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I. Introduction

In August 1979 USAID /India requested that AID/W assemble
a team of consultants who could assist US..iD in the development «:f an
"analysis and evaluation plan'. The consultant team a?rived in late
November and was in India {or most of December. The Analysis
and Evaluation Team was led by Dr. Thamas Timberg, a political
scientist with long experience in India; it included Dr, Russell Clson,
a recently retired AID agricultural economist who had worked in India
in the 19505 as a contractor and returnmed subsequently as USAID /India
Food and Agriculture chief in the late 19(¢:0s and early 1970s, and
D+r. Allan Hoben, a Boston Uriversity social anthropologist, formerly
with PPC in AID/W, The team was joined for part of its stay by
Dr. Richard Blue, Chief cof the Studies Division of PPC/E and former
India scholar, and Dr. Hugh Plunkett, USAID /Dangiadesh socia)
anthropologist, and was assisted in New Delh1 by two Indian graduate
students in sociology.

USAID requested the tcam visit for several reasons. Farst, it
was clear that India had a wealth of information and resources to offer
in analysis and evaluation of the programs likely to be of interest to AID,
but that USAID would need both a '"road map" and a '"plan of attack"

in order to be able to take full advantage of available rescurces,



This presented difficulties fcr the USAID staff, all of whom were new
to India. Second, USAID recognized that many of thg issues of
"impact' and "access" of particular concern to AID were cormmon to
most projects in each of the twe major sectors of interest to AID
(agriculture and health/family planning/nutrition), USAID wanted
expert advice in devising an analysi: and evaluation approach which
would take advantage of common elements at the project '"purpose"
and '*goal" levels in obtaining adequate information on program
iaupact and access for the AID "target group''. Finally, USAID felt
that a ""crash course' in the literature on program impact in India
would be useful in preparation of tne Country Development Strategy
Statement (CDSS) for FY 1982 - FY 198¢.

The Analysis and Evaluation Team was generally successful in
meeting the objectives set for the team by USAID. The team memnbers
were extremely helpful in putting USAID staff in touch with relevant
individuals and institutions in India, and the report has served as a
very useful catalogue of contacts. Their suggestions concerning the
capabilities of various institutions, possible ways of keeping abreast of
the vast Indian literature, and the principles which should guide USAID
evaluation efforts were invaluable, as were the team's observations
on various "impact'" issues. The team's recommendations and the

actions planned by USAID are listed in Annex A, USAID's only major
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disagreement with the team concerned the recommendations on in-
depth micro-studies., Although USAID would like to support such
studies, it has subsequently concluded that AID-financed studies of this
type are simply not feasible in India in the 1380s.

In discussing USAID analysis and evaluation plans for various
secturs, sub-sectors and programs, il.s paper follows the
organization of the '"program areas' listed on page 58 of the FY 1682-
19f¢ India CDSS. Among other things, this has precluded an integrated
discussion of Title II evaluation since,Title II programs are considered in
the relevant sub-sector rather than lumped together. However, it
siould be kept in mind that the evaluation plans for various Titie IT
programs are & response to the concern that all Title II programs= be
assessed for their impact and effectiveness, and have developed from
the'gualitative" Title II evaluation undertaken by a team of consult.nts
in early 1979.

To provide the program context for the discussion below, Annex B
lists existing and planned projects for FY 1978 through FY 1982 and
the proposed levels for various program areas for FY 1983 through
FY 1986 (based on the Approved Assistance Planning level of $750
million for FY 1986). Annex C provides the logical frameworks and the
USAID evaluation planning worksheets for each of USAID's existing

projects.



II. Proposed Analysis ond Evaluation Activities

A. Macro-Level Analysis

Unless there is a major change in AID policies and practices,
USAID does not anticipate a requirement for major analytical studies at the
macro level. Given the quali‘y and timcliness of the general economic
analysis produced by the Government of India, the Economic Section of the
U.S. Embassy in New Delhi, World Bank and Internaﬁonal MOn‘.etary Fund,
it should be possible for the existing USAID staff (particularly the U, S,
Deputy Program Officer/Economist, the FSN Economic Specialist. and
FSN Agricultural Economist) to deal adequately with any macroecononiic
issues which might arise in the context of the Indicative Flanning Allocation
(IPA) exercise, the CDSS, or the Annual Budget Submission (e.g. halance
of payments analysis for PL 480 Title I requests).

One macro-level analysis which will be considered in ah assessn:ent
of India's overall development performance, using the results of the 1981
Census and other available data to review trends in poverty, employment
and income distribution. Depending upon the rate at which Census data are
compiled and released, it might be possiblc to undertake such a
study in the latter half of CY 1982 (i.e. in time for the CDSS for
FY 1985 - FY 1989). The study would be largely an in-house effort, with
assistance on special topics from Indian and U.S. consultants. USAID

will reach a decision on the utility and feasibility of a "development
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performance assessment” in late FY 1941 to permit budgeting of FY 1982
Program Development and Support (FDS) funds, as appropriate.

B. Food Supply and Rural Employment

The major portion of USAID's proposed program for India js
allocated to the expansio. of food supp'ics and rural employment, The
latter includes off-farm ernployment, although emphasis hasbeen given
thus far to programs which simultaneously expand hoth frod supnly and
rural employment through agricultural intensification. The "Food
Supply and Rural Employment'" progran: category should account for
the bulk of USAIDs aralysis and evaluation efforts. Over the longer
run, as noted above, z large amount of high-quality impact datz should
be available {rom AlD-supported programs and prcjects. In the period
covered by this Analysis and Evaluztion Plan, however, most of the
impact data will have to come from other sources. This Plan is
designed to take maximum advantaée of these other sources pending the
availability of similar information from AID-assisted activities.

The key activity in this respect will be an ongoing analysis of the
impact of India's agricultural and rural development strategy. This
effort was begun in the Analysis arnd Evaluation Team Report and the
CDSS for FY 1982 - FY 1986. and will be updated annually and summarized

in each successive CDSS. The analysis will assess the development
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pattern of the overall rural economy, concentrating on the impact on
poverty, employment and income distribution of thc agricultural
intensification. The studies_will be based nrimarily on

data {rom the states of northern and western India (Punjab, Haryana,
Uttar Pradesh, Rajasthan, Gujarat, Ma<hyaz Pradesh, Maharashtra),
but will include data from castern and southern Indic for comparative
purposes. The first update will be undertaken in Nevember and
Deucember 1980, preferably with assistance from knowledgeable U, S,
or Indian consultants.

