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FY-1983 EVALUATION OF THE BANGLADESH PL-480
TITLE III FOOD FOR DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM

INTRODUCTION AND RECUMMENDATIONS

Scope of Evaluation

This evaluation covers the BDG Fiscal Year 1983 (July 1, 1982 - X
June 30, 1983), rather than the USG FY-1983, 1in order to maximize the
use of final, firm data. This evaluation 13 intended to meet the
requirements of the PL-480 Title III Food For Development Program of i
March &, 1982 (aAnnex B, Item IV) for an annual program evaluation. /-
It is written at this time in order to make possible, if authorized.
Early Programming of a portion, or all, of the $65 million allocated

to Bang}adesh for USG FY-1984.
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This evaluation will analyze the progress made during the stated
reference period, plus the constraints to maximum program effectiveness
thar have been revealed and will conclude with recommendations for
program improvements.

The aspecta of the Program to be evaluated are:

A) Progress in the continued phase down of the Publie Food
Distribution System (PFDS) ;

B) Maintenance of incentive prices to farmers;
C) Moderation of prica tncrease through Open Market Sules (oMS);

D) Maintenance of fgod decurity through improved reserve
management ;

E) Private Sector Foodgrain Imports;

F) Policy Planning and the FPMU;

G) The utilization of local currency funds generated by the
Title III Program for projects under the Medium Term

Food Production Program (MTFFP);

H)  The ab{'ity of the Bangladesh cotton yarn and textile
induntry to utilize Title ITI cotton;

I) The ability of tha Bangladesh vegetable otl procenning
induatry to utilize Ticle III vegecable oiln.

J)  The denfrabilicy of continued relinement of the Program
and modification of the commodity m{x thareunder:



K) Commodity Price Equalization under Title III;
L) Early Programming;
M) Statistical Summary.

In summary, BDG performance in the food policy areas has continued
to be good throughout FY-82. I[n particular, OMS has been used effectively
and 1is now widely accepted as the BDG's major mechanism to moderate price
increases. Procurement prices have been increased as appropriate to
ensure an incentive price to farmers, although extensive procurement has
not been necessary. An appropriale velationship has been maintained
between OMS and procurement pPrices; procurement prices have been announced
prior to the planting season and ration prices have remained at or above
Procurement price throughout FY-83. (Table K and L compare market,
ration procurement and OMS prices from January '82 through June, '83).

Use of wheat through OMS and MR hag been cxpedited through sales directly
to atta crushers.

Recommendations on policy issues, summarized here, are explained
more fully in following sections.

1. Ration prices should be increased to at least 5 percent and
preferably ]O percent above the procurement price, to defray
gone of the coscs of tranaportation, storage and administracion.
The BDG should analyze lta overhead costs to determine the
extent ~f the remaining subuidy on ration food. Since procure-
ment prices will rise {n mid-November 1983 that {3 a convenient
time to raise ration prices.

2. Rice should be eliminated from SK.

3. The BDG should make Aveater efforts to Lncreage the racio of
wheat to rice offrakes under MR.

4, The BDG should berin exploring alternative salen Programas to
the existing ration system for 1elling {ta older, short shelf

11fe atocks at times when G5 'a not necded,

S. The BDG should make clear to dlstrict and subdivialonal food

officlals that the procuterent prograu {5 moant Lo angure a
floor price to farmers rather tuan to ennure a certain satock
lavel.

6. Tha BDG ahould explore ways of solving the paddy moistura

problem during procurerment drives and *hould study the cona-

traints to faternal prain oride capaasdens Thin may requira

the i{natallation of lowcon: ¢rying facilitlen at procurement

centars. Discountad pricen naed to be offered for prain with
high mointure contant.



7.

10.
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12.

13.

14.
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OMS prices should be increased to reflect the recently
announced procurement price increases. The ratio of wheat
to rice initial prices should be reviewed.

