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Abstract  

The objective of this research is to estimate the labor impact of the National Program of direct support to the poorest JUNTOS in 
Peru for the year 2021. The methodology used is the Propensity Score Matching (PSM) through the nearest neighbor method; the 
database of the National Household Survey ENAHO 2021 is used as a source of information. The results of the logit model indicate 
that poverty, unsatisfied basic needs and education do influence the probability of participation in the Juntos Social Program and are 
statistically significant at a 1% level; the expected signs of the coefficients of the logit model are correct. On the other hand, the effect of 
the Juntos Social Program on the length of the working day is negative for the year 2021; it is found that the value of the average 
treatment effect in the treated population (ATT) is -1.167, which is highly significant at a 1% level. This indicates that participation 
in the Juntos Social Program is associated with an average reduction of 1.167 hours per week in working hours. This suggests that the 
economic transfer provided by the program is not sufficient to replace the workday, which implies that beneficiaries must continue to 
participate in the labor field. 

Keywords: Impact evaluation, Propensity Score Matching, Labor impact, Social program Juntos. 

 

Introduction 

According to Fabian et al. (2021), the Conditional Cash Transfer Program “Juntos” is a national program 
of direct support to the poorest, which is part of the social policy to fight poverty. In Peru, the 
aforementioned program began in 2005, aiming to contribute to poverty reduction and thereby break the 
intergenerational transmission of extreme poverty, through the direct transfer of cash to encourage access 
to health services, nutrition and education of beneficiary families (Almeida et al., 2017). (Almeida et al., 
2017). In Latin America we have Mexico as pioneers with the “Progresa” program initiated in 1997, then 
in Brazil the “Bolsa Escola” program based on municipal pilots and extended nationwide in 2001 (SITEAL, 
2018). JUNTOS places conditions on households to grant the money, these requirements are related to 
nutrition, health and education of children and adolescents who are part of the family structure, as well as 
pregnant mothers (Perova and Vakis, 2009). 

The basic neoclassical single-period labor supply model (Blundell and Macurdy, 1999) in which a person 
decides between two goods, one a consumption good and the other leisure time, both of which provide 
welfare. On the other hand, as Moffitt (2002) mentions, the perspectives for social programs are a little 
more complex than what a traditional neoclassical model suggests, since welfare programs can be 
conditional or unconditional monetary, with financial transfers, fiscal benefits, among others. On the other 
hand, most social programs are aimed at people with low income, i.e. future beneficiaries are chosen and 
can be part of the program if they meet the main requirement of having low income. In Peru, the closest 
research is that carried out by Fernández and Saldarriaga (2014), who investigate how the proximity of the 
payment date of the social program together negatively affects the female labor supply. 
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According to Diaz and Saldarriaga (2014), they mention that the program has had no effect on neonatal 
health, but there is some assurance that there is an improvement in the prenatal care of pregnant mothers. 
However, there is no improvement in the health of newborns. In addition, the JUNTOS program had a 
positive impact on conditionalities, spending on food, education and nutritional status; however, it has had 
no impact on learning or child labor (Sanchez and Rodriguez, 2016). Regarding the antecedents that analyze 
the impact on labor supply, among them: (Galiani and Gertler, 2012) for the case of Mexico, they report 
that the “70 y más” program is aimed at adults over 70 years old living in rural areas, the beneficiaries 
receive 90 dollars every two months, in addition to participating in workshops and social activities and 
estimate that the proportion of beneficiaries who are working was reduced by 18% as a result of being a 
beneficiary of the program. 

In addition, the hours destined to work for payment are reduced by 37% and are replaced by hours of 
unpaid family work; (Bando et al..., 2014) also for Mexico analyze the effect of the Older Adults program 
on the welfare of the beneficiary population and find that the generic depression scale decreases by 12% 
and the number of beneficiaries performing paid work decreases by 12% and consumption expenditure 
increased by 23%; On the other hand, (Edmonds, 2006) and (Carvalho, 2012) analyze the case of South 
Africa and Brazil, respectively, these authors find that, in general, child labor hours are significantly reduced 
in poor families that have at least one elderly member who receives an unconditional cash transfer. 