Within the Food Supply and Rural Employment category nearly half
of projected allocations are for surface or yroandwater irrigation
(including rural electrification). Although USAID has prepared analyses
of particular irrigation activities for four Project Papers, it has not
yet been possible to undertake a comprehensive assessment of long-term
AID assistance priorities within India's irrigation sector. USAID plans
to undertake such an assessment during CY 1981 for the FY 1984 -

FY 1988 CDSS. The scope of the assessment and theextent of assistance
required from Indian and U.S. consultants will be determined following
the report of the Asia Regional Irrigatior. Review Team (scheduled to
visit India during November 1980) and the issuance of the new Sixth Five

Year Plan for 1980 - 1935 (V1 FYP) in earlv CY 1981,
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Other analysis and evaluation activities in the Food Supply and
Rural Employment category will be closely related to particular
projects or groups of projects. These are discussed beiow, using
the headings from the FY 1922 - FY 1956 CDSS.

l. Apricultura: Rescarch Educaticn and Extension

Priority areas lor ATD assistance for agricultural research.
education and extension were agreed upon recently at the initial
meetings of the Indo-U.S. Joint Subconimission on Agriculture
(September 23-25, 1980). A Project Paper will be prepared during
FY 1981. USAID has not yet had an opportunity to review fully the
analysis ard evaluation requirements for activities in this field. Our
preliminary assessment is that no analyses will be required beyond those which
are included in the Project Faper. Material on research,education
and extension will be included in the annual impact analysis on India's
agricultural and rural development strategy, but it will probably
receive less emphasis than such topics as irrigation, credit, fertilizer
and rural electrification.

2. Surface Irrigation

AID is already financing Medium Irrigation Projects (MIPs) in
Gujaraf and Rajasthan, and is considering FY 82 funding for a third

MIP in Maharashtra. The scheduled completion dates for the Gujarat
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and Rajzsthan MIPs are FY 1983 and FY 1985 respectively, although
completion dates for individual medium irripation schemes financed
under the MIPs will vary. In general, a project appraisal is carried
out for each scheme and socio-economic bascline surveys are underiaken for a
at Jeast one-half of the schenmies, so impact data for selected schemes
should begin to be available from abowu: FY 1983 onwards. Similar
socio-economic economic baseline studies are being carried out on all
irrigation projects recently financed by the World Bank. These studies will
eventuully provide an additional source of extremely useful impact
information.

Several members of the Analysis and. Evaluation Team reviewed
copies of the socio-economic baseline studics prepared for the AID/
World Bank financed Gujarazt Medium Irrigation Project. They concluded
that the studies were generally adequate in providing a basis for measure-
ment of overall impact on production, employment and incomes of farm
households, but were weak in providing a basis for assessing project
impact on particular groups, such as women, tribals, landless
laborers, a'nd artisans. While it is too late to modify the scopes of
work for the Gujarat socio-economic baseline studies. USAID
will seek the aasistance of the economist and sociologist on the Asia

Bureau Irrigation Review Team in reviewing the scopes of work
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now being prepared by the Irrigation Department of the Covernment of
Rajasthan (GOR) for the Rajasthan MIP. The GOR and USAID have
already agreed that the socio-economie bhacseline studie.s should he
expanded to include landless households and also extended to reflect
secondary impact at the market town level, USAID will engage Indian
consultants if further assistance is required in developing suitable scopes
of work. It is conceivable that some impact data cculd be available hy
early CY 1983, when a PID f‘or an FY 1745 Rajasthan MiIP II wouid he
submitted.

USAID has also had discussions with the GOI Ministry of Irrigation
concerning possible AID support for '""command area development" in both
Gujarat and Rajasthan. This involves provision for on farm development,
market infrastructure and input access designed to improve water management
and increase the agricultural production impact of surface irrigation schemes,
Analytical requirements for these types of activities will be identified
during PID preparation.

Analytical requirements for the irrigation sub-sector will he further defined
during CY 1981 in conjunction with several other efforts, including the Asia
Bureau Irrigation Review; the joint training workshops in Gujarai on on-farm
water management; and the results of studies of water distributicn 1o farms

collaboratively designed with USAID and now being initiated by the

Irrigation Department of the Government of Rajasthan.
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3. Rural Electrification

As in the case of the Rajasthan MIP project, reliable impact data
will not be available fcr 5-10 years. In order to assure that high-quality
data‘is eventually available, USAID has been working with the evaluation
ur.i.rAc! the Rural Electrification Corporation (REC) to develop a
plan [or impact assessment of stlected schemes., USAID wil)
request that a U,5. consultant be made available to asgist REC and
USAID in the preparation of a scope of work for appropriate socio-
economic baseline studies. This work will be guided by REC studivs
already underway on schemes similar to those being financed unler the
AlD loan one of which is nearing complction.

With respect to the overall impact of past rural electrifica‘tion
programs, Resources for the Future (RfF) is undertaking a DS/EY-
financed longitudinal study using baseline data collected in 1966 in
Andhra Pradesh, Maharashtra and Punjab. The survey work in India
will be carried out by the Operations Rusearch Group (ORG) and the
Administrative Staff College, Hyderabad (ASCI). In addition to assessing
the impact of rural electrification on agricultural and non-agricultural
incomes and employment, the study will also review the econonsic feasibility
of alternative forms of rural cnergy supply and the appropriateness of the

present rate structure for rural electricity supply, The R [F study shtould
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bethe most comprehensive assessment ever attempted on the impact of
rural electrification in India. It is scheduled for completion in draft
by April or May 1981,

The REC has also sponsored a numbcr of impact studies, as well
as separate studies on pricing issues. Under contracts with ORG, ASCI
and the Indian Institute of Management/Bang=lore, rute structures in
12 states will be examined in terms of their financial and economic
impact. The final reports are due in September 1981, although draft
Teports may be available earlier. REC itself is undertaking a study of the
effect of rate changes on load development in two states (report due
March 1981) and a comparative study on the impact of alternative
metering systems (report due December 1981),

AID has had a particular interest in the role of cooperatives in
rural electrification. REC expects that the ncw Sixth Five Year Plan
(1980-1985) will call for a substantial expansion of cooperative organization
for rural electrification (which at present is confined to 16 schemes)
REC has contracted for a major study of the Sircilla rural electric
cooperative in Andhra Pradesh and expects the report to be available in
draft by December 1380. USAID has also initiated a review of the role of
cooperatives in rural electrification in India and expects to complete

a report by January 1931,
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USAID plans to preparc a PID for an FY 1983 Rural Electrification
IO project. Based on the above, there should be ample information on
issues of impact,rate structure,and cooperatives for a PID to be
submitted in May 1931,

4, Rural Works

Although there is a major '""rural works' component in both surface
irrigation and rural electrification, this h2ading refers to the Title II
Food for Works programs ($23. 2 million in FY 1980) operated by
Catholic Relief Services (CRS) and Church World Services/Luthcran
World Relief (CWS/LWR), and to possible future AID support for the
rural works program of the Government of India (GOT).

USAID will be assisted by U.S. consultants in preparing an
evaluation plan for the Title I Foud for Work program. USAID's
present thinking is that this will involve development of ar evaluation
system for use by CRS and CWS/LWR, and will include preparation of
a series of Food for Work case studies by USAID/Noluntary Agency teams
as well as establishment of a training program for volag program and
evaluation staff. Preliminary evaluation results should be available by
early CY 1932.

