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Overall theme: The land market 

Question 1: (25%) 

- Please outline briefly the theoretical pros and cons of re-distributional land policies/reforms?  

- Describe how the mechanisms of re-distributional land reforms are normally (best practice) tested 

in the literature.  

 

Question 2: (50%) 

Answer the questions below using the Besley & Burgess (2000) dataset (you are allowed to use the tutorials 

when needed). Besley & Burgess (2000) uses a measure of cumulative land reforms to test the impact of 

land reform on poverty elimination.  

- Briefly describe the empirical strategy in Besley & Burgess (2000) and comment on whether you 

find that their empirical strategy convincing? Please comment on their cumulative land reform 

measure as you go through the empirical strategy. 

- Comment on the economic magnitude of the effects found in the study? How robust are results to 

changes in the assumption about the timing of the cumulative land reform measures? Is the 

assumption reasonable? 

- Governments who implement land reforms could also be more generous in their re-distributional 

policies compared to governments who do not implement land reforms. How could this confound 

the analysis? How would you test whether this is driving the results? Comment on what you find 

using the data at hand? 

- How and why do Besley & Burgess (2000) argue that land reforms have not had an influence on 

land redistribution? How would you test this yourself?  

- Given the combined evidence in Besley & Burgess (2000) and your own analysis what are your 

thoughts on the effectiveness and efficiency of land reforms in India? 

 

Question 3: (25%) 

- Write a short policy note (recommendation) for a developing country leader wishing to combat 

high rates of extreme poverty among landless tenants and wage-employed agricultural workers. In 

your recommendation you should include empirical evidence of efficiency and equity effects. As 

the recommendations are made, briefly discuss if previous land policy reforms generally have been 

considered a success and discuss why/why not? 


