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Table 5
Rent Prices across Consumption Quintiles in Kibera
(rent per month)

1st quintile 2nd quintile 3rd quintile

4th quintile 5th quintile

Area rented per capita 5.3 7.9 10.9
(square meters)

Rent per capita 310.9 435.2 488.6
(Kenyan shillings)

Rent per square meter 117.6 107.5 96.8

(Kenyan shillings)

14.1 159
666.0 1121.4
109.5 127.0

Source: Data from Marx, Stoker, and Suri (2013).

Notes: We trim the top 1 percent of the data for rents and area rented. The exchange rate was §1 = 85
Kenyan shillings. When looking at rents per capita in these data, it is hard to account for economies of
scale in housing. Part of housing is a public good to the members of a household, and these rent figures
are simply total rent paid divided by household size, not accounting for these economies of scale.
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Figure 4
Warfare and European Development

A: Wars and Urbanization, 1300-1700
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Sources: Change in urbanization from Bairoch, Batou, and Cheévre (1988), in combination with
population estimates from McEvedy and Jones (1978), as explained in Voigtlinder and Voth (2013);
changes in per capita income from Maddison (2001). Average wars per year are derived from the dataset
used in Acemoglu, Johnson, and Robinson (2005), who construct years of warfare by time period based
on Kohn (1999).
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cases, it will be appropriate for an author to offer a mathematical derivation
of an economic relationship, but in most cases it will be more important that
an author explain why a key formula makes sense and tie it to economic
intuition, while leaving the actual derivation to another publication or to an
appendix.

JEP does not publish book reviews or literature reviews. Highly mathematical
papers, papers exploring issues specific to one non-U.S. country (like the state
of agriculture in Ukraine), and papers that address an economic subspecialty in
a manner inaccessible to the general AEA membership are not appropriate for
the Journal of Economic Perspectives. Our stock in trade is original, opinionated
perspectives on economic topics that are grounded in frontier scholarship. If you
are not familiar with this journal, it is freely available on-line at <http://e-JEP.org>.

Guidelines for Preparing JEP Proposals

Almost all JEP articles begin life as a two- or three-page proposal crafted by the
authors. If there is already an existing paper, that paper can be sent to us as a
proposal for JEP. However, given the low chances that an unsolicited manuscript
will be published in JEP, no one should write an unsolicited manuscript intended
for the pages of JEP. Indeed, we prefer to receive article proposals rather
than completed manuscripts. The following features of a proposal seek to
make the initial review process as productive as possible while minimizing the
time burden on prospective authors:

¢ OQOutlines should begin with a paragraph or two that precisely states the
main thesis of the paper.

 After that overview, an explicit outline structure (1., Il., lll.) is appreciated.

¢ The outline should lay out the expository or factual components of the
paper and indicate what evidence, models, historical examples, and
so on will be used to support the main points of the paper. The more
specific this information, the better.

¢ The outline should provide a conclusion

e Figures or tables that support the article’s main points are often
extremely helpful.

¢ The specifics of fonts, formatting, margins, and so forth do not matter
at the proposal stage. (This applies for outlines and unsolicited
manuscripts).

e Sample proposals for (subsequently) published JEP articles are
available on request.

¢ For proposals and manuscripts whose main purpose is to present an
original empirical result, please see the specific guidelines for such
papers below.
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Table 2
Description of Datasets

Number of slum

households
Country Locations Source Year surveyed
Bangladesh Tongi, Jessore SHAHAR Project/ CARE- 2000 26,830
Bangladesh (Baseline
census)
Bangladesh Tongi, Jessore SHAHAR Project/ CARE- 2000 1,120
Bangladesh (Baseline
survey)
India Delhi, Meerut, Kolkata, Indore, National Family Health 2005—- 8,669
Mumbai, Nagpur, Hyderabad, Survey (NFHS-3) 2006
Chennai
India Hyderabad Banerjee, Duflo, 2005 2,800
Glennerster, and Kinnan
(2010)
Kenya Kibera (Nairobi) Kenya National Bureau of 1999, 64,588
Statistics (national census) 2009 (approx.)
Kenya Kibera (Nairobi) Marx, Stoker, and Suri 2012 31,765
(2013)
Kenya Kibera (Nairobi) Marx, Stoker, and Suri 2012 1,093
(2013)
Sierra Leone ~ Western Urban Area UNICEF Sierra Leone 2010 789
(Freetown) SMART Survey