Likewise, (Sienaret, 2008) for South Africa corroborates the findings found by other authors, a cash transfer 
for older adults is associated with a drop in labor force participation, many beneficiaries opted to stop 
working. For the case of Peru (Torres and Salinas, 2016) evaluate the impact of the Pension 65 Program 
on the hours worked in the main occupation of older adults and find a positive and heterogeneous impact 
for urban and rural areas, but not statistically robust. On the other hand, Arpasi (2024), in his research work 
carried out the evaluation of the Pension 65 social program in relation to the labor impact applying the 
Propensity score matching methodology, the results show that the beneficiaries of this program reduced 
their working hours by 3,248 hours per week, as well as the results show that the coefficients of poverty, 
years of education, unsatisfied basic needs (households with overcrowded housing and households with 
housing without sanitary services) are statistically significant at a level of 1%. 

Mata and Hernández (2015) evaluate the impact of the conditional cash transfer program for secondary 
schools, Avancemos, in Costa Rica. Using economic economics and quasi-experimental methodologies, 
they find a positive impact on dropout and reinsertion, specifically between 10% and 16% of students. For 
his part, Perez (2015) conducted a study on the impact of the Special Debt Relief Program (PED) on the 
poor, revealing that beneficiaries and controls were mostly poor, with some falling below the poverty line. 
The study found positive and statistically significant results for the participants, showing a 15.5% reduction 
in basic unsatisfied needs and improvements due to the social program. For Behrman et al. (2007) they 
evaluate the impact of the Oportunidades Program (formerly PROGRESA) on children aged 9 to 15 years 
and 15 to 21 years after 5.5 years. The results on schooling and labor outcomes in younger children lead to 
a delay in work and an increase in work in older girls, as well as a shift from agricultural to non-agricultural 
employment. 

From the point of view of Daher (2015), Social programs are public policies developed by the State to 
eradicate poverty or strengthen the essential capabilities of a specific population. They address specific 
problems or needs through the implementation of social programs, resources and organized actions. Pardo 
(2003) Social programs are public policies developed by the State to eradicate poverty or strengthen the 
essential capabilities of a specific population. They address specific problems or needs through the 
implementation of social programs, resources and organized actions. On the other hand, Gertler and 
Galiani (2016) focus on impact evaluation of programs and policies, in which changes in the well-being of 
individuals, attributed to a specific program or policy, are measured, and is a tool to manage policies and 
help the public monitor the results of social programs. 
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Materials and Methods  

According to Ravallion (2007), he proposed a quasi-experimental method to identify the treatment group 
(treated) expressed by Ti=1 and the untreated group (control) expressed by Ti=0, which has similar 
characteristics but does not receive conditional cash transfers, in this quasi-experimental design the 
treatment and control groups are not equal to each other, so the purpose is to eliminate or minimize the 
selection bias, which is the result of the random selection of households. To solve this problem, we use the 
PSM to correct the observable differences between the treatment and control group, a search will be made 
for each household in the sample of the group being treated in relation to the most similar households in 
the sample of the comparison group (Inquilla, 2020). 

Population 

The purpose of the National Program of Direct Support to the Poorest (JUNTOS) is to “implement direct 
transfers for the benefit of the poorest families of the population, both rural and urban. The Program will 
provide the beneficiary families, with their participation and voluntary commitment, with health and 
education benefits aimed at ensuring preventive health care for mothers and children and schooling without 
dropout”; therefore, the study population will be families in the different regions of Peru who are in poverty 
and extreme poverty and have school-age children, whether in urban or rural areas. The present research 
work has as its geographical location all of Peru, made up of its 25 regions, specifically those that are part 
of the Juntos Program, which belongs to the Ministry of Development and Social Inclusion (MIDIS). 

Sample 

The sample is composed of families that are in and out of the program, as well as families that met the 
conditions to be in the program. To evaluate the labor impact, data from the National Household Survey 
(ENAHO) for the year 2021 were used; the sample considered by the ENAHO is probabilistic. For this 
period, a sample of 1,688 participating families (treated) of the JUNTOS program and 27,837 non-
participating families (control) of the JUNTOS program were taken; this sample was combined with a 
sample of 29,525 participating and non-participating families. 

