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11. KfY AC-IC't AGENT, ,Cc-irac/cr, Parf.cipx.til Aqrly or V'oIunfory Agency) 
a. NAME b. CONTRACT. PASA OR VOL. AG. NO. 

I. NEW ACTIONS PROPOSED AND REQUESTED AS A RESULT OF THIS EVALUATION 
A. ACTION IX) U. LIST OF ACTIONS C. PROPOSED A-CT;ON 

USAID AiD,'W HOST COMPLETION DATE 

Note: It In plannad to oonduct an indopth
ev*itaon and raview of projoet awoomplishaents 
on all oontracts under the AUD Project in 
Cr73. 

This sub-project terminated four years ahead 
of schedule at t1he recommendation of the GO 
and concurrence of USAID/India. 

D. kLPLAlJNoIJ'; 14L~lJIolL3 r -i -s r ,IL.O ATE. OP MISSION4 wI~VILw 

REVISED on NEWI EJPROP P [:]PRO AGLPIO/T E PiO/C 0PIO,*P 
PROJCT MA"NI"H: TYPEDOIJAME. SI,Nl-J IITIAL5 ANE.DATE "jMIMSION OILCTOFi TYP-D NAME, SIONLOINITIIiAN ; 

E_? T BllmowA . TytIar e nos -to 
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________It. PERFORMA Y INPUTS AID ACTION AGENTSA. INPUT OR AC'ION AGENT 0. PCf4FORMA:'CE AGAINST PLAN C.IMPORTANC. FOR ACHIEVING 
ACUT • POJECT PURPOSE 1 X|

CONTRACTOR, PARTICIPATING AGENCY OH VOLUNT 7-RY FACTORY SATISFACTORY STANDINGAGENCY LOW MEDIUM HIGH
2 t 2 4 

Univnraitiy of Illiois x11 

Comment on key factors determining rati -,j 

The contractor fielded high quality peroonnbl and improved werkin4 relntionships
vith -.e JT"'VV. Carefully planned efforts yielded good results in involvin 1cey
state and university officials and staff in the university develolnent effort. 

4.PARTICIPAN I TRAINING X 
Comment on key factors determining rating 

The solection process improved considerably. The University of Illinois Tcwtook -an active part in the selection process. Trainees were placed in positions
for 0,ich they were trained. 

1 7 
S. CCMMOUITII-S J 8 1I4x 6 2 XI 4 5 

Comment on 1 ey factor% determing rating 

Conrnodities representod a minor input in this project. They were wel: utilized 
and turnod over. to J..VV for continuing the on-going activities, 

S. COOP.RAYING 0 x
COUNTRFY - - .. . . 

. OTHCR 

Comment ,n key factors determining rating 

The University could not nalce headJay in the devolopnent of a long-rn';o
develoyrient plan. The Board of 1anagemont continues to be largo and is
detri:,cnta! to tho mnooth working of the University. Construction and
maintenance facilities are rather inadequato. 

ANliotobl' l I .u..I'I I' f j. 

ISOje IletI hjge, for Cu~anstei art Other Donor.) 
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N. 7.Cerula.do Commet am key fectws deter.Ining ali 61otiher Donos 

A. C.UANITITATIVE INDICATORS 

FOf MAJOR OUTPUTS 

II. KEY OUTPUT 1DICATORS AND TARGETS 

TARGETs (Percr.at,,g Hote 

CUMU- CURUNT FY 
LATPIR TO DATE T;yjIA FY*;,, 

Am.o.,O__) 

FY 4 

ri OF 
I'IIOJFCT 

5. 100 acre or more farm 
development per year. 

PLANNED 

ACTUALPERFORM-

ANCE 375 -

100 100 100 1000 

REPLANNED 

6. Joint thesis project with 
other institutions per 
year. 

PLANNED 

ACTUAL 
ANCE 

REPLANNED 

6 

-

-

2/yr 3/yr 4/yr 6/yr. 

PLANNED 

ACTUAL 
PF"RFORM-
AlICE 

REPLANNED 

PLAN1,ED 

ACTUAL 

PERFORM-
ANCE 

REPLANNED 

E6 

I. 

QUALITATIVF INiDICATORS 
I OR MAJOR OUTPU'IS 

COMMENT: 

. COMMFNT: 

2. 
 COMMENT:
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II. 7. Cm timn.e, Ck-m.--in! Iey facto. d'er.ninhng easing of Other Danaos-

Not applicable 

III. KEY OUTPUT INDICATORS AND TARGETS 
A. (,UANTITATIVE INDICATORS 

FOP MAJOR OUTPUTS 
CUMU-LATIVr 

PRIOR F' 

TARGETS (Percentag. 

