PHILIPPINES DECENTRALIZATION AND POPULAR PARTICIPATION:
AN IMPACT EVALUATION

OF THE

LOCAL RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PROJECT

[LRM-#492-0358]

JULY 1990

FINAL REPORT

PREPARED BY:

NATHAN ASSOCIATES, INC.

JN COLLABORATION WITH:

LEVERAGE INTERNATIONAL. INC,

MANILA, PHILIPPINES

1301 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW Washington, DC 20004 Telephone:202-393-2700 - Telex:248482 NATC UR  Facsimile:202-393.4548



TABLE OF CONTENTS

Project Identification Data Sheet

Abstract

Executive Summary-

Acronyms
1 Background.I..OIQ .......................... l'l..'.'ll‘l..l..ll
A. Project Background and Goals..... S e 1
- B. The Changing Political and Socio-Economic :
5L o o T U o3
C. Evaluation Scope, Objectives, and Methodoloqy....fQ
2 Project Analysis: Issues, Findings, and Conclusions......11

A. The Impact on Beneficiaries..... e eeene ceeeaall
The Beneficiaries............. P 1 X
Subproject Fund ProjectsS....vveveennnnennn .15

Community Project Fund ProjectS...........21
B. Community Organization and the Role of Private

and Voluntary OrganizationsS........eeeee... eoes29
The Changing PVO RoOle.....vvuuenrenns ceess29
The PVOs in the Project.....vovvvuen. ceese29
Strategies of Community Organization......33
PVO-Local Government LinkageS.......... ..35

The PVOs and the Community P;ogect Fund . .36
C. Decentralization and Participation: The
Prospects for Institutionalization....... vesees39

Program Preparation and Institutional
Structuring............. B - 4

Funding Allocations, De51gn, & Project
Planning. . vuieeeeeneeneenneennnnenense 51

Program and Project Implementation........54

Reporting, Monitoring, Evaluation,

& Documentetion..... et eeaee Ceeaene 55

‘D. Project Management....veeeesesonneenne X
E. Model Development, Sustainability, Replicability,

and Phase Out........ovvvvunn. Ceerenian A Y 4

Sustaining Relations and Procedures.......63

Sustaining Institutions.......covvvvvvnnns, 64

Sustaining BenefitS........e.... Ceseeesann 68

Replicability and Expansion......eeeeee...69
The Issue Of Phase OUt....v.ivvuveeereeesesTl

Recommendations.......... ceenas et B X -



4 Lessons Learned...ceceeecneennn cevese Hee e T k-

Appendices

A.

B'

Evaluation Scope of Work

Project Logical Frameworks: Phases I and II
Bibliography

Agencies and Individuals Contacted
Evaluation Methodology

A.I.D. Evaluation summary Forms

Project Data and Statistics

Case Studies

An Overview of Philiopine PVO Strateaies
Enhancing the Viabilitv of LRM Credit Facilities
Map

About the Authors



AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENY 1, TRN:S:\E;‘;ON CODE Amendment Number gggléMENT
PROJECT DATA SHEET E C = Change 4 | 3
2. COUNTRY/ENTITY 3, PROJECT NUMBER
Philippines {7392-0358
I. BUREAU/OFFICE ' 8. PROJECT TITLE (mavimum,d0 characters)
Asia and Near East | I CO‘L—_} I__:_ Local Resource Manatement -
s PROJECT ASSISTANCE COMPLETION DATE (PACD) 7, ESTIMATED DATE OF OBLIGATION
(Under ‘B below, enter 1, 2, 3, or 4)
MM DD , YY
|0l8|3|] 91 A Iniual Fy 18]2] B. Quarter [0 ,c.l'lmlrvlﬂ_fd
' 8. COSTS ($000 OR EQUIVALENT $1 = )
1 FIRST FY LIFE OF PROJECT
A- FUNDING SOURCE B. FX G L/C D. Total E.FX F.L/C G. Total
__AD Appropriated Total 1,085 1,085 365 14,105 14,470
{Gnany) ( 11(1,08 111,085 i€ 285 (12,801 ) 13.086 )
(Loan) ( )1 ( J ( )i ( 80 ) 1,304 )j( 1,384 )
Other | 1.
u.s. 2,
Host Country 718 718 10,593 10,599
her Donor(s) N
TOTAL 5§ o 1,803 1,803 365 24,704 | 25,069
, _ 9. SCHEDULE OF AID FUNDING ($000)
A APPROJPRIMARY %EEEM&%‘; D. OBLIGATIONS TO DATE E. AMOUNT APPROVED F. LIFE OF PROJECT
"PRIATION|PURPOSE THIS ACTION
CODE [1.Grant{2. Loan 1. Grant 2. Loan 1.Grant - 2. Loan ' 1. Grant 2. Loan
(1) ARDNY 260 [240 | 240( 13,086 814 13,086 1,384
(2) .
(3
(4) ‘ -
TOTALS @m~ | 13,086 814 13,086 1,384
\0. SECONDARY TECHNICAL CO%ES (maximum 5 codes of 3 positions each) 11. SECONDARY PURPOSE CODE
| . l l |
12, SPECIAL CONCERNS CODES (maximum 7 codes of 4 positions each)
A. Code .
B. Amount

°ROJECT PURPOSE (maximum 480 characters), | /

To improve the capability of local organizations to plan and implement
activities that address the needs of the rural poor.

————]

14, SCHEDULFD EVALUATIONS 15, SOURCE/ORIGIN OF GOODS AND SERVICES
MM, YY MM: YY , MM, YY

tterim |0 |1 8l9| | I | I I Final IOJ] aln

16. AMENDMENTS/NATURE OF CHANGE PROPOSED (Tis s page 1 of a____ poge PP Amendment)

The LRM Phase I1 Supplement will build on Phase I activities, moving from identification
to replication of successful approaches to local development in Regions V, VI and VIII and two
additional regions. Phase II will support an integrated planning/implementation approach
based on rural need identification, provide inputs as program assistance packages, inélude
more funds for community funds and subprojects, and support the delegation of responsibility

to the NEDA Regional Offices and provincial and municipal governments for implementation.
ograms 42592 million of A0 fundjng.

Ggoon. (3 941 [X] Locat, (] Other(Specify) —

1

T S = 18.DATE DOCUMENT RECEIVED
> %%%%fgﬁﬁ;{%{w¢(f IN AID/W, OR FOR AID;W DOCU- *
17. APPROVED | , . MENTS, DATE OF DISTRIBUTION
BY Title Date Signed
. MM, DD , YY MM, DD  YY
Director ] NN




ABSTRACT
LOCAL RESOURCE MANAGEMENT

The central question posed by this impact evaluation, conducted one
year before the project’s planned termination in August 1991, was the
"demonstrable contribution of the project in solving the problems of rural
poverty and providing choices for the poor to help themselves," and its
contribution to decentralization and the development of local government.
The project was experimental, and was designed as a learning process. It
was a product of the New Directions and the 1983 CDSS. In Phase I [1982-
1987}, it differentiated poverty by province, town, and village, and occu-
pational group. An external evaluation in 1987, based on a revised CDSS
following the revolution, refocused the beneficiaries on the general rural
population, arguing that all were poor. The project, managed by NEDA, used
national and then provincial PVOs to train, help organize, and monitor vil-
lage groups, and sensitize local governments to beneficiary needs. Two
project funds were established: one for grants to local government for
beneficiary-related impact projects ([mostly small infrastructure}, and
another for lending to village groups for income generating activities.

This evaluation, through site visits and documentation review, was
focused on Phase I areas, for Phase II activities were too recent for
impact. The project was slow of implementation for three reasons: [1]
internal issues of management; [2] the disruptions permeating Philipp‘ =
society from 1983 until 1988; and [3] the sequential process of work...j
with target groups through analyses, training, organization, registration,
lending, and monitoring, and in the case of infrastructure, construction.
Although some provinces short circuited the beneficiary analysis and
choice, the evaluation found that generally the poor were being reached,
but in far less numbers than planned. The PVOs, a vital link in the
process, each brought their own village-level organizational philosophy and
training to the project, thus vitiating the Phase I experimental nature of
alleviating poverty through occupational focus.

There were administrative deficiencies at a variety of levels, but
important attributes of the project were: the direct link to the benefici-
aries, the role of indigenous PVOs, the initial focus on poverty on the
basis of functional occupation, the training and reorientation process of
government toward the poor, and the legacy of community self-help. Foreign
donors and local governments are replicating the process and providing
additional funds for expansion related to the project’s original concept.
This was an innovative project at its inception in its direct support and
capacity-building of local governments, its poverty focus, and its major
PVO component. Now, due to internal political changes, these elements have
become Philippine policy, giving added piquancy to the termination of the
effort. Some effort to salvage the processes is recommended.



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The central question posed by this impact evaluation, conducted one
year before the project’s planned termination in August 1991, was the
"demonstrable contribution of the project in solving the problems of rural
poverty and providing choices for the poor to help themselves," and its
contribution to decentralization and the development of local government.
The project was experimental, and was designed as a learning process. It
was explicitly a product of the New Directions and the 1983 CDSS. 1In Phase
I [1982-1987], it differentiated poverty by province, town, and village,
and occupational group. An external evaluation in 1987, based on a revised
CDSS following the Philippine revolution, refocused the beneficiaries on
the general rural population, arguing that all were poor. The project,
managed by NEDA, used national and then provincial PVOs to train, help
organize, and monitor village groups, and sensitize local governments to
beneficiary needs. Two project funds were established: one, the Sub-
Project Fund ([SPF) for grants to local government for beneficiary-related
impact projects [mostly small infrastructure), and another--the Community
Project Fund ([CPF)]--for lending to village groups for income generating
activities.

This evaluation, through site visits and documentation review, was
focused on Phase I areas, for the expanded Phase II activities were too
recent for impact, although they were germane for institutionalization of
the process of beneficiary orientation.

Beneficiary Impact: Although there has been positive impact on the in-
tended beneficiaries, it has been less than originally anticipated. The
principle beneficiaries have been members of community associations, who
have incomes well below the poverty standard in the Philippines. Their
community groups, organized with the help of diverse PVOs, are organized
around their primary occupations, artisanal fisherman, landless agricul-
tural workers, and tenant, upland farmers. About two-thirds of all members
are women, however. The two project funds have variously benefitted the

beneficiaries. The Sub-Project Fund ([SPF] mostly ([71.6 percent] was used"

for infrastructure, primarily roads and water systems. Although it was
originally anticipated that the kenef’ ‘{iries would help in the selection
and design, most were initiated at th rrovincial level. Some sub-projects
were of questionable benefit to the :urprted beneficiaries; others had a
generalized, but unmeasurable, posi- ve ‘ pact. There were few employment
or technology benefits resulting frc¢ ... category.

The Community Project Fund [CPF] was used both for individual su.
lending from the group to individuals, and for group enterprises, such a. .
broom-making factory or deep sea fishing. Although it is too early to draw
definitive conclusions, the credit model seems to have made the most impact

on individual beneficiaries, some of whom have done well. The organiza-
tions are, however, economically fragile because of weather and some
management issues, including low repayments of loans. Some have been

sustained, however, for four years.



The Role of PVOs: Implementation of the project has been a tripartite
relationship between the beneficiaries, the PVOs, and 1local government.
The PVOs, both national and 1local, have a demonstrated capacity to work
with the rural poor, using their own organizational methodologies. They
were important in the training process, and their effectiveness seems to
have varied. The CPF approach was necessary to the organizational efforts
with the beneficiaries, but th¢ PVOs, although quite sophisticated in some
‘aspects of monitoring, needed improved skills and understanding of the
credit process. There  is evidence of the institutionalization of the
beneficiary roles at the municipal levels.

Institutionalization and Decentralization: The project process was intended
to devolwe both authority and responsibility, and to match them with the
increased capacity of local institutions to identify and administer devel-
opment interventions appropriate to local needs and conditions. This
approach posited that the successful identification of local interventions
could only be guaranteed by the involvement of target beneficiaries
throughout the process. Whereas earlier USAID efforts had concentrated on
institution-building or infrastructural development, the LRM was seen as
breaking relatively new ground with its emphasis on poverty alleviation,
livelihood activities, provision for popular participation by the:.targeted
poor -and the involvement of PVOs in assisting to mobilize the poor for
self-help efforts. All of these elements pointed to the need for a local
government focus as close as possible to the rice roots of community organ-
ization. The choice of the provincial level as primary focus rested on a
compromise between the growth of regional institutional power and the
paucity of institutional resources at the municipal level. Recognizing the
increased capacity and institutional complexity at the regional level and
the weakness of those municipal actors who were in the best position to
recognize and respond to the needs of the rural poor, the choice of the
province for emphasis was also seen as a means of intermediating between
those 1levels. There 1is considerable variation in Xknowledge of and
involvement in the project on the part of municipal actors. Provincial
involvement in all aspects of the LRM is substantial and has been increased
under the Phase II redesign. Not only is the province responsible for
organizing and overseeing municipal programs, but it now plays a role in
determining its own technical assistance and research needs. Provincial
institutions are primary in all of the formative steps in the LRM process.

Management: Project management was located in an office in NEDA, which had
responsibility for budgeting, contracting, evaluating subprojects, and
providing intellectual gu'dance, coordination, lateral communications among
the regions. Provircial qovernments were responsible for sub-project
proposals and implementation. The project management broke down at the
local government level with consequent slow release of funds and slow
implementation of sub-projects. These events were greatly exacerbated by
the political upheavals during most of the life of the project. The choice
of NEDA as project manager had implications for its capacity to influence
local governments, over which it had no supervisory role.

Bustainability, Replicability, and Phase Out: Political events in the
Philippines have pushed the essential components of this innovative but
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flawed project to policy center. Decentralization is now constitutionally
mandated. The focus of government is on the pocr. PVOs are central to
government policies. Sustainability of project concepts [not the project
or its elements] has become policy. Sustainability is, separately, a
matter of relationships and processes, institutions, and benefits in
manners not always integrated. The foci on the poor, the PVOs, and
decentralization are sustainable, but the effectiveness of the
relationships and the delivery of benefits depends on continuous training
and financial flexibility. Project elements are currently being replicated
by local governments and foreign donors, but dangers exist wherein the now
vibrant political process may become paramount in the motivation.