Fairly large-scale rural works programs have heen operated by the

GOI and various state governments for several years. The largest and
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best established are the GOI's Food for Work Program (modelled un the
earlier programs run by CARE using Title II commoditjes) and the
Employment Guarantee Scheme (EGS) run by the state of Maharashtra.
According to the recently approved Plan framework for the new Sixth
Five Year Plan for 1980-1‘.985 (\.'I FYP) the hest features of the (;:OI FFW
program and the EGS will be combined in a Ni:tional Rural Employment
Program (NREP) to be initiated in India's FY 1982 (April 1981 -
March 1982). There arc¢ a number of academic studies available of

both FFW and EGS, and the Planning Commission's Programme
Evaluation Organization (PEO) has just completed "ouick evaluations! of
both programs. A preliminary assessment of the possible role of AID
assistance for the NREP is included in the Rural Employment Situation
and Prospects paper prepared by Peter Thormann (ASIA/TR/RD) for
USAID in October 1980. USAID will explore assistance prospects further
following compbetion of the VI FYP, and will submit an FY 1983 PID in
May 1981 if assistance appears warranted.

5. Rural Credit

USAID's present rural credit program consists of Agricultura’l
Development Credit project, which provides u line of credit to the Agricultural
Refinance and Development Corporation (ARDC); $100 million was authorized
for this project in FY 1980. Although ARDC refinances a broad range of

agricultural credit activities, the present AID project is limited to

minor irrigation (i.e., credit to construct wells, purchase pumps and motors pr
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new and already constructed wells). The final obligation under the present
project is expected to take place in FY 1982, Corxsequgntly USAID is planning
to submit an FY 1983 PID in May 198! [or a4 follow-on rural credit project.

Iniormation on minor irrigation programs of the type supported under
the AID Agricultural Development Credit project will be available from
ARDC evaluation studies in Bihar, Rajasthan, West Beug.l and Crissa,

be ‘

all of which are to/completed by April 1981. Minor irrigation programs will
also be studied by the Asia Bureau Irrigation Review Team and revicwed
in the USAID/ Irrigation Sector Review.Recommendations for additional
analyses may arise {rom these reviews, but no spacial AlD-supnorted
studies are anticipated for the Agricultural Development Credit project.

As noted in the FY 1982 - FY 1986 CDSS, USAID views rural credit
as a potentially appropriate vehicle for assistance to ancillary agricultural
activities (e. g. anim.al husbandry, horticulture, fisheries). and to rural
small-scale enterprises. Ancillary agricultural activities and rural
enterprises are two of the three .major sources of "ofl-farm" employment
reviewed in the Thormann rural employment paper. (The other is rural
works) Based on Thormann's findings and the strong positive recommendations
of the Analysis and Evaluation Team, USAID expects to give serious
consideration to expansion of the Rural Credit 1l project to include

ancillary agricultural activities. This vili bhe a larpgely m-house "SAID
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exercise, although some U.S. or Indian consultant assistance will be
required. The USAID PID review will be able to draw on a large number
of recent studies, including several completed for the ARDC and

several carried out by the PEC.

Rural enterprises raise more diilicult issues and there is less
available guidance from recent evaluation studies. Also. ARDC is not
currently refinancing the credit needs of rural enterprises, except on a
minor scale. Credit for rural enterprises would be a component of the
new integrated rural credit system (encompassing ARDC and several other
institutions); the new system is expected to be operational within the
next year. Following a thorough review of the Thormann report and
discussions with the Planning Commission and Department of Econoric
Affairs (DEA), Ministry of Finance, USAID will decide whether *o proceed
to pursue assistance possibilities for rural enterprises (including forms
of assistance other than rural credit). If the decision is favorable,
substantial U, S. and Indian consultant assistance will be required prior
to preparation of an FY 1983 PID.

Even if rural enterprises are not selected as an appropriate area
for AID assistance, the performance of rural enterprises will be assessed

in general terms in the USAID Apricultural and Rural Development

Impact Analysis.
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6. Fertilizer

AID authorized a $150 million India Fertilizer Promotion loan
in FY 1979. Thus far $66 million has been obligated, and an additional
$3u million should be obligated in FY, 1921, It is not certain when it will
bg possible to obligate the balance, but current indications are tiiat
i£ is not likely that the balance cculd oblirated in FY 1982, USAID
nevertheless plans to submit an FY 1933 PID in the event that a nev:
authorization might be sought in FY 19§3,

Although there is abundant data and an extensive literature on
fertilizer distribution and ccnsumption in India, USAID had anticipated that
it might be useful to undertake some additional studies on fertilizer distribution
to remote areas and fertilizer promotion activities.

However, after a thorough review of a range: of potential studies by a
highly-qualified US consultant (Car] Gotsch of the Stanford Food Researc}
Institute), USAID has concluded that further special studies of this nature
are probably not justified. Based on the consultant's recommendations,
USAID has already completed an in-house review of the literature on the
relationship betwee.n agricultural oroduction credit and fertilizer

use,

Evidence on the role of fertilizer and its "equity impact" will also be
summarized in the upcoming USAID review of agricultural and rural

development in India. In addition, USAID will prepare amore comprehensive
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assessment of the fertilizer sector by February or March 1981. This
sector paper would be the basis for the FY 1983 PID to be submitted in
March or April 1981,

At the initial meetings of the Indo-U. S, Joint Sub-Commission on
Agriculture, several fertilizer related topics were endorsed as priority
areas for U.S. technical collaboratin,g. These irciude efficiency in
fertilizer use, fertilizer storage and distribution with emphasis on bulk
handling production technologies, phosphate rock exploration and
development of organic fertilizers, USAID will propose to the (GOl
that initial work in some or all of these areas proceed with funds fr -m
the Fertilizer Promotion loan. If this is not acceptable to the GOlI,
other funding possibilities will be explored. In any case, some or
all of these areas might be included in a possible FY 1983 PID fur a
follow-on Fertilizer Promotion project. Givern the general adequacy
of the data on the "equity impact" of fertilizer use in India, USAID's
present assessment is that additional analysis and evaluation efforts
could be most productive if related more directly to areas in which there
is potential for technical collaboration, such as those suggested by the
Subcommission. However, USAID will remain alert to any future

analytical requirements related to the general ""equity impact'"” issues,
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7. Cooperative Development

AID is supporting cooperative development in India through a series
of small Operational Program Grants to the Cooperative League of
the USA (CLUSA) and through Title II soybean oil ($26. ¢ million in FY 1980)
us2d to gererate rupee resources for the Qilseed Growers Cooperative
Project of the National Dairy Development Board (NDDB). CLUSA
provides technical support to. the NDDB for the Oilseed Growers
Cooperative Project, as wecll as technical assistance to the National
Cooperative Development Corporation (NCDC) for Cooperative Cilseed

Processing Management.

An evaluation of the latiter nroject has just been completed by a CLUSA
consultant. The same consultantis scheduled to return to India in January
1981 as part of a CLUSA/AID team to review the CLUSA and Titlell support to

the NDDB Oilseed Growers Coonerative Project. The team will have two

major tasks, in addition to evaluating the effectiveriess of CLUSA's
technical support and overall project progress to date, These will be
to assist USAID in reaching agreement with CLUSA and NDDB on a
schedule and procedure for preparation of a revised Operational Plan
reflecting actucl plans at present: and to assist CLUSA and NDDB in the
preparation of a monitoring and evaluation plan which will assurc that

base-line data is available for an eventual assessment of project impact
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on employment and incomes for various groups (medium, small and
marginal farmers, landless laborers, women workers engaged in
traditional groundnut processing, etc.). The NDDE hé.s been involved
in compprehensive impact assessments of its highly successful dairy
cooperative programy  (Operation Flood I), and has indicated a strong
interest in carrying out a similar impact assessment for the Oilsced
Growers Cooperative Project.