The effects of BDG restrictions on OMS dealers should
continue to be reviewed.

The BDG should consider allowing private dealers the option
of dire:tly importing wheat, at !east for limited and
specific purposes such as white flour milling.

USAID and the FFPMS should follow up with the contract team
which created the early warning system model to attempt to
refine it and make Lt workable.

While most projects on which locally generated Taka were
disbursed performed admirably, one godown conatruction
pProject was found unsatisfactory and must be improved or
elae support must be withdrawn.

Quarterly reviews of Title III should be replaced by an
annual and a mid-term review.

Rapid increase in domestic production of cotton (an American
variety, Deltapine) has riien to one quarter of the annuyal
requirement, but prospectu are not bright for further pro-
duction {increases. Should production continue to grow
(contrary to expectations), Title II. {mports of cotton
might have to be cut back.

USDA "green card" inspection of cotton should continue because

leas cotton could be imported if a different type of inspection

were to take place.

Competition from lower priced (and lower quality) imported
refined palm oll fs putting price pressure on US CDSO soy oil,
Soy olil ahould always be priced somewhat higher (for the
refined product) because of quality distinctions, but US
shipping regulations are creating exceptional price problema,
One solution ia to adopt an Economic Border price for CDSO,
to equalize US and other imports of similar grades and
categories, prior to sales by BDG to private oil processors.



16) As Title III foodgrains become less important and Bangladesh
approaches self-gufficiency, the role of vegetabl: o1l and
cotton will increase. Pricing mechanisms to put US oil aud
cotton on an equal footing must be explored and developed.

17) Early Programming for FY-1984 {s necessary to achieve
flexibilicy.

A, Progress in Reducing the Public Food Diatribucion System (PFDS) :

The ,Public Foodgrain Discribution System (PFDS) consisty of tem
different cacegories. Traditionally, the most important have been
Statutory Rationing (SR), Modified Ratloning (MR), and Fo.d For Hork
[FFW), the first two of vhich have been the focus of efforts uwnder
Title III to reduce the PFDS. Table M shcws PFDS offtakes by
category since FY 1977-78. In FY-82/83, SR orftakes were 302,758 long
tons, 162 of total PFDS offrakes; and MR offrakou vers 361,722 long tons,
197 of PFDS offtakes. This compares with (MS offtakes of 116,040 long
tons or 67 of PFDS offtakes. Clearly, the ration system (MR & SR) still
remaing the BDG's primary vehicle for food discribution. SR offrakes
for FY-82/83 showed a slight reduction i{n real termsa continuing a
consistent trend of annual reduction over the pPast six years. (See
Table M). MR offtakes also decreased from FY-81#82 1in both rea!
terms and as a percent of toral PFD5 offtakes, but a long term trend
toward reduced offtakes is not evident: MR varies with the need to
supplesient market gupplies. __

Nonetheless, tocal PFDS offtakesy in FY-82/83 remain abour at
the game level ag {n FY-77/78 (about 1.9 million LT), deapite a
Population {ncrease over the same period of about 18%. Total PFDS,
therefore, has declined Jubstantially as a Percentage of total rfood
requirements,

Reduction of the food gubasildy through phase down of the ration
8ystem can be approached {n two wayn: by increasing ration prices to
bring them cleaer to market prices, and by adjusting the ratiom quotas
to individuals. Boch mechanisms are uged in conjunction with the
Title ITII program.

This supporta the BDG's policy of reducing the PFDS, and retain-
ing only that portion which targets foodgrains to the moat nendy. The
BDG intendsn eventually to retain only MR, FFW, and Gratuitous Relief
(GR) 18 mechanisms to engure daccenas to foodgrains to the poor, and
to una OMS as tha primary vehicle for arrcating rapid seasonal price
increames. The BDG atated an early an FY-80 chat SR would be virtually
eliminated by FY-85, {f dcmentic production targetn could bae mat .



