 adm inist rat ive staff 

Observatoire sociologique 
du changem ent  

Sciences Po 
CNRS 

11 full faculty m em bers (9 senior;  2 junior) ;   
31 doctoral students;  7 adm inist rat ive staff 

 

THE DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMI CS 

Created in 2009, Sciences Po’s Departm ent  of Econom ics has 14 full t im e faculty and 
plans to recruit  act ively on the internat ional m arket  and expand to around 25-30 full t im e 
permanent  faculty. The department  research covers all main fields in econom ics but  is 
especially st rong in labor econom ics, public policy, polit ical economy and internat ional 
econom ics. The department ’s website is:  ht tp: / / econ.sciences-po.fr / .  

RESEARCH AND I NNOVATI ON 

Several indicators show that  the department  has, in a record t ime, become one of the top 
3 academ ic departments in econom ics in France. Note that  given its recent  official creat ion 
(September 2009) , it  has not  yet  been evaluated by the AERES. 

A report  to the Minist ry of Higher Educat ion and Research shows that  the scient ific 
output  per individual faculty member of the department  of economics at  Sciences Po ranks first  
in France for publicat ions weighted by quality, and second for publicat ions not  weighted by 
quality (Bosquet , Com bes and Linnem er, 2010) . The report  was writ ten based on faculty 
present  in 2008. According to RePec, the m ain database for citat ions for econom ists, Sciences 
Po is now ranked 5th in France (as CREST)  after Toulouse School of Econom ics, Paris School of 
Econom ics, OECD and I nsee. Hence, as an academ ic inst itut ion in France, Sciences Po is 
ranked third in France. 

Among the faculty, several have received im portant  dist inct ions and grants and have 
excellent  publishing records. 

•Yann ALGAN,  (PhD, University of Paris)  professor, has received one of the start ing 
grants of the European Research Council (ERC)  in 2009. He was the only French 
researcher to receive a start ing grant  in social sciences in that  year which ( in the words 
of the ERC) goes to «the very best , t ruly creat ive scient ists and scholars» in Europe. His 
research focuses on macroeconom ics and polit ical economy. 
•Nicolas COEURDACI ER,  (PhD Paris School of Econom ics) , associate professor, 
( form erly assistant  professor at  the London Business School who joined the departm ent  
in September 2010) , has received in 2010 a "Chair of Excellence" grant  from  the ANR 
(Agence Nat ionale de la Recherche) . I n the words of the ANR, this type of grant  is for 
young researchers who have a st rong internat ional reputat ion by their publicat ion record. 
His research is on internat ional macroeconom ics and finance. 
•Hervé CRES,  (PhD, University of Geneva)  professor, works in the field of the theory of 
general equilibr ium  and the theory of social choice. He has published in the Journal of 
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Econom ic Theory and the I nternat ional Econom ic Review am ong others. He is current ly 
associate editor of the Journal of Econom ic Dynam ics and Cont rol, of Mathem at ical Social 
Sciences and is a former associate editor of Econom ic Theory. 
•Ruben DURANTE,  (PhD, Brown University)  assistant  professor, works in the fields of 
polit ical economy, econom ic growth & development , public econom ics and experim ental 
econom ics. 
•Roberto GALBI ATI , researcher at  CNRS, will j oin the departm ent  as associate professor 
in 2011. His research interests are in the fields of law and econom ics, experim ental 
econom ics and applied m icroeconom ics and in part icular the effects of inst itut ions 
(obligat ions and sanct ions)  on individual behavior, illegal behavior (deterrence, effects of 
prison, social interact ions and crime, tax-evasion)  and opt imal law enforcement . 
•Em eric HENRY,  (PhD, Stanford University) , associate professor, ( form erly assistant  
professor at  the London Business School) , has received in 2009 a "Chair of Excellence" 
grant  from the ANR (Agence Nat ionale de la Recherche) . As in the case of Nicolas 
Coeurdacier, Emeric Henry’s project  was the only one in social sciences in 2009. His work 
focuses on the econom ics of research, public econom ics and indust r ial organizat ion. 
•Elise HUI LLERY,  (PhD, Paris School of Econom ics) , assistant  professor, works on 
applied m icroeconom ics and development  economics. She has done research on colonial 
history, inequality and development  in West  Afr ica. She joined J-PAL in 2008 and is 
current ly conduct ing field experim ents in health, educat ion and m icro-ent repreneurship 
in Niger, Morocco, Cameroun and France. 
•Guy LAROQUE, professor of econom ics at  University College London, will j oin the 
department  as professor in 2011. He is a former editor of Econometr ica and former 
President-elect  of the Econometr ic Society. He has worked on most  public policy issues, 
in part icular m inimum wages, social security, opt im al taxat ion. 
•Philippe MARTI N,  (PhD, Georgetown University) , professor and chairman of the 
department , is a mem ber of the I nst itut  Universitaire de France. He received an ANR 
grant  for the period 2007-2010. His work focuses on internat ional macroeconom ics, t rade 
and econom ic geography. 
•Thierry MAYER,  (PhD, University of Paris) , professor, is a mem ber of the I nst itut  
Universitaire de France and received the Bronze medal of CNRS (2006) . He is scient ific 
advisor at  CEPI I , the leading French research center in internat ional econom ics. He 
received an ANR grant  for the period 2007-2010. He works in the fields of internat ional 
t rade and econom ic geography. 
•Jean-Marc ROBI N,  (PhD, University of Paris) , professor, is a Fellow of the 
Econometr ic Society and an Elected member of the council of the Econometr ic Society. 
He is, since 2007, a co- invest igator and research programme director of the ESRC Cent re 
for Microdata Methods and Pract ice, "Cem map" and received an ANR grant  on Grade 
repet it ion in 2007. His research interests are in m icroeconometr ics, labour 
m icroeconom ics, and search and m atching. 
•Et ienne WASMER,  (PhD, London School of Economics) , professor, has received an 
ANR grant  (2010)  on the evaluat ion of public policies. His expert ise is in labor econom ics, 
search theory, discr im inat ion and hum an capital. 
•Philippe WEI L,  (PhD, Harvard University) , professor, director of doctoral studies at  
Sciences Po, has published extensively in the field of macroeconomics. 
 
Four of the faculty members, more than in any other French inst itut ion, have received 

the price of the best  young French econom ist  (under 40) :  Yann Algan in 2009, Thierry Mayer 
and Et ienne Wasmer in 2006, Philippe Mart in in 2002. Two are members of the I nst itut  
Universitaire de France:  Philippe Mart in and Thierry Mayer. Jean-Marc Robin was awarded the 
prest igious Frisch Medal in 2006. Moreover, eight  are either research fellows or research 
affiliates at  the Cent re for Econom ic Policy Research (CEPR)  in London, the most  important  and 
m ost  prest igious network of econom ists in Europe. 