The project has developed processes that deserve continuation. These
include the poverty-centered focus, use of PVOs, the training process,
reorientation of government toward concern for the poor, and the legacy of
community self-help. The evaluation notes that although the USAID strategy
has changed, as has its beneficiary analysis, the concepts behind this
project are now more accepted and more germane to Philippine policies than
when it was conceived. The evaluation suggests {hat USAID find a means to
ensure that they contlnue, perhaps through a "cooperative agreement" with a
PVO.

Lessons Learned: These include the following:

* PVOs, because of different organizational approaches, should be so
differentiated and carefully selected for the tasks needed.

* The capacity to re-borrow may be an important incentive to repay
loans.

* Assunptions about interdepartmental coordination in project
implementation should be questioned.

* PVO financing may be an effective counterpoise when the public sector
is too fiscally rigid,

* Long lead times are required for projects involving local organizing.
* The reasons for people forming community groups may be different from
those sustaining them.

* Rural credit systems need much more attention at all levels.

* Refresher training for projects involving new skills and relationships
is required given normal attrition and personnel turnover.

* Reporting, monitoring, evaluation, and other management information
systems should ke addressed early in project formulation.

* At the first sign of implementation problems, management reviews
should be conducted.

* Structural 1links between participating institutions should be
carefully considered in project design.

* Capability building must be a continuous endeavor.
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CHAPTER 1. BACKGROUND

A. PROJECT BACKGROUND AND GOALS

The Local Resource Management Project was a product of the
"New Directions," the reconsideration of the nature of United
States foreign assistance in the 1970s. With the change in its
emphasis to the rural poor as beneficiaries of the foreign aid
process, a Country Development Strategy Statement [CDSS] was
mandated describing the poor, analyzing the causes of poverty,
and expounding the mission proposals to alleviate the issues. It
was on this basis that new projects were to be proposed.

After seeing their initial attempt at a CDSS rejected in
AID/Washington because it lacked analytical depth and focused
only on the fact of poverty and not its complex causes, USAID/
Manila began an extensive poverty analysis drawing upon the
resources of the Philippine academic community. This was the
analytical core of the 1982 CDSS written in 1980. The following
year, the CDSS for 1983 redefined the bases for poverty analysis,
concentrating on the occupational units and the geographic
locations of poverty, and the strategies the poor used to sub-
sist. This differentiated analysis [as opposed to the earlier
one that considered poverty as undifferentiated; i.e., related
solely to income on a nationwide basis] was accepted, and one
specific outgrowth of that iterative process of redefinition was
the LRM project, which used that analysis as its rationale. !

This extensive study of poverty, both on a regional level
and in occupational. terms, prompted USAID and NEDA to focus
assistance in this project on upland farmers, artisanal fisher-
man, and rural landless laborers in seven provinces in the
Visayas [Region VI, Antique and Capiz; Region VIII, Eastern
Samar, Leyte, and Southern Leyte], and the Bicol [Region V, Albay

. The process is detailed in David C. Korten and George

Carner, "Reorienting Bureaucracies to Serve People: Two Experi-

ences from the Philippines." Canadian Journal of Development
Studies. Vol. V, No. 1, 1984.



and Catanduanes]. This complex project, one of the largest ever
managed by NEDA centrally and one that involved intense consulta-
tions with a wide spectrum of concerned individuals and institu-
tions, was originally conceived as three interrelated and mutual-
ly supportive tracks. Track one was designed to strengthen the
planning, institutional capability and management capacity of
local government to be responsive to the needs of and provide
services to the poor through beneficiary participation. Track two
purported to strengthen the autonomy of local government through
increasing its 1local fiscal base by improving local financial
management and revenue generation through, among other approach-
es, improved taxation systems. Track three was predicated on a
merger of PVO and local government interests in support of the
poor, and the beneficiaries’ participation in the planning’
process.

The project was considered innovative in three of its as-
pects: the planning targets; its focus on beneficiary partici-
pation, and its design as a learning process. It included two
important subproject funds: [1]) the Special Project Fund [SPF]
managed by local government for grant infrastructure projects
chosen in a participatory manner to help the beneficiaries. It
was to be, in NEDA terms, "the tangible translation of the LRM
participatory planning process to be conducted by local govern-
ments"; and [2] a Community Project Fund ([CPF], managed by the
PVO community, with local, barangay citizens’ groups formulating
income-generating projects funded through local loans from which
a revolving fund would be formed. Again, in NEDA terms, it was
"a support to community organizing efforts and a ’seed’ fund to
develop and strengthen the viability of beneficiary groups
organized by the PVOs." This fund, significantly, was to be "re-
volving" at the provincial, not the barangay, level.

The project was approved to begin on August 31, 1982 and was
to continue for seven years. Originally budgeted at $6 million
[of which $4.5 million was 1loan], the project was amended on
September 18, 1984 to add $6.9 million for the Real Property Tax
Administration component [Track Two], and later amended again on
May 2, 1985 to increase total funding to $14.47 million [of which
$10.79 million was loan]. On August 30, 1986, another amendment
converted all unexpended funds to grant as an aftermath of the
EDSA revolution. A further amendment in 1989 deobligated some
$336,000 from this project, and $1,000,000 from the Real Property
Tax Administration project. The Philippine government contribu-
tion was to equal USAID'’s.

There have been three internal reviews or informal evalua-
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tions in the form of PVO conferences, as well as other meetings,
such as periodic reviews and planning and assessment conferences.
But the major effort to consider progress was an external evalua-
tion conducted February 9-March 13, 1987,? following a planning
conference on this subject in late 1986. The evaluation focused
on process issues in the light of the markedly transformed go-
vernmental and administrative forces in the Philippines, and
recommended a variety of changes because the team felt the pro-
ject was overly complex.

The result was a Project Paper Supplement in 1988 that dif-
fered significantly from the earlier paper ([see Appendix E for a
list of major changes]. It expanded both the geographic scope of
the project to include additional provinces, but more importantly
it redefined the target groups, arguing [in accordance with the
new 1987 CDSS], that the deprivations of the Marcos period had
spread poverty so broadly and pervasively that all projects were
in fact directed toward the poor, since they were said to number
some 70 percent of the total population.® The life of the proje-
ct was extended to nine years until August 31, 1991, stress was
placed on impact on the redefined beneficiaries, not the ex-
perimental and learning process of the early project, and the two
separate tracks [excluding the real property tax component] were
integrated.

B, THE CHANGING POLITICAL AND SOCIO-ECONOMIC SETTING

The Philippines may be unique among East Asian societies.
Although struggling with a relatively long history of centralized
administration, it is a culture that had centralism thrust on it
by its colonial masters. In contrast to the other societies in
the region, the Philippines did not develop an indigenous cen-
tralized authority together with its supporting bureaucracy for
its total area. Authority was fragmented if intense under the

. It had originally been scheduled for February 1986, but
the EDSA revolution intervened. See 1987 CDSS, p. C-11,

2

*. The 1987 CDSS noted {p. vi] that in rural areas over 80

percent of the population was below the poverty line, and [p. 47]
that geographic differences were meaningless and that "practical-
ly everyone is poor."



early sultanates.

This distinction does not make the centripetal forces of
authority any the less strong. In over four centuries of cen-
tralized colonial rule from Manila, the elites who emerged from
that process on independence and who continue today have solidi-
fied their economic power, entrenched their social positions, and
generally manipulated the political processes to serve their
ends. The patron-client relationships that subjugated and yet
served the peasantry in the past have been replaced by political

patronage related to the ballot box. Hierarchical, centralized
authority has been intensified by the pervasive religious struc-
ture, the one mirroring the other. As an USAID consultant

recently noted:

The culture of Philippine bureaucracy has for decades

been dominated by a pervasive ethic of centralism. And

the political system, which has been characterized by a

web of constituency patronage, kinship relations, and

the so-called family dynasties, may be considered as

paternalistic and authoritarian. Furthermore, at both

the national and local levels, may be found well-en-

trenched economic and political elites. It has been

shown for instance, that for almost each of the 72

provinces in the Philippines, one or two families can

be identified as exercising wvirtually uncontested

political and economic control. The perception is that

the national wealth is controlled by a few families.!

Yet the need for decentralization, pluralism, and participa-
tion is apparent here in the Philippines as it is wvirtually
worldwide even in the more extreme centrally planned economies
and autocratic states. 1Its advocacy has had a long and vigorous,
if ineffectual, history from Philippine independence, rhetoric
generally substituting for reality. The Marcos era demonstrates
the case. Decentralization of authority was often touted, and
even the NEDA was broadened to provide regional planning authori-
ties and offices. But power remained personalized, and authority
centralized. Even many of the rural development strategies were
little more than publicity, essentially demonstrations of cen-
tralized largess, not popular participation. Even following the
return of local elected government in 1980 after martial law,

‘. Sylvia H. Guerrero and Alex B. Brillantes, Jr. The Local

Development Assistance Program: A Social Soundness Analysis.
Submitted to USAID/Philippines, December 1989.




"Concentration of political power made the concentration of
economic power inevitable...Furthermore, centralization of power-
...also increased the dependency of local officials on the centr-
al government for resources and decision making." ® Bureaucratic
regulations had, in effect, encouraged periphery dependency on
the center. As special cities, with their more extensive tax
bases, were legally created by population expansion, they were
administratively removed from the provinces and placed under
Manila’s authority, thus further pauperizing the provinces and
increasing their Manila dependency and economic subservience.
Essentially, the political and economic rewards and the corrup-
tion and aggrandizement of certain of the elites required a
manageable system, one that was centralized in Manila, and repor-
ted directly to Malacanang.

The EDSA revolution of 1986 that swept President Aquino into
power provided the impetus to a new, intensified, and far more
serious effort at decentralization than had ever taken place in
the Philippines. Based on presidential pledges for reform, the
new Constitution mandated decentralization and autonomy of vario-
us areas, and a number of governmental decrees have begun the
process of providing greater fiscal authority to the provinces.
The movement for decentralization, devolution of authority, and
greater power to the periphery is presently underway. A variety
of complex bills are pending in the Congress on fiscal and ad-
ministrative reforms, some of which have already been accomplish-
ed, although the most sweeping are yet to be enacted and will be
subject to intense debate. This issue has further been compli-
cated by voting to set up autonomous regions in two minority
areas.

There continue to be strong forces against decentralization,
however. Centralized bureaucratic entities are reluctant to see
their staffs and budgets diminished by transfer to local govern-
ments, their authority truncated, their opportunities for patron-
age and power severely tempered. Now, the national government
controls 87 percent of all government-provided goods for the
average region, and the center spends 90 percent of all public
resources, extracting more from the periphery than it returns.®

®. 1987 CDSS, p. iii. Confidential, sinc: declassified.

. USAID Local Development Assistance Proiject PAAD. Draft,
June 1990.



‘The Congress itself, once again assuming leadership roles after a
decade and a half of subservience or irrelevance under Marcos, is
‘not anxious to destroy its control over regional affairs and
funding. Some charge, in efforts to continue centralized power,
that local governments are more corrupt [and more incompetent]
than the center, but others might contend that even local corrup-
tion has the perhaps considerable attribute of recirculating
resources within the local community, a not unimportant economic
asset. The very political culture offers formidable, although
not overwhelming, obstacles to effective decentralization.

The Local Resource Management Project was one mutual effort
by USAID and NEDA to assist in the process of local development
through increasing local bureaucratic capabilities, enhancing
responsiveness to locally expressed needs, increasing the tax
base of local government units, and ensuring greater involvement
of local poor peoples in improving their well-being. The task
‘set was ambitious and worthy. At the time, it was prescient--in
advance of what has since become articulated Philippine govern-
ment policies. Its tenets have been accepted. It is now in

conformity with the Philippine Mid-Term Development Plan [1986-

92]) and other critical policy and planning documents.

This project was by no means a singular effort by USAID to
improve provincial lives, administrative efficacy, and authority.
The history of USAID in the Philippines is in large part the
history of such efforts. Local responsiveness and understanding
of local needs were, for example, a part of the 1965 SPREAD
[Systematic Programming for Rural Economic Assistance Develop-
ment] in two pilot provinces. The Provincial Development Assis-
tance Project ([PDAP, 1968-80, 28 provinces and 10 cities], from
which this project is in part descended, focused on improving
provincial administrative capacity and generalized well-being ‘in
the area through establishing greater provincial capacity through
a new provincial development office, development performance bud-
geting, formulation of annual plans, and socio-economic analyses
falthough not through targeted and differentiated beneficiary
groups]. Sectoral, administrative, and training programs all
have been focused on alleviating the poverty of the rural areas,
and improving local responsiveness to these issues.

It has been a canon of AID philosophy, reflecting the donor
culture, that local authority is critical in defining and coping
with local problems. It is one with which the evaluation team is
sympathetic. This feeling is evidently shared by a large segment
of the Philippine population, who have in effect voted for such
concepts. Thus USAID and many leaders in the Philippine execu-
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tive branch have in effect a confluence of policy and developmen-
tal interests at a broad, conceptual level. It has also become
apparent to both donor and recipient, and to many at the 1local
government level, that simply designating and designing projects
directed toward the poor is not sufficient to achieve continuing
progress, and has had generally disappointing results.

Donor general foreign assistance predilections, reflected in
the redefined Philippines strategy statement of 1987, concentrat-
ed on the issue of job creation and private sector leadership in
improving the plight of the poor. That philosophical change '’
coincided with the overall worsening of the Philippines economy,
so that USAID concluded that if some 70 percent of the population
were deemed poor, a targeted strategy and assistance package to

sub-groups in specific locales was unnecessary. The 1987 CDSS
commented that "The previous CDSS basically adopted the tradi-
tional project approach to economic assistance. It assumed a

stable political and economic environment as well as macro-econo-
mic policies which would support the AID-assisted, region-based
rural development activities." This, it continued, is no longer
true, and even the macro-economic assumptions of the previous
CDSS were not valid when written. ® Even if that criticism were
deemed valid, this project inherently could not have been consid-
ered "traditional;" indeed, its very experimental nature for both
donor and recipient governments became part of its implementation
problems and resulting delays. If the 1983 approach presented
bureaucratic and macro-economic questions, this new, unsegmented
approach to beneficiary analysis raised important issues of
impact and project effectiveness.

