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Abstract: Should be a single-spaced discussion of your paper. It should be approximately 100 – 250 words. It should state what you are examining, why, and how, and finally what your results show. Pay attention to the abstracts for the papers you are reading for your literature review, use them as models. (At this point you can write “I find ...” because you won't have any results yet).

(new page)

I. Introduction 

What is your research question?

Why is this question interesting? Who might be interested in the answer? Why? Has there been policy debate over the issue? Is it something people often misunderstand?

Your background reading from Lexus-Nexus (news articles), Congressional Hearings, etc. should be used here.

 

This section will be approximately 2 - 4 pages.
 

II. Literature Review

Your literature readings should be from professional economic journals (possibly found through EconLit or Jstor).

Take time with the organization of your literature review. It is not necessarily appropriate to start with the oldest articles and end with the most recent ones. The papers should tie into each other. That is, “Schmitt (2002) focuses on… but Mylander (2004) builds off Schmitt (2002) introducing asymmetric information.”  It is also good to add how this paper helps/differs/is similar to the work you are doing. That is, how is this paper relevant to your work? If it isn’t, drop it.

How has this issue been addressed in other professional research articles?  Be specific here, go into detail about how others have represented the issue, discuss the good points and the shortcomings of their work. Specifically state the author’s data sources (years, etc.) and data techniques. Often, time periods or econometric techniques are how these papers differ. Then, discuss how you will either extend a study that has been done or update a study.  Again, be very specific and inform the reader how your work is an improvement over other studies.  

Again – the format for the literature review is Mylander (2003) examines…, while Schmitt (2002) finds … (DO NOT include the title of the article). If the article contains two authors, then the format is Mylander and Schmitt (2004) find …, while if there are three or more authors, the format is Mylander et al (2004). Be sure to list all of the authors in the reference section. That is, do not have Mylander et al in the reference section. 

 

THERE SHOULD NOT BE FOOTNOTES WITH REFERENCES; follow the professional literature, this is not a reference paper but an original piece of research.

Finally, while it is “better” for you to state the author’s findings in your OWN WORDS, if you must include a direct quote, do so properly (including as a footnote the page number – DO NOT include the title or page number within the text).

At this point, you should have at LEAST 7 professional references; from 1 paragraph to 2 pages per paper (unless you are working directly off one paper, then your review can be a little longer). You should be adapting the review from last semester.
 

III. Data and Methods (or some title similar)

 What are your data? Where did you collect it (describe in detail so another person could collect your data and replicate your study)? Why are you using this data (if they are proxies - defend why this is the best proxy)? 

 

What is your regression equation? What do you expect the signs of your coefficients to be? and why? (justify with existing literature)? Formally state your null and alternative hypotheses.

 

At this point, this section will probably be the section you hand in that is the most "work in progress". 
 

IV. Results

 

What does your regression/data analysis tell you? Compare back to what is found 

in the literature (did other authors find similar? Why? did they find contradicting 

results? Why? – do you have similar data/time periods/regressions, etc.?

What do your preliminary regression results show? What else do you plan to analyze? 
How?

V. Conclusions
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(new page) Table 1 (a new page for each table; tables numbered) NOTE: do NOT just attach SPSS, STATA, EXCEL files - ALL tables you should recreate and present only relevant information.

 

(new page) Figure 1 (a new page for each figure; figures numbered)

 

(new page) Appendices (any thing special)

 