 
I n addit ion, three external researchers have accepted to part icipate to the project . 

•Fabien POSTEL-VI NAY, professor of econom ics at  Bristol University, will regularly visit  
the department  of econom ics in 2011. He is a CEPR research fellow and associate editor 
of Journal of Labor Econom ics, Journal of the European Econom ic Associat ion, Labour 



28 
 

Econom ics, among others. He has worked on firm ’s dynam ics, wage determ inat ion, 
unem ploym ent . 
•I oana MARI NESCU, assistant  professor at  the Harr is School of Public Policy at  the 
University of Chicago, has interests in the areas of labor and public econom ics. Her work 
focuses on the effect  of inst itut ions and policies on econom ic outcomes. She studies labor 
market  regulat ions and firms’ human resources m anagem ent  and discr im inat ion. From 
2004-2006, she visited the economics department  at  Harvard University and the Nat ional 
Bureau of Econom ic Research. She also holds a master 's degree in philosophy from  the 
Sorbonne. 
•Jérôm e ADDA is a professor of Econom ics at  the European University I nst itute 
(Florence) . He has been a visit ing Associate Professor at  the econom ics departm ent  at  
Berkeley in 2006-07. He is a member of the board for the Review of Econom ic Studies, 
an associate editor for the Am erican Econom ic Journal-Applied Econom ics,  and is on the 
panel of Econom ic Policy .  His research interests include Health Econom ics, Labor 
Econom ics and Macroeconom ics. 

Finally, Benoît  COEURÉ (Chief Econom ist , French Treasury and professor in the Econom ics 
and Public Policy Master) , author of a textbook in m acroeconom ic policy (De Boeck, in French, 
and forthcom ing in English at  Oxford University Press)  will j oin the department  in 2011 as 
Adjunct  Professor. The department  of econom ics has another Adjunct  Professor, Jean-Philippe 
COTI S (head of the French Nat ional I nst itute of Stat ist ics and Econom ic Studies)  and several 
other affiliates, such as Alain QUI NET ( I nspect ion des Finances) , Jean-Pierre LANDAU (Banque 
de France) , Jean-Pierre HANSEN (GDF-Suez and former CEO of Elect rabel and author of a 
textbook on the Econom ics of Energy published by De Boeck) , or Vivien LEVY-GARBOUA (BNP-
Paribas, a specialist  of financial regulat ion) . 

EXPLOI TATI ON OF RESULTS 

Exploitat ion of results in the field of social sciences st ill mainly concent rates on the 
circulat ion of findings among three types of publics:  the scient ific community, public decision-
makers and the general public. 

The faculty of the Department  of econom ics holds editor ial act ivit ies in important  
scient ific journals. I n part icular, Jean-Marc Robin is editor of Econometrica, Philippe Mart in of 
Econom ic Policy, and Et ienne Wasm er of Labour Econom ics. Several are associate editors in 
other academ ic journals. As recent  rankings indicate, a high prior ity is given to the publicat ion 
of research findings in the top journal of the discipline at  the internat ional level. 

I n addit ion, the faculty cont r ibutes regular ly to policy debates, either in the form  of 
commissioned reports or in advisory councils. 

The Department  is equally involved in the animat ion of events aimed at  sharing research 
findings with the general public. Among one of the most  recent  events, one may cite the 
imaginary court  case against  the financial sector, which was enacted as an academ ic 
performance in Sciences Po’s largest  lecture hall,  to discuss the implicat ion of the financial 
cr isis with pract ionners and academics in front  of a large audience. 

HI GHER EDUCATI ON 

The master Econom ics and Public Policy  (EPP) , designed to prepare the next  
generat ion of leaders to the econom ic policy-making and to the evaluat ion of public policies, 
gathers three outstanding internat ional inst itut ions:  Ecole Polytechnique (X) , Ecole Nationale 

de la Statistique et de l’Administration Economique  (ENSAE)  and Sciences Po.  
The master Econom ics and Public Policy is an econom ics-centered, mult idisciplinary 

program , designed to equip talented students with knowledge and professional skills to 
elaborate and evaluate public policies in a wide range of contexts. The program focuses on the 
econom ic analyt ical and quant itat ive tools to design and evaluate public policies, with core 
courses in m icroeconom ics, macroeconom ics, econom ic policies and econometr ics. But  it  also 
provides the necessary mult idisciplinary approaches to deal with public policy problem s with 
core courses in governance, law, management  and polit ical sciences. Finally, the master EPP 
offers professional expert ise through case workshops, elect ive coursework in specific fields of 
public econom ic policies and summer internships. 
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The PhD program  is based on an intensive 2-year coursework program (compulsory 

courses and elect ives, some in partnership with the master program  EPP) , and a 3-year 
component  with a st rong research orientat ion, in part icular with an access to research 
sem inars by field- leading researchers. We provide funding and office space to a few, highly 
selected students within the Department  or in research centers, with formal and informal 
interact ions with experienced researchers and visitors. Several courses and sem inars are 
organized, often joint ly with the master Econom ics and Public Policy. Recent  invitat ions (sept  
2009 to oct  2010)  include:  for PhD and master courses, Cyril Monnet  (Philadelphia Fed) , Yves 
Zenou (Berkeley and Stockholm  University) , Marc Melitz (Harvard Univeristy) ;  sem inars:  Gitah 
Gopinath (Harvard University) ;  Mat thew Gentkow (U. Chicago Booth School of Business) , 
Victor Rios-Rull (U. Minnesota) , John van Reenen (London School of Econom ics) ;  Roland 
Benabou (Princeton University) ;  Jacques Thisse (U. Catholique de Louvain) ;  Guido Lorenzoni 
(MI T) . 

ORGANI SATI ON 

The Department  of Econom ics is directed by Philippe Mart in with the help of a small 
adm inist rat ive staff. Departm ental m eet ings including all full professors take place weekly 
during the semester and serve to coordinate on all quest ions related to teaching, research and 
faculty hir ing.   

CENTER FOR EUROPEAN STUDI ES 

The Center for European Studies (Cent re d’études européennes, CEE)  at  Sciences Po was 
created in 2005 and recent ly benefited from  the addit ion of several high- level researchers who 
conduct  research projects both in France and at  the internat ional scale. The research team at  
the CEE is composed of 23 statutory researchers, who cam e from different  scient ific 
backgrounds:  public policy analysis, polit ical sociology, internat ional relat ions, history and law. 
I nternat ionally recognized, they developed part icular skills in policy areas (environm ent , urban 
policies, econom ic policies, etc.) , specific actors (polit ical actors, associat ions, ethnic groups, 
civil servants, etc.)  and/ or levels of analysis ( local, nat ional, European, internat ional levels) . 
I ts website can be found under www.cee.sciences-po.fr .  