Following completion of the evaluation of the CLUSA/NDDB nroject
USAID will consider whether assistance for cooperative developmest
should be expanded using either Development Assistance funding or
Title II resources. USAID plans to complete this analysis by April 19561
to permit the conclusions of the review to be reflected in the FY 1983
Annual Budget Submission (AIS), and possibly in an FY 1983 PID,

C. Fertility and Mortality Reduction

This program category includes health, family planning and
nutrition activities with the common goals of fertility reduction and
mortality reduction. As in the case of the programs under the Food
Supply and Rural Employment category, USAID plans to assess GOI
progress toward goal-level objectives through an annual review of data
and literature relating to all of the program category headings (in this

case health/population and maternal and child health/nutrition).
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Because the programs in this category are gencrally new or under design
and because USAID's Health/Nutrition/Population office is not yer fully
started, the strategy statements FY 82 CDSS will not‘be elaborated
further for the CDSS for FY 1983 - FY 1987. A fulier review will be
prepared in late 1981 for the CDSS for FY 1984 - FY 1988, primarily

as a by-product of the preparation of health, pupulation and nutrition
strategy papers planned for CY 1981 (discussed below). Subsequent
reviews would be essentially updates of the 1981 review, and would be
summa rized in successive CDSSs.

1. Rural Health/Family Flanning Svstems

The major activity under this heading is the Integrated Rural Hcalth/
Population Project recently authorized for $40 million in grant funding,
In addition to the $23. 7 million obligated in FY 1980 it is anticipated
that $9. 4 million and $6. 9 million be ot:ligated in FY 198] and FY 1982,
respectively, USAID plans to submit an FY 1983 PID for funding of a
follow-on project. The other project planned under this is a Private
Health Institutions Project funded by U.S. owned rupees (FY 195§1),
There will also be a number of centrally-funded health and population
activities which are not reflected in USAID's budget requests but which
should contribute to USAID's understanding of health and family planning

programs in India.
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USAID prepared a preliminary heaith stratery statement in late
CY 1979. A summary was included in the FY 1982-1986 CDSS. USAID
subsequently cornmissioned a review fo rural health system experience
by a U.S. health anthropologist who had just completed two vears in
soutlherp India, and contracted for a limited literature search by an
Indian consultant on health system imp~ct and access. USAID pluns to
complete an updated health strategy statement drawn on the studies
noted above: on 3 more extensive lietrature review focussed on
constraints to utilization of key family planning and health services by the
rural and urban poor (to be initiated in C¥ 1981} and on the pop:ulation and
nutrition reviews described below. Thé undated strategy statement will
review GOI plans for the health sector as reflected in the V1 FYP. USAID
will consider including a review of AID assistance possibilities in water
supply and sanitation.

USAID also plans to prepare a separate Multi Year Population
Strategy Statement (MYPSS). This is particularly important in view of the
AID policies affecting family planning activities specifically, as wecll as the
fact that centrally-funded projects are likely to play an important role in
USAID's overall approach to population/family planning. USAID plans

to complete the MYPSS in CY 1961. A separate but related activity in CYy 1981
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will be a review of the Indian literature on'non-family planning"
determinants of fertility (104 {d)). A 104 {(d) issues paper based on
this review will be completed during CY 1931 with U.S. contractor
assistance.

Although the planned USAID strategy papers will rely initially on
existing data and literaturc, subsequent versions will be able to draw
on evaluation data generated by the AlD-assisted Integrated Rural
Health/Population Project, which will be operating in the st#te.s of
Haryana, Himachal Pradesh, Punjab, Gujarat and Maharashtra. In
late CY 1980, and early CY 1981. USAID staff will be participating with GOI
a:-i state health officials in the design of the monitoring and evalration system:s
for the Integrated Rural Health/Population Project. Baseline data
will be collected beginning in CY 1981, and some initial ‘mpact
and access data may be available by early CY 1982, USAID also
plans to design the rupee funded Rural Health Institutions Project
with a view toward generation of impact and access data.

2. Maternal and Child Health/Nutrition

The only activities under this heading at present are the Title II
Maternal Child Health (MCH), Other Child Feeding (OCF) and Individual
Health Cases (IHC) programs , which totalled $45. 8 million in FY 1980
(excluding ocean freight). However, a Maternal/Child Nutrition Project

using Development Assistance funds to upgrade the Title I MCH
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program is now being designed for an F% 1981 authorization.

USAID included a general analysis of appropriatg objectives
and priorities for AID nutrition assistance in India in the CDSS for
FY 1982 - FY 1986, An updated nutritiocn str.tegy statement wiil be
completed prior to submission of the FY 1984 - FY 1988 CDSS, i.e. by
late CY 1981.

USAID plans to request U.S. consultsni assistance in early
CY 1981 to design an appropriate impact assessment study for the Title II
MCH programs run by CARE and CRS. USAID and the consultants will
be guided in these efforts by a literature review on targeted feeding
programs in India which was prepared for USAID recently by a U, S,
consultant (David Sahn of the Community Systems Foundation), and by
two recent evaluations of Title I1 MCH programs (CRS evaluation their
Nutrition Education Program, and a CARE evaluation of their Composite
Program for Women and Preschool Children in Keralz)., USAID expects
to be able to have prelimary evaluation information on existing Title II

MCH programs by mid-CY 1982,
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D. Special AID Concerns

1. Women in Development

USAID has no plans for any special analyses of Women in Development
(WID) issues in general, partially because the GOI has advised USAID that
it is not interested in AID financing for projects identified specifically as
WID prejects. However, USAID will continue to select and design projects
with a view to maximizing net benefits for women, taking account of the
value of women as a resource, Also, all project evaluation plans will
provide specifically for assessment of project impact on women as
appropriate.

2. Energy, Environment and Forestry

The only existing activity under this hcading is the Technologies for
the Rural Poor Projeét authorized in FY 74. About $1 million hus lieen
committed under this grant for three renewahle energyv projects, an- the
GOl is considering requesting funding under the grant for a National
Academy of Sciences (NAS) effort to identify colluborative projects in hio-
mass production and conversion (including "energy forestry"). However,
a number of other major activities under this heading are in the planning
stages. These include a ''social forestry'" project for the state of Madhya
Pradesh (deferred from FY 1981 to FY 1982 for authorization) and similar
project for Maharashtra (now deferred to FY 1983), a soil znd water
conservation project (FY 1982), and a follow-on project to the
Technologies for the Rural Poor grant covering alternative energy

resource development (FY 1982).
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USAID prepared a background paper on Enargy.Enviroament and
Forestry in November 1972 for the Asia Bureau Conference of the same
title. More recently USAID commissioned a paper b-,'_ a U.S. consultant
on biogas development in India. It will probably not be necessary to
undertake additional analytical efforts on energy in general due to the relatively
limited upportunities for U.S. assistarn. ¢ in the areas ol interest to
AZD. It should be possible to resolve all relevant issues during PP
preparation. The situation is somewhat different with respect to
"environment'' and '"forestry" since therc appear to be a large number
of assistance opportunities which could absorb substantial amounts of
AID funding. USAID plans to prepare a forestry sector strategy stztement
during CY 1981. This will be largely an in-h»yuse effort, althouuh some ''.S.or
Indian consultant assistance will probably be recuired. USALID has not yet
determined how to approach the analysis of objectives and priorities for
AID assistance in the arez of "environment'' or conservation. Since
many of the issues in this area overlap with irrigation and forestry, USAID
will review the need for a soil and water conservation sector paper
during preparation of the sector strategies for irrigaton and {orestry
discussed above.

