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action with host governments.

9. Arrange for one or two members of the 0.S.U. staff OSU/AID/W March 1979

to present a seminar on their weed control work
to AID central and Regional 3ureaus and technical
and administrative staff.

10. Consider expansion of prOJect to include resear
ch \
on serious weed problems of Africa and the Mear East. SUrATDA Sept. 1979

For informaticn regarding the project details, pl=2ase contact
Mr, Keich Byergo. He can pe reached con z=xtansicn 235 8886 or
You may write to ~nim at the Icllewing address
AGR/CED
Recm 413 2
Agency fcor Internaciconal Zevsaloomen
Jdepar<mens cI 3tat2
Washing=cn, . C. 20823



PROJECT EVALUATION SUMMARY

Weed Control Systems for Representative Farms in
Developing Countries - AID/ta-C-1295

Turrialba, Costa Rica

August 21-23, 1978

13. Summary:

The programs in Central America and Asia are well established and
excellent prugress is being made toward accomplishing goals. The work
in Central America shows clearly that greatly improved weed control
systems are feasible on small farms. Larger crops can be grown on
less area with reduced inputs thus releasing land and labor for production
of cash crops. The socioeconomic aspects of weed control and relationship
to other production costs are being studied both in Central America and
Asia. More inputs for this type of work are recommended. The training
of weed scientists in both geographical areas is progressing well and
several new weed scientists are working in this field as a result of
the programs. The support work at Corvallis on small equipment and new
techniques shculd be very helpful in developing suitable weed control

systems for small farms.

14, Evaluatiun Methedoloyy:

The review was conducted at CATIE in Turrialba, Costa Rica. This
proved to be an cutstanding method as the team was able to observe
actual weed probiems and experiments and to meet local Oregon State and
CATIE staff. Corvallis and Turrialba staffs presented an excellent
review of the projects the first morning, Thic was fo'lowed by a half

day field trip of CATIE and adjacent areas. The second duy was deveted
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entirely to a trip to view weed control experiments and proolems in
the high rainfall Atlantic iowlands. Meetings were held the third day
in San Jose with AID officials and the review team had in depth

discussions with the 0.S.U. staff.

The review team included Keith Byergo, Project Manager, Blair Allen,
Latin American Bureau, Professor Earl Heady, lowa State University and
member of AID's Research Advisory Committee, Professor G.F. Warren, Purdue

University, and Jamcs Murphrey, ROCAP/Costa Rica.

Those making presentations were:

Or. Stanley Miller, Director, IPPC

Mr. Larry Burrill, Weed Research Specialist, IPPC

Or. Frank Conklin, Agricultural Economist, [PPC

Or. Jack Davis, Director, Agricultural Experiment Station, Oregon
State University

Dr. Eduardo Locatelli, Weed Research Specialist, IPPC, Costa Rica

Mr. Myron Shenk, lleed Research Specialist, IPPC, Costa Rica

Dr. Santiago Fonseca, Oirector, CATiE, Costa Rica

15. External Factors:

In Central America and the Philippines the 0.S.U. staff have
established ¢lose cocpgeraticn and coordination with many ‘nstitutions
includinag the nost location. The major problem {dentified is the lack
of a reqular starf counterpart in weed contral at CATIE. Acticn to

solve this problem 15 given under point nunber 2 of Section 3,

16.  Inputs:

Inputs in Central America and the Philippines as well as at
Corvallic are all dn plice and functioning well, However, at least o
two year cetension of the project will Le needed te dccenplish the geal,
As Indicatec in ftem 3 ounder Secticn 9, the rovicw team recorrends

additicral staff to acconplish the soeuigeconomic ohiectives of the project.



17, Qutputs:

In Central America effective and economic weed control systems
have been developed which are reaching the stage for recommendations.

In Asia good progress is being in this area.

The training programs continue to be unusually successful. In
Latin America seven new full-time weed scientists have been trained
since 1976 or are now in training. In the Philippines six new weed
scientists are on the ich or now in training as a result of the 0SU
project. Many more have received training in short courses and working

with OSU staff.

18. Purpose:

The project purpose is: a) Develop weed control systems for small
and medium farms in selected developing countries to increase crop yields;
b) Evaluat: the new weed technoloyy in terms of the cocial and economic
goals in LLCs; and ¢) !mprove weed research capabilities of the LOCs to

increase fcod crop production and welfare of rural population,

In Central Joerica excellent pregress s reing mace n <eveloping
effective weed control systems that increase 1elds, reduce erosicn and

Yoo feasible. Stafr i active in the chilippires with

v

are econcritcal

several cxperiments in proyress.,

Considerable economic data has been gathered both in Costa Rica
and the Philippines on the frportance of weed centrol 1n small farm
crop production,  cata on the etfect of varous systers of weed control
on Loth hired and (nefarm Yator, yleld, ret retirn, ete. are qivirg

valuyable wator ation for dectsicns on recorrendged practices.  for examrple,
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made in evaluating the economic situation, finding cooperators and
establishing experiments.

Training of personnel in weed science is having a great impact.
Ouring the life of the 0.S.U. projects the staff have given counterpart
training over extended periods to 31 persons in South America, 20 in
Central America and 6 in the Philippines. In short courses and workshops
training in weed science has been given to 245 people in South America,
245 in Central America, 144 in Asia and Pacific Islands and 5 in Africa.
several weed science societies have been formed in the LOCs with 0.S.U.'s
help and encouragement. These developments should hasten the attainment

of the project goals.

20. Beneficiaries:

LOC research staff receive direct benefic in this project by
learning new research methodology both of a ceneral nature and specific
to weed control. The research staff are provided with weed control
systems which <an de acapted to local conditions. The extension staff
have available a vecrage of weed contral technology that can be 4ispersed

to LoC farrers,

21. Unplannedq Zffects:

The delay in posting the Asian team was unplanned and has resulted
in the need tor rore tire to attain the projected outputs.

The no till/rulch yster of production cvolving from the research
resulted in the sdentitication of the need for core effective teans of
planting., Tre CLU tat ha, recogniled the reed for o better band

planting tool that will work an mulen, Tre posstibility of rodifying a