RESEARCH AND I NNOVATI ON 

The CEE has reached an outstanding place within the French research landscape in the 
field of polit ical science. Since it  has recent ly been created, the CEE has not  been evaluated yet  
by the nat ional research agency AERES. However, a recent  study by Mart ial Foucault  shows 
that  the CEE is in top posit ion in the ranking established by the Social Science Citat ions I ndex, 
both in terms of quotat ions and numbers of art icles according to the number of researchers:  
the CEE is the first  French laboratory in terms of publicat ions per researcher (Foucault  2009) . 

The CEE is recognized for its expert ise in comparat ive public policy and several 
researchers have obtained individual dist inct ions for their work. The ones involved in LI EPP are 
the following:  

•Renaud DEHOUSSE, (PhD European University I nst itute) , full professor and Jean Monet  
Chair in European law, directs the CEE. He frequent ly coordinates European research 
projects within the 6 and 7PCRD and has part icipated in many working groups studying 
the reform  of European I nst itut ions set  up by the European Commission and the French 
government . 
•Florence FAUCHER, (PhD I EP Aix en Provence) , research professor, specializes on 
environmental polit ics and policies in a comparat ive perspect ive. From 2005-2007, she 
has directed the Max Kade Center for European and German Studies at  Vanderbilt  
University, Nashville. 
•Emiliano GROSSMAN, (PhD Sciences Po, MA Cambridge University) , associate research 
professor, conducts research on polit ical inst itut ions and financial regulat ion. He is the 
coordinator of an ANR project  on agenda-set t ing in France (2008-2012) , which is part  of 
an internat ional research network comparing seven count r ies on over 200 policy issues 
since WW2. 
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•Virginie GUI RAUDON, (PhD Harvard) , research professor (CNRS)  recent ly joined 
Sciences Po after posit ions at  the I EP Lille and the European University I nst itute. For her 
work on immigrat ion, non-discrim inat ion, internat ional human r ights law and European 
polit ics, she has received a CNRS Bronze medal, the Descartes-Huygens Prize and the 
Philippe Habert  Prize among others. 
•Zaki LAÏ DI , research professor, specializes on internat ional econom ic governance and 
regulat ion. A former special advisor to Pascal Lamy, then European t rade commissioner, 
Laidi has writ ten or edited twenty books on American, European and French foreign 
policies, internat ional relat ions and t rade.   
•Pierre LASCOUMES, (PhD Bordeaux, law) , research professor CNRS, has worked 
extensively in legal sociology on issues such as penal systems, polit ical corrupt ion and 
contemporary forms of cr ime (money laundering, t ransnat ional cr im inality) . Other 
interests include environmental policies and technological r isk regulat ion. He has chaired 
the sect ion 40 of the CNRS from 2004-2008 and worked on evaluat ion for the Conseil 
scient ifique de l’évaluat ion (Commissariat  général du Plan) . 
•Patr ick LE GALES, (PhD Sciences Po and Oxford University) , research professor (CNRS)  
and part  t ime visit ing chair at  King’s College London, studies urban and regional policies. 
Laureate of the CNRS Bronze medal and the Stein Rokkan Prize of the European 
Consort ium for Polit ical Research, he was the first  recipient  of the Mat tei Dogan award 
given to the best  French polit ical scient ists by the Associat ion Française de Sciences 
Polit iques in 2007. 
•Bruno PALIER, (PhD Sciences Po) , research professor (CNRS), is an expert  on welfare 
reforms in Europe current ly conduct ing projects on social investment  policies, dualisat ion, 
and the effect  of the EU on welfare reforms. He also directs a European excellence 
network, RECWOWE, involving 190 researchers from  19 universit ies. He has held 
numerous visit ing professorships in Europe and the US and is an Honorary Professor of 
Welfare State Research at  Odense University (Denmark) . 
•Paul André ROSENTAL, (PhD EHESS) , full professor in history at  Sciences Po and fellow 
at  the I nst itut  nat ional d'études dém ographiques ( I NED) , directs the research group 
ESOPP (Études SOciales et  Polit iques sur la Populat ion, la protect ion sociale et  la santé) . 
He specializes in populat ion policies, m igrat ion and occupat ional health in a t ransnat ional 
and histor ical perspect ive. He has directed three ANR projects on vulnerable populat ions 
(2008-2012) , occupat ional health (2006-2010)  and fam ily policies (2005-2009) . 
•Nicolas SAUGER, (PhD Sciences Po) , associate professor, works on polit ical com pet it ion 
and electoral polit ics. With a st rong interest  in social science methodology, in part icular 
laboratory experiments and comparat ive repeated surveys, he acts as the nat ional 
coordinator for the European Social Survey and the Comparat ive Study of Electoral 
Systems. 
•Vincent  TI BERJ, (PhD Sciences Po) , associate professor, specializes in comparat ive 
electoral behavior, social inequalit ies and immigrat ion. He has been a visit ing scholar at  
Stanford University and Oxford and coordinates the methodology t raining in the polit ical 
science and sociology PhD program s at  Sciences Po. 
•Tommaso VI TALE, (PhD Milan) , associate professor, specializes in urban sociology in 
part icular spat ial segregat ion and social service planning. He joined Sciences Po recent ly 
after teaching in Milan-Bicocca and Cent ral European University and directs the master 
“Governing the Large Metropolis”. 
 
From 2005-2010, the CEE has been able to obtain research funding from  the ANR for 

seven projects, ranging from the analysis of the agenda-set t ing process (Em iliano Grossman) , 
legislat ive procedures (Olivier Rozenberg)  or public adm inist rat ion (Pierre Lascoumes)  to 
qualitat ive m ethodology (Sophie Duchesne) . The CEE frequent ly part icipates in collaborat ive 
European research projects, in part icular the excellence networks EU-CONNEX “Connect ing 
Excellence on European Governance”  coordinated by Renaud Dehousse and RECWOWE 
“Reconciling Work and Welfare”  coordinated by Bruno Palier (FP6)  and the collaborat ive project  
“ I dent it ies and Modernit ies in Europe”  coordinated by Sophie Duchesne (FP7) . 

The study of public policies has been a cent ral research area of the CEE from the very 
beginning:  comparat ively at  the nat ional level, horizontally from  the internat ional or European 
level to member states to the local level, and historically. The diversity of profiles within the 
CEE is thus an important  cont r ibut ion for the evaluat ion of public policies. I n part icular, polit ical 
scient ists, sociologists and historians have demonst rated a real interest  in the methodological 
aspects of the evaluat ion process. I n addit ion, the CEE has a long t radit ion of studying the 
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polit ics of evaluat ion itself:  Pierre Lascoumes has published extensively on the topic and 
conducted with the professor em eritus Jean Leca a research project  on the quest ions raised by 
the concept ion and the implem entat ion of evaluat ions. Jean Leca was pract ically involved in 
evaluat ion in France, as the president  of the Conseil scient ifique d’évaluat ion ( later Conseil 
nat ional d’évaluat ion)  from  1991-1996. 