Table 1. Used Modules 

Code and module 
Description of the file 

used 
Description of the information to 

be obtained 

1 - Housing and Household 
Characteristics 

enaho01-2021-100.dta UBN = Unsatisfied Basic Needs 

2 - Characteristics of 
Household Members 

enaho01-2021-200.dta 
- Age 

- Sex 

3 - Education enaho01-2021-300.dta Years of education 

5 - Income and 
employment 

enaho01a-2021-500.dta Working hours per week 

34 - Social Programs 
(Household Members) 

enaho01-2021-700b.dta 
If families are part of the Juntos 
program 

37 - Summaries (Calculated 
Variables) 

sumaria-2021.dta 
If the beneficiaries are included in 
poverty condition 

Source: Prepared by the authors based on ENAHO - 2021 

Sampling Type and Procedure 

The sampling design is performed by probability sampling, this method allows to determine the probability 
that each element of the population has to be chosen in the sample, likewise the ENAHO uses a probability 
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sample (Calatayud, 2017), so it works in a sample of 29,525 families, the sampling unit is comprised of both 
urban and rural areas. 

Variables Used 

The method for estimating the influence of poverty, unsatisfied basic needs and education on the 
probability of participation in the JUNTOS social program for the year 2021 will be carried out using a 
Logit model.  

Pr (Juntos = 𝟏|𝑿) =𝜷𝟎 + 𝜷𝟏 Poverty + 𝜷2Unsatisfied Basic Needs + 𝜷𝟑Education 

Where: 

Pr (Juntos = 𝟏|𝑿) : It is the probability of being part of the JUNTOS program 

Poverty   : the surveyed families in what condition are. 

UBN   : Which of the surveyed families have unmet needs. 

Education  : what level of education does the head of household have? 

Vasquez (2002), the Logit model is a function that takes values between zero and one for all real numbers 
z. The model represents the standardized normal cumulative distribution function by: 

𝑓(𝑧) = ∫
1

√2𝜋
exp⁡(−𝑡2/2)𝑑𝑡

𝑧

−∞

 

The method to identify the impact parameter of weekly working hours of the JUNTOS program 
participants for the year 2021 will be done by the Propensity Score Matching (PSM) methodology through 
Nearest Neighbor Matching, which will allow obtaining the impact parameter of weekly working hours 
performed by the JUNTOS program participants. 

𝑨𝑻𝑻 = 𝑬(𝒀𝟏 − 𝒀𝟎|𝑿, 𝑱 = 𝟏) = 𝑬(𝑱|𝑿, 𝑱 = 𝟏) 

Where: 

J:  This is the binary variable (dummy), which shows those who are part of the program 
together (treated=1) and those who are not part of the program (control=0) 

ATT: Calculates the average income of people who are part of the program. 

X:  It shows those variables that affect the probability of being part of the program together 
such as poverty, unsatisfied basic needs and education. 

Propensity score matching estimates are made using weighted estimates in which people who are not part 
of the program, but are closer to those who are part of the program, receive the highest weighting 
(Ravallion, 2007). 

Results and Discussion 

Table 2 shows the variation in weekly working hours (hours) between beneficiaries and non-beneficiaries 
of the Juntos Program. The average number of working hours in the treatment group is 34.63, while in the 
control group it is 36.22, with a difference of 1.59. Using the statistical test t=-3.65, the null hypothesis 
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(Ho) is rejected at a significance level of 1%, i.e., there are significant differences in working hours between 
both groups (treatment and control). 

Table 2. Group of Household’s Beneficiaries and Non-Beneficiaries of the Juntos Program 

Control and treatment 
group 

Observations 
Difference in 

working hours (hours / week) 
Standard 

error 

Control (T=0) 27,837 36.22 0.105 

Treatment (T=1) 1,688 34.63 0.399 

Difference (ATE)   1.59 0.437 

Ho: Difference =0                       t=3.65        prob=0.0 

Source: Prepared by the authors based on ENAHO - 2021 

Figure 1 shows a significant relationship between working hours per week and the age of the head of 
household. The results suggest that families that have benefited from the Juntos Social Program, on average, 
work fewer hours compared to those that have not received this benefit. 