The issue was further complicated, as U.S. efforts to assist
in the Philippine ecunomic recovery and base negotiations mandat-
-ed large expenditures of funds expeditiously and in performance-
based programs. Focused, but necessarily smaller, assistance to
segments of the extremely poor seemed bureaucratically indefensi-
ble given staffing constraints.

There are several additional and important elements, back-

. See, for example, Mark F. McGuire and Vernon W. Ruttan,

"Lost Directions: U.S. Foreign Assistance Policy Since New
Directions." Economic Development Center, University of Minneso-
ta, August 1989.

% 1987 CDSS, p. 43,



drops to this evaluation, that affect the stage on which this
drama is played. The first is that this project was conceived at
a time when political pressures on the Philippine leadership at
any, including the municipal, level were muted. Thus, project
experimentation that called for choosing particular municipali-
ties, groups, and barangays at the expense of others through some
explicitly derived, but seemingly arcane to the public, methodol-
ogy raised few problems. Today, however, each elected official
is under pressure to deliver services and tangible evidence of
support more widely in a vibrant, if sometimes seemingly chaotic,
political scene. If one municipality or barangay benefits,
others want to know why they were excluded.

Second, efforts to improve the socio-economic status of the
poor, however defined, through targeted assistance is exceedingly
difficult given the hierarchical nature of Philippine society,
and the sources of power in the state. No single project can do
more than ameliorate, probably in some temporary manner, the
plight of a selected group of the poor. Massive macro, as well
as micro-efforts and policy reforms are required. Thus individu-
al projects defined as assisting the poor may be necessary, but
unlikely to be sufficient over time.

Definitions of the poor are exceedingly complex in any
society, and relative--as opposed to absolute--poverty is cul-
turally defined.  Methodological issues make them especially
difficult in the Philippines. ° Official NEDA statistics
placed poverty at 59 percent of families in 1985. USAID esti-
mates showed poverty incidence at 49.5 percent in 1988, * sig-

’. See IBRD, Aspects of Poverty in the Philippines; A Review

and Assessment. December 1, 1980, The report distinguishes
between absolute poverty, which is the basis for that report, and
relative poverty. At that time, the poverty incidence for the
country was 45 percent, and rural poverty 47.5 percent. Agricul-
tural wages between 1957 and 1974 had dropped in all areas by 1/3
to 1/2. The poorest areas were the Visayas, Bicol, and northern
Mindinao. Other researchers had estimated poverty in 25 to 80
percent of the population.

¥  NEDA Statistics: Medium -~ Term Philippine Development
Plan: 1987 - 1992,

USAID Statistics: Local Development Assistance Project,
PAAD draft, June 1990.



nificantly lower than earlier estimates.

If the Philippine planning is constrained by reality, USAID
is similarly hindered. 1Its history is largely one of attempting
to strengthen the center (and its local bureaucratic elements) so
that it could better deliver services to the periphery; now it is
attempting to reverse this pattern. Ironically, because of ad-
ministrative efficiency, it must program at the center [except
through direct PVO projects] to affect the periphery. It is also
constrained by its increased funding coupled with restricted
staffing, and has been so for many years. It is "the leanest
[USAID] in the world in terms of dollars managed per USDH employ-
ee, and it intends to remain so."" It is under increasing pres-
sure to "wholesale" assistance, for it does not have sufficient
staff. This forces much assistance into cent..l..ca program
modes or into large projects composed of sub-units to centralized
public or private organizations.

Within this changed and constantly effervescing complex
milieu, USAID attempted to assist the poor through local and
responsive institutions. If direct [in contrast to indirect,
i.e., policy and private sector programs] poverty alleviation is
no longer a priority of the USAID, certainly decentralization
[along with policy dialogue and private sector programming) is
one of the troika of major themes of the new [March 1990] Philip-
pines Assistance Strategy Statement. This evaluation helps
document one innovative effort to reach the poor through a decen-
tralized mode that was predicated on a major involvement of the
indigenous private and voluntary organizations.

C. EVALUATION SCOPE, OBJECTIVES, AND METHODOLOGY

This evaluation was designed with the central issue as: what
is "the demonstrable contribution of the LRM in solving the
problems of rural poverty and providing choices for the poor to
help themselves." [see Appendix E, Methodology, and Appendix A,

1, EY1990 Action Plan. USAID/Philippines. May 26, 1989, p.
55.



Scope of Work]). The evaluation was specifically considered to be
different from a "process" evaluation [such as the earlier exter-
nal one, and as such did not focus on USAID management])--those
designed to analyze f%he complex bureaucratic and administrative
relationships within the project, although the guidance noted
that process issues could not be avoided in this evaluation. The
clear implication, one never explicitly so stated, was that this
was to be an impact evaluation, since impact on the beneficiaries
was its primary focus. The term "beneficiaries" as used here
applies to the targeted groups provided assistance--the poor as
variously defined--and not to intermediaries, such as officials
trained or PVOs supported. They are the subject of efforts to
institutionalize capacity. The scope of work also defined other
issues as decentralization, local government links to the private
and voluntary community, and future issues, including those
connected with phase out of project support on August 31, 1991,
Conceptually, in Phase I the project focused on the learning
process; in Phase II on impact, yet this evaluation was charged
with analyzing Phase I in terms of impact.

Since there was generally a long gestation period in devel-
oping relationships and subprojects, the expanded provinces in-
cluded in 1988 could not be considered as ones where impact had
begun, let alone could be measured. In such provinces, mecha-
nisms for identification of appropriate municipalities-and their
barangays had begun or been completed, some community groups
organized and registered [so that they could legally borrow], and
a variety of sub-projects identified, if not started. Thus the
institutionalization of procedures and relationships and their
effects on local governments and decentralization could be evalu-
ated, if not the impact on beneficiaries. This evaluation there-
fore concentrated on the original and more mature provinces where
impact projects had been completed or were in process, and where
some primary data through field trips or secondary sources could
be available to the tean. Certain mature provinces could not be
visited because of tenuou. security.™

The project is relevant to Philippine and U.S. development
strategies. We have considered them and the project in terms of

1, Security affects subproject development, since 20

percent of the country is inaccessible to governmment workers who
are trying to deliver social services. A larger percentage is
marginally accessible." EFY 1990 Action Plan. USAID, May 26, 1989,
p. 36,
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the socio-economic milieu. Now this report will focus first on
the impact on the intended beneficiaries, and then consider the
roles and function of the PVOs as intermediaries and as organiz-
ers, trainers, and providers of technical assistance. It will
then discuss the institutionalization of the decentralization
process, and management issues, including the early technical
assistance. It will then consider the critical issues of repli-
cability and sustainability. This will be followed by sections
on recommendations [for this project]) and then, more generi-
cally, on lessons learned. Each analytical chapter or section
contains explicit findings and conclusions.

CHAPTER 2. PROJECT ANALYSIS: ISSUES, FINDING, AND CONCLUSIONS

A. THE IMPACT ON BENEFICIARIES

The primary problem to be addressed by this evaluation is
the measurable impact of the project on the ultimate beneficia-
ries--the rural poor as variously defined. To solve this prob-
lem, we need first to identify the recipients of impact for both
Phase I and Phase 1II. Then, we will examine the project’s two
funding vehicles for reaching them: the Provincial Subproject
Fund (SPF) and the Community Project Fund (CPF). The effects of
the subprojects financed by these funds are the impacts we will
discuss.

The Beneficiaries
Projected Beneficiaries

The original Project Paper [Phase I] described the intended
primary beneficiaries of this project as upland landless and
coconut farmers; artisanal fishermen; and landless agricultural
workers. Provinces were to prepare socio-economic profiles for
the area, to be supplemented by more detailed studies of munici-
palities and barangays chosen for project participation. 1In the
six participating provinces, the paper estimated these groups to
include 90,000 families.

The Project Paper Supplement [Phase II] amended this defini-
tion of direct beneficiaries to include 172,000 members of gen-
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eralized poor households in the targeted 14 provinces and 49
municipalities. Although the original definition limited project
assistance to specific occupational groups, each with its spe-
cialized survival strategies and with its internal dynamic [thus
with a specific focus for assistance}, the supplement expanded
project coverage to include any household in poor areas, as the
underlying rationale was, essentially, that everyone was poor.

Actual Beneficiaries

Statistics on actual beneficiaries are varied and method-
ologically confusing. CPF beneficiaries, necessarily small in
numbers, can be carefully delineated; SPF beneficiari=s seem
often calculated by totalling barangay populations. According to
NEDA statistics, approximately 38,300 people have directly benef-
itted from project interventions: 3,303 of these from CPF projec-
ts initiated during Phase I and the remainder from SPF subprojec-
ts that were completed as of April 1990. On the other hand, the
evaluation team’s calculations, using NEDA statistics, show at
least 101,256 beneficiaries from SPF projects. Most of these have
benefited from road and water supply projects [See Appendix G,
Table 14]. Furthermore, NEDA Region V ([the Bicol--Albay and
Catanduanes] claim about 100,000 beneficiaries from SPF subproje-
cts. These totals do not include ongoing SPF projects and CPF
projects that will be implemented under Phase II.

The discrepancy between the projected number of beneficia-
ries in both the project paper and its supplement, and the actual
number is indicative of unusually high expectations as well as
inadequate project implementation. The project requires identi-
fication of beneficiary groups, training, and community organiz-
ing before any subprojects can be implemented. We have observed,
by studying Phase II activities, that this process often takes
two to three years even when, as has not been the case here, pro-
ject implementors are working expeditiously. Therefore, under
the best of circumstances no real impact on beneficiaries could
be erpected until about the fourth year of the project. Further-
more, as we discuss elsewhere, this project has been implemented
during disruptive times in the Philippines. The effect has been
to slow down the processing time for subproject financing which
has delayed implementation for longer than would have been other-
wise expected. Finally [as discussed in Sections IIC and IID],
unnecessary delays and poor management have hempered project
progress. Consequently, the numbers of beneficiaries receiving
impact is less than originally anticipated.

Beneficiary Occupations

12



For Phase I provinces, the primary occupations of beneficia-
ry groups are artisanal fishermen, rural landless workers, and
tenant farmers. This is consistent with the targets established
in the original project paper. Furthermore, as a general rule
community associations formed from these beneficiaries originally
have included only members who have the same primary occupation.
In many of the community associations that we visited, however,
as well as reportedly in many others, the group members were the
wives of the workers rather than the workers themselves. This is
because the men spent their time earning the family income. 1In
several groups this was an advantage, since the women were clear-
ly entrepreneurs who had previously lacked the resources to form
their own businesses. This pattern of women’s participation is
not unusual in the Philippines, where women control household
funds and much of petty trade. In a sense, this project is a
women-in-development activity, as perhaps two-thirds of the mem~-
bership of these groups are female.

If the sole criterion for identifying target groups is
through occupation regardless of income, then it is likely that
the poverty focus will be lost, and project objectives vitiated.
Sometimes, wealthier members of beneficiary communities, who have
the same occupation as the targeted poor, are included in commu-
nity organizations. In other countries they have often manipu-
lated similar local groups for their own purposes. For Phase II,
the definition of beneficiaries has changed to include the rural
poor generally rather than poor members of occupational groups.
In the expansion province of Iloilo, however, the government is
still using carefully focused poverty and occupational guidelines
to define beneficiaries. The project there is still generally
targeted at the three primary occupational groups in Phase II
since these are the occupations of the poorest people in that
province.

Income of Beneficiaries

Another method of determining whether the proper beneficia-
ries have been targeted is through their monthly household in-
come. In general, in the barangays that we have observed the
average monthly household income of community association members
ranged from P300 to P1000, with the majority being on the lower
end of the scale. [There was one flagrant exception in Panay
where the average holding was 1.7 hectares of irrigated land].
This is under the threshold of poverty as defined by the Govern-
ment of the Philippines. Evidence through household surveys of
malnutrition in infants and youngsters in some barangays corrobo-
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rated this finding. In addition, the groups we visited were
often isolated and, therefore, cut off from many resources. For
example, the barangay of Lat-asan in Capiz was one hour by boat
from the nearest market, the priest visited only every third
Sunday, the midwife monthly, and a doctor "irregularly." [See
Appendix H, Case Study 1]. Other groups were in barangays off
barely passable dirt tracks.

Finding: Disruptions external to the project have
slowed project implementation for up to two years, and
internal management problems have contributed to
delays.

Conclusion: Fewer beneficiaries have been reached than
originally estimated.

Finding: By broadening the definition of beneficiaries
in Phase II to include the poor rather than specific
occupational groups, community organizers have simpli-
fied their tasks, but with unclear implications for
equity. It is also unclear whether a mix of occupa-
tional groups will lead to greater or less group soli-
darity, and thus sustainability.

Conclusion: Abandoning occupational groups as the
criteria for inclusion in community associations may be
acceptable as long as the poverty standard is upheld,
but the implications for the future are uncertain.
Evidence from other countries indicates that if it is
abandoned, the less poor will benefit disproportion-
ally.

Finding: Beneficiaries generally had monthly household
incomes ranging from P300 to P1000.

Conclusion: The project in Phase I was correctly tar-
geted and is assisting the rural poor. It 1is too early
to draw conclusions from Phase II.

Finding: Elaborate poverty identification studies were
prepared for all participating provinces.

Finding: In some cases, these poverty studies were used
to identify beneficiaries. In others, beneficiary
identification was a political exercise done after they
were selected.
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Conclusion: In general, and in part because of the
poverty studies, the project was correctly targeted on
the rural poor.

Subproject Fund Projects [SPF]

The original USAID Project Paper [p.4] called for the estab-
lishment of a source of development project funding on which
provincial staffs could draw to support provincial-level sub-
projects. Examples of the types of sub-projects which LRM plann-
ed to support are:

minor public works of a labor intensive character;

small-scale agro-industrial activities that have
a low capital input;

community self-help activities that require some
technical assistance and seed money.

As experience was gained, USAID and NEDA anticipated that
the provinces would move toward employment and income-generating
projects. Some of the project designers saw this component as a
chance to test pilot interventions aimed at supporting target
groups. They also intended it [Project Paper, p. 35], in a vague
manner unspecified in the documentation, as a means for involving
the private sector in local development [this did occur in road
construction contracting--see below]. The Project Paper also in-
dicated that associations or representatives of poverty groups
should interact in the development of ideas for SPF projects.