EXPLOI TATI ON OF RESULTS 

The members of CEE are regular ly called upon by nat ional and internat ional newspapers 
for their expert  opinion in their field of research (social policy, im m igrat ion, discrim inat ion, 
corrupt ion, environm ent , polit ical or ientat ions, etc.) . Moreover, the CEE cont r ibutes to the 
European network TEPSA ( “Transeuropean Policy Studies Associat ion” )  which aims at  
im proving bot tom -up knowledge t ransfers between pract it ioners of the European Union and 
researchers of this topic. Within this framework, CEE researchers often part icipate in different  
conferences and sem inars with European civil servants or European associat ions. 

Furthermore, CEE members are also individually solicited by further educat ion programs 
of Sciences Po. These exchanges with execut ives of public policy (housing, health, security...)  
allow both researchers and pract it ioners to discuss their  points of view. 

Moreover, European research projects consider dissem inat ion as an im portant  part  of the 
research process. For example, the European Network of Excellence RECWOWE conducted by 
Bruno Palier organizes several act ivit ies aimed at  t ransferr ing academ ic knowledge and policy 
evaluat ion to the policy com m unit ies. Every three m onths, RECWOWE organizes one sem inar 
in Brussels where research on social policies is presented to the relevant  audience (more than 
100 part icipants in the last  conference on "Employm ent  and poverty:  the role of social partners 
in the fight  against  poverty and social exclusion" 15 nat ional exchange meet ings have been 
organized, and execut ive sem inars are regular ly organized. I n January 2010, RECWOWE 
organized in Sciences Po a specific sem inar on the analysis and evaluat ion of pension reforms, 
gathering some of the most  renowned internat ional experts on pension policies. Dedicated to 
European high- level civil- servants, unionists and polit icians, this execut ive sem inar gathered 
32 part icipants from  14 count r ies. 

HI GHER EDUCATI ON 

Researchers from the CEE are act ively involved in different  teaching programs 
specializing on public affairs at  Sciences Po from  the under-graduate to the post-graduate 
level. Whenever indicated, they may even serve as scient ific coordinator of a part icular t rack. 

•Master in European Affairs (directed by Renaud Dehousse and Em iliano Grossman)  

•Master of Public Affairs 

•Master Governing the Large Metropolis (directed by Tommaso Vitale)  

•Master in Regional and Urban St rategies (directed by Pat rick Le Galès)  

•Within the PhD program in polit ical science, the specializat ion in sociology and public 
policy (directed by Florence Haegel) . 

Moreover, the researchers also take an act ive part  in the m ethods t raining (Advanced 
Course in Methods for Social Sciences, PaMSS)  organized at  Sciences Po by Vincent  Tiberj . 

Several of these programs propose joint  degrees with partner universit ies:  
•Joint  Master degree in European affairs between the London School of Econom ic and 
Polit ical Sciences and Sciences Po, directed by Cornelia Woll 

•Joint  Master degree in Urban Policies between the London School of Econom ic and 
Polit ical Sciences and Sciences Po, directed by Pat r ick le Galès 

•Joint  Master degree between Bocconi University, Milan, and Sciences Po, directed by 
Pat r ick Le Galès 

I n addit ion, the CEE part icipates in two educat ion programs offered in internat ional 
cooperat ive networks:  
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•I t  is a full partner within the I nit ial Training Network (Marie-Curie act ions)  “ INCOOP – 
dynam ics of I Nst itut ional COOPerat ion in the European Union”  coordinated by Maast r icht  
University 

•The CEE takes part  on the behalf of Science Po to the consort ium  Eurom aster and 
TransAt lant ic Master (9 universit ies) , which graduates internat ional students in European 
studies 

ORGANI ZATI ON 

The CEE is directed by Renaud Dehousse. I ts board is called together every month:  it  
counts one elected member for every category of employees of the laboratory (adm inist rat ive 
team , researchers from FNSP and CNRS, PhD candidates and assistant  researchers) , as well as 
the secretary general. An “enlarged board”  moreover br ings together all the researchers of the 
center and four external m em bers. The enlarged board meets once a year as a general 
assembly to which all members of the laboratory are invited. 

The research is organized around three axes:  the first  analyses the link between polit ics 
and policies. The second focuses on the development  of the European Union and its impact . 
The third finally, comprises research about  methodology in invest igat ion and surveys. Every 
axis assembles several research projects of researchers, PhD candidates, post-PhD and 
assistant  researchers. Every research program organizes its scient ific events (work m eet ing, 
sem inars, workshops) . Two sem inars shared by all CEE members allow for discussion and 
exchange between the axes:  there is on the one hand a “general sem inar”  that  invites 
researchers and guests to present  their research, and on the other hand a sem inar that  
especially focuses on young researchers and their t raining for research. 

CENTRE DE SOCI OLOGI E DES ORGANI SATI ONS 

Founded in 1960 by Michel Crozier, the Cent re de Sociologie des Organisat ions (CSO)  was 
known init ially for it s work on the French state and public adm inist rat ion, but  it  quickly 
broadened its research to include all public and private sectors. I n 2001, it  became a joint  
program of Sciences Po and the CNRS (Unité m ixte, UMR 7116) . Today, it  is a social sciences 
laboratory, a place where original ideas are born concerning public/ pr ivate regulat ion of m arket  
and non-m arket  act ivit ies, based on research about  organizat ions, m arkets, and professional 
groups. The CSO’s website can be found here:  www.cso.edu .  

RESEARCH AND I NNOVATI ON 

The prim ary focus of the CSO is on the sociology of organizat ions, which exam ines 
agents and their behavior to understand how different  forms of cooperat ion are established. I n 
addit ion, research explores quest ions in econom ic sociology and the sociology of public act ions. 
Current ly, the CSO organizes its research into five themat ic poles that  address essent ial issues 
such as r isk governance, higher educat ion and research policies, healthcare and pract ices, 
sustainable development , the evolut ion of firm s, or changes in the government . Every pole is 
involved in comparat ive studies and internat ional networks. 

Bringing together 18 full- t im e researchers and professors, from various disciplines 
(sociology, polit ical science and history) , most  of them widely renowned for their work, and 
some thir ty PhD students, the CSO has been graded A+  by the AERES in 2008. Three of the 
eleven CNRS researchers of the CSO have been awarded a “pr ime d’excellence du CNRS”. 