 

Figure 1. Relationship Between Working Hours/Week and Age of the Head of Household 

Probability of Participating in the Juntos Social Program - Score Equation 

To characterize the model of the probability of participating in the Juntos social program, we first tried and 
estimated several specifications of the logit model combining variables referring to poverty, age, household 
size and sex; however, many of them were not statistically significant.  Finally, a logit model was estimated 
with a statistically robust result (Table 3). Indeed, the coefficients for poverty, age of the household head, 
education level of the household head, and unsatisfied basic needs (UBN_3 and UBN_4) are statistically 
significant at a level of 1%. 

The signs of the coefficients of the estimated logit model are consistent with theoretical expectations. The 
results of the model indicate that people belonging to poor households have a higher probability of 
participating in the Juntos Program. However, when the head of household is older and has more years of 
education, a decrease in the probability of participation in the program is observed. In terms of unsatisfied 
basic needs, it is found that households lacking sanitation services have a higher probability of participating 
in the Juntos Program. On the contrary, when the household has children attending school, there is a lower 
probability of participation in the Juntos Social Program. 
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Table 3. Probability of Beneficiaries to Participate in the Juntos Program - 2021 

Identified variables Coefficients Marginal effects 

Poverty 0. 4409*** 0. 0203       

Age of Head of Household -0. 0123*** -0. 0205       

Education of Head of Household -0. 3457*** -0. 0141 

UBN_3 0. 4029*** 0. 0194       

UBN_4 -1. 6119*** -0. 0346       

_CONS -0. 5575  

Sample size 29,521  

Likelihood Ratio (LR) 970.44***  

Pseudo R2 0.0750  

Prediction percentage    

Log Likelihood -5981.08    

Level of significance: 10%, 5% and 1%, respectively. *, **, *** 

Interpretation of Marginal Effects 

The marginal effect of the Poverty variable is positive and statistically significant at 95% confidence. This 
indicates that an increase in the level of poverty increases the probability of participation in the Juntos 
Program by 2.03 percentage points.  

The years of education of the head of household also show a negative marginal effect, significant at 95%. 
An increase in the years of education of the head of household reduces the probability of participation in 
the Juntos Program by 1.41 percentage points.  

The variable NBI_3, which represents households with dwellings without toilets, presents a positive 
marginal effect, significant at 95%. This indicates that households without toilets have a 1.94 percentage 
point higher probability of participating in the Juntos Program. 

Finally, the variable NBI_4, which represents households with children who do not attend school, shows a 
negative marginal effect and significant at 95%. This indicates that households with children attending 
school have a 3.46 percentage point lower probability of participating in the Juntos Program. 

Identify The Impact Parameter in Terms of Weekly Work Hours of The JUNTOS Program Participants By 2021 

Propensity Score Matching Assumptions 

Figure 2 illustrates how the Propensity Score Matching method requires two assumptions to be satisfied: 
Conditional Independence (CIS) and Common Support. SIC involves achieving a balance between the 
characteristics of individuals prior to treatment, ensuring that those with the same propensity score have 
similar distributions between the treatment and control groups, thus eliminating selection bias. On the other 
hand, Common Support ensures that untreated individuals are comparable within a specific region. In this 
study, the Common Support region was selected, spanning the range [0.0063, 0.3319]. 
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Figure 2. Propensity Score Distribution of Treatment and Non-Treatment Groups 

Finally, the results showing the contribution to the reduced bias in the assumptions of conditional 
independence and common support are presented by comparing the means between the treatment and 
control groups according to the variables of the model of participation in the Juntos Program (see Table 
4). It is observed that all variables contribute significantly to the reduction of bias in the Propensity Score 
balance through the matching process. These variables allow for an effective balance between the treatment 
group and the counterfactual. Therefore, it is concluded that the participation model is suitable for 
estimating the labor impact of the Juntos Program, since it satisfies both the conditional independence 
condition and the common support condition. 