1, Increasjng Ration Prices:

As reported in last year's evaluation report, the ration price
for rice was increased to 191 taka per maund and for wheat. 130 taka
per maund* on July 1, 1982 compared with pProcurement prices of 190
taka and 124 taka per maund respectively. This was che first time that
ration prices have exceeded procurement pricesy, implying elimination
of the subsidy on ratison pcices except for transportation, storage and
administrative costs. The pProcurenent price for aman rice increased
in November, 1982 to 210 taka and for wheat in April, 1983 to 135 taka
Per maund. Accordingly, ration Prices were incrcased in early January,
1983 to 209 taka (215 taka retail) and 139 taka (145 taka retall)
respectively. Thus the ration price for rice has been meintained about
at the procurement price for rice, the ration price for wheat above
the procurement price for wheat, for over a year. In terms of the
raticn price's relationship to market prices, the average ration price
for rice in FY-82/83 was 877 of the average market price for rice, and
the average ration price for wheat 91X of the average warket price for
wheat. This compares with 797 and 91X for FY-81/82 and 75% and 90X
for FY-80/81.

Further iacrease in racion prices must be nmade. Beginning in
Yovember 1983 the new procurcmenc prices will be 225 taka/maund for
milled rice and 144 tako/maund for Paddy. Were ration prices to stay
fixed at their current levels of 209 taka/maund for rice and 139 taka/
maund for paddy or wheat, they would fall 3criously behind procurement
prices once again. If the new ration price {3 to be five percent
greater than the procurcment price {t aust rise to 236 taka/maund;
Similarly {f it {3 to be ten Percent higher {t wmust rise t. 248 taka.
Lucreancs only to the level of the recently announced procurement
prices for the amun crop will maincain the relationship achieved lasc
year, tutr will nut constitute further progreda {n reduction of the
subsidy. Further price {ncreancs are warranted to begin to cover costs
of transportation storage and administration. These costs are more
difficult to ascertain for the governtient program than they are for
private dealers, and analyais ahould be undertaken to provide an
accurate agnensment. A racent USAID atudy cutimatea that the cost
of holding grain for sale after harvest {s about 5% per monch. Thus,
4 ratior price 57 higher than the procurement price may be an appro-
Priate initial targec, until the racion system's full costs can be
estimated more accuracely.

" Ex-godown prices, Ratail Prices wara taka 1)% and taka 134
ranpectively.
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2. Adjusting the Ration Quotas:

Use of the ration System can be discouraged both by reducing the
total quota and by adjusting the commodity composition to make it less
attractive. Reducing the ratio of rice to wheat in the ration quota
makes it less desirable to those who can afford rice, the preferred
grain. This has the added advantage of targecting public foodgrains
to those who will accept wheat, Primarily the poor. 1In addition,
since vheat ration prices are currently closer to market prices than
rice ration prices, a higher proportion of wheat to rice in the ration
quota results in further reduction of the subsidy.

Ration quotas under SR and MR were most recently reduced in
December, 1981, when they went from a toral quota of 2.5 seers per
capita** of which wheat congstituted 1.75 deers, to a total quota of
2.0 seers per capita of which wheat constituted 1.5 seers (three-
fourtha of the ration). One would ¢xpect, then, that offtakes from
3R and MR would consist of about three quarters vheat and one quarter
rice. This has not in fact been the cage. While wheat offtakes
exceeded rice offrakes {n SR for every month during FY-83, the oppoaite
has been true in MR, Rice offtakes under MR exceeded wheat of{takes
every month except July, November and December, and more than doubled
wheat offtakes {n March through June. (Sce Table N).

There are a couple of reasons ror thig, Firat, {n the months
following the wheat harvest there 11 little demand for wheat by racion
card holders because wheat zarket prices are low. The BDG responds by
offering more paddy under MR during this period: Paddy can only be uaed
under MR because It {3 cnly in the rural areas that miliing facilicies
are available which can process the relarively small quantities of
Paddy provided under the quota.