The analysis and evaluat ion of public policy has always been at  the heart  of CSO’s act ivity 
with the groundbreaking work of Michel Crozier, Erhard Friedberg, Catherine Grém ion, Pierre 
Grém ion, Jean-Claude Thoenig and Jean-Pierre Worm s. The researchers who will be 
cont r ibut ing to the LIEPP have been recognized for their research in their respect ive topics:  

•Jérôme AUST, associate research professor (FNSP) , works on public policy for higher 
educat ion and research. I n 2010, he has been awarded a grant  for young researchers by 
ANR for his project  « Go Science ». 
•Daniel BENAMOUZI G, associate research professor (CNRS) , is a health expert  and 
part icularly interested in econom ics of health and inst itut ional governance. He is a 
member of the Department  of Polit ical Sciences of the University of Oxford within the 
fram ework of the OXPO project  (Oxford-Sciences Po) . Scient ific expert  for the health 
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sector, he is a member of the commission for econom ic evaluat ion of public health for the 
Haute Autorité de Sante (HAS) . 
•Henri BERGERON, chargé de recherche CNRS, has been the deputy scient ific coordinator 
of the European Observatory for Drugs and Drug Addict ion, which is a EU agency. He 
pursues current ly his research on health policy and the t ransform at ions of m edical 
pract ices through the study of different  topics :  illegal drug use, alcohol, obesity, medical 
research, public health. 
•Pat r ick CASTEL, associate research professor (FNSP), works on the rat ionalizat ion of 
medical work and public act ion in the health sector. He studies especially the policies 
about  cancer and obesity prevent ion, financed by inst itut ions like the ANR for his project  
« Policies for the prevent ion of obesity » (2008-2012)  
•Dider DEMAZI ERE, research professor (CNRS) , works on unem ploym ent , through the 
study of direct  experience and individual biographies, on the t ransform at ions of worklife 
and on the dynam ics of workers of a sam e field. I n 2010, he received a grant  from  ANR 
for his project  called PRELAT. 
•Sophie DUBUI SSON-QUELLIER, research professor (CNRS), specialist  in econom ic 
sociology, works on the development  of potent ial for com m on act ion of consumers and 
how firm s, professionals, but  also social movements and the state cont r ibute to this 
potent ial.  She has coordinated an ANR project  on agriculture and sustainable 
developm ent  (2005-2008)  and consum pt ion behavior (2009-2012)  and part icipated in 
several studies for inst itut ions like the Minist ry of Agriculture or France Télécom. 
•Pierre FRANCOI S, research professor (CNRS)  at  Sciences Po and professor at  Ecole 
Polytechnique, specializes in econom ic sociology, with a part icular interest  in culture and 
art  m arkets. 
•Jean-Noël JOUZEL, associate research professor (CNRS) , works on environm ent  and 
health, especially on the cont rol of toxic substances circulat ing in the environment  and 
the recognit ion of diseases they can provoke. He has worked on pest icides and nano-
part icles and part icipates in the project  “ I ndex, the independence of experts and its 
problems”, financed by the ANR (2010-2013) . 
•Claire LEMERCI ER, associate research professor (CNRS) , studies the history of econom ic 
inst itut ions, in part icular the part icipat ion of civil society and the rules of econom ic 
conflict  resolut ion. She part icipates in the ANR project  PAECE-CEPEL on ecological 
analysis of voter behavior (2009-2010)  and the ANR project  I RENE on internat ional 
peace professionals start ing in 2011. I n 2008, she has been awarded the bronze medal of 
the CNRS. 
•Emmanuelle MARCHAL, associate research professor (CNRS) , develops a sociology of 
employment  markets with a special focus on the analysis of recruitm ent  processes. Her 
work, quant itat ive as well as qualitat ive, emphasizes the aspects that  ensure the 
stability, t rust  and equipm ent  necessary for this market ’s funct ioning. She has 
part icipated in several projects of public policy evaluat ion, among others on the 
m odernizat ion of public adm inist rat ion ( for the Com m issariat  Général au Plan)  and on the 
methodology of competence evaluat ion ( for Pôle Em ploi) . 
•Christ ine MUSSELI N, research professor (CNRS)  and director of the CSO, is part  of an 
internat ional research program  on higher educat ion and research system s. She 
part icularly focuses on university governance, on higher educat ion and research policies, 
on the relat ionship between universit ies and public authorit ies and on the academ ic job 
market . She coordinates a research program financed by the ANR on the t ransform at ion 
of academ ic careers in France. She regularly works for French and Germ an public 
authorit ies, for example as a m em ber of the Wissenschaftsrat  (scient ific board)  of the 
Exzellenzinit iat ive. She benefited from a mobility grant  from the DAAD and has been 
Fulbright  and Harvard fellow. 
•Michael STORPER (PhD, Economic Geography, University of California, Berkeley) , is 
professor at  Sciences Po, UCLA and London School of Econom ics, and current ly serves as 
academ ic director of the Master of Public Affairs at  Sciences Po. He is the author of more 
than 65 peer- reviewed academ ic art icles and ten books on regional developm ent , urban 
policies, globalizat ion and econom ic governance. Doctor Honoris Causa at  the University 
of Ut recht  since 2008, he has been called “one of the two m ost  influent ial econom ic 
geographers in the world today”  in a recent  art icle published in Papers in Regional 

Science and for a ten-year period he was the most  cited faculty member of all 
departm ents of planning and urbanism  in the United States. 
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EXPLOI TATI ON OF RESULTS 

Exploring contemporary social developments, the CSO is int imately linked to the social 
world that  surrounds it .  I t s research poles are driven by intellectual enquiry, but  are always 
expressed in a way that  resonates with the reality of its social environment  ( food security, 
corporate governance in the context  of globalizat ion, corporate social responsibility, university 
governance, or new m edical pract ices) . 

Relying st rongly on empir ical research, the CSO is concerned with the dissem inat ion of its 
research not  only in the internat ional scient ific community, but  also for the interested social 
actors such as pract it ioners, students, journalists or polit ical decision-makers. As a result , the 
CSO frequent ly answers calls for projects from  diverse public and private inst itut ions:  the 
European Union, the French Research Agency (ANR) , m inist r ies, local governments, private 
com panies, foundat ions and associat ions. 

Over t ime, the researchers of the CSO have been able to develop st rong and stable 
relat ionships with the stakeholders of sectors concerned with their research. These interact ions 
have proven the pract ical use of sociological knowledge and made it  possible to t ransfer that  
knowledge into concrete policy proposals. 