Table 4. Balance After Matching for the Juntos Program 

Variables identified 

Average % bias t 

Participants 
(Treated) 

Non-
participants 

(Control) 

  

Poverty 0. 381 0. 372 1.9 0.51   

Age of Head of Household 45.975 45.956       0.2 0.04   

Education of head of 
household 4.572 4.604      -1.6 -0.53   

UBN_3 0. 1279 0. 1225 1.9 0.47   

UBN_4 0. 0047 0. 0050 -0.3 -0.13   

Source: Prepared by the authors based on ENAHO - 2021 

Evaluation of the Labor Impact of the Juntos Social Program 

Table 5 below shows the estimated effect of the Juntos social program on the length of the working day. It 
is found that the value of the average treatment effect in the treated population (ATT) is -1.167, which is 
highly significant at the 1% level. This indicates that participation in the Juntos Social Program is associated 
with an average reduction of 1.167 hours per week in working hours. This suggests that the economic 
transfer provided by the program is not sufficient to replace the workday, which implies that beneficiaries 
must continue to participate in the labor field. 
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Table 5. Nearest Neighbor Method and ATT Estimation 

Number of 
beneficiaries 

Number of non-
beneficiaries 

ATT Std. Err. 

1687 19154 -1.167 0.447 

               t=-2.612           prob=0.10 

Source: Prepared by the authors based on ENAHO - 2021 

The results shown in point 3.1 indicate that people belonging to poor households have a higher probability 
of participating in the Juntos Program. However, when the head of household is older and has more years 
of education, there is a decrease in the probability of participating in the program. In terms of unsatisfied 
basic needs, it is found that households lacking sanitation services have a higher probability of participating 
in the Juntos Program. On the contrary, when the household has children attending school, a lower 
probability of participation in the Juntos Social Program is evidenced. For his part, Pérez (2015) in his 
research on the impact of Public Policy of the Special Uprooted Program (PED) concludes that the 
beneficiaries of the Program and the controls are mostly poor and a portion of them are below the poverty 
value range. An evaluation of Costa Rica's Avancemos social program was also carried out; this program 
was evaluated taking into account the challenge faced by the country in the universalization of high-level 
secondary education. In addition, the available empirical evidence suggests an inverse relationship between 
education and poverty, which implies that an increase in years of schooling decreases the probability of 
being below the poverty line (Mata and Hernández, 2015) 

On the other hand, in section 3.2, we estimate the effect of the Juntos social program on the length of the 
working day. It is found that the value of the Treatment (ATT) is -1.167, which is highly significant at a 1% 
level. This indicates that participation in the Juntos social program is associated with an average reduction 
of 1.167 hours per week in the workday. For their part, (Edmonds, 2006) and (Carvalho, 2012) analyze the 
case of South Africa and Brazil, respectively, these authors find that, in general, child labor hours are 
significantly reduced in poor families that have at least one older adult member receiving an unconditional 
transfer. Also (Sienaret, 2008) for South Africa corroborates the findings found by other authors, a cash 
transfer for older adults is associated with a drop in labor force participation, many beneficiaries opting to 
stop working. For the case of Peru (Torres and Salinas, 2016) evaluate the impact of the Pension 65 program 
on the hours worked in the main occupation of older adults and find a positive and heterogeneous impact 
for urban and rural areas, but not statistically robust. 

According to Galiani and Gertler (2012) for the case of Mexico, they report that the “70 y más” program 
is aimed at adults over 70 years old living in rural areas, beneficiaries receive $90 every two months, in 
addition to participating in workshops and social activities and estimate that the proportion of beneficiaries 
who are working was reduced by 18% as a result of being a beneficiary of the program. (Bando et al., 2014) 
also for Mexico analyze the effect Senior Adults program on the welfare of the beneficiary population and 
find that the generic depression scale decreases by 12% and the number of beneficiaries performing paid 
work decreases by 12% and consumption expenditure increased by 23%. 

Conclusions 

Poverty, unsatisfied basic needs and education do influence the probability of participation in the Juntos 
Social Program in the year 2021. According to the results obtained, people belonging to households in 
poverty have a higher probability of participating in the Juntos Program. However, when the head of 
household is older and has more years of education, there is a decrease in the probability of participating in 
the program. In terms of unsatisfied basic needs, it is found that households lacking sanitation services have 
a higher probability of participating in the Juntos Program. On the contrary, when the household has 
children attending school, there is a lower probability of participation in the Juntos Social Program. 