The Project Paper Supplement for Phase II [p.10] changed the
specification for subprojects to "beneficiary-identified service-
infrastructure and public social service activities," abandoning
the ideas of supporting experimental interventions and moving
toward income-generating projects, and concentrating on impact.
In fact, it stated that beneficiary-initiated livelihood subpro-
jects should be financed under the CPF. One problem with non-
infrastructure projects was the lack of government flexibility in
the accounting and auditing system.

Tables 3 and 4 [(Appendix G] provide summary information
regarding the SPF projects financed during Phase I of the pro-
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ject.? In general, these projects fall within the intended
guidelines established at the project’s inception. To date, some
P47,883,378 has been allocated to SPF projects, of which
P18,603,136 had been spent as of May 15, 1990, according to NEDA
accounts. Rural infrastructure projects--including roads, water
supply systems, and community centers--account for 71.6 percent
of the projected expenditures and 68.8 percent of the actual
expenditures. To date, only 44 percent of all projects have been
completed. Funds totalling P10,587,651 for approved SPF pro-
jects were still in the pipeline as of May 1990.%*

Table 4 [Appendix G] presents information on cost per bene-
ficiary by project category. According to these figures, rural
infrastructure and fishing projects have been the most cost
effective. This information should be interpreted with a great
deal of caution, however. Only SPF projects where data was
available for both projected project expenditure and beneficia-
ries reached has been included. In addition, the projects are
very dissimilar in design. By their nature, infrastructure
projects could be interpreted to reach all members of a communi-
ty, thus giving them a higher number of beneficiaries than other

types of projects. Thesé benefits can be measured but only at
considerable expense and then generally inadequately, in the
aggregate. The team could not define their real impact on the
community.

Road Projects

Road projects, which received the greatest share of funding,
include the construction of small feeder roads and the repair of
existing roads in LRM Barangays and municipalities. - To date,
nearly half of the planned roads have been completed. As the
mission had hoped, the local private sector became involved in
the development process as local contractors for road construc-
tion.

¥, Tables 1 and 2 give the raw data used for compiling

statistics in this section.

", Inconsistencies in data between these figures and figur-

es presented in the section on decentralization are due to the
use of different data bases for their compilation. both data
bases were provided by NEDA.
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The primary contribution of this aspect of the project has
been to provide beneficiaries access local markets and resources,
thus increasing the economic potential of community associations
and individual beneficiaries alike. In some cases, beneficiaries
were involved in their construction and maintenance, providing at
least temporary employment opportunities and perhaps some modest
technology transfers. Since most of the road projects have only
recently been completed or are still ongoing, it is too early for
us to comment on their sustainability. 1In many cases the roads
upon completion reverted to local authorities [in several cases
in Albay to the province, in others to the municipality]. We can
anticipate the same degree of maintenance and upkeep for them as
for other roads at a similar administrative level. 1In Albay, an
LRM upgraded road was later paved at the behest [according to the
signboard] of the local Congressman.

Water Supply Projects

Provinces also used a large portion of SPF funds for financ-
ing water supply projects. These include Level Two ([community
faucets] water systems, and in the case of Capiz, ferro-cement
rainwater catchment systems. There is no question that this type
of project meets urgent health needs of target groups. In sever-
al cases, beneficiaries were also involved in the construction of
water supply facilities and, thus, may have learned. about new
technologies. A good example of such, albeit modest, technology
transfer is the Alimsog Level II Water System Project in Albay,
where beneficiaries repaired existing storage tanks and indepen-
dently installed additional faucets after being instructed by
government workers. As with the road component of SPF projects,
it is too early to comment on their sustainability due to recent
completion of many of the projects. In two communities visited
in Albay, systems were operating after four years with locally
elected leaders in charge of maintenance. Any contribution to
improved health will not be measurable for years, if at all.

During the field visit to Capiz, team members encountered a
problem with the ferro-cement rainwater catchment systems that is
repeated in other types of projects in other provinces. The team
learned that this project was selected by the provincial governor
without prior consultation with community associations, individu-
al beneficiaries, or even with municipal officials. Other donor
funds were used to construct tanks in non-project municipalities.
The lack of local involvement is evident in the standardization
of the tanks [10,000 liters, without regard to supply or need].
The team is aware of the political pressures prompting the gover-
nor to these actions, yet we feel that it was a violation of the
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spirit of the project. Although NEDA at the regional and nation-
al levels at first objected, they later approved on the basis of
the provincial need to learn to plan. In contrast, in Albay the
Provincial Planning Office assured the team that all SPF projects
had been discussed with beneficiaries.

Agricultural Production and Fishking Projects

The agricultural production and fishing SPF projects fall
under the original Project Paper category of community self-help
activities. Many of these projects were designed as experimental
interventions, intended to introduce beneficiaries to new tech-
nologies in the area of their primary occupations. For example,
the Tunga and Matalom Multi-cropping subprojects in Leyte were
intended to demonstrate to local farmers the advantages of multi-
cropping between coconut trees, as well as other techniques.
Other projects involved group enterprises such as the Punta Maria
Hook and Line Fishing Project in Eastern Samar, which provided
boats and other fishing equipment to a group of 26 fishermen.

These projects have made less clear contributions to benefi-
ciary welfare than the infrastructure projects. Although in many
cases they started off very strong, they fell apart after a few
years. This disintegration may be attributed in the case of the
Tunga and Matalom projects to the organization of beneficiary
groups only after the project had been designed and financed. 1In
the case of the Punta Maria fishing project, the project was too
complicated for a group venture. The group was also provided
with little technical support from the line departments. These
experiences seem to be typical of SPF projects in these catego-
ries. The team found little evidence of line agency support,
although such support is said to have been helpful in Catandu-
anes.

Multi-Purpose and Training Centers

These types of SPF project clearly do not fall under the
categories of activities originally intended for financing for
the SPF fund. Furthermore, their contribution to the welfare of
the project beneficiaries is not as obvious as with the other
types of projects. The evaluation team visited the site of the
new LRM Provincial Training Center in Capiz. The center, which
has been under construction since January 1990, is actually a
complex of buildings that seem on a grander scale than the other
public facilities in the province. It is located on the same
grounds as the governor’s guest house. Although municipal of-
ficials seemed pleased to have a center, they acknowledged that
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it would be more costly for training participants to go there
than for the trainers to go to them, which is currently the case.
It seems also likely that fewer people from the barangays will be
trained. The provincial government also submitted the proposal
for the center without consulting the municipalities or community
associations. In a sense, this is a form of centralization at
the provincial level.

In Bingawon, Iloilo, the team was told that all six baran-
gays planning projects chose a multi-purpose center. This cannot
- help but raise questions of the spontaneity of the requests. The
team has not been able to examine the proposals for other cen-
ters, but can say that their contribution to economic welfare is
probably far less than other kinds of SPF projects.

Other Projects

SPF projects in this category include a dam for river con-
trol in Catanduanes, a low cost housing project in Capiz, and
several small agricultural processing enterprises, including nipa
shingles production/marketing and lasa (a local fibre) process-
ing, and a spillway in Albay, which the team visited. Most of
these activities are just getting started, and cannot be evaluat-
ed, although natural disasters and slowness in construction of a
needad warehouse hurt the lasa project. In Albay and Catandu-
anes, field support for the local offices for the LRM. project
were provided with SPF funds. Although these monitoring expenses
were approved by NEDA, the team feels these were essentially
administrative expenses and should not have been included in the
SPF category, which was designed for other purposes.

Finding: 47.9 percent of the SPF funds have been spent
on road projects that provide economic benefits coming
from increased market access and decreased reliance on
middle men.

Conclusion: There is potential for income-generating
impact from the SPF-financed subprojects, although it
cannot now be quantified.

Finding: 17.5 percent of the SPF funds have been spent
on water supply projects which provide social benefits
from improved health.

Conclusion: There are potential health benefits gener-

ated by the LRM project, even though in some cases the
beneficiaries were not involved in their choice. To
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the extent that improved health increases the work
potential among beneficiaries, there may also be eco-
nomic impact.

Finding: Most of the SPF projects have only recently
been completed or are still ongoing.

Conclusion: It is too early to judge the sustainability
of SPF projects.

Finding: Many of the SPF projects have been planned at
the provincial level, including two for administrative
support.

Finding: Provincial planners have not sought the
opinion of local community groups or municipalities
during decision-making for SPF projects. It is not
clear that they knew they were supposed to seek
beneficiary input.

Conclusion: Beneficiaries, even some municipalities,
have had minimal say in the development of SPF-funded
projects, which was contrary to project design, and the
usefulness of the learning process.

Finding: Even when'planned at the provincial level, SPF
projects have sometimes delivered needed services to
the rural poor.

Conclusion: SPF projects have sometimes aimed at pover-
ty alleviation, but the more they tend to be unilater-
aly determined at the provincial level, the less likely
this seems to be the case.

Finding: When SPF funds have been used for income-gen-

erating activities, the results have been disappoint-
ing.

Conclusion: If there is minimal involvement of benefi-
ciaries early in the planning process, then the best
use of SPF funds is for small-scale infrastructure
activities.

Finding: SPF projects create only temporary employment.

Conclusion: This type of project does not generate any
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sustained new employment benefits.

Finding: Using beneficiary labor in impleménting SPF
projects has resulted in some modest technology trans-
fears.

Conclusion: Some SPF projects are appropriate vehicles
for lower-level technology transfer.

Community Project Fund Projects [CPF]
Phase I

The original Project Paper {p. 37] called for the financing
of small local activities with costs of up to P120,000. These
activities were to result from local organizations worked, man-
aged, and implemented by the beneficiaries. The project paper
anticipated that funding would initially be for small-scale
infrastructure, moving toward income and employment generating
activities.

In reality, the CPF projects from the very beginning started
out as income-generating activities [See Appendix G, Tables 5
through 10]. Furthermore, the average amount of financing for
project is P51,499, well within the P120,000 originally discusse-
d. The team should note, however, that some of these projects
actually provide funding for many smaller activities within the
community association. Others have 1large fund disbursements,
such (among others] as the broom-making project for Catanduanes,
which received funds totaling P316,350.

It should be noted that Santo Domingo municipality, Albay,
which the team visited, received no CPF funding for subprojects,
although other municipalities in that province did. It is the
understanding of the team that IIRR, the PVO for Albay, funded
those subprojects from its own and German resources.

Appropriateness of CPF Project Selection for Target Groups

The team found that CPF projects, in general, improve the
methods of pursuing existing activities of community association
members. The most typical example is the activities of tenant
rice farmers. Often, these associations used CPF funds as a
revolving fund for buying farm inputs. Fishermen also availed of
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CPF funds to up-grade their equipment and purchase new boats.

Finding: CPF funds were used to fund activities that
augmented the primary occupation of beneficiaries.

Conclusion: The CPF funds were used in ways that were
responsive to the needs of the rural poor.

Incoma Ganaration

Many activities funded by the CPF have resulted in increased
income for beneficiaries. The extent of this effect is hard to
measure given the available information. The evaluation team
observed, however, indicators of increased incomes at first hand
in several instances [See Case Study 2, Appendix H). Tenant rice
farmers who set up farmer cooperatives reported increased yields
and average monthly in-comes that climbed from P400 before the
project to P1,000 after it. One community association, which has
been running a CPF-type sari-sari store since 1986 [funded first
by the municipality to test the group’s capacity], reported
regular profits that are used for capital buildup of the group’s
resources and for distribution to group members. Another in
Albay (based on the LRM model but funded by IIRR], borrowed
P34,000 in three installments, and has paid off all but P7,000
and all its members [all women] have agreed to reinvest their
profits in the enterprise. As Dr. Porio sites in her report,
other evidence of increase income is the fact that group member-
ships have been increasing in many areas. This is probably the
surest indicator that there is something concrete, [such as
increased income] to be gained from being in the association.

There are several reasons why in a few cases groups have not
increased their income. First, all of the project areas are
prone to natural disasters, in particular typhoons and droughts.
In some cases, crops were destroyed by draughts; in others, fish-
ing equipment was lost to typhoons. The problem of natural dis-
asters is ubiquitous. Second, in a relatively few areas, money
was misused, taken by unscrupulous group leaders, or inappropri-
ately lent to outsiders for apparent social reasons.

Finding: Community associations often report increased
incomes from CPF-funded projects.

Conclusion: The CPF fund has frequently increased the
incomes of targeted poverty groups.
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Types of Projects Funded

The CPF-funded projects that we have observed followed one
of two models. The first is the credit cooperative. Community
associations loan money to individual members for their own pro-

"jects, such as hog fattening, sari-sari stores, or the purchase

of farm inputs [See Case Study 3, Appendix H]. The members are
than responsible for paying their loans back to the group. The
other model is the group enterprise. Here all group members
participate in the same activity [See Case Study 4, Appendix H].
Joint ownership of a fishing boat and fishing equipment is the
best example. Group members are jointly responsible for repay-
ment of the loan.

A In her report on LRM subprojects, Dr. Porio has cited sev-
eral examples of group enterprises that have been unsuccessful.
Usually the reason is that no one feels responsible for the loan
except the association officers. Members are reluctant, there-
fore, to give their time and resources for equipment maintenance.
In other cases, group members felt group-owned equipment was for
their personal use, thus undermining group activities. The broom
making project on Catanduanes is another example of a group
enterprise that had difficulties, although its problems were due
to delays in disbursement of funds.

On the other hand, small loans to individuals spread the
risk. They also give greater opportunities to individual entre-
preneurs. The disadvantage of this system is the difficulty that
community groups have in identifying entrepreneurs and prohibit-
ing individuals who may use the funds for non-productive purposes
from taking loans, a generic problem in small-scale rural credit.

Finding: Two models of community organizations exist
for the use of CPF funds: group enterprise and individ-
ual loans.

Conclusion: Although we do not yet have enough informa-
tion to draw decisive conclusions, it appears that
individual loans are the more efficient business
system, perhaps because they rely less on group cohe-
sion.