The concern for such interact ion is at  the heart  of m ost  of the research conducted in the 
research center. I t  leads to a progressive development  of linkages between research act ivity 
and policy evaluat ion, between educat ion and intervent ion. The CSO benefits of synergies 
between these facets of their  act ivity:  studies conducted for a “client ”  can lead to longer 
research, a course given to professionals can give bir th to studies, research can be used for 
expert  advice and consult ing. Just  to nam e a few, we could cite following examples over the 
last  years:  

•The research on mobile phone t ransm ission antennas has provoked intervent ions at  the 
World Health Organizat ion and the Joint  Research Center of the European Com m ission. 
•A study on the establishment  of the « licence/ master/ doctorat  » system in three French 
universit ies, financed by the ESEN (Ecole Supérieure de l’Educat ion Nat ionale)  and 
Sciences Po has led to several courses given by CSO researchers at  the ESEN. 
•Research on the modalit ies of consumpt ion decision-making have provoked a close 
cooperat ion between the CSO and the Cent re technique interprofessionnel des fruits et  
legumes, as well as the part icipat ion in an except ional sem inar organized by the Minist ry 
of Agriculture. 

I n this sense, the promot ion of the scient ific knowledge is also an essent ial part  of the 
researchers at  CSO. 

HI GHER EDUCATI ON 

Researchers from the CSO are act ively involved in teaching programs of the post-graduate 
level, most ly in Sciences Po. Their act ivity is especially strong in the two first  years (M1 and M2) of 
Sciences Po’s PhD program. 

The CSO supervises the work of some thirty PhD candidates who benefit  of a very 
except ional framework:  only PhD candidates with a scholarship or other grant for three years are 
accepted and all of them obtain a personal working space at the CSO in order to be as closely as 
possible integrated into the everyday life of the researchers. The PhD candidates therefore 
part icipate act ively in the laboratory’s research which often provides them with key advantages in 
their further academic or non-academic career. 

For further informat ion on courses taught by individual researchers, please refer to the CVs 
in the annex. 

ORGANI ZATI ON 

The laboratory is headed by Christ ine Musselin, since 2007, who holds regular meet ings with 
the laboratory council. The general assembly of the laboratory is brought together twice per year. 

Moreover, the CSO follows a matrix organizat ion. There are five broad research programs. 
Every one of them develops its research act ivity in coordinat ion with the others. These act ivit ies 
mobilize researchers, PhD candidates and post-doctorates and are financed by research contracts 
(ANR, PCRD…). 

Parallel to this program structure, the CSO makes sure to support  common space for 
discussion, exchange and transversal reflect ion of all research programs. The most important 
device to ensure this exchange is the weekly PhD seminar where CSO’s members discuss their 
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work with each other ( researchers, professors, PhD candidates, post-PhD), as well as with other 
French and internat ional colleagues. 

OBSERVATOI RE SOCI OLOGI QUE DU CHANGEMENT 

Founded in 1988 by Henri Mendras, the Observatoire sociologique du changement (OSC) is a 
mixed research unit  between Sciences Po and the CNRS (UMR 7049). The center assembles a 
team of 11 permanent researchers (of which two emeritus professors), 14 associate researchers, 
31 PhD candidates and 7 research support employees. 

The OSC builds numerous partnerships with French and foreign inst itut ions as part  of the 
internat ional development of doctoral programs in sociology. I t  is part  of the European Consort ium 
for Sociological Research (ECSR). Over the past twenty years, it  has accumulated considerable 
expert ise in the concept ion and execut ion of large quant itat ive research projects and surveys, and 
part icipates in the organizat ion of internat ional invest igat ion programs through various 
internat ional research networks. Among the indicators the OSC has helped to develop, one may 
cite the following:  

•poverty and social exclusion (Survey on I ncome and Living condit ions, EU-SI LC)  
•social cohesion, values (European Value Survey, European Social Survey, I nternat ional 
Survey Programme)  
•perform ance of students (OECD Program m e for I nternat ional Student  Assessm ent , 
PI SA) . 

The OSC’s website can be found here:  ht tp: / / osc.sciences-po.fr / index.htm

RESEARCH AND I NNOVATI ON 

I n 2008, the OSC has been graded A+  by the AERES. Under the direct ion of Alain Chenu, 
the OSC current ly studies dynam ics of contem porary societ ies from  a com parat ive point  of 
view around following four axes:  

•Social st rat ificat ion and intergenerat ional relat ions 
•Spat ial aspects of social inequalit ies 
•Lifestyles, socializat ion and deviant  behavior 
•Educat ional polit ics and dynam ics 
 
The quant itat ive and qualitat ive m ethods used focus on different  scales of observat ion:  

local, regional, nat ional and internat ional. Within each of the four axes cited above, research at  
OSC is organized as follows:  

 
1. Social st rat ificat ion and intergenerat ional relat ions 

This research axis, directed by Louis Chauvel, full professor in sociology, is a cent ral part  
of the developm ent  project  of the OSC. There are two main topics:  One topic is the 
st rat ificat ion of society. This part  describes and exam ines the reasons of t ransform at ions in 
social hierarchy. The work of the OSC on social st rat ificat ion focuses especially on 
mult idim ensional t ransformat ions of the hierarchies (salar ies, revenues, prest ige, act ivity, 
educat ion, wealth, etc.)  linked to changes in employment  relat ionships and more generally 
models of social welfare state since the 1960’s. The second topic focuses on the percept ion and 
experience of age cohorts. I t  analyses t ransform at ions of the typical lifet ime-cycle and the 
result ing changes in intergenerat ional equilibr ia. The research on intergenerat ional relat ions 
covers, on the one hand, relat ionships between generat ions of a fam ily and, on the other hand, 
relat ionships between dem ographic generat ions, i.e. age groups born in the same year. Recent  
internat ional comparisons raise quest ions about  the French specificity which is the social 
relegat ion of new adult  generat ions.  Obviously, this axis is linked to the others, as urban, 
educat ional or lifestyle issues have a st rong impact  on social st rat ificat ion and 
intergenerat ional relat ions. 

 

2. Spat ial t ranslat ion of inequalit ies 

Directed by Marco Obert i,  full professor, this research axis focuses on spat ial dynam ics, 
on class issues and inequalit ies in urban environm ent . The different  research st rands of this 
axis all concent rate on both, the spat ial,  especially urban, consequences of all forms of social 
st rat ificat ion and inequality as well as the impact  of spat ial configurat ions on social relat ions. 
Several programs direct ly t reat  this mat ter:  
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•social, ethnic and educat ional segregat ion in France, 
•socializat ion of young residents of poor dist r icts, 
•r iots and protests in popular dist r icts, 
•urban upper-class:  local affiliat ion, ident ity, mobility, 
•liv ing together in heterogeneous m iddle class dist r icts, 
•segregat ion, inequalit ies and discrim inat ion:  urban and educat ional experience of young 
residents of the suburbs. 
 
I t  is characterist ic for OSC to t reat  these quest ions with respect  to three fundam ental 

aspects:  considering all different  urban configurat ions, combining quant itat ive and qualitat ive 
approaches on different  terr itor ial scales, and using internat ional comparisons. 