Second, a difficuley in funnel {ng wheat through the ration aystem
wan deacribed in lasc year's evaluation. Wheat cannot be usaed until {¢
has been crushed or milled, but quotas avatlable through the ration
Aystem are too small to allow for efficienc Arinding. The avaluation
report recommended that wheat be 70ld .irectly to acta crushers and
wheut millers, who would {n turn sell the procesned wheat to authorized
raticn card holdern. As a resule of chias recommendation, the BDG {n
April, 1983 Jdid begin to laaue racion vheat directly to atca crushers,
Resale by atta crushers wan not restricted to ration card holders,

Ll One scer (2.05 1ba.) 1 Approximately one kilogram.
There ava 40 ascern ia one maund.



Now that chis problem has been resolved, the BDG should make
greater efforts to increase the ratio of wheat to rice offtakes under
MR.* Since the same Problem has not surfaced under SR, it may be
advisable to further decrease the rice quota under SR, as the next
logical step towards racion system phase down.

3. Implications of racion 8ystem phase-down

As the ration Syctem becomes less attractive and offtakes decline,
the BDG will tum to altermative outlets for selling older, short-shelf-
life stocks. aMS is used only when prices are unusually high and 18 not
dikely to be needed when production g good and procurement ig high: But
these are the same periods when some mechanism LO remove old stocks is
most needed.

Several other options have been Suggested. One, for example,
would be to offer the Poorest quality or shortest shelf-11fe stocks on
the free market in the precharvest scasons at a Price which fluctuates
with market priccs but 13 always 10 to 20 taka per maund lower. It {ia
appropriate to charge a price lower than the market price for low quality
stocks, and since thege foodgrains would Presumably not be purchased by
those who could arford better quality there would ba 21 self-targeting
effect.

Whatever the dyatem ultimately agreed upon, it {1 {mportant for
the BDGC to begin now to explore alternatives to the existing ration
systemn. —_—

B. Foodgrain Procurement to Maintain Incentive Prices to Farmers

1, Procqrqmunt Prices:

The Title IIT Agreement requ.res that che BDG set foodgrain
Procurement prices at levels high enough to provide a sufficient return
to farmers {n order to encourage {avesczent (n HYV technologies, and that
the BDGC purchasec foodgrainy at the procurement price when neceasary to
maintain farm pricra. The Agreement states thae procurement prices will
be announced for each major foodgrain crop vell (n advance of the
planting seanon: July 1 for aman and Novembar L for boro and wheat.

Perfomuance (n the past year han cont.aued to be Rood. As veported
in last year's avaluation, procurement pricen for the FY 82-83 aman crop
vera announced on Junn 30, In accordance with the Areement, at Taka 210/~
maund for rice, and Taka 135 /maund for paddy.  An for the boro and wheat
crops, the BDG announced in Decomber, 1982, chae procurrment pricesm would
not be ratned, Although thin wan over a month later than the Novembar
data ntipulated in the ATecment, {t wan act)! carly enough to have ap
effect on farmaera’ cropping deciotonn, atlnce boro rice tranaplanting
occurn primarily {n January and Fobruary and cont {nues {nto March,

L] Ie ahould be noted heore that afnce the 1.5, han bagun a monet{zed
Title Il program in Dangladeul, U.5. vheac 111 doen go tnto the
MR ayncem,
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TABLE A

BDG 7Y-1983 FOOD FOR WORK PROGRAM

Total Offtake:

(BDG, CARE, WFP, other sources)
Of which: caARrrp (U.S. AID)

WFP (through Water Development Board and
local iniriative)

BDG (Own sourceu)
(Dry and Rainy Season, Test Relief)

Bilateral Assistance (U.K. and Canada)

SOURCE: USAID/Dhaka.