Beneficiary Participation in CPF Subproject Planning

Although it was obvious that beneficiaries were gaining
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income from the CPF-funded subprojects, it was less clear how
they participated in planning the projects. In pilot provinces,
the team often saw identical projects being implemented by all of
the community organizations. For example, in the three pilot
municipalities in Capiz, every barangay with farmers had a hog
fattening project, a sari-sari store, and a rice production pro-
ject. When, however, the team questioned community association
members, PVO field workers, and municipal officials about this,
they all claimed that the beneficiaries had selected their own
projects. What the team may have observed is a "menu-selection"
process, where beneficiaries are presented by the PVO organizers
with a list of projects suited for the resource base available to
them, and than select the projects which they find most interest-
ing. This may be an acceptable practice insofar as the organiz-
ers are sensitive to local needs, and the menu can be appropri-
ately adjusted.

Finding: Beneficiaries were not always the originators
of CPF project ideas, as defined in the original plan.

Conclusion: In cases where a broad, appropriate "“menu"
of projects was presented to beneficiaries for their
discussion and selection, the involvement process was
working satisfactorily.

Sustainability of CPF Subprojects

Sustainability is a good measure of the impact that subpro-
jects have had on beneficiaries. Most CPF-funded projects were
not financed until mid-1986, however, for reasons discussed
elsewhere. Thus it is still early to draw conclusive evidence
about sustainability. The evaluation team observed that all) of
the community associations it visited were still active and all
still had funds, although in some cases membership fluctuated
both up and down. Some of these groups were formed as early as
1986. Funds within the groups had been through several rounds of
lending.

The team observed an example of a successful association in
Sigma, Capiz, in the barangay of Mianay. The group has been in
existence since 1985. 1If: ran a sari-sari store that had been in
operation for four years. It currently has assets of P27,000.
The carabaos purchased in 1988 with a CPF loan are alive and
breeding, although some piglets died from lack of inoculations by
the line agency. Members borrowing for purchases of inputs for
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rice farming are also current on their repayments and are report-
ing higher yields. This group’s experiences are representative
of community associations that have been successful. They are
indicative of economic activities which are sustainable over
time. '

In Albay, the team visited several CPF projects [the techni-
cal assistance came from LRM, the project costs from German
sources] that were still active after five years, the "interest
groups" had been merged into Barangay cooperatives, and those
into municipal cooperatives. ‘

The team also observed community associations where subpro-
jects funded by the group have failed. Several reasons can ac-
count for this. For example, in the case of another sari-sari
store, under what may have been social pressures the store pro-
vided too much credit to selected individuals, thus eating up
inventory and capital. According to the report of Dr. Porio,
this is a common cause of subproject failure, particularly in
areas prone to natural disasters which can decimate a family’s
livelihood and among people so poor that they are not able to
meet their subsistence needs. Another reason cited for failures
is poor group management without open communications regarding
management of group funds.

Finding: In many cases, CPF subprojects have not been
in existence long enough for the team to pass judge-
ment their sustainability.In groups that have received
funding for at least four years, however, most projects
are still ongoing.

Conclusion: Most CPF subprojects seem sustainable.
When and where they fail it seems because of poor
management within the group and pressing subsistence
needs among group members or relatives. The degree to
which sustainability is dependent on continuing techni-
cal assistance from PVOs is unknown.

Employment Generation

There have been few jobs generated from CPF subproject
activities, an incidental cbjective. Some of the examples the
team found were: a few clerks in sari-sari stores, workers in
basket-weaving projects, and temporary workers for small infra-
structure projects. In general, however, CPF subprojects tended
rather to reduce the underemployment of beneficiaries. They also
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provided inouts which increased the efficiency of existing labor.
Finding: CPF subprojects tend to create few new jobs.

Conclusion: Employment creation is not a realistic goal
for this type of project.

Repayment Rates

There are two types of repayment rates that are of interest
to us in this project. The first is the rate of repayment of
community associations to the PVO lenders. The second is the
rate of repayment of individuals who borrow from the community
associations.

Although we have no systematic data for individual repayment
rates to the community associations, we do have information on
the repayment rates of community associations to the PVOs [See
Table 11,Appendix G]. According to the general credit guidelines
for PVOs put out by NEDA, all loans must be repaid to the PVO
within 3 years of the borrowing date. Therefcre, any outstanding
amount of principle still owed after the three years has expired
is overdue. With this criterion as a measure, for loans made in
1985 and 1986, only 20.0 percent of principal has been repaid,
leaving 80.0 percent as still outstanding. In Albay, IIRR repor-
ted repayment rates of 14 percent, but noted that the repayment
of Masagana 99 [agricultural] loans to government by more af-
fluent farmers was the same as the LRM loans. Now, after cooper-
atives have been formed, they say rates are 60-85 percent.

Although on the surface this rate seems indicative of major
project mismanagement and failure, the team does not think it
should be interpreted in that way for several reasons. “First,-
some groups have been making regular interest payments even
though they have not paid back much principle. Second, many of
the groups which had been making regular payments on time have
been seriously effected by recent typhoons and draught. Third,
even though some groups have the funds for repayment, they have
no incentive. One group withheld repayments to buy palay. The
team observed in Capiz that any community association that pays
back its loan is not able to take out another loan. The funds
are instead loaned to newly formed groups. The team understands
the motivation for this approach, which is one of regional equi-
ty, but it is destructive both of repayments and sustainability.
Since groups will lose access to the funds once they are repaid,
there is no incentive for repayment. Based on the information
available, the team is not able to determine whether or not this
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is a geheral rule throughout pilot provinces. The fault here may
have been in project design.

Finding: Most community associations are still opera-
tional and still have funds.

Finding: Rates of repayment to principle are low on
loans that have been outstanding for 4 to 5 years.

Finding: In some cases community organizations are not
eligible for repeat borrowing.

Conclusion: The existing system may not give enough’ih-
centive for loan repayment, and may be destructive of
barangay organizational sustainability.

Empowerment

A final area of impact which applies to SPF and CPF projects
is political empowerment [See Case Studies 5 and 6]. Although it
is not an impact that can be measured empirically, it does have
great socio-economic implications for beneficiaries who experi-
ence it. By joining together as a group, the rural poor have a
much stronger voice than they do as individuals. An excellent
example of this is the fishermen’s association in Lat-asan baran-
gay in Capiz. The 100 families were about to be forced out of
their homes by the new owner of the land on which they lived.
Their community organizer was able to help them fight legally to
stay in their homes. They won the battle. Other examples of
benefits which accrued to beneficiaries working together exist.
In Antique, a newly formed group was able to obtain a government
contract for bangus frys, giving them economic and political
power in their community. In another case, one group protested
subproject directly to NEDA in Manila, which forwarded the com-
plaint to the province. After demonstrations, the people prevai-
led. Also, community groups have more influence with politicians
at the provincial and local levels, and it was part of the design
to link the beneficiaries with the decision-making and planning
processes of local governments. The project was furtunate that
the political climate changed to encourage such empowerment.

Finding: Community associations have appropriately been
used for activities not related to economics.

Conclusion: Empowerment of beneficiaries is an impor-
tant impact of the LRM project.
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CPF Projects: Phase II

The project paper supplement calls for the CPF to fund bene-
ficiary-initiated livelihood subprojects that are financially and
economically viable. ’

To date, few CPF subprojects have been funded under Phase
IT. Most of the PVOs in expansion provinces, however, have deve-
loped indicative lists of projects that they will fund. The
types of projects which they have developed are given in Table
10, Appendix G. -

On the surface, most of these projects seem to fall within
the definition in the Project Paper Supplement. When the team
examined the records more closely, however, it found that the
proposals for the projects for Iloilo and Masbate have some of
the same potential problems that occurred in projects implemented.
in Phase I. Most notable is the continued use of group enter=-
prises. A Dbarangay in Iloilo has developed a group fishing
project that is almost identical to a project which failed in
Eastern Samar three years ago. No safeguards have been built in
to try to avoid problems of misappropriation of funds and equip-
ment, or even for the settlement of disputes. Also, in Iloilo,
the evaluation team saw a plan for a seaweed plantation group
enterprise which was highly technical, another problem with group
enterprise projects in Phase 1I. It is evident that there is
little cross-learning from earlier problems, either among the
PVOs or the regional project managers.

As in Phase I, we see evidence of the "menu selection" me-
thod of project design where the PVO presents a list of appro-
priate projects and the community group selects one for implemen-
tation. In some cases, it was hard to tell exactly how much
involvement the beneficiary groups had in the project idea selec-
tion.

Finding: Some of the same mistakes in project develop-
ment in Phase I are being repeated during Phase II,

Conclusion: There is no effective mechanism for com-

municating lessons learned from one PVO to another, and
project managers are not playing that critical role.
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B. COMMUNITY ORGANIZATION AND THE ROLE OF PRIVATE
AND VOLUNTARY ORGANIZATIONS

The Changing PVO Role in the Philippines

The Philippines has long had a tradition of local self and
mutual-help associations. No other country in Asia, however, has
witnessed the proliferation of the PVO community at various le-
vels as has this nation. There are said to be over 20,000 PVOs
in the country, of which some 200 are "developmental," i.e., en-
gaged in work beyond relief and education.

The expansion of the PVO community probably has its roots in
a variety of factors, both positive and negative. The tradition-
al mutual aid groups at the village level, and the strong influ-
ence of the American civic and PVO models have probably been
factors or models, as have more negative influences: the increas-
ing politization of the bureaucracy, and the general inability
through rigidity or indifference of the public sector effectlvely
to deliver adequate services to the public, espec1ally in rural
or more remote regions. The Philippine PVO is thus in part a
counterpoise to governmental inefficiency or incapacity.

With the formation of the Aquino government in 1986, the
PVOs took on a new saliency. The new Constitution encourages
participation on non-governmental community-based and sectoral or
functional groupings. They are included as part of the Medium-
Term Development Plan (1986-1992}, and they play a vital role in
regional councils of government, where they will provide a force
for "transparency," openness and honesty in governmental deci-
sions. The policy of the administration was to focus on poverty
alleviation, a theme compatible with PVO interests.

As the government has come to rely more on such groups,
which because of flexibility of operations and pay scales could
attract talented individuals, the availability of government and
in some cases foreign support and assistance has nurtured their
growth. The most striking change has been the growth of regional
or provincial PVOs, the roles of which in this project are vital
and are likely to continue long beyond the project’s termination.

The PVOs in the Local Resource Management Project
This project was conceived as a tripartite partnership among
the local governments, the PVOs-~-first at a national and then at

a local 1level, and the beneficiaries. The PVO component was a
strong element of the American experience, and is specifically
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included in the Foreign Assistance Act. The PVOs had major ad-
vantages over local governments. They were flexible, had the
capacity to work at lower levels, employed a philosophy of bot-
tom-up planning, were interested in non-political local organiza-
tional work, and had a tendency to keep equity concerns para-
mount. In 1982, when this project was approved, the Philippines
government was not yet organizationally prepared to work with
apolitical private groups except as encouraged by foreign donors,
both public and private. At that time, the project was leading
the society.

Following the initial period of training covered by the
Development Academy of the Philippines [see Section IID, Project
Management for a discussion of their involvement], training and
technical assistance were initially contracted to four national
PVOs, each of which brought its own operating philosophy to the
tasks of training beneficiaries and sensitizing governments at
all levels to the needs.

These were: the Philippines Business for Social Progress
[PBSP], which contracted to work in Antique, Capiz, Southern
Leyte, and Eastern Samar; the International Institute for Rural
Reconstruction [IIRR] in Albay; the Ilaw International for Caten-
duanes; and the University of the Philippines, Los Banos, Develo-
pment Foundation for Leyte. Since that time, NEDA declined to
renew the contracts of two of these PVOs [PBSP and IIRR] for
various reasons not directly related to this evaluation.

A total of 15 organizations were contracted at various
points in the project at a total contract cost of P 29,062,995,
This cost represents technical assistance for community organiz-
ing and training of local governments. A total of 192 community
associations were organized with a total membership of 7,706
direct beneficiaries, although it must be noted that not all
members of any community group were direct recipients of CPF
loans. This means a direct cost of about P 3,800 per beneficiary
spent over an average period of 4 years. This per capita esti-
mate would be lower if costs associated with training the local
government staff [the intermediaries] were included; that is,
within the same overall costs more were trained.

In Phase II, community organization, technical assistance
and training for expansion provinces included technical resource
groups, e.g. consulting firms, as well as PVOs. This shift was
to expand the technical assistance component from purely organiz-
ing community organizations to include training of the 1local
governments.,
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The evaluation team noted differences in training approaches
and the development or organizational capacities of the contract-
ed PVOs and consulting firms. Without further evidence it is
impossible as this point to make judgments as to their effec-
tiveness, because the time of actual operations was relatively
short, and each approached the organizational mode differently.

Although the Development Academy of the Philippines was to
train 5,000 people at all the local government levels in Phase I
of the project, in Phase II the contractors were to train an
additional 15,000 at all levels including the beneficiary groups.

The team observed that in a number of instances local gove-
rnments have started organizing target beneficiary groups on
their own efforts. They have hired community organizers out of
their own budgets for expansion work. This was true in the
municipalities of Panay and Dumarao ([Capiz). 1In addition, these
municipalities including Sigma have also established funds simil-
ar to the Community Project Fund from their municipal development
budgets. Yearly allocations are being made to fund training and
identified livelihood activities of the expansion barangays not
covered by the project. In addition, Albay will fund P.1.2
million in projects in 1991 from its own funds.

In all of the municipalities visited in Capiz, Iloilo, and
Albay, the municipalities were adopting the PVO bottom-up ap-
proach to programming. The Barangay Development Councils and the
Municipal Development Councils, where the poverty groups are
represented, have been reactivated as a result of the LRM Pro-

ject.

In general, although the effectiveness of the individual
PVOs seemed to vary, the general impression is one of effective
training and organizational activities. The issue of credit,
treated separately in Appendix J, is a special case where PVO
capacities were not equal to the need, and where project managers
did not pay sufficient attention to the problems.