 
3. Lifestyles, socializat ion and deviant  behavior 

Directed by Hugues Lagrange, research professor, this axis of research takes interest  in 
the diversity of lifestyles in a modern society and the effect  of rules and norm s on this 
different iat ion. A special interest  is taken in in the socializat ion and the integrat ion of 
imm igrant  fam ilies. 

To nam e just  one of the research projects pursued in this axes, there has been the 

European project  CRI MPREV assessing deviance, cr im e and prevent ion in Europe (6
th

 PCRD 
2006-2009)  that  aimed at  comparing percept ions of cr ime and deviant  behavior as well as 
studying the consequences on cr ime prevent ion policies. 

 
4. Educat ional polit ics and dynam ics 

This axis is directed by Agnes van Zanten, research professor. The researchers of this 
axis are interested in the current  t ransformat ions of the educat ion system  and educat ional 
policy. They study the growing influence of agents who were form erly exter ior to the 
educat ional system, the growing use of scient ific knowledge and of new means of mobilizat ion 
and evaluat ion. They also take interest  in dynam ics that  could be t r iggered by nat ional or local 
educat ional policies between schools as well as within schools between directors, teachers and 
students. A third orientat ion focuses on individual and collect ive effects of organizat ional 
aspects of schools and educat ional policy, both from an inst rumental perspect ive – the 
performance of diplom a in terms of job chances and social mobility – as well as from  a social 
perspect ive, i.e. the impact  on social cohesion. 

Several research programs are linked to this axis:  
•The European project  (6e PCRD, 2006-2011)  “Know&Pol”  on “ the place of knowledge in 
the form ulat ion and regulat ion of health and educat ion policy in Europe :  convergence 
and sectoral/ nat ional specificity”  (A. van Zanten)  
•The ANR project  (program m e Blanc, 2006-2009)  “Educ-élites” :  “Educat ion and the 
format ion of elites in secondary and university educat ion in France:  cont inuity and new 
form s of social and internat ional openness”  (A. van Zanten)  
•The ANR project  “Educat ion and social cohesion”  (M. Duru-Bellat )  
•Studies on effects of the French « carte scolaire » (current  model of grant ing school 
places to French pupils)  for the Minist ry of Educat ion (M. Obert i,  A. van Zanten)  
 

The OSC researchers involved in LI EPP are the following:  
•Louis CHAUVEL, full professor and director of the Ph.D. program in sociology, work on 
the consequences of age cohorts on econom ic growth and welfare regimes. His work has 
been crucial for understanding how inst ruments such as job t raining or em ploym ent  
policies allow responding to or worsen intergenerat ional inequalit ies. He is a member of 
the I nternat ional Social Survey Program  ( I SSP)  and general secretary of the European 
Sociology Associat ion. 
•Alain CHENU, full professor of sociology, is the director of the OSC. He has studied the 
changes in the division of domest ic and paid work, and in gender roles. His current  
research project  focuses on the agenda set t ing funct ion of mass media. He has served as 
president  of the sociology and demography sect ion of the French university council 
(1995-1999)  and as president  of the evaluat ion commission of the I nst itut  nat ional 
d’études dém ographiques, I NED (2001-2005) . 
•Philippe COULANGEON, associate research professor (CNRS) , works on cultural 
part icipat ion as a form  of social inequalit ies and on the job market  of cultural and art ist ic 
professions. He has part icipated in the 2008 nat ional survey on cultural part icipat ion for 
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the French Minist ry of Culture. He is current ly exploring a new research area relat ing to 
the sociology of carbon footprints of lifestyles, in the domains of t ransport , food and 
housing. 
•Marie DURU-BELLAT, full professor and a sociologist  of educat ion, has published 10 
books and about  75 peer- reviewed art icles. She has been a member of the Haut  Conseil 
pour l’évaluat ion de l’école, and has part icipated in numerous consult ing act ivit ies on 
educat ional issues and reforms. She has been elected as a “Consultant  Fellow”  of the 
I I PE ( I nternat ional I nst itute for Educat ional Planning, Unesco) . 
•Hugues LAGRANGE, research professor (CNRS) , works on the sociology of m orals in 
fields such as sexual behavior in the context  of HI V, youth cr im inality and drug use. 
Recent  research focuses on adolescents from  im m igrat ion backgrounds and he has 
part icipated in the project  TeO (Trajectoires et  Origines) , a large survey on immigrat ion 
and discrim iniat ion in France, and CRI MPREV, a comparat ive study of cr ime percept ion. 
•Laurent  LESNARD, associate research professor (CNRS), directs the Center for Socio-
Polit ical Data (CDSP) . Specializing in quant itat ive research methods, sociology of t ime, 
fam ily and employment  issues, he is an affiliate at  CREST ( I NSEE)  and the Center for 
Time Use Research at  Oxford University. He is a member of the Quality Label Commit tee, 
in charge of assessing the stat ist ical quality of quest ionnaire surveys, of the French 
Nat ional Council for Stat ist ical I nformat ion. 
•Marco OBERTI , full professor and head of the sociology departement , studies urban 
policies and their impact  on the relat ion between social groups. The analysis of terr itor ial 
inequalit ies is cent ral to his study of urban polit ics and the product ion of segregat ion. 
•Mirna SAFI , associate research professor, works on immigrat ion, imm igrants’ integrat ion 
and ethnic and racial inequalit ies. She is member of TeO (Trajectoires et  Origines) , 
recent ly part icipated in the “Com ité pour la mesure de la diversité et  l’évaluat ion des 
discr im inat ions”  (COMEDD)  and thus cont r ibuted to the debate on the improvem ent  of 
public stat ist ics and discrim inat ion research in France. 
•Agnès VAN ZANTEN, research professor (CNRS) , focuses on inequalit ies, segregat ion 
and posit ive discr im inat ion in educat ion, school choice and organizat ion and educat ional 
policies. She is frequent ly consulted by polit ical bodies (Minist ry of educat ion, General 
inspectorate, Cour des com ptes, Sénat , Assem blée nat ionale, regional assemblies, 
m unicipalit ies)  and by teacher unions and parents’ associat ions. 

EXPLOI TATI ON OF RESULTS 

The work of OSC’s researchers cont r ibutes clar ity to public debates on quest ions of 
educat ion, culture, society and urban environment . They are largely picked up in the media:  
an annual press review presents a select ion of art icles published by OSC researchers in 
nat ional and internat ional newslet ters. 