409,891 MT
99,785 MT

129,000 MT (Estimgted)

172,058 MT

15,144 MT
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The organizacional change took place on paper in October 1982 but
the physical relocation of the unit only occurred in June 1983. The Food
Ministry has enthusiastically welcomed the FPMS and has provided it with
good physical facilities. Some in the BDG have expressed concern that
the FPMS will not be free to voice independent views within the Food
Ministry, but it is seil] too early to comment on this.

With the move to the Food Ministry, some staff changes have also
occurred, although most of the primary resecarch staff have remained.
Fertilizer has been remcved from its scope of work. Otherwise the
FPMS has the same functions as those described 1in last year's evaluation:
(a) secretariat functions such as preparation of working papers for
Ministerial level meetings on food policy issues; (b) reviaws of
information on the short-term food situation, and (c) special studies.

A review of the working papers and monthly food situation reports
prepared by the FPMS last year indicates that they continue to play a
useful role in providing the up-to-date information needed by BDG
leadership in decision-mnking on food policy.

Several studies were completed this year by contract researchers
under supervision by the FPMS. One was a review of foodstock management,
and another was i study of food budget and accounting procedures.

Dr. Roger dontgomery joined the FPMS in September, 1982 to provide
long-term technical assigtance in food policy analysis. He worked closely
with FPMS on a number of reports and studies, but his contract was cut
short when he Jelned USAID/Dhaka on Jirect hire status. He continues
to devote a portion ~f his time working with the FPMS.

One major scudy cempleted about a year ago by a U,S5. consultant
firm for the FPMS wag developuent of a model for an carly warning
Syatem using climatologic data. The FPMS, with Dr. Montgomery, tested
the medel using lata for the FY 82 horo crap, but the nodel failed {n
soveral respects. Although the consultants have been requested to clear
up scme of the prohlem areas, they have not yot responded.  The FPMS
and USAID, which fundcd thig study, should follow up with the conasultants
to clarify and finalize the model, go that it can be used effectively
in crop forecasting.
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Utilization of Local Currency Funds

Since the last evaluatinn, USAID's Food and Agriculture office has
hired a competent Foreign Service National employee to track the expendi-
ture of local currency funds sn the various prcjects, to visit the project
sites and observe Progress, and to create data files on these nrcjects,
This careful monitoring has cunsiderably increased our nowledge of the
current status of these projects.

1. Overall Program

The list of projacts under the Mediun Term Food Production Program
(MTFPP) supported by Title III - senerated local currency during BDG
FY 1983 18 shown in Table B with both the overall BDG funding for each
project for the year and the Title IIT funding therefor during that period,

Table C shows the rroject by project isbursement of Title III
funds during the last 5 years,

A8 can be scen from these tabtles, even the relatively aminor disburse-
ment problems revealed in the FY 1982 Evaluation have been overcome.

Examination of BDG financial records shows that their expenditures
in FY 1982 on the "Muhuri Irrigation Project" were approximately 75 million
taka rather than the 4 million taka shcwn {n the FY 1982 Evaluation. This
Supports the release ~f 15 million faka in Title IIT local currency.
However, the USAID s still awaiting BDG clarification »f the orior
dlscrepancies {n the "Support for Locally Developad Soall Pumps and Other
Agricultural Implements" and "Establishmenc nf Workshops in Private Scctor'
projecta. The four weakest projects (the two above plus the "Supply of
LL? under the Canal Diuging Proeramme” and "Cormand Area Developuent
projects) have been dropped, as planned, and disbursement concentrated
in the 11 projeces remainine,

Of these 11, four are the recipiencs of major funding frem Yoth the
BDG and Tiele ITI, ocver 500 millicn taka apfece from the DG 1nd over 100
million taka aplece from Title IIT.  Feur more receive major 3DG funding
but relacdvely minor amounts of Title III taka. The three remnining
projecty, althoush recedivine limiced IDC an well an Tiele [I1 suppore,
have all recedved thelr primary funding from IDA,

2. Projuect Evaluantion

adaquate Jdata to evaluate physieal performance un the Title I1I-
supported projects (o currently avallable, USAID information suppores
the thents chac overall oropress on thuese projucts rangus, with one
axcuption, frem asatinfactsry to excellant.





http:exampe.of









http:current.ly






http:doubl.ed






















Table E, Required-Parmittad. and Actual Uses of Wheat under PL-480
Title III Agreement of August 2, 1978 as Amended in June 26,
1981.