Since the national PVOs were not expected to remain indefi-
nitely at the community level, the local operation of training
and management of credit funds were to be passed on to a local
group [either a PVO or a federation of the target beneficiaries
organized for this purpose]. The active participation of local
PVOS in Phase II illustrates that the project has in part
achieved this objective because consulting firms are also includ-
ed in that process.
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The PVOs that filled the gap vacated by PBSP were the pro-
vincial development foundations organized and assisted by PBSP in
Phase I. These are: the Capiz Development Foundation, Antique
Development Foundation, and Eastern Samar Development Foundation.
The shift from the national PVOs also marked the entry of local
PVOs as contractors: the Kahublagan Sang Panimalay [KSP] in
Iloilo, VICTO in Negros Occidental, Rural Systems Development
Foundation and the UNEP-Bicol Small Business Institute in Albay
and the Antique Federation of Credit Unions in Antique.

The evaluation team, however, notes the newness and inexpe-
rience of local PVOs in undertaking the tasks in this phase-outc
strategy. PVOs staffed with government employees directly or
indirectly associated with the LRM project are starting to emerg-
e. These types of PVOs, even when established with altruistic
motives to ensure the continuity of the LRM Process in the munic-
ipalities, may not be institutionally sustainable given their
youth, lack of financial resource bases, and inexperience 1in
community organization and management of credit funds.

Finding: PVO direct costs in assisting the poverty
groups and enhancing the capabilities of the 1local
governments is approximately P3,800 per beneficiary
over an average period of 4 years.

Finding: Local or provincial-based PVOs with demon-
strated capabilities could be harnessed by a national
PVO to participate actively in national development
programs.

Finding: Barangays and municipal development councils
were reactivated and have been '"sensitized" to the -
needs of the poor.

Finding: The municipalities realize the need to
tap/allocate CPF type funds to assist effectively poor
communities.

Conclusion: PVOs could play a central role in imple-
menting national development programs at the 1local
level and could affect positive working relationships
with provincial and municipal governments.

Conclusion: Selected Philippine national PVOs have the

capacity to develop local or provincial PVOs to partic-
ipate in development programs.
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Strategies of Community Organization

Specific poverty groups identified as LRM beneficiaries
consisted of marginal upland farmers, sustenance fishermen, and
landless workers. The PVO community organization efforts focused
on these groups, but each had a separate organizational approach
to group formation and training [See Appendix 1I]). The PBSP
targeted core poverty groups, the IIRR believed in assisting
interest groups, and the Ilaw worked through the community.

Generally, each of the PVOs went through the following
process in community organizing: orientation on the LRM Project
among the project actors; coalition building through further
orientation, training and workshops; data gathering,. validation
and analysis of the target beneficiaries; group formation and
leadership selection; and project implementation and monitoring.
During the process, a series of training, workshops and meetings
were conducted.

A review of the training courses showed heavy emphasis on
organizational dynamics and project management. Training on
small business and credit management were not given as much
emphasis as required, considering that the community project fund
was for livelihood activities.

We have very meager evidence in this project of the extent
of involvement of organized groups with projects in the communi-
ties was largely due to the approach made by the PVO. Some
believe that groups organized involving the community and the
family are more active in social projects and have performed
advocacy roles with the local government, while "loan induced"
groups tend to focus organlzatlonal efforts on managing the
credit funds and/or their economic activities. Others might
disagree, but the short duration of these groups and the lack of
an experimental model and an information system supporting it all
indicate we just cannot tell from this project alone.

The different upproaches used, however, did not negate the
overall relative success of the PVOs in organizing the poverty
groups and making them part1c1pate in the 1local planning and
development process. It is too early to judge their sustain-
ability.

Observations and data on Region VI revealed the following:

Poverty groups organized in isolation of the community could
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derail future activities that would require the involvement
of the whole community, but that might undercut poverty
alleviation strategies;

The poor do not want to be called "poorest of the poor," and
are generally skeptical of programs directly focused on
them;

Building institutional capability among the poor takes time
and requires major organizational efforts and training;

To address directly the needs of the poor, structural causes
of why they are poor,alsoc have to be addressed at the same
time.

Finding: Local government, more specifically the munic-
ipalities have recognized the need for organizing the
poor to enable them to participate in the local plan-
ning and development process.

- Finding: Through the LRM prdcess and PVO interventions,
Barangay and Municipal Development Councils were acti-
vated.

Finding: Top down planning of development programs by
national line agencies undermined LRM efforts to reori-
ent rural planning and development efforts towards
poverty group-focused planning and participatory devel-
opment.

Conclusion: Poverty groups can be organized based on a ,
common need other than economic, and such organized and
empowered group could actually get the attention of
local government officials and other line agencies for
delivery of basic services, but their relative success
compared to other organizational methods is uncertain.

Conclusion: The sustainability of some of the benefi-
ciary groups organized under the LRM intervention are
hinged on the performance of their livelihood projects
and the availability of credit funds.

Conclusion: Efforts that seek to organize poverty
groups should include programs that help them meet
their economic requirements.

Conclusion: Community organization efforts should
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install follow-up and monitoring activities after the
project has phased out to learn from the process and to
gauge sustainability.

Thae PVO-Local Government Linkage

There have been three types of links between the PVOs and
local governments: directly with the NEDA regional offices,
indirectly with the provincial and municipal governments includ-
ing the barangay development councils as clients, and with the
national line agencies as a technical resource.

Based on field observations made in Capiz, Iloilo, and
Albay, the PVOs have to a certain degree made the provincial and
municipal level government officials subscribe to the participa-
tory planning approach involving poverty groups.

In the area of planning, the LRM has established lines of
communications and operation between the community organizations
and the local government units. As a result of the project,
Municipal and Barangay Development Councils have been reactivated
with community organizations represented on the councils. In
provinces such as Capiz, Antique, Southern Leyte and Catanduanes,
the beneficiaries are also represented in the Provincial Develop-
ment Council. This provides avenues for the poverty groups to
participate in and influence the local planning process on an
institutionalized basis.

Although the majority of the provincial and municipal gove-
‘rnments in the LRM project sites have "bought in" to the LRM pro-
cess, the national line agencies have been virtually ignored in
pPlanning although they are included in the provincial and munici-
pal councils. Programs are implemented by these line agencies
based on priorities and directives from their national offices
with little or no consideration of the priorities and resource
base of the poverty groups in the area and the local development
plan.

Although line agencies functioned as technical resourc-
es to projects, they were not major actors in project design nor
in the implementation process. The LRM by virtue of default in
project design has failed to recognize the role of the national
line agencies in the people-centered planning process, and have
not made an impact on the national line agencies.

In a period of scarce resource allocation,  some municipal

governments have demonstrated their commitment to the LRM process
by allocating municipal resources to expand the project in other
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barangays. Since the municipal resources are limited, the amoun-
ts allocated are quite minimal compared to the demand. This is,
however, viewed as a positive step towards getting the 1local
governments to allocate resources specifically to the needs of
‘the poor. This is further demonstrated by municipal governments
hiring their own community organizers in Panay and Dumarao.

The PVOs and the Community Project Fund

The late 70’s and early 80’s marked a significant change i
the traditional roles of the PVOs. The dismal economic growth
during that period and the increasing inability of existing
government structures and financial institutions to respond to
the needs of the rural poor in coping with their poverty, provid-
ed the PVOs no alternative but to implement programs to improve
the incomes of their beneficiaries. With this new role, the PVOs
became "community bankers" in the process, whether they were
institutionally capable or not.

The new role that they had to perform over and above their
regular programs was reinforced by donor agencies such as USAID,
which provided funds to PVOs for income generating programs, The
LRM Community Project Fund (CPF) is an example.

As of June 15, 1990, P 21,728,297 CPF funds has been prog-
rammed for allocation and a total of P 11,560,165 had been relea-
sed to 192 community organizations with a tota. membership of
7,706, although only about half have been involved in the CPF.

Although the CPF is bound to provide the most tangible
impact of the LRM Project, the evaluation team observed that very
little attention was given by the project managers in the admin-
istration of the CPF as a loan fund in support of the livelihood
activities of the beneficiaries.

The evaluation team observed the following deficiencies:

Criteria set for borrowers: the standards set for borrowers
made all the members of the beneficiary groups eligible for
loans. Even though generalized criteria were established,
they were not able to screen out beneficiaries who were not
capable of managing their proposed livelihood activities and

those who were credit risks. One of the manifestation of
this weakness is the low average repayment rate of 35% as in
Capiz.

Project selection: in the study of the feasibility of the
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projects identified by the beneficiaries, their capability
to manage the project was overlooked. Some projects were
technically complicated and/or relatively costly, i.e.,
group-owned enterprises such as trawl fishing, seaweed
production, and seed production.

Approval process: regardless of the amount being borrowed,
the length of time involved before release of funds from the
PVOs takes no less than a month to process [in one PVO .the
application would take at least 45 days to process]. It
takes time for the application to move from the barangay to
the municipal and the PVO levels,

Training of beneficiaries: many of the beneficiaries are
engaging for the first time in the projects they have se-
lected. Training in small business management is therefore
required. However, training concentrated on project feasi-
bility study preparation and organizational work, with less
attention to business needs.

Interest rates: although the project paper states that the
USAID Intermediate Credit Policy will be used as a guideline
in setting interest rates for borrowers, some PVOs were
lending at interest rates [12 - 15 percent], which are below
market rates. Since interest rates were to be established
by the PVO based on the USAID-approved manual, NEDA believes
USAID was aware of any outstanding issues. Interest rates
has been the bone of contention in the LRM PVO conferences
where there was a general feeling that giving market inter-
est rates to the poor contravenes the project intention of
helping the poor.

Sustainability of the CPF: as interest rates were below
market rates, and did not provide spread for possible loss~
es, the community project fund has been decapitalized since
1987, when the CPF really began to function.

Phase out mechanism for the CPF: the PVOs have been con-
tracted to manage the CPF,. Their contracts, however, are
soon to expire and some have contracts that have already

. done so. The mechanism for the turnover of the funds to a

local PVO, a federation, or the provincial government has
not generally been established [although Cataduanes does
have a system, the regulations for which the team saw, and
other provinces the team did not visit are also said to have
such plans}. As an example, the Capiz Development Foundation
contract expired in April of 1990. They are still holding
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the funds as the mechanism tor transferring the funds to the
Provincial Federation of the Community Organizations have
not been authorized.

Municipal development funds: although some municipal govern-
ments have allocated funds for CPF type activities, mecha-
nisms for implementation are patterned on the existing CPF
guidelines, and thus are bound to have the same weaknesses.

The PVOs, in spite of the above weaknesses, could be
effective vehicles for channelling credit funds to the poor.
However, as this is a relatively new role for them, project
management should provide them enough training and guidance
through establishing linkage with national line agenc1es and PVOs
which have developed a good track record in managing income
generating programs.

Finding: Loan administration of the CPF variea among
the PVOs contracted. Some established the CPF as
community revolving fund where the community groups
borrowed from the PVO for re-lending purposes to its
members; some lent to specific group activities. Both
approaches showed low repayment rates.

Finding: Interest rates to the beneficiaries generally
did not follow the USAID Intermedlate Policy Guide-
lines.

Finding: Community Project Fund has been decapltalized
over the project period.

Finding: Project feasibility studies made overlooked
the management capability of the beneficiaries to
manage their proposed livelihood projects.

Finding: There is no mechanism for municipal government
to monitor CPF funds and projects of beneficiaries, al-
though they are encouraged to do so.

Finding: Guidelines on repayment were not related to
the type of economic activities funded.

Finding: The team found one phase out mechanism
[Cataduanes]) for PVOs contracted to manage the CPF and
transfer responsibility to a Federation or local PVO,
although others are said to be in place in provinces
not visited.
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Finding: Municipal development funds for 1livelihood
have no mechanisms and guidelines in place.

Conclusion: Through the PVO-local government linkage,
mechanisms in institutionalizing the LRM Process at the
municipal levels are starting to be in place i.e.
municipalities hiring local organizers; appropriations
being made from municipal development fund for CPF type
activities.

Conclusion: The poor have to be organized in gétting
them into the mainstream of local planning and develop-
ment process.

Conclusion: The LRM failed to recognize the rele of
national line agencies in rural planning and develop-
ment efforts towards poverty groups thus lost an oppor-
tunity to affect on a macro-level national government
planning process.

Conclusion: Empowerment of poverty groups to decide
their own destinies and get basic services from the
government could be the project’s most important con-
tribution.

Conclusion: It has increasingly become evident that the
most important and tangible intervention in the LRM
Process is the availability of the Community Project

Fund. :

Conclusion: Generally, the PVOs lacked sufficient
institutional capacity in administering the Community
Project Fund and lacked technical and management capa-
bility for income generating programs.

C. DECENTRALIZATION & PARTICIPATION:
THE PROSPECTS FOR INSTITUTIONALIZATION

Earlier reference has been made to the fact that decentral-
ization is a relatively recent theme in the Philippines and that
it has been more honored in speech than in practice., There are
more than one operational referent for the concept. The notion
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of decentralization embodied in the design of LRM entails the
devolution of power, authority and responsibility for the identi-
fication, planning and implementation of local development ac-
tivities by institutional actors at barangay, municipal, pro-
vincial and regional levels. Over time the Project has also
shown a clear bias in favor of devolution to increasingly lower
institutional 1levels as capacity and experience are enhanced.
This model of decentralization needs to be differentiated from
the more common bureaucratic policy and practice of "deconcentra-
tion" whereby the devolution of responsibility for the planning
and implementation of development activities to sub-national
institutions is matched by only limited latitude to influence the
determination of target locations and populations or the content
of those development activities.

The LRM process is intended to devolve both authority and
responsibility and to match that devolution with the increased
capacity of localized actors and institutions to identify and
effectuate development interventions that are appropriate to
local needs and conditions. The LRM approach further posits that
the successful identification of local interventions can only be
guaranteed by the involvement of target beneficiaries throughout

the process. The demonstrated success of this approach is in-
tended to result in its widespread emulation and extension to
activities derived from other funding sources. The access of

local government units to funding sources that are both appro-
priate and sufficient for this type of replication and expansion,
however, remains one of the most serious constraints. It is this
characteristic .of the policy and political environment that
dictates that LRM develop and perfect models which will combine
the desired benefits of decentralization--in particular, bottom-
up planning and popular participation--with the fiscal dictates
of top-down approaches imposed by centralized sources of funding.