Sources: The Bangladesh data is available from http://dvn.iq.harvard.edu/dvn/ and was collected in 2000
as part of the SHAHAR census and baseline surveys. The India data was collected with approximately 8,669
slum households in eight Indian cities as part of the 2005—2006 National Family Health Survey (NFSH-3).
It is available from http://www.measuredhs.com/ (India Standard DHS, 2005-06). The Hyderabad dataset
(Banerjee, Duflo, Glennerster, and Kinnan 2010) was collected as part of a randomized evaluation on the
impact of microfinance. It is publicly available from the data repository of the Jameel Poverty Action Lab
(J-PAL) at http://thedata.harvard.edu/dvn/dv/jpal. Our Kenya data come from two different sources.
First, we collected one census and one household survey in Kibera, Nairobi’s largest slum area. Second,
we obtained from the Kenya National Bureau of Statistics (KNBS) two waves of complete micro census
data collected in the same area in 1999 and 2009. The Sierra Leone data was collected as part of the
2010 UNICEF SMART Survey and is proprietary from UNICEF. We use these sources throughout unless
otherwise indicated.
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Figure 3
Plague Outbreaks in Europe, 1350-1650
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The proposal provides the editors and authors an opportunity to preview the
substance and flow of the article. For proposals that appear promising, the editors
provide feedback on the substance, focus, and style of the proposed article. After
the editors and author(s) have reached agreement on the shape of the article
(which may take one or more iterations), the author(s) are given several months
to submit a completed first draft by an agreed date. This draft will receive detailed
comments from the editors as well as a full set of suggested edits from JEP’s
Managing Editor. Articles may undergo more than one round of comment and
revision prior to publication.

Readers are also welcome to send e-mails suggesting topics for JEP articles and
symposia and to propose authors for these topics. If the proposed topic is a good
fit for JEP, the J EP editors will work to solicit paper(s) and author(s).

Correspondence regarding possible future articles for JEP may be sent
(electronically please) to the assistant editor, Ann Norman, at <anorman@
JEPjournal.org>. Papers and paper proposals should be sent as Word or pdf
e-mail attachments.

Guidelines for Empirical Papers Submitted to JEP

The JEP is not primarily an outlet for original, frontier empirical contributions;
that's what refereed journals are for! Nevertheless, JEP occasionally publishes
original empirical analyses that appear uniquely suited to the journal. In consid-
ering such proposals, the editors apply the following guidelines (in addition to
considering the paper’s overall suitability):

1. The paper’s main topic and question must not already have found fertile
soil in refereed journals. JEP can serve as a catalyst or incubator for the
refereed literature, but it is not a competitor.

2. In addition to being intriguing, the empirical findings must suggest
their own explanations. If the hallmark of a weak field journal paper
is the juxtaposition of strong claims with weak evidence, a JEP paper
presenting new empirical findings will combine strong evidence with
weak claims. The empirical findings must be robust and thought
provoking, but their interpretation should not be portrayed as the
definitive word on their subject.

3. The empirical work must meet high standards of transparency. J EP
strives to only feature new empirical results that are apparent from
a scatter plot or a simple table of means. Although JEP papers can
occasionally include regressions, the main empirical inferences should
not be regression-dependent. Findings that are not almost immediately
self-evident in tabular or graphic form probably belong in a conventional
refereed journal rather than in JEP.
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Table 3
Tax Revenues in Europe

Total tax revenue Average tax per capita
Year (tons of silver) (daily urban wage equivalents)
1509 214 3.7
1559 456 3.6
1609 1,116 4.9
1659 2,215 5.7
1709 2,667 8.1
1759 3,808 9.9
1789 6,846 12.2

Sourceand Notes:Data are from Karaman and Pamuk (2010), who use country-
level historical compilations of revenue statistics. The main database is the
European State Finance Database (ESFD), available at http://www.esfdb
.org. They use silver as the measure of fiscal revenue, because all national
currencies were convertible into it. The original source for the urban wage
series is Allen (2001).
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CONSIDERATIONS FOR THOSE PROPOSING
TOPICS AND PAPERS FOR JEP

Articles appearing in the journal are primarily solicited
by the editors and associate editors. However, we do
look at all unsolicited material. Due to the volume of
submissions received, proposals that do not meet

JEP'’s editorial criteria will receive only a brief reply.
— Proposals that appear to have J EP potential receive
more detailed feedback. Historically, about 10-15
percent of the articles appearing in our pages

originate as unsolicited proposals.
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Philosophy and Style

The Journal of Economic Perspectives attempts to

fill part of the gap between refereed economics research jour-

nals and the popular press, while falling considerably closer to the former

than the latter. The focus of JEP articles should be on understanding the

central economic ideas of a question, what is fundamentally at issue, why

the question is particularly important, what the latest advances are, and

what facets remain to be examined. In every case, articles should argue for

the author’s point of view, explain how recent theoretical or empirical work has
affected that view, and lay out the points of departure from other views.