Evaluation plans for the various projects under this heading will be
developed during project design. USAID assipgns very high priority to the

development of appropriate moaitoring and evaluation systems for projects
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in this area since their success is so heavily dependent of socio-
cultural and organizational factors. It:is important to note in this
respect that the Ford Foundatio:: has been involved in the development
of both the Madhya Pradesh Social Forestry and Soil and Water
Conservation projects, and is expected tu have a continuing interest in
analysis of factors affecting project success.

3. Primary Education

The only activity under this heading is Title II School Feeding
($37. 9 million in FY 1980, excluding ocean freight). Previous school
feeding evaluations were reviewed in July 1980 by Richard Shortlidge, Ds/
Burean education economist. He concluded that none of the previoas
evaluations provided an adequate basis for asses sment of the impact of
Titlz II school feeding prograins on school attendance and enrollment. He
outlined possibilities for several new studies, which are now under review
by the GOI Ministry of Education. The timing of evaluation results depend.
on the course of action decided upon by the GOI,

III. Analysis and Evaluation Summary

USAID analysis and evaluation plans are presented in summary form in
the following four tables. No attempt has been made to summarize the
staff and financial requirements involved, since these are likely to change
considerably over time. The financial requirements over the next year are

reflected in USAID's FY 1981 PDS submission,



Analysis and Evaluation Summary

Acronyms and Symbols

ABS

ARD Impact

CDSS
CG

CP
DESIGN
MYPSS
PACD
PES (F)
PES (M)
PID

PP

VI FYP

Annual Budget Submission

Agricultural and Rural Development Impact Analysis Report
Country Development Statement

IBRD Consultative Group for India

Conagressional Presentation

Design of evaluation system for a project

Multi-Year Population Strategy Statement

Project Assistance Completion Date

Project Evaluation Summary (Final)

Project Evaluation Summary (Mid-Project or Interim)
Project Identification Document

Project Paper

Indian Sixth Five Year Plan for 1980-81 to 1984-85

Earliest date at which impact and access data are likely to Ye availalile from zavaluations



ANALYSIS AND EVALUAT1ON SUMMARY

Fiscal Year 1981 Fiscal Year 1982 Fiscal Year 1983
PROGRAM AREA/PROJECT ONDJFMAMJIJIAS ONDJFMAMJIJAS ONDJFMAMJIJIAS
CY 1980 CY 1981 CY 1922 ,
FY 83 FY 83 FY 83 FY 84 FY 84 FY 84 FY 85 FY 85 FY 85
CDSS ABS CcG CP CNSS ABS CG CP CDSS ABS CG cp
Macro-Level Analysis
Routine Analyses 1/ .
CDSS VI FYP CDSS CDSS
Special Analyses
Rural Macro Performance
Employment Assessment
Food Supply & Rural Employment
Sectoral Analyses .
ARD Impact Irrigation ARD Irpact ARD Impact
Strategy
AG. RESEARCH, EDUCATION
EXTENSION
Ag. Research (0470)
PP
Ag. Education
P1D PP.
SURFACE IRRIGATION
Gujarat MIP ( Q464) ' PACD
PES (M) _PES(M) *  6/30 PES (F)
Rajasthan MIP (0481) '
Baseline PES (M) PES(M)
Scope :
Rajasthan CAD
PID PP

== Rajasthan MIP II
PID



WY

Fiscal Year 1981 Fiscal Year 1982 Fiscal Year 1983
PROJECT ARFA/PROJECT ONDJFMAMJIJTAS ONDJFMAMIJAS ONDIJIFMAMJIJAS
CY 1980 CY_1951 CY 1982
RURAL ELECTRIFICATION
General *
RfF Impact Study
Rural Electrification (0462) PACD
Coop Study Design PES(M) 6/30 PES (F)
Rural Electrification I1I
PID ~PP
RURAL WORKS
Title 1T (Food For Work) *
Design
Rural Works
PID rp PES(M)
RURAL CREDIT
Ag. Development * - B
Credit (0466) PES (M PACD
6/30 PES(F)
Ag. Credit 171
PID 2 P )
Ag. Credit 711X Y ? FES (M
FERTILIZER —
PID
Fertilizer Promotion (0471) PACD
Sub-Sector 12/31 PES(F)
Review
Fertllizer Promotion
PID PID
COOPL.RATTVE DEVELOPMENT
Title II (CLUSA/NDDB Oilseeds
Project) CLUSA/AID  PID J/
Evaluation *



Fiscal Year 1981 Fiscal Year 1982 Fiscal Year 1983
PROJECT AREA/PROJECT ONDJFMANMNMIJIAS ONDJFMAMJIJAS ONDJFMAMJIJIAS
CY 1980 CY 1981 CY 1982
Fertility and Mortality Reduction
Sectoral Analyses
Health Strategy Update HPN Strategy ‘“pdate
MPYSS

104(d) Review

Nutrition Strategy
RURAL HEALTH/FAMILY PLANNING SYSTEMS

Integrated Rural Health/and
Population (0468) *
Design PES (M) PES (M)

Integrated Rural Health and
Population II PID PP

Population Project

PID PP

Private Health Institutions *

PP
Maternal and Child Health/

Nutrition Title II (MCH) ——EE;TE;—
Integrated Maternal and
Child Nutrition (0476) PP Design

Malaria Control PACD
PES(M) 12/31 PES(F)



PROGRAM AREA/PROJECT

Special AID Concerns

WOMEN IN DEVELOPMENT

Sectoral Analyses
ENERGY, ENVIRONMENT & FORESTRY
Alternative Energy Resource
Development (0474)

Madhya Pradesh Social
Forestry (0475)

Maharashtra Social Forestry

Land and Water Conservation
( Small Tanks) (0479)

PRIMARY EDUCATION

Title II (School Feeding)

Fiscal Year 1981
ONDJIFMAMJIJIAS

Fiscal Year 1982
ONDIFMAMIJIAS

Fiscal Year 1983
ONDIJFMAMIJIAS

CY 1980 CY 1981 CY 1982
Forestry Strategy
PP PP
*
PP
PP
PP *
Design *



Footnotes

1/

Each CDSS update will include a breif analysis of the current status of the Plan,
indicators of Plan performance, and budget and balance of payments problems and
prospects. USAID will prepare a brief analysis of the Sixth Five Year Plan
(1980-1985) after it is issued(probably in March or April 1981),

PID analysis for Ag. Credit II will probably include an assessment of the
appropriateness of assistance for credit to allied agricultural activities (animal
husbandry, horticulture, fisheries, forestry) and possibly rural enterprises. '"Rural
enterprised'has not been included as a separate '"program area'" because USAID
assumes that assistance, if appropriate, would be primarily in the form of credit.