A, dodified Rationing Tons of Wheat
Authorized no more than: 600,000
Actual Use 600,000
Balance 0

B, Sum of OMS plus MR + Rnaeggg

Authorized no more than: 1,174,000

Actual Use OMS 313,500

Actual Use MR 600,000

Balmnce (must be used for OMS) 260,500
C. Reserve Buildup

Aucthorized no more than: 207,400

Actual use &5 0
D. Total Program

Authorized no more than 1,174,000

Actual use 913,500

Balance (must be used for OMS) 260,500




Table F, Required, Permitred and Actual Use of Foodgrains (Rice and Wheat)
Provided Under (new) PL 480 Title III Agreement of March 8, 1982
as Amended,

Wheat gconaz Rice gtonsz
A) Modified Rationing

Authorized no more than: 171,700 0
Actual use 136,000 0
Balance 35,400
B) Sum of OMS plus MR + Reserve
Authorized no more than: 399,300 90,000
Actual use OMS 0 37,100
Actual use MR 136,000 0
Balance 263 ,000% 52,900
C) Reserve Buildup
Authorized no more than: 171,700 0
Actual use 0 0
D)  Total Program
Authorized no more than: 399,300 90,000
Actual use 136,300 7,100
Balance 261,000 32,900

* Of cthis Balance only 35,400 tons may be used for MR,
The reeidual, 227,600 tons, must be used for OMS,

\:'_
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Table G: PL-480 TITLE ITI COMMODITIES/FINANCIAL STATUS

Authorized:

a) Authorized for USFY-1978 to 1981 (Per first Title IIT Agresment
signed on August 2, 1978 as finallv amended on June 26,

b) Authorized for USFY 1982 to 1984 (Per second T!

1981)

1,169,000 MT of wheat valued at

26,000 MT of soybean/cottonseced oil vaiued ac:

WD OO

185.5 million
15,0 million

200.5 =million

tle IIT Agrecment

signed on March §, 19487)

Shipment of Commodities Sv Calendar Year:

: S

165,.0 million

a) Firsac Progran
Yuantity (In 000 MT) Cotton Valuye
Calendar Year Wheat ' Rice Soybean DI1  (In 000 bls) (In Million §)
1978 191.5 - - - 25.1
1979 147.1 - - - 55,1
1980 426.C - -— - - 67.9
1981 207.4 - 25.0 - 43.3
TOTAL(a) 1174, 0 - 25.0 - 191.4
b) Second Progran
‘1982 17,7 34,6 20,5 27.) 6).9
1983 ¥ 2276 38.4 23,9 28,4 59.8
TOTAL () 199,3 90,0 48,4 $5.7 123.7
GRAND TuTal
(abbh) 1,5733 90,0 73,4 55.7 5.1
1/ The figurea =ay vary alightly wvith the avaflability of all the

shipping documants,

;L/
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3) Sales of Wheat ny B0G Fiscal Year (In '000 MT):

a) First Program

Open Market Sales(OMS)

Modified Equivalent ..heat
Fiscal Year fation Wheat For Rice/Paddy Total
197¢ £3.6 33.6 - 107.2
1980 0l13.4 112.7 - 326.1
1931 87.8 0.1 87.9
1982 223.6 9.3 56.8 289.7
1983 21.6 80.8 0.2 102.6
T0TAL(:)  80UTH 3%.5 57.0 913.%
b) Second Proaram
1983 126,13 - - 136.3