We hope that most J EP articles will offer a kind of intellectual arbitrage that will
be useful for every economist. For many, the articles will present insights and
issues from a specialty outside the readers’ usual field of work. For specialists,
the articles will lead to thoughts about the questions underlying their research,
which directions have been most productive, and what the key questions are.

Articles in many other economics journals are addressed to the author’s peers
in a subspecialty; thus, they use tools and terminology of that specialty and
presume that readers know the context and general direction of the inquiry.
By contrast, this journal is aimed at all economists, including those not
conversant with recent work in the subspecialty of the author. The goal is
to have articles that can be read by 90 percent or more of the AEA membership,
as opposed to articles that can only be mastered with abundant time and energy.
Articles should be as complex as they need to be, but not more so. Moreover,
the necessary complexity should be explained in terms appropriate to an audi-
ence presumed to have an understanding of economics generally, but not a
specialized knowledge of the author's methods or previous work in this area.

The Journal of Economic Perspectives is intended to be scholarly without
relying too heavily on mathematical notation or mathematical insights. In some
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Figure 2
Living Standards and Duration of Residency in Slums of Bangladesh and Kenya

A: Kenya
300 A
]
g
a2 200
=81
2P
o &
S .=
= g *
R .
= § 100+ *
s 3 .
e
* L
0_ T T T T T
0 20 40 60 80
Years of residency in the Kibera slum
B: Bangladesh
254
s ® I'i!l i
.5 ]il | i
g = gsll i
r LS ;.
0 t ]
R Dg 15 qi .t
B B
23 Bl I-,ili :
g ':’“ l' ' ; Al L T T
=S l l!'! * .ou.“! -|-
g !I A e ! 3
& 104 r M . * E
: , 03 . I3, . -
! o. * 1
t
L]
L]
5_ T T T T T
0 20 40 60 80

Number of years since the household left rural area

Notes: The first scatterplot shows the result of a single variable regression of monthly consumption per
capita on the number of years the household has lived in the slum from our Kibera survey data. The
estimated slope is —0.017 (SE 0.15). In this dataset the average monthly consumption is USD 64.
The second scatterplot presents the result of a regression of monthly income per capita (defined as
the total household income in US$§ (non PPP) divided by the household size) on the number of years
since the household first left rural areas for Tongi and Jessore slums in Bangladesh, controlling for
the age and education of the household head, the number of adults in the household, and district
fixed effects. The average monthly consumption is US$15 (US$21 in 2012 equivalent). The slope of
the fitted line is the coefficient of interest in that regression, and the estimated value of this coefficient
is —0.055 (SE: 0.019). The negative sign of the slope is robust to removing these controls and to the
inclusion of more controls.
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Figure 1
Patterns in Urban and Slum Growth, 1990-2007

120 1
100 A
80 1
60 -
40 A .,
20 1
@ o,
.............. O .. SN - EEE KRR PN
O ° T © T T T - T — T T = T = 1
2018 4 4 4 % G 4 & 4 4
T T W T T
40 - % . ? 2, “, 2 %
60 v “ %
=80 -
% i in sl lati % increase in total urban population
g ti
6 TRErease fn SWMPOPIAHEN — guss % increase in per capita GDP divided by 10

Source: Figure compiled by the authors using data from UN-Habitat’s Global Urban Indicators online
database (UN-Habitat 2013). The data on GDP per capita come from the World Bank’s World
Development Indicators online database.

Notes: Figure 1 compares slum growth and urban growth in the ten countries that had more than 10
million slum households in 1990. The countries are ranked by the percentage growth in their slum
population from 1990 to 2007, shown by the bars. The dotted line shows for each country in the sequence
the percentage increase in GDP per capita from 1990-2007 divided by 10 (to fit on the same scale).
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Table 1