For purposes of this evaluation it has been necessary to
assess the nature and extent -of institutional decentralization at
the national, regional, provincial, municipal and barangay levels
and how the flow of recent Philippine political history has
changed--and continues to change--that configuration over the
life of the project. At each of these levels there is need for
examination of the roles of multiple institutional actors and
determination of the extent and effect of their involvement in
LRM. It has been necessary to identify and document complex
interactions at each of those operational levels am  1g the fol-
lowing phenomena:
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More or less routine development functions that have been
devolved to specific institutional actors (both political
and administrative) at each level [it is important to note
that this situation has been, and continues, evolving over
the life of the Project];

Those LRM roles and functions that have been assigned at
each level and the extent to which they conform, conflict or
expand upon the routine roles and functions above; and

As the LRM winds down in specific locations, the extent to
which targets, objectives and procedures are integrated into
routine policies, programs and activities. [It may be
equally or even more important to note the rcasons for the
failure or neglect of such integration if it helps us to
identify constraints which must be overcome. )

To the extent that LRM has fostered a process of decentral-
ized development that is based on popular participation, the
various steps in that process which have required investigation
can be identified as:

Policy formulation and review that forms the basis for
the establishment of procedures for initiating and
continuing the decentralization process at each succes-
sive level of local governance, both internal and
external to LRM;

The identification of appropriate target locations and
groups to participate in pilot or expansion activities
in accordance with the specific dictates of the program
or activity being considered (in this case, the poverty
focus of LRM);

Expansion and enhancement of involvement in the identi-
fication of complex interactions among underutilized
resources and problems encountered in enhancing such
utilization, the resolution of which might form the
basis for local development interventions;

Inventory, tabulation and prioritization of local
development problems and prospects that, taken col-
lectively, represents a statement of local development
strategy and, only secondarily, constitutes a list of
discrete project interventions in search of funding;
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Review, modification and consolidation of the resulting
strategies and project designs at successive levels to
guarantee technical and financial feasibility both in
implementation and in projected impact and benefits;

[In this instance the differences between SPF and CPF
activities may be significant or may have changed
substantially between Phases I and II of the Project]

Establishment of administrative, technical and finan-
cial implementation procedures, timetables and task
assignments and methods for tracking adherence and
identifying problems and constraints; and

Assignment of specific responsibilities for reporting,
trouble-shooting, monitoring and evaluation of imple-
mentation performance and impact, as well as the main-
tenance and continuation of inputs and benefits follow-
ing completion.

The various stages of this process in this project can be
segmented to include the following basis for discussion: Program
Preparation and Institutional Structuring; Funding Allocations,
Design and Project Planning; Program and Project Implementation;
and Monitoring, Evaluation and Maintenance.

Program Preparation and Institutional Structuring

In the initial design and preparation for operational activ-
ities under the LRM USAID and the GOP were faced with operational
decisions on the nature and extent of decentralizations to be
embodied in the Project which are related to the issues of: [1]
the appropriate local government level to be made the operational
focus of the project; and [2] the project management structure
and institution or institutions to be assigned management respon-
sibility.

Choice of Strategic Focus on Local Government Level

USAID views the LRM as a continuation of efforts that it
initiated in the 1960’s and has continued in a succession of
projects which have fostered institutions and procedures for
local government development efforts. Over the course of this
involvement USAID has gained considerable experience and knowl-
edge of the organizational structure and capacity of local gover-
nment at regional, provincial and municipal levels. The Evalua-
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tion Team observed, in particular, during field visits in Region
VI that a number of respondents at regional, provincial and
municipal levels pointed to their prior experience with a range
of USAID projects -- e.g. SPREAD, PDAP, RPTA and Rainfed Resour-
ces Development Project -- as a source of considerable experience
and training which has assisted them in the implementation of
LRM.

Whereas most of the earlier USAID efforts had concentrated
on institution-building or infrastructural development, the LRM
was seen as breaking relatively new ground with its emphasis on
poverty alleviation, livelihood activities, provision for popular
participation by the targeted poor and the involvement of PVO’s
in assisting to mobilize the poor for self-help efforts. All of
these elements pointed to the need for a local government focus
as close to the rice roots of community organization as possible.
The decision not to place operational emphasis on the municipal-
ity was based on the judgement that the development staff at that
level was not yet sufficiently complete or experienced to assume
primary responsibility for LRM, However, the designers did
acknowledge that it was at this level where intimate knowledge of
local conditions and needs would be expected to be found. Refer-
ence was also made to the need to develop capacities at this
level under the Project and to leave open the possibility that
later phases of the Project would assign increased responsibility
to municipal actors.

The original Project Paper is unequivocal in its selection
of the provincial level as the focus of LRM attention, but, quite
accurately, points to the administrative burden of attempting to
manage the provision of such assistance directly. Although the
initial round of first phase target provinces was limited to
three, it was to be followed within months by an additional four
provinces and continue to build to a total of fifteen provinces
under the pilot. Even these numbers compare favorably with the
total seventy-two provinces which would be included if the effort
were to become nation-wide. It was, no doubt, this same calculus
that resulted in actions in the 1970’s that brought about the
creation of development regions, the establishment of regional
line agency field organizations, the introduction of Regional
Development Councils and the establishment of NEDA Regional
Offices as full-time technical staff to the recently developed
councils.

To some extent, then, the choice of the provincial level as

primary focus rested on a compromise between the growth of regio~
nal institutional power and the paucity of institutional resour-
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ces at the municipal level. Recognizing the increased capacity
and institutional complexity at the regional level and the weak-
ness of those municipal actors who are in the best position to
recognize and respond to the needs of the rural poor, the choice
of the provincz for emphasis is also seen as a means of inter-
mediating between those levels. It is the province that can
mobilize and articulate the needs of the municipalities’ poor
that can, in turn, be met by the resources that are increasingly
coming under the planning control of the Regional Development
Council. However, that is not to say that the province did not
possess advantages on its own merits. Experience with USAID
projects cited above--i.e. SPREAD, PDAPY, etc.--as well as other
donor and GOP efforts had strengthened Provincial Development
Councils ([PDC] and Provincial Development Staff [PDS]--later
reorganized and strengthened to become the Provincial Planning
and Development Office [PPDO). Both PDAP and Rainfed Resources
Development Project had provided experience in the drafting of
provincial development strategies and annual investment plans
that were to become part of the LRM process [to be described
below]). In addition, the provinces [because of the above fac-
tors] could use the LRM project more effectively, were a vertical
link between the regions and municipalities, a horizontal link to
the line agencies and can influence their budgets, and were more
convenient for LRM management to work with.

In a pilot activity that has come to encompass five Regions,
fifteen provinces, fifty municipalities and an undocumented num-
ber of barangay [probably 2-5 per municipality], it is not surpr-
ising that considerable variation in the relative role of actors
at each level might be observed. Contributing to this diversity
is the added dimension of time of entry into the Project. Al-
though the entry of regions points to a difference between Phases
I and II of the Project and the substantial redesign that was
undertaken in between, provinces may have entered in either Group
I or II of Phase I or in Phase II and municipalities might either
be part of activities in "new" Phase II provinces or expansion
municipalities in mature provinces. The resulting permutations
and combinations have been impossible to match with the Team’s

. It should be noted that PDAP refers to both an umbrella
project of the GOP and a set of USAID projects which were de-
signed and implemented to assist the GOP in furthering the goals
of local government capacity building which were the primary
focus of the umbrella project. Detailed information on USAID
predecessors and their linkage with LRM may be found in Appendix
C of the Original (1982) Project Paper.
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limited field time [see Appendix E on the Evaluation Methodol-
ogyl, but the following impressionistic observations seem to be
supported by the limited data.

Finding: Project coverage has been essentially consis-
tent with the targets set for Phase II -- i,e. the
target of 5 regions was matched, the target of 14
provinces was exceeded by one and implementation to
date has been on target with 50 municipalities.

Finding: Where the Municipal Planning and Development
Office is reasonably well staffed and the Mayor takes
an active interest in LRM, there is considerable in-
volvement ([both formally and informally] and support
for Project activities in spite of the relative inade-
quacy of formal mechanisms for such involvement.

Field visits to five municipalities in the Province of Capiz
pointed to considerable variation in knowledge of and involvement
in the Project on the part of municipal actors. Mayors and
Municipal Planning and Development Coordinators in all five
locations were well aware of the presence of LRM activities,
their nature and barangay locations, but expressed considerably
different opinions on their responsibilities for monitoring or
more active involvement.

The most activist stance was taken by a dynamic mayor and
his very capable Municipal Planning and Development Coordinator.
Their understanding and commitment to the LRM approach were
evidenced by the appointment of three municipal organizers and
the expansion of LRM livelihood activities to four barangay with
a combination of funds drawn from the 20 percent Internal Revenue
Allotment and matching funds which they had attracted from the
national Department of Trade and Industry. There is also a
healthy relationship developing here between the local government
and the PVO that has just completed its technical assistance
contract with LRM as indicated by the training received by the
three municipal organizers and discussion of opportunities for
further collaboration beyond LRM. The withdrawal of the PVO has
also generated an active discussion of the disposition of the CPF
within the municipality as well as an appropriate model for
similar funds being committed by the municipality. The same
level of involvement was seen in Sigma.

At the other extreme is a mayor who expressed neither inter-
est in nor a sense of responsibility for LRM activities in his
jurisdiction. Formal PVO reports were not directed to him and he
showed little interest in pursuing the matter. At the same time,
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it was observed that his Municipal Planning and Development
Coordinator was not only relatively new, but also had no staff
and a budget which 1left regular payment of his own salary in
doubt. An unpaid community organizer who had, over the past
three years, assisted in coordinating LRM activities in the
Municipality had recently left to join the staff of the Depart-
ment of the Environment and Natural Resources. There seemed
little prospect that she would be replaced. This municipality
also suffered from a three-year deficit that may have undercut
institutional interest in the project.

Somewhere between these two extremes is the case of a woman
mayor who was both interested and moderately well informed about
LRM activities in her jurisdiction. Discussion with the Evalua-
tion Team was also attended by the Municipal Planning and Devel-
opment Coordinator and a woman described as a municipal organizer
who worked on a more-or-less volunteer basis. In this instance,
the lack of specific and detailed information on such LRM activi-
ties as the reasons for low repayment rates on CPF loans was
accounted for by the absence of formal provisions for reporting
by the PVO to the municipal government. The Mayor noted that the
absence of such information precluded the possibility that she or
her staff might assist in encouraging lower default rates.

Finding: The mix of training strategies for municipal
level actors between LRM Phases I & II makes it diffi-
cult to determine to what extent training is a viable
approach to upgrading capability at this level.

The Phase I approach to the development of local government
capacity was based on a strategy that called for technical as-
sistance [(including training and research] to be conducted by
local resource institutions under Tracks I and II of LRM. The
contractors included the Development Academy of the Philippines
(DAP] and the Local Government Center, University of the Philip-
Pines. It is unclear how much of that training was directed at
municipal level personnel, although emphasis was on the provinc-
es. Another problem was that training conducted early in the
project cycle would have been attended by personnel who were
subsequently affected by personnel shifts due to normal attrition
as well as the more extraordinary political events of the recent
past. It is unlikely that large numbers of these trained munici-
pal and provincial personnel would still be in place now.

In Phase II it has been noted that PVOs are assuming respon-

sibility for joint training of municipal government staff as part
of their organizing activities within the community. This type
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of interaction ought to create a situation where target group
members and municipal government officials are more sensitive to
each other needs and perceptions, but it may not take the place
of the more formal skills training that was intended under the
old Track I.

Conclusion: There appears to be sufficient evidence to
conclude that the capacity of municipal government to
play a more active and constructive role in the design
and management of LRM at that level is dependent upon
the availability of sufficient and adequately trained
staff [in turn, dependent upon adequate financial
resources] and access to information on project activi-
ty progress.

Provincial involvement in all aspects of the LRM is substan-
tial and has been increased under the Phase II redesign. Not
only is the province responsible for organizing and overseeing
municipal programs, but it now plays a role in determining its
own technical assistance and research needs. Provincial institu-
tions [e.g. the office of the Governor, the Sangguniang Panlala-
wegan, the Provincial Development Council, the Provincial Plan-
ning and Development Office] are the primary actors in all of the
formative steps in the LRM process. The development of provin-
cial strategies, the conduct and analysis of the poverty studies
and subsequent surveys that determine municipal, barangay and
target group foci are all deperdent upon provincial initiation
and direction.

Finding: In the three provinces visited there were
significant differences in the level of internalization
and commitment to the goals, objectives and approaches
of the LRM. 1Ilo-ilo and Albay were committed to the
spirit of the LRM process; Capiz was less rigorous in
following the rules.

Recognizing the paucity of resources which are available to
local government to design and implement local initiatives, it is
not surprising that an active governor or mayor would view the
LRM simply as a much needed source of funding for his 1locally
determined agenda. The successful application of the LRM ap-
proach, however, is dependent upon a full understanding of and
careful adherence to the principles and procedures which have
been established. Among the elements that would seem essential
are the focus on a limited number of municipal and barangay
locations and poverty groups that are determined on the basis of
the Provincial Strategy and Poverty Study and further refined by

47



means of additional surveys.

The Evaluation Team visit to a mature and a new province in
one region determined that the mature province’s entry into the
project had been accompanied by none of the standard procedures
for determining target locations or groups. No strategy was
formulated and no poverty study was conducted, but three target
municipalities were targeted on the basis of political consid-
erations and two expansion municipalities have been recently
designated on the same grounds. Discussions with provincial
project participants also indicate that there was considerable
resentment, during Phase I, of external resource institutions
that were "imposed upon the province." It was further noted that
the scheduling of such external assistance activities as training
were generally more disruptive than helpful. The result is that
LRM concepts remain at a fairly philosophical and visceral level,
while difficulty has been experienced in translating them into
practice.

This impression is further underscorzd by the case, in the
same province, of the activist, dynamic mayor cited above. Team
sub-groups visited three barangay within his municipality and
came to the mixed conclusion that activities in all three should
be judged successful, innovative, etc., but that there was con-
siderable variance in the appropriateness of the targeted popula-
tion groups. Although one barangay was the site of assistance to
isolated, subsistence-level fisherman, another was the home of
rice farmer project participants with average land-holdings of
1.7 Ha of irrigated rice 1land. [More detailed discussions of
several of these case studies may be found in Appendix H.] Later
discussions with the Mayor indicated that he and his staff were
unfamiliar with the targeting procedures developed by LRM and
were continuing to use methods more appropriate for infrastruc-
ture development in relatively isolated areas. It should be
emphasized here that the Team finds no fault with the Mayor, but
rather views this as a case of missed opportunity where an active
and enthusiastic proponent of LRM was not provided with suffi-
cient support to maximize project impact.