The effect of the Juntos Social Program on the length of the working day is negative for the year 2021. The 
value of the average treatment effect on the treated population (ATT) is found to be -1.167, which is highly 
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significant at the 1% level. This indicates that participation in the Juntos Social Program is associated with 
an average reduction of 1.167 hours per week in working hours. This suggests that the economic transfer 
provided by the program is not sufficient to replace the workday, which implies that beneficiaries must 
continue to participate in the labor field. 

References 

 Abdala, E. (2004). Manual para la evaluación de impacto en programas de formación para jóvenes. Motevideo: 
Cinterfor/OIT 

Alfaro, D., Macera, D. (setiembre, 2011). Una mirada a los programas sociales. Perú Económico. Recuperado de 
http://perueconomico.com/ediciones/61-2011 sep/articulos/1096-una-mirada-a-los-programas-sociales 

Aponte, B. C. (2007). Evaluación de impacto y misiones sociales: Una aproximación general. Fermentum, 48 
Arpasi Lima, W. S., Chambilla Baylon, J. R., & Diaz, D. T. (2024). Análisis del impacto laboral del programa social pensión 

65 en el Perú en el año 2022. Revista de Climatología, 24, 1065–1074. 
https://doi.org/10.59427/rcli/2024/v24cs.1065-1074 

Berniell, I. (2014). The Impact of a Permanent Income Shock on the Situation of Women in the Household: the case of a 
pension reform in Argentina. Argentina: CEMFI 

Bertranou, F. M., & De Mesa, A. A. (2003). Protección Social, Pensiones y Género en Argentina, Brasil y Chile 
Bosch, M., & Guajardo, J. (2012). Labor Market Impacts of Non-Contributory Pensions: The Case of Argentina's 

Moratorium. Inter-American Development Bank, Labor Markets and Social Security Unit 
Blundell, R. & Macurdy T. (1999) Oferta de trabajo: Una revisión de enfoques alternativos: capítulo 27. Universidad College 

London and Departament of Economics, Stanford Economics 
Calatayud Mendoza, A. P. (2017). Impacto Del Programa Social Pensión 65 Sobre El Gasto En Alimentos 2015-2016. In 

Semestre Económico (Vol. 6, Issue 1, pp. 45–61). https://doi.org/10.26867/seconomico.v6i1.140 
Carvalho Filho, I. E. (2012). Household Income as a Determinant of Child Labor and School Enrollment in Brazil: Evidence 

from a Social Secutiry Reform. Economic Development and Cultural Change, 60. 
César, R., Huerta, S., & Stampini, M. (2018). ¿Cómo funciona el Programa Juntos? División de Protección Social y Salud 

NOTA TÉCNICA No. http://www.iadb.org. 
Chiappori, Pierre Andre (1992) oferta de trabajo colectivo y bienestar. Journal of political Economy, vol.100, N° 3-Junio. 

The University of Chicago Press 
Choque, F. (2018). Impacto del programa social pensión 65 sobre la oferta laboral del beneficiario en el Perú, 2017. 96. 

http://repositorio.unsa.edu.pe/handle/UNSA/7930 
Daher, M. (2015). Evaluación de Programas Sociales de Intervención en Pobreza: Oportunidades y Desafíos de Integrar las 

Dimensiones Objetivas y Subjetivas. Tesis doctoral para optar al grado de Doctora en Psicología. Santiago: 
Pontificia Universidad Católica de Chile, 314p 

Diaz, M. (2012). La evaluación de programas sociales: fundamentos y enfoques teóricos, 18, 1–8. 
Edmonds, E. (2006). Child labor and schooling responses to anticipated income in South Africa. Journal of Development 

Economics, 81. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdeveco.2005.05.001 
Galiani, S., y Gertler, P. (2012). Primer seguimiento a la evaluación de impacto del Programa de Atención a Adultos Mayores 

de 70 años y más en zonas rurales (Programa 70 y Más). SEDESOL.  
Galiani, S., Gertler, P., y Bando, R. (2014). Non-Contributory Pensions. University of Maryland and Inter-American 

Development Bank University of California, Berkeley Inter-American Development Bank (IDB Wornking Paper 
Series; 517). 