CIIRFtrNT FY 
TO DATE TO E 

IRate/Amount) 

'Y . FY 
FND 
I I 4). 

Ct-
T 

I. Participants U.S. PLANFi 71 10 10 10 10 -
Trained ACTUALPERFOI HI-, 

ANCE 79 

R"PLANt "D
 

2. Student enrollment - 1900 PLANNED 1900 2000 2100 2200
students 70-71, growth IA-T ., 

2300 

100 per year. 175.33CE 
REPLANNED 

3. Research PLANNED 5- 8 0 - . 
(a) New practices/year 5 
(b) research repor-ts/year  - ," " . 

4. Extension PLANNED 4 5 6 7 7(a) extension specialist ACTUAL 9 -- 15, 
teams in all seven ANcF 

divisions. REPLANNED 
_ b subjctrnatterc . -PA 

A. 11~' 
-

CMMENT-
FOR MAJOR4 OU 'FuTS Though a good beginning was made, the universityLong-range development vw.s not able to develop long-range academic plan in theplan. report period. This Uue to the change of Vice-Chancellor wasand the staff remaining busy in the National 

-qlI~' 3 = n m n T ez nrh lng h ~i lIl a t .TN WrV V t n r m 
C hiM(NT: 

COMMENT, 
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IV. PROJECT PURFOSIE 

2. Some as in PROP? O'I YES (]NO 
A. 1. Siten - of purpose as currently envisaged. 

Establishment and development of service-oriented state agricultural universities 

to the point where they have the capacity for planning "nd administering fully

integrated state-wide programs in agricultural teaching, research and agri

cultural education. 

s. 1. Ccr'-,iins which will exist when 
Evidence to date of progress toward thr' e conditions,

cl:; 	e rvri se is cchieved. 2. 

1. Adequate physical plant per Work is progressing. It is, however, behind 

schedule at research centers and in staff houses.plan. 

as 	a concept, but only partially operaiun2. Integration of extension, Accepted 
research and teaching is at the functional level. 

operating on department
 
level.
 

3. 	 Long-range development plan University was committed to formulate such a plan 

used as basis for program by March 31, 1972 but could not accomplish it due 

to the transfer of Vice-Chancellor and also becausimplementation. 
of staff remaining busy with the National Symposiu 

on Teaching. 

4. 	 Public financial support is State support now regularized with a built in 

5 percent annual growth factor. ICAR supportadequate. 

for research is steadily increasing.
 

(cont'd on next sheet) 	 (cont'd on next sheet) 

V. PROGRAMMING GOAL 

A. $1otem.1. Uf Proqranmlma Coal 

Continuing rapid growth in agricultural production in Madhya Prauesh. 

mo044 a -. gnl "ont contribution to the progrrmminq goul, qiven th,- magnitude of the national
0. Will th.. achiev.r cil of the irc;ect pulpo." 

problem? Cite evidence. 

Assistance provided by contract AID/nesa- 149 accelerated the development of 

JNKVV. It is yet too early for the university to make a significant impact on 

However, the new institution isagricultural production in Madhya Pradesh. 
which when adoptedemerging as a source of new ideas and production practices, 

state. The institutionwill significantly increase agricultural production in the 

is establishing effective channels of communication and action with farmers, 
the ruralagricultural firns and various governrent action agencies serving 

most visible evidence of the university's impact on agriculturalsector. The 
production to date Is the development work on soybean. 
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B. 	 1. Conditions which will exist when 
above purpose is achieved. 

5. 	 University staffed with adequately 
trained personnel. 

6. 	 Curriculum is relevant to need of 
students for employment 

7. 	 Effective administrative performance. 

8. 	 University is responsive to the needs 
of the state. 

9. 	 Functional professional linkages 
with other Indian and foreign agri-
cultural institutions. 

2. 	 Evidence to date of progress toward 
these conditions. 

Good progress in academic and research 
positions. Little progress in upgrading 
personnel in the supporting infrastructure. 

Some progress in curriculum revision,
 
but only marginal improvement in
 
relevance and practical problem solving
 
experience.
 

The performance was adequate. 

The staff often called to assist in planning 
and evaluating action programs by State 
and Central Government and by private 
firms 	and individuals. 

Cooperative graduate research program 
with thd University of Illinois in effect. 
Cooperation with Ford Foundation in 
resear ch.
 