To nam e just  a few recent  works that  have influence public debates in France:  
Louis Chauvel:  Les classes moyennes à la dérive (2006)  
Philippe Coulangeon:  Sociologie des prat iques culturelles (2005)  
Marie Duru-Bellat :  Les sociétés et  leur école (avec F. Dubet  et  A. Vérétout )  2010;  Le m érite 
cont re la just ice (2010) ;  Sociologie du système éducat if. Les inégalités scolaires, dir. avec 
Agnès van Zanten (2009) . 
Nicolas Herpin:  Sociologie de la consom m at ion (2005)  
Hugues Lagrange:  Le déni des cultures (2010)  ;  L’épreuve des inégalités (2006)  
Laurent  Lesnard:  la fam ille désart iculée :  les cont raintes de l’emploi du temps (2009)  
Marco Obert i:  L’école dans la ville.  Ségrégat ion, m ixité, carte scolaire (2007)  ;  avec Hugues 
Lagrange (dir.) :  Em eutes urbaines et  protestat ions. Une singularité française (2006)  
Agnès van Zanten:  Choisir  son école. St ratégies fam iliales et  médiat ions locales (2009) ;  
Dict ionnaire de l’éducat ion (2008) ;  La carte scolaire (second edit ion 2010) . 

HI GHER EDUCATI ON 

The OSC is st rongly involved in educat ion act ivit ies and supervision of PhD candidates at  
Sciences Po, especially within the PhD program in sociology directed by Louis Chauvel, full 
professor. The professors and researchers affiliated to OSC provide advanced courses 
(sociology of culture, of educat ion, of lifestyles, of social st rat ificat ion, of the city)  as well as 
m ethodological courses and general courses ( int roduct ion to sociology, contem porary 
sociology) . M. Obert i and E. Préteceille part icipate in the master Terr itor ial and urban 
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st rategies (urban planning) , M. Duru-Bellat  cont r ibutes to the courses about  gender studies of 
the Presage program . 

The PhD students are closely linked to all work of the OSC:  act ively involved in the 
debates inside the center, they are t rained for research through pract ical research. All of them  
are financed and benefit  from  a close supervision. 

ORGANI SATI ON 

A team of seven employees is responsible for logist ic and adm inist rat ive support  of the 
researchers. They ensure the com m unicat ion and circulat ion of the research and part icipate in 
m any projects thanks to their technical knowledge and their capacit ies of data analysis and 
stat ist ics. The annual allocat ion of budgets stemming from  own resources are managed by the 
laboratory, in collaborat ion with the financial services of Sciences Po and the CNRS. 

EXI STI NG COLLABORATI ONS 

Since all four research units belong to Sciences Po Paris, cooperat ion has been frequent , 
but  has t radit ionally taken the form  sporadic of joint  projects init iated by individual 
researchers, m ost  often from sim ilar disciplines, and some parallel teaching efforts. System at ic 
at tem pts to undertake research and st ructure educat ional program s beyond the lim its of 
disciplines and research cent res has only begun recent ly at  Sciences Po, m ost  notably in 2008 
with the curr iculum reform  init iated by the dean of studies (Hervé Crès) , and with the research 
reform  launched by the dean of research (Bruno Latour) . LI EPP is a logical extension of these 
two init iat ives, as it  starts from  the prem ise that  comprehensive educat ion and research has to 
go beyond disciplinary boundaries, while at  the same t ime providing space for excellence 
within each speciality. This implies invest ing heavily in human resources, most  notably by 
at t ract ing the most  excellent  candidates for faculty posit ions in each field, but  also st ructur ing 
joint  research efforts around the most  relevant  quest ions of our t imes. 

The cooperat ion within LI EPP would thus provide a very novel approach to policy 
analysis, as it  forces experts from each field to constant ly confront  findings in related fields. 
This has not  been achieved in the past  in France, even in an interdisciplinary environment  such 
as Sciences Po. I t  is also quite rare at  the European and internat ional level, which means that  
LI EPP could quickly becom e a reference in policy evaluat ion. 

By bringing together units which are all excellent  in their individual fields, LI EPP will 
furthermore become a bridge for research networks that  have not  been t ied together in the 
past  as a result  of disciplinary specializat ion. The Departm ent  of Econom ics’ exist ing 
partnership with the Ecole Polytechnique and ENSAE, m ost  notably around the Master 
Econom ics of Public Policy, but  also its t ies with Paris 1 and the I nst itute for Fiscal Studies, 
which has becom e the m ajor reference for policy evaluat ion in the UK, can be exploited fully 
for the associat ion of econom ists who which to part icipate in individual evaluat ion projects. 

I n polit ical science and sociology, the CEE and the CSO have extensive t ies with public 
policy specialists at  universit ies such as Harvard, Northwestern, Columbia, Oxford or the Max 
Planck Society in Germany. I n the field of econom ic sociology and polit ical economy, these 
inst itut ions have even founded a joint  summer school and regular ly exchange researchers and 
doctoral studies on policy- related socio-econom ic issues. Joint  Ph.D. program s exist  between 
Sciences Po and Northwestern, Columbia and the I nternat ional Max Planck Research School in 
Cologne. The regular and frequent  exchanges with researchers within these networks will 
necessarily inform  the policy analysis undertaken in LI EPP and will make the exchange or 
affiliat ion with American, Brit ish and German scholars very easy. Within LI EPP, this could be 
done direct ly in exchange with econom ists, which have so far been underrepresented in these 
internat ional networks, even on crucial topics such as financial regulat ion. The interdisciplinary 
cooperat ion within Sciences Po would thus help to make even exist ing arrangement  all the 
more at t ract ive in the internat ional landscape. 

Several of our sociologists and econom ists are affiliated with the Centre de recherche en 
économ ie et  stat ist ique (CREST/ INSEE)  and a num ber of others m aintain st rong t ies with the 
Ecole des Hautes Etudes en Sciences Sociales (EHESS) . Paul-André Rosental, histor ian at  the 
CEE, in part icular maintains close links through the direct ion of the interdisciplinary research 
group “Études Sociales et  Polit iques des Populat ions, de la protect ion sociale et  de la santé”  
(ESOPP)  at  the EHESS. Public policy experts working within these research networks could thus 
easily be affiliated with the work of LI EPP to m ake the best  possible use of exist ing expert ise in 
our partner universit ies and research networks. Facilitat ing the exchange and integrat ion of 
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researchers from  very different  disciplinary backgrounds, but  at  the highest  level of academ ic 
excellence, would thus make LI EPP a pivotal point  in the internat ional research on policy 
evaluat ion. 

At  the nat ional level, we plan to extend exist ing interdisciplinary cooperat ion with partner 
inst itut ions, both inside the PRES Sorbonne Paris Cité – m ost  notably around health- related 
issues – and beyond. I n part icular, som e contacts have been taken with Didier Tabuteau, in 
charge of the Labex Health Policies, as well as with Françoise Benham ou, in charge of the 
cultural policies (acronym CHECK) .   
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