PIDs are not used for PIL.-480 programming. However, USAID will in effect be
preparing a "PID" for the FY 1983 ABS as a basis for recommendations concerning

the Transfer Authorization for the CLUSA /NDDB Oilseed Growers Cooperative Project,
and other possible CLUSA /NNDDB cooperative activities, This "PID'" will be based

on the CLUSA/AID evaluation scheduled for January 1931.



Annex A

Analysis and Evaluation Team Reccommendations
and Planned USAID Actions

I. USAID Actions Requirinzy Funding

1. Local hire, part-time staif to monitcr and keep current bibliozranhy.

USAID has hired a Foreign Service National (FSW) cconon:ist and has
submitted a position description to Washington for an FSN social analyst
(anthropologist or rural sociologist). Both will work in the Analysis
and Evaluation Division of the Program Office under the supervision of
the U,S. Direct Hire Deputy Program Cfficer/Economist. The Analysis
and Evaluation Division will also have an FSN Program Assistan!
(Information}, who will operate the USAID Documentation Center
institutions which are potenrtial sources of relevant analytical materials.
One of the principal duties of the Analysis and Evaluation Division will be
to mzintain monitor current literature and bibliographies, as recommended
by the Analysis and Evaluation Team.

2. Survey statistics and statistical sources in Gujarat, Rajasthan,

Madhya Pradesh, Uttar Pradesh, and Haryana, using purchase orders,
USAID does not plan to survey state-leve! statistical sources using
Purchase Orders, since this can be done by 7!SAID staff and consultants
in the course of preparation of various seztor or projeczt analyszz. Ir

particular USAID plans to survey statistical sources in preparing the



Agricultural and Rural Development Impact Analysis, which will
concentrate oa data available from India's northern, central and westera
states (Gujarat, Haryana, Himachal Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh,
Maharashtra, Punjab, Rajasthan, Uttar Pradesh)., USAID alsn plans

to provide somewhat more comprehensive state-level data in the future
in Project Papers for projects which will be implemented in a particular
state.

3. Subscribe to the Center for Monitoring the Iindian Economy.

Dore

4, Survey administrative infrastructure for development in Rajasthan

and Madhya Pradesh, probably using local contractor, or temporary

hire.

USAID does not plan to survey administrative infrastructure in Rajasthan
and Madhya Pradesh in general. However, analyses for projects to be
implemented by "weaker' state governments such as those of Rajasthan and
Madhya Pradesh will consider administratively feasibility issues particularly
thoroughly.

5. Inventory rural consumption data with ORG and other markating

syrveys, for use in monitoring state aad change in rural consumption

lasses, probably use lo-al contractor or temporary hire.
p ry

This will be considered after USAID hLas had an opportunity to assess

the adequacy of existing rural consumption data for USAID purposes.

N



6. Do baseline study for Health and Pupulation Project.

The Integrated Rural Health/Population project includes plans for the
collection of baseline data beginning in early CY 1981,

7. Survey the social science literature on health and illness, provably

using short term assignment personnel.

Much of the social science literature on health and illness in India was
reviewed in a seriestof reports prepared for USAID in early CY 1939 by
Dr. Marik Nichter, a health anthropologist who had recently completed a two-
year study of rural health services in southern India. The utility of
further literature reviews in this area will be assessed in conjunction
with USAID preparation of Health/Population/Nutrition strategy papers in
CY 1931.

8. Commission two to three brief studies of the social organization of

health services at the local delivery levels, usinog local contractor

or temporary hire.

The social organization of health services at the local delivery levels was
analyzed for rural Karnataka by Nichter. USAID will consider the utility
of additional studies following review of the Government of India (GOI) and state
Plans for evaluation of the Integrated Rural Health/Population Project.

9. Check out remaining unsurveved 2igh!v recommended institutions,

g o] ssi ersoanel






http:wcstt.rn
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Rajasthan, Uttar Pradesh) is based partially 21 2 preliminary assessment
that the impact of agricultural and rural deelopment programs in these
status is likely to be more equitable than in eastern India (Bihar, Orissa,
West Bengal), Southern India (Audhra Pradesh, Karnataka, Kerala, Tamil
Nadu) would Le an alternative possibility for program coacentration, bhut is far
less accessible from New Delhi, USAID would uadertake a separate

study of different regional patterns of development if a major shift in
USAID's regiona’ concentration were considered. In the meantime, USAID
will include data on rural devzlopment patterns in eastern and southern
Ind’: for comparison purpnses in the Agricultural and Rural Dev:losment
Impact Analysis.

13. Survey institutional ulterantives in arricultural credit an!

extension fields.

USAID may assess institutional alternatives for agricultural credit
in carrying the analysis for an FY 1983 Agricultural Development Credit II
project. Institutional alternatives in2xtension will be assessed if USAID

is requested to provide gencral suppors-t for extension programs.

II. USAID Actions Not Requiring Funding

1. Maintain contact with contact list and PVO proiects list.

This will be a routine responsibility of the Program Office Analysis and

Evaluation Division. Other USAID offices (e.g. Agriculture and Rura!
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Development, Health/Population/Nutrition} will also maintain contact
with individuals, institutions and private and voluntary organizations
(PVGCs) working in their fields.

2, Permit Village Study Leave

USAID believes that this suggestion .4s murit, and is considering ways
in which it might be done.

III. Recommendations on Evaluation

1. Do through Indian institutions.

USAID anticipates that any evaluationstudies requiring collectioa of
primary data will be carried out by Indian institutions, However, it is
likely that a substantial input will be required from USAID (with AID/%W
and consultant support) to assure that studies carried out by Indiusn
institutions are methodoiogically adequste.

2. Should serve research purpo:ses as well as pure evaluation purposes.

USAID agrees that evaluations should contribute to a better under-
standing of sectoral development while meeting project-specific evaluatioa
requirements. This V.villlgenerally be the case if evaluations have been dz2signed
80 as to assure adequate assessment of progress toward goal-level and

purpose-level objectives including assessment of the mechanisms involved,


http:mechanis.ms
http:goal-le.el

3. Should contain data tlet can assess impact of funded prozrams

on power and equality,

Evaluations of USAID activities will generally include data on equality
of access (e.g. to credit, water,healt} services, etc.) and equality
in terms of outcome (e.g., income distribation, mortality reduction by
social class etc.). While some of this data will illuminate trends in
power relationships, USAID will not attempt to measure trends in power
relatiouships directly, because of the sensilivities involved. However,
trends in power relationships and their correlatioa with trends in nther
soci6-economic variables will be a major fosus of USAID's effort o
monitor relevant social science liter.ture in India.

4. Test hypotheses of program strategy -- especially of immiseratiol

negative hypothesis.

This is the principal purpose of the Agricultural and Rural Development
Impact Analysis. Data on the impact of AID-supported programs and
projects will also contribute eventually to the testing of the '"equitable
growth'' hypothesis,

5. Specifically, do so for fertilizer, agricultural credit, medium

irrigation, minor irrigation, and rural electrification.

These topics will all be includzd in the Agricultural and Rural Development

Impact Analysis,
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6. Coordinate with in-depth miecre-studies using socio-anthrepological

techaiques.