García, L. (2014). Incluír Socialmente a los Adultos Mayores ¿Es Suficiente Pensión 65? (No. 374). Retrieved from 
http://files.pucp.edu.pe/departamento/economia/DDD374.pdf 

Gertler, P., & Galiani, S. (2016). Evaluación de Impacto del Programa Pensión 65: Nueva evidencia causal de las pensiones 
no contributivas en Perú. Innovations for Poverty Action (IPA), 71. 
https://www.mef.gob.pe/contenidos/presu_publ/ppr/eval_indep/informe_resultados_pension65.pdf 

Inquilla Mamani, J., & Calatayud Mendoza, A. P. (2020). Impacto del programa social Pensión 65 sobre el gasto en alimentos 
2017-2018. Apuntes: Revista de Ciencias Sociales, 47(86), 215–232. https://doi.org/10.21678/apuntes.86.985 

INEI. (2017). Perú Instituto Nacional de Estadística e Informática - Estadísticas de pobreza. Retrieved March 21, 2019, from 
https://www.inei.gob.pe/estadisticas/indice-tematico/living-conditions-and-poverty 

Mateu, P. & Vilca, J. (2004). Modelo de medición de impacto sobre el bienestar objetivo y subjetivo: un análisis de caso del 
Proyecto de Reducción y Alivio a la Pobreza (PRA). Lima. Universidad del Pacífico CIUP 

MEF. (2015). Programa Nacional de Asistencia Solidaria “Pensión 65.” 
Ministerio de Desarrollo e Inclusión Social (Midis) 

http://www.midis.gob.pe/index.php?option=com_content&view=category&layout=blog&id=83&Itemid=558&l
ang=es 

Mofitt, R. (2002) Programas de bienestar y oferta laboral. Working paper. National Boureau of Economic Research. 
Setiembre. http://www.nber.org/papers/w9168 

Monge, A. (2012). Programas sociales: En busca de la (hasta ahora esquiva) calidad. En: revista Ideele Revista Nº 221, julio 
Monge, A., Vásquez, E., & Winkelried, D. (2009).¿Es el gasto público en programas sociales regresivo en el Perú?. CIES – 

CIUP, 112p 
Pardo, M. (2003). Reseña de programas sociales para la superación de la pobreza en América Latina. Santiago de Chile. 

http://www.eclac.cl/publicaciones/xml/1/14941/lcl1906e.pdf 

https://ecohumanism.co.uk/joe/ecohumanism
https://doi.org/10.62754/joe.v3i7.4526


Journal of Ecohumanism 

 2024 
Volume: 3, No: 7, pp. 4239 – 4248 

ISSN: 2752-6798 (Print) | ISSN 2752-6801 (Online) 
https://ecohumanism.co.uk/joe/ecohumanism  

DOI: https://doi.org/10.62754/joe.v3i7.4526  

4248 

 

Pérez, F. J. (2015) Evaluación de impacto de política pública del Programa Especial Desarraigados: una aplicación 
cuantitativa – Colombia 

Ravallion, M. (2007). Evaluating anti-poverty programs. Handbook of development economics, 4, 3787-3846.  
Rosenbaum, R., y Rubin, D. (1983). The central role of the propensity score in observational studies for causal effects. 

Biometrika, 70(1), 41-55 
Robbins, S. P. (1998). Fundamentos de comportamiento organizacional. Pearson Educación 
Torres J y Salinas C. (2016) “Impacto laboral potencial del acceso a Pensión 65: un primer análisis” edit. CIES – Lima 
Vásquez, E. (2006). Programas sociales ¿de lucha contra la pobreza?: casos emblemáticos. Lima: Consorcio de investigación 

económica y social 
Vedung, E. (1997). Public Policy and Program Evaluation. Transaction Publishers 
Yaschine, I. (2012) Replicar un programa de transferencias condicionadas: reflexiones a partir de la experiencia de 

oportunidades. Universidad Autónoma de México. 
 

https://ecohumanism.co.uk/joe/ecohumanism
https://doi.org/10.62754/joe.v3i7.4526