4) Sales of Rize by 30C Fiscal Year (In '000 MT):

Secand Pragram

Fiscal Year Quantity
1383 37.1

§) Sale o/ Soybran 011 by B0G Fiscal Year (In '000 MT):

a) ri:st Program

Fiscai feer Quantitz
1982 24.0
1982 1.0
TOTAL(a; 75.0

b) Second "roqram

1933 29.7
GRAYD TOTAL(aAd) 54.7

G) S3ale af Cotton by BDG Fiscal Year ‘In ‘000 Bales):

Second Program

Fiscal fear Quantity

Y383 27.3



Tahle Hi: Snacial Aecount Uperation by BOG Fiscal Year (In Million Dollars):

n) First Frogram

riscal Yoar

1979
1980
1981
1982
1983

T0TAL(a)

9) "aczad Program

1983
1984

TOTAL(h)
CTANC TOTAL(a&b)

- e

1/ CUO » Currency Use Offset

2/ Tncluzas an umount of $18 million disbur

cvarter of March FY 1983,

Sales Proceeds Amount Disbursed Amount
Deposited into to Projects from Certified
Special Account Special Account For CUO 1/
12.2 12.2 -
55.0 55.0 12,2
14.6 14.6 34.3
37.7 31.1 45.6
_35.1 _41.1Y _47.5
154.0 154.0 139.6
30.6 3.82/ 0.2
1.2 — -
31.8 3.8 0.2
185.8 157.8 139.8

sed on July 28 for the




Table J: Application Position of the Certifiad Amount to Date(In Million Dols):l/

Amount Total Amount  Amount Aleiedg/
Certified Interest Available for Repayment Balance to
for CUO Earned for CUQ Title [ " Title 111 be Applied

a) First Program

139.6 3.9 143.5 32.9 13.1 97.5

b) Second Program

0.2 - 0.2 - - 0.2
139.8 3.9 143,7 32.9 13.1 97.7

1/ The amounts May vary with the receipe of up-to-date repayment/interest
schedules from (CC, USDA,

2/ Includes al repayments due through USFY 1983.

Source: Mintstry of Food, BSFIC, BTMC, ERD and CCC Repayment/Interest
Schedules,

September 21, 1983,
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Tule 82 ° Aug,32  Sanr.82  Oce.82 Nov.B2 Dec.H2
12394 5753 6642 A128 7563 7207
<0195 19550 " 19116 1618 19855 20313
12201 <6312 2575¢ 24410 27458 27520
12518 ANJ02 34669 25499 16046 5804
1342, 17682 24081 34607 16514 9768
2,058 334075 29530 70106 32560 15572
Year
Jan.23 ieb.A)  Mar.01  Apr.83 Mav 83 June 83 Toral
7:04 620 71724 A0R0 5297 A191 860800
20747 10520 18755 14499 17354 9418 215951
=71e8 24760 25049 20587 22651 17609 302758
16225 1,620 18293 14169 9231 2771 206317
1029, 10042 7402 3345 4309 2316 25405
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Capital
Technical

%

Pi1lars Addressed: (A, Policy Dialogue; 5.

Trancfer; D.

Evaluation Tvpe

Interim >
Final
Ex-Post

Private Enterprise Development

Evaluators

Amount:
Duration:
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v / -

On-going

Completed

ESF
DA
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C.I.P,
Other
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Institution Building; C. Technology
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N av /_,‘”‘\-'

In-House
Consultants
Host Country
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Project Control No.

PROJECT WORK SHEET #1
(use extra sheets 1f necessary)

I. Compatibility with H.C. Environment | III. Project Implementation Rate and
Problems Encountered in Process,
Host and U.5. Generated

Rating (0-10) Rating

1. Institutional and Human Resource IV, The Sustatnability Factor
Development Capabilities

Rating Rating