Although USAID has coacluded that in-denth micro studies supioried hy
AlID are not politically feasible at this tiine, USAID anticipates that it
will be possible to achieve most of the san2 purposes through monitoring

current Indian social science literature,

NS



USAID/NEW DELHI
CURRENT AND PROPOSED PROGRAM ($§ MILLION)

FYy 78 Fy 79 FY 80 FY B1 FY 82
Actual Actual Actual CP/Adjusted Proposed
Food Supply & Rural Employment
0462 Rural Electrification (L) - 58.0 - - -
0464 Gujarat Medium Irrigation (L) 30.0 g - - -
0466 Ag. Development Credit (L) - - 20.0 35,6 44.4
0467 Rajasthan Medium Irrigation (L/G) - - 15,5 20.0 -

0470 Ag. Research (G) -

- - 7.0
0471 Fertilizer Promotion (L) - 22.0 44,0 35.0 33.0
0481 Maharashtra Medium Irrigation (L./G) - - - - 35.5
Fertility & Mo rtality Reduction
0455 Malaria Control (L) 28.0 10.0 - - -
0468 Integrated Rural Health/Pop. (G) - - 23,7 9.4 6.9
0476 Integrated Maternal/Child Nutrition (G) - - - 4.0 8.0
Special AID Concerns
0465 Technologies for Rural Poor (G) 2.0 - - - -
0474 Alternative Energy Res. Dev. (G) - - - - 5.2
0475 Madhya Pradesh Social Forestry (L/G) - - - - 25.0
0479 Land & Water Conservation 6mall Tanks)G) - - - - 5.0
TOTAL DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE 60. 0 90.0 103.2 104. 0 170.0
EEEET—— — 1 ———
Grants: ( 2.0) ( --) (24. 2) (13.4) (33.6)
Loans: - (58.0) (90. 0) (79. 0) (90.6) (136.4)
PL - 480 Title II » |
- Food for Cooperatives (Oilseeds) - 21.1 26. 6 24.5 - 22,7
- Food for Rural Works 25.1 23.7 23.2 ‘ - 27.9 29.2
- Food for MCH and OCF 44,4 45,7 43,8 57.8 58.4
- Food for Individual Health Cases 2.1 2.1 2.0 2.6 2.7
- Food for Primary Education 35.8 36.6 37.9 47.7 49.6
TOTAL TITLE II: (w/o. Freight) 107.4 129, 2 133.5 160.5 162. 6
. f —— — . -] f—  ———— 3 L= 3 E— ——— W
(with Freight) (150. 4) (175.6) (180. 3) (219. 8) (223.1)



USAID/NEW DELHI

APPROVED ASSISTANCE PLANNING LEVEL

Program Area

Food Supply and Rural Employment

Ag. Research, Education & Extension

Surface Irrigation
Rural Electrification
Rural Works

Food fuor Rural Works, Title II
(Non-add) 3/

Rural Cred ¢

Fertilizer

Food for Cooperatives, Title II &/

Fertility and Mortality Reduction

Rural Health/Family Planning/
Nutrition Systems

Food for Maternal/Child Health, and
Other Programs, Title 112/

Special AID Concerns

Women in Development

Energy, Environment & Forestry

Food for Primary Education, Title II'E'/

Total (DA):

PL 480 Title I
PL 480 Title I

($ Million)

FY 82 Planning Levels
Proposedf FY83 FYS84 FY&5 FY86 Total
(FY 83-86)
7.0 10 10 15 20 55
35.5 40 60 90 90 280
- 50 60 30 80 270
- 10 25 50 {0 145
(40.9) (45) (50) (60) (70) (225)
44. 4 70 110 140 180 500
33.0 70 100 100 100 370
(27.2) (30) (30) (35) (40) (135)
14.9 55 7¢ 90 115 335
(85.5) (85) (90) (95) (110) (380)
- 5 10 10 15 40
35,2 40 50 75 90 255
(69. 4) (70) (80) (100) (110) (360)
170 350 500 650 750 2,250
(223) (230) (250) (290) (330) (1,100)

a/ Title II amounts shown under planning levels are non-additive; amounts irclude

estimated ocean freight,

\
N



Long-Rance Evaluation Schedules and
Logical Framewcrks: Existing Projects

This Annex is comprised of USAID Long Range Evaluation
Schedules for the projects listed belcw. The Long Range
Evaluation Schedules set forth the dates of mid-project and final
Pruject Evaluation Summaries (PES). Since comprehensive data
on achievement of goal-level and purpose-level objectives will
often not be available until after the Project Assistance
Completion Date (PACD) and the submission of the final PES,
each schedule also notes briefly the present plans for project
impact assessmant (i.e. evaluation of the project's effects on
such things as employment, income distribution, poverty,
fertility and mortality reduction and access to infrastructure,
inputs and servicesy The project logical frameworks are

includ23d fer reference.

The projects included are:
l. Gujarat Medium Irrigation Project (04€4)
2. Rajasthan Medium Irrigation Project (0467)
3. Rural Electrification (0462)
4. Agricultural Development Credit (0466)
5. Fertilizer Promotion (0471)
6. Integrated Rural Health & Population (0468)

7. Malaria Control (0465)



USAID/NEW DELHI NDate Prepared_gmhw

LONG PANGE EVALUATION SCHEDULE Project Manacer_gduin D. Staina

1) Project/Activity No.3gf.que6___ 2) Project/Activity Title: _GUJARAT MEDIUM_IRRIGATION

3) Date of Initial Obligation:__ 8/26/78 4) Date of Final Obligation: FY 78 SV Proj. Asst. Completion Date: 6/30/83

) Life-af-Project Cost to AID: g3p 000,000 (L)

7) Dates of Evaluations Propoted through l.ife-of-Project

Submittal Period
Date Covered Character
12/80 8/78-10/80 Routine
PES
12/81 11/80-10/81 Routine
PES
9/83 8/78-6/83 Final PES

8) Plans for Project Impact Assessment:

N

Start-up Completicn
Purpose and Nature of [-rorosed Svaination Date _ Date

Project mid-term joint field review by USAID and IDA at 11/80 11/80
Output level to assess progress, ldentify constraints and
estimate expected expenditures to end of prdject.

Field review at Cutput level to evaluate progress and 11/81 11/81
determine sxtent to which constraints identified by
previous evaluation have been removed.

Project Completion Report. 7/83 8/83

The project's impact on output, employment, incomes and income distribution
will be evaluated through socioeconomic studies to be undertaken oa all schemes
financed under the project. Baseline sarveys have already been completed

by various institutes for six schemes. TFnllow-cn surveys to

gather impact data should begin in 1983 or 1984, .






USAID/KTAW DELHI Date Prcparcd_(_)sggb_gr 24, 198

LONG RANGF. EVALUATION SCHFDULE Proiect Manager Fdwin D, Staips.__
, —
I} Projects/Activity No._386-0467 2) e centAetiviy Title: _ paJASTHAN MEDTIM IRRIGATION
3) Date of Initial Obligation: 6/30/80 4) Date of Final Chlipation: FY 81 5) Proj. Asst. Completion Date: 6/30/85

) Life-of-Project Cost to AID: §35 500,000 (L./G)_
7) Dates of Evaluations Proposed through Life-of-Project

Submittal Period Start-up Comrleticn
Date Covered Character PPursuse and Nature of Propased ¥valuation Date Datc
10/81 7/80 - 9/81 Routine PES Combined Input and Output level assessment to evaluate 10/81 10/81

pProgress based on project managers' field inspection
and GOR and GOI/CWC regular reports.