Two Lists of the Developing World’s Largest Slums

UN-Habitat (2003) Davis (2006)
City, Population City, Population
Name of slum Country estimate Name of slum Country estimate
Dharavi Mumbai, Over 500,000 Neza/Chalco/Izta Mexico City, 4 million
India Mexico
Orangi Karachi, Over 500,000 Liberatador Caracas, 2.2 million
Pakistan Venezuela
Kibera Nairobi, 400,000 El Sur/Ciudad Bogota, 2.0 million
Kenya Bolivar Columbia
Villa el Salvador  Lima, 300,000 San Juan de Lima, 1.5 million
Peru Lurigancho Peru
Ashaiman Tema, 150,000 Cono Sur Lima, 1.5 million
Ghana Peru
Ajegunle Lagos, 1.5 million
Nigera
Sadr City Baghdad, 1.5 million
Iraq
Soweto Gautung, 1.5 million
South Africa
Gaza Palestine 1.3 million
Orangi Karachi, 1.2 million
Pakistan

Source: UN-Habitat (2003); Davis (2006).
Notes: UN-Habitat (2003) does not provide a comprehensive list of slums ranked by their
population. The numbers given are mentioned in the report as part of individual case studies

of slums.
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Table 1
The “First Divergence”—Europe versus China

Urbanization rate

(percentage of population living in cities GDP per capita

with more than 10,000 inhabitants) (in 1990 international dollars)

Year China Europe Year China Europe

762 3% 1 $450 $550

1000 0% 960 $450 $422

1120 3.1% 1300 $600 $576
1500 3.8% 5.6%

1650 4% 8.3% 1700 $600 $924

1820 3.8% 10% 1820 $600 $1,090

Source: Maddison (2007).
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Table 3
Public Goods and Basic Amenities across Slums

No private Inferior No private No garbage
latrine latrine type water source collection
Tongi (Dhaka) 70% 34% 81% 64%
Hyderabad 46% 43% 61% NA
Kibera NA 63% 92% 73%
Kolkata 75% 46% 57% NA
Mumbai 78% 8% 12% NA
All Indian slums NFSH-3 68% 49% 25% NA

Source: Authors using data from the SHAKAR Project for Bangladesh; Marx, Stoker, and Suri (2013) for
Kenya; and the 2005-2006 National Family Heath Survey (NFSH-3) for India.

Notes: In the first column, we report the fraction of slum households who share their latrine with other
households. In the second column, we report the fraction of households using an open space or traditional
pit as latrine. To compute this number, we combine “open air” and “septic tank/ pit toilet” in Hyderabad;
“traditional pit latrine,” “bucket,” and “bush or river or stream” in Kibera; “flush to septic tank,” “flush to
pit latrine,” “flush to somewhere else,” “flush, don’t know where,” “ventilated improved pit latrine,” “pit
latrine with slab,” “pit latrine without slab/open pit,” “no facility/bush/field,” “composting toilet,” and
“dry toilet” in the 2005-2006 National Family Heath Survey (NFSH-3) data (Kolkata, Mumbai and “All
Indian slums”). In the third column, we report the fraction of households who share their main drinking
water source with other households. This combines “share restricted” and “shared unrestricted” in the
Bangladesh data, “public tap” and “public water tank” in Kibera, “public tap/standpipe” and “tube well
or boreholes outside the dwelling” in the NFSH-3 data. In the fourth column, we report the fraction of
households whose garbage is not collected by a public or a private company. “NA” means “not available.”

» «
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Table 4
Ownership Type of Main Dwelling

Own Rent Occupy Other arrangements
Tongi (Dhaka) 52% 41% 7% 0%
Hyderabad 68% 28% 3% 1%
Kibera 7% 92% 1% 1%
Kolkata 37% 56% NA 8%
Mumbai 72% 26% NA 2%

Source: Authors using data from the SHAKAR Project for Bangladesh; Marx, Stoker, and Suri (2013) for

Kenya; and the 2005-2006 National Family Heath Survey (NFSH-3) for India.

Notes: “Occupy” refers to situations where the respondent lives in a dwelling without paying for rent
and without holding a title on the land. “Other arrangements” include land given by the government in
Hyderabad, land owned by a friend or relative in Kibera, and land obtained as part of an employment
or any other arrangement in Mumbai and Kolkata. The “Other arrangements” category may include
occupiers in Mumbai and Kolkata, although this is not clear from the survey questionnaire. “NA” means

“not available.”
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Table 2
Frequency of War

Century Number of wars Average duration (years) Percentage of years under warfare
16th 34 1.6 95%
17th 29 1.7 94%
18th 17 1.0 78%
19th 20 0.4 40%
20th 15 0.4 53%

Source: Tilly (1990).

Notes: A year is considered “under warfare” if there is at least one war involving the great
powers taking place during any part of that year. The great powers are England, Spain,
France, Austria, Russia, and the Ottoman Empire.





