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**%xPROJECT SUMMARY DESCRIPTION**x%

Cooperative agreement grant is extended to the Research
Triancle Institute to enable Missions and LDC?*s to desian
rural development programs which take into account the
interrelationship between population growth and overall
improvement in living standards. Specifically, the
demographic impacts of selected rural developnment act1v1t1es
will be reviewed, and present methodologies will be refined
from these lnvestlgatlons useful to project officers concerned
with assessing the impacts on population growth of future
projects.
The following services will be provided during the project:
(1) short-tera consulting to Hission personnhel; (2)
state-of-the-art papers to provide clear and concise
information on the impact of rural development interventions
on population variables; (?) a netvork of
scholarf/pract1t1oners vorking on population impact analysxs
whose expertise in demography and rural development can be
accessed for program support in design, implementation, and
evaluation; and (4) information dissemination generated
through these activities via a series of workshops and
seminars, case studies, and a final report.
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V. TERNS OrF REFEREICE

| was asked ro rrovide a general evaluation for the Population Office of
the prosress and achievements of this project, Pural Development and Fertility,
£331-1170, and ta rote recommenddations on the continuation of the project
into it proposed Phase I1. Preject documents were reviewed and personal intar-
views were conductod with staff {rom Rural Development, Population, Research
Yrianale [nstitgie, the Soublneast Consortium for International Development, and
the members of the Pear Reviaw Panel, (A list of persons interviewed are pre-
sented in feneadia 2 ote thos repert).
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%removwng lt from dwrect responswb111ty of ‘the Popu]at1on 0ff1cp Further, per-
;sonnel changea remoyed the prosect or1g1natorsvfrom both Popu]at1on and Rura]

“r Jecta i The strategy dPleed upon was “that of encouragementf
“the missions, plus attempts to develop the skill ne ovi
that asswtavcew rrom the pev pective ofﬂthxs1 va]uat1on, thatgappears to have
“been a wise dec1sron 1t d d _however, remove the urgency from the. task to which
“this: proJect Was: dlrccted he personnp ‘changes a]qo ‘eroded much of the internal.
personal support for the prOJoct in AID: “F1nally, dra tic budget cuts in. Rural
Development made it inperative that ass tance from other off1ces would: befréq ir
Jif the: prOJect we:e “to be continued. Despite its: cont1nu1ng 1nterest in the aims
“of the. pro1erc, Riral: Deve1opment wasgfxnanc1a11y ‘unable to carry it on alone
In effect, the contractor was 1e.t as the major’ support for the:prOJect and its
fLont1nuat1on T s : S
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, tcOmb1n1ng the tWo. goal e]ements of ‘the. prOJect A]thouggy
|has been movement on both sets of aims at the same time, -
,djscuss the elements and the1r parts separate]y B

f?A Technlcal A1ms} .

‘&:T}State of the Art Rev1ews

; i rt Papers (SOAP s) are comprehens1ve, vo]um1nous and genera]]y
,adequatef” ‘They accurate]y reflect a state of the art that is weak in the capaC1ty ;
to 1dent1fy prec1se1v ‘the relations between rural deve]opment activities and fert11-‘
ity The exercise has been highly benef1c1a1 ‘hoviever, in ‘that it has identified
many. of the. known or suggested indirect connect1ons, and it proposed an’ ana]yt1ca1
gfrumeworP and set of hypotheses that prov1de a good basis for further: empirical . -
zstudy " The f1na1 version-of the Summary Report is espec1a11y useful for its brevity_
in summav1’xng the content of the volum1nous SOAP's and for- 1ts presentat1on of the

_ana]yt1ca1 framework and hypotheses der1ved from the SOAP 5.

; It IS d1ff1cu1t to say much W1th*preC1sion about the costeeffect1veness of
{tht revwow If these are viewed as seven different reviews, with a cost of
1$240,000 to 5200 000, or rough]y $30-%$40,000 per. rev1ew,‘they probab]y compare wel]
with other: revisws. I 1f the institutional ach1evements ‘are ‘included in the output
‘the comparison is more favorable, but less precise. ‘In’ any event, the prob1em
probably does not merit much’ attempt at ca]culat1on beyond the genera] assessment
;of probab]e Favorab]e comparat1ve effectiveness

The:e are tnree orob]em areas in the SOAP s, however, one of whxch 1nd1cat°s
,uone further act1on Espec1a]ly evident in the SOAP on: the. ro]e of ‘women s the
?neglect of the Span1sh language. literature from Latin America. This is summar1ze
iin some of the English Tanguage: pub]1cat1ons reviewed, but the 1nab1]1ty to gain:
direct access to the Spanish materials is regrettable. On the other hand, 1t 1s
,orobab1y not worth much further expend1ture to correct th1s

The secondgprob1em concerns the 1ack of 1ntegrat1on or rross fert1]12at1on of
!Lhe seven different SOAP's: themselves, The. Summary Report helps correct this
fso:cuhat but nd1v1dua1 QOAP S5 1h thejr;current form present very fragmenteﬂ
;p1cturec of th r : ion
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AFPENDIX A

List of Persons Interviewed

October 4, 1979

Ronald Curtis, RAD
Saran Green, POP
Robert Corno, LAC
Joseph Speidel, POP
Sceven Joseph, DAA/DRSB
Ann Vandusen, FFG

Theodore Smith, Agricultural Development Council

(Yol

October 10, 197

Harlan Hebgood, RAD
Ronald Curtis, RAD

Pat baldi, POP

Getoows 11, 1479

A. S. david, RTQ

Laurie Ziveiz, RTI

Martii Ardivo-Barietta, RTI
William Levine, SECLD

£l1sa Liner, SECIU

October 24, 1979 (Peer Review Panel members: phone interviews)

Nadia Youseff, International Center for Research on Women

Cecile DeSweener, John Hopkins

Rae Lesser Blumberg, Uuniversity of California, San Diego