3/83 7/80 -12/82 Special Purpose level assessment prior to preparation of FY 1985 1/83 2/83
ABS and possible Rajasthan II PID.
3/84 12/82-12/83 Routine PES Output level assessment to evaluate progress based on
USAID field inspections ard GOR and GOI/CC regular
reports 2/84 2/84
9/85 7/80 - 6/85 Final PES Purpose level evaluation after completion of project. 7/85 8/85
8) Plans for Profect Impact Assessment: The project's impact on access to supplies of controlled

water and on output, imployment, incomes, and income
distribution will be evaluated through socio-economic studies
to be undertaken on approximately ten medium irrigation
schemes. Baseline data collection for the socio-economic
studies will begin in CY 1981. Given the construction time
involved, impact data would be collected beginning in

about 1986. The terms of reference for baseline data
collection will be prepared by the Irrigation Department

of the Government of Rajasthan (GOR) with assistance from
USAID.












USAID/NEW DELHI Date Prepared_gcrober 24, 198C

'"ONG RANMNGE EVALINATICN SCHEDULE Project Manaver_Jeffery A, Malici

——— ——

1) Project/Activity No. 38§°D‘_’!§6 2) Project:Nctivity Tyile: —_ACRICULTURAL DEVELOPMENT GREDI™

3) Date of Initial Obligation:_6/30/80___ ) Dafe of Final Chligation:  12/81 5) Proj. Asst. Completion Date:6/30/82
-} Life-cf-Project Cost to AID: $100,000,000 (1)

7) Dates of Evaluations Proposed through Life-of-Proiect

Submittal Period Start-up Completion
Date Covered Characte: Furpose and N@turccn'?rogoscd valuation _Date Date
10/81 7/80 - 8/81 Routine PES Output level assessment 9/81 - 9/81

1/82 7/80 - 8/81 Special Purpose and goal level assessment 12/81 12/81
7/82 9/81 - 6/82 Final PES Project Completion Report 6/82 7/82
8) Plans for Project Impact Assessment: The Agricultural Refinﬁnce and Development Corporation

(ARDC) has an extensive program for evaluation om a sample basis
of various types of schemes. Of the S¢ evaluations

scheduled for the next two ycars, apprc:imately 16 will be on
minor irrigation schemes such as those being financed under
the AID Agricultural Development Credit Project. Past

ARDC minor irrigation evaluations have contained adequate
infermation concerning access to credit and project impact .
on output, employment, and incomes. Unless there is a

mirked deterioration in coverage and quality, USATD will

not propose additional impact assessment studies., Imnact
data from minor irrigation evaluations already under way
will be available beginning in early CY 1981.

NS
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USAID/NEW DELHI Date Preparedgctoher 24, 1980

LOMG RANGE EVALITATICN SCHEDUILLE Project Manager g1 1ec & Riggs-
1) Project/Activity No. 386-0471 2) Project/Activity Titie: FERTILIZER PROMOTION
3) Date of Initial Obligation:___9/28/79  4) Date of Final Obligation: FY 82 5) Proj. Asst. Completion Date: 12/31/81%

6) Life-of-Project Cost to AID: $150,000,000 (L)

7) Dates of Evaluations Proposed through Lifc-of-Project

Submittal Period Start-up Completion
Date Covered Character FPurnose and Nature of Proposed Fvaluation Nxte Date
3/81 9/79 - 1/81 Routine PES Input level assessment of procurement procedures and 2/81 2/81

purpose level assessment of achievements prior to
preparing PID for FY 83 follow-on project.

12/81 9/79 - 9/81 Routine PES Input level assessment of procurement procedures and 11/81 12/81
purpose level assessment of achievements prior to pre~
paring PP for FY 83 follow-on project. '

2/83 9/79 - 12/82 Final PES Project Completion Report 1/83 1/83

8) Plans for Project Impact Assessment: There is ample data available on fertilizer use by farm size and by region,
and on the impact of fertilizer use on output, employment and incomes.
USAID will prepare a comprehensive in-house survey of available information
on fertilizer impact and access in early CY 1981. Subsequent impact
- assessment activities would depend on the prospective role of Fertilizer
Promotion follow-on projects in the India program.







USAID/NEW DELII Date PPreparedOctober 24,1890

L.ONG RANCE EVALUATION SCHEDULE Project Manager_ John W. LaSar
1) Project /dontixixx No. 386-0468 ____2) Proj. at’\ctivity Title: THTEGRATED RURAL HEALTH AND POPULATION L
3) Date of Initial Obligation:___ 3/80 4) Date of Finul Oblivation: FY 82 5) Proj. Asst. Completion Date: 9/30/85

t) Life-of-Project Cost to AID:$40,000,000 (G)

7) Dates of Evaluations Pronosed throuph Life-of-Proiect

Submittal Period Start-up Coemzleiinn
Date Covered Character Purpvose and Nature of Prorosed Fvaluation Date __Ja‘e
a. 1/82 9/80 ~ 10/81 Rout ine PES Output level assessment 11/81 12/81
b. 2/83 9/80 - 10/82 Special Mid-project review including selected 10/82 2/83
Purpose Indicators

c. 1/84 11/82 - 10/83 Routine PES Cutput level assessment 11/83 12/83
d. 1/85 11/83 - 10/84 Routine PES Output level assessment 11/84 12/84
e. 1/86 9/80 - 9/85 Final PES Project Completion Report 10/85 12/85

8) Plans for Project Impact Assessment : The project's impact on access to health and family planning
services and on fertility and mortality rates will be assessed
through baseline and follow-on surveys administered by the GOI

in conjunction with the Indian Institute for Population Studies
(Bombay) .

The surveys will be designed in late CY 1980 and early CY 1981
with assistance from USAID. Baseline surveys should begin in early to-

mid-CY 1981, and iuitial impact data should become available in
CY 1983, after mid-project, second round survey.






UbBALD/NEW DL Date Prepared Octobex 24,1980
LONG RANGE EVALUATICN SCHEDULE Project Manager_John W. LeSar

1) Project/ftixidox No.386-0455 2) Project/Activity Ti:ile: MALARIA CONTROL

3) Date of Initial Obligation; 8/26/78 4) Date of Final Oblivation: FY 1979 s5)Proj.Asst. Completion Date; 12/31/81
‘ i) Life-of-Project Cost to AID:$38,000,000 (L)

7) Dates of Evaluations Proposed through Life-of{-Project

Submittal Period Start-up Completion
Date Cohvered Character Purpose and Nature of Pronosed Kvaluation Date Date
a. 6/20/80 8/78 - 4/80 Routine PES Review of €G2I annual evaluation 5/15/80 6/20/80
b. 2/81 5/80 - 12/80 Rout ine PES Review of joint GOI/WHO Annual Independent 1/81 2/81
Aprraisal
c. 4/82 8/78 - 12/81 Final PES Project Completion Report 1/82 3/82
8) Plans for Project Impact Assessment : None