In the case of the expansion province visited, planning and
targeting of locations and groups was proceeding by the book.
Although the LRM was just getting off the ground and there were
few concrete outputs to be assessed, considerable progress was
noted. Furthermore, this progress and enthusiasm has penetrated
to the municipal level where it was clearly evident in two sample
municipalities which were visited by the Team.
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Conclusion: Enforcement of and adherence to the princi-
ples and procedures of the LRM approach are essential
to the conduct of the pilot activity at both provincial
and municipal levels and any deviation seriously under-
cuts the ability to draw the desired conclusions on
relative success or failure of the approaches employed.

Assignment of Management Responsibility

Programs of assistance to multiple local government units in
most countries face the immediate contradiction of deciding upon
an appropriate central government agency to place in charge of
the activity. It must also be recognized that the choice of a
particular agency has implications for subsequent operational
choices and options on the delivery of that assistance. It was
noted in the previous section that the choice of the province as
the focus of LRM activities was matched by concern for the span
of control problems that would be created by any attempt to
manage the LRM at that level. This issue was resolved when NEDA
and its network of regional offices were designated to play a
prominent role in managing and coordinating the assistance, which
was to be directed to the provincial level of local government.

The LRM design has been careful to emphasize that the selec-
tion of NEDA and its regional offices as the central actors in
the management of the Project should be viewed as an attempt to
mobilize support for efforts to develop additional capacity at
the provincial level. But it is also important to note here that
neither NEDA nor any other potential national level institution
has any direct line of authority over either the local government
agencies involved in the project or the national line agencies
that are expected to provide technical input and support at
various levels. The limitation of NEDA’s organic role to one of
coordination and the fact that NEDA’s primary planning responsi-
bilities preclude it from playing a major implementation role
places 1limits on its effectiveness in managing LRM. It can
withhold endorsement of subprojects, and contractor’s payments if
work was not adequately performed, but generally the political
process has a tendency to outweigh adherence to strict project
guidelines. However, the inherent need for the Project to coor-
dinate the actions of a complex network of national and sub-
national instituticnal actors and the commitment not to create
new project structures or institutions makes NEDA a reasonable
choice for the assignment of the management role. As the opera-
tional demands of the Project have increased, there has been a
corresponding need to shift the burden of management responsi-
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bility to the regional level.

Finding: There has been an increasing delegation of
authority and responsibility from NEDA/Manila and the
National Project Management Office to NEDA regional
offices and the Regional Project Management Office.

This decentralization of management has resulted both from
efforts under the Phase II redesign and from the 1987 External
Evaluation, which recommended structural and procedural simplifi-
cation as well as increased decentralization and emphasis on
impact on the alleviation of rural poverty. In this instance,
many of the management decisions and actions previously performed
by NEDA/Manila have been delegated, in some cases, directly to
the provincial level, but with the provision that review, approv-
al and, sometimes, execution is reserved to the Regional Project
Management Office. Such is the case, for example, with research
and technical assistance.

Under Phase II, the provinces were assigned the responsibil-
ity and right to determine their own needs and have a major voice
in the selection, even if actual contracting was performed by the
Regional Project Management Office. In at least one case, this
process resulted in the assignment of an initially limited con-
tract to a provincial-based PVO, but the contract was later
amended to provide full technical assistance services once NEDA
became convinced of the PV0O’s capabilities. The shift from
ndtional to local PVO’s as contractors for technical assistance,
research, etc. is widespread under Phase II in both mature and
expansion provinces, although national consulting firms account
for three of the five expansion provinces. There is also evi-
dence of some acceleration in the implementation of the project,
but whether or how these phenomena are related is not yet evi-
dent. Improved knowledge of local conditions may speed up design
and implementation procedures, but relative inexperience may lead
to weakness in identifying and resolving more technical difficul-
ties. Of major concern is when, how, and to what effect the
Regional Project Management Office might intervene if it identi-
fied the actions of either provincial officials or local LRM
contractors as deviating from or prejudicial to the interests of
the Project. The team has been told of some cases, and modest
changes made, yet we also note that there is no evidence of major
action being taken [such as cutting off or threatening to cut off
a province from the project] by the National Project Management
Office in the case of deviation from design and targeting proce-
dures of major proportions cited above.
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Conclusion: It is premature to determine whether the
shift in project management responsibility to the
provincial and regional level will result in decisions
more appropriate to local conditions or an increased
reluctance to interfere in "local affairs."

Funding Allocations, Design and Project Planning

It is not uncommon for complex pilot projects that attempt
to introduce new systems and procedures for the provision of
funding, planning, and project design to become identified as
"planning projects" during the early stages of their implementa-
tion. In the case of LRM, this inception period may have lasted
longer than is normal for projects of this type. The reasons for
this extended adolescence are to be found in a variety of inter-
nal and external factors, some of which have previously been
discussed. Among the external factors are the long period of
political turmoil surrounding the Aquino assassination and the
EDSA revolution, the series of elections which were held in 1984,
1985 and 1987 and other sources of personnel turnover at the
local level. More directly related to the project were the
extended period of project redesign and delays in the allocation
and flow of funds which resulted in serious dislocations in
scheduled planning cycles and even greater delays in implementa-
tion. Reoccurring natural disasters, from typhoons to droughts
to volcanic eruptions all affected progress. There is a need to
examine these factors more closely and attempt to determine the
relative influence of these factors as compared with the opera-
tion of internal project procedures and project management as a
source of delay.

During Phase I of the Sub-Project [SPF], interventions were
planned for four calendar years [CY] covering the period CY 1983-
1986 and CPF activities were planned over a period that was
basically equivalent, the major difference between these two
funding mechanisms being that the SPF was provided in the form of
more-or-less regular annual allocations, while the CPF was a one
time provision of seed money for a loan fund to be administered,
initially, by the PVO. [The CPF funding mechanism is discussed
in detail in the sections on impact and PVO’s above and will not
be dealt with in detail here. The other differences between CPF
and SPF are discussed passim]. To the extent that targeting and
other start-up activities [i.e. training of 1local government
staff, the contracting of PVO’s and resource organizations,
community organization and training by PVO’s, preparation of
provincial strategies and poverty analyses, etc.] required sub-
stantial lead time, this set the first year’s planning activities
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substantially behind schedulie from the outset.

The normal GOP budgeting procedures call for requests for
budgetary allocations to be submitted in March for the following
year’s budget and follow a two-stage planning and project design
process intended to minimize risk in a high risk environment.
The first stage calls for the preparation of very rough lists of
project proposals with global estimates of budgetary require-
ments, which must be submitted in March for inclusion in the
annual congressional--National Assembly during Martial Law--
allocations. The result of this process is the issuance of an
Advice of Allotment [AA] by the Department of Budget and Manage-
ment. Upon notification of the issuance of the Advice of Allot-
ment, the Department of Finance/Municipal Development Fund re-
quests the subsequent issuvance of a Funding Warrant [earlier re-
ferred to as a Cash Disbursement Ceiling or CDC] that indicates
that the funds are available for further action. Although is-
suance of the Advice of Allotment is a fairly straight forward
consequence of funds having been allocated by Congress, their
issuance for LRM has always occurred well into or beyond the CY
for which the allocations were intended, e.g. CY 1984 on
12/31/84, CY 1985 on 8/19/85, CY 1986 on 5/28/87 and CY 1988 on
6/30/88 .,

Less straight forward is the process of issuing the CDC or
Funding Warrant, for the simple reason that this document testi-
fies to the availability of funds to be dispersed. Here the LRM
record for lag between the issuance of Advice of Allotment and
CDC or Funding Warrant stretches from nine months to more than
three years. 1In two out of four years, when the CDC or Funding
Warrant was issued, it was also for an amount less than the total
authorized allocation.

Finding: The most serious dislocations and delays in
the planning process have been caused by difficulties
and delays in the issuance of the various funding
allocation documents.

Only when this budgetary allocation process has been com-

.  This and the following material are drawn from Tables 5

and 6 in Benjamin V. Carino, A Review of the LRM Subproiject
Einancing System, October 1989 and several sub-project lists
prepared by NEDA-LRM/NPMO that have formed the basis for the
Record of LRM Sub-Project Planning & Implementation found in
Appendix G.
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pleted and funding levels have been determined with some degree
of certainty do the project planners proceed to the preparation
of detailed plans, feasibility studies, and budgets. This also
results in the lengthening of the process and the possibility of
major adjustments in project strategy and design at a late stage
in the design and planning process. Project management staff at
national and regional levels p01nt to the possibility of repeti-
tive iterations of design, review, correction and resubmission as
a source of delay here. The variation among provinces may be
seen in the project design experience of CY 1984 when two prov-
inces successfully completed requirements for the release of
funds within less than one month, while two other provinces
required more than two years. The experience of subsequent
years, however, indicates that these problems were largely over-
come with experience. Yet, the improved efficiency in project
preparation does not seem consistent with the high incidence of
project cancellation, suspension, and reprogramming of funds.
NEDA believes that reprogramming or cancellation of projects were
necessary because of delayed release of funds to the provinces,
resulting in reprioritizing of beneficiary needs and revised cost
estimates.

Finding: In spite of the two-stage planning and project
design process a relatively high percentage of SPF
projects were canceled, reprogrammed, etc.

Conclusion: The disjointed planning process that sepa-
rates the process of allocating project budgets from
the detailed design of those projects results in inac-
curacy in initial assessments, cancellation and repro-
gramming.

The fact that most routine budget allocations are channeled
through the sectoral line agencies guarantees that project design
will have been reviewed with respect to technical qualifications
by a competent authority. Although the 1982 Project Paper calls
for participation in and review of plans and project designs by
LRM technical staff, line agencies and resource institutions, the
relatively high levels of canceled and reprogrammed projects
makes it unlikely that such inputs were effectively provided.
There is some evidence to indicate that delays in the approval of
project proposals resulted from a bureaucratic process of formal
review that resulted in several iterations of criticism, proposal
refinement, and resubmission, followed by another review with
similar results. The problem of sectoral agency participation
may result from the lack of incentives provided by LRM to attract
the attention of sectoral personnel who are otherwise busy with
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their own projects and routine activities. The Project Paper
suggested that one method of providing such incentives was to
assign responsibility for the design and implementation of some
projects to participating sectoral agencies.

Finding: The absence or weakness of sectoral agency
participation in the design and review of sub-project
proposals contributes to the incidence of cancellation,
reprogramming, etc.

Conclusion: The relative absence or weakness of sector-
al line agency participation in the LRM planning pro-
cess contributed to the weakness of technical project
proposals and has contributed to the high incidence of
project cancellation and reprogramming of SPF funds.

Program and Project Implementation

The fact that 52 of the 86 sub-projects [See Table 14,
Appendix G] being implemented under the LRM in the five CY’s from
1982 to 1988 remain incomplete has been a cause of considerable
concern.?’ This is particularly true in view of the pending
issue of funding for CY 1989 sub-projects, which has not yet been
arranged. The Evaluation Team has concluded that the delays in
implementation are less serious than was initially apparent. Of
the 13 sub-projects initiated in CY 1983, only 2 remain incom-
plete as of the latest reports [and, NEDA informs us, these have
been reprogrammed as CPF], but implementation activities were
extended over a period from five to forty-eight months--the two
incomplete sub-projects have been under implementation for five
years. A number of these long-lived sub-projects have passed
through several identities as activities were canceled or sus-
pended and the funds shifted tec a new or previously under-funded
activity. Little of this realignment and reprogramming of funds
is well documented, but it is apparent that the relaxation of
normal time constraints on the use of funds has resulted in a
highly fluid situation. The sudden access to development funds
by normally under-funded provinces and municipalities may have
resulted in the temptation deliberately to inflate budget esti-
mates in order to gain a windfall that might be later utilized,
but this would necessarily involve increased counterpart funds,

Y. Inconsistency in data found in this section and the

section on the impact on beneficiaries resulted from the use of
different data bases, both of which were provided by NEDA.
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and greater work.

Finding: Project designers and managers may have taken
advantage of the relaxation of restrictions on the
timely use of funds to develop multi-year projects or
guarantee a balance of reprogrammable monies for other
purposes as a hedge against the chronic shortage of
development funds.

As in the case of project design cited above, successive
years have seen the LRM implementation record improve consider-
ably. Of the 52 incomplete sub-projects, 22 are from CY¥’s 1986
and 1988 and the funds have not yet been released to the imple-
mentors. Determination of the status of the remaining 30 and the
extent to which implementation may be impeded by unusual diffi-
culties is impossible to determine from available information.
There have been reports of delays in procurement, but the team
has had no opportunity to verify or confirm them.

Conclusion: Delays in project implementation are less
serious than was originally indicated, but there remain
differences among provinces which require further
investigation.

Reporting, Monitoring, Evaluation and Documentation

There is no shortage of correspondence, reports and other
documents in LRM. There is, however, an almost total absence of
system design in the reporting, monitoring, documenting, etc.
that occurs. There is an abundance of idiosyncratic data and a
critical shortage of systematic information. Considering that
the LRM design placed considerable emphasis on the learning
process approach and included specific requirements for the
generation of process documentation, it is surprising that so
little was done to provide for the project’s information needs.

One of the original designers of the project speculates that
the concepts of process documentation were not well understood by
the project managers and that there was little possibility that
they would develop the capacity in the absence of the research
institution that had been intended to provide that methodology.

NEDA reports that the concept of process documentation was
subjected to a series of working-group deliberations by NEDA and
USAID. Both agreed that the tediousness and volume of informa-
tion required did not contribute to decision-making. At a later
phase, USAID made it clear that it no longer supported the "proc-
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ess" approach, and thus it was eliminated.

Finding: The role of the Asian Institute of Management
[AIM]) in arranging for process documentation and ar-
ranging the series of workshops which the Project Paper
called for as the means to extract the lessons of the
experiment was not pursued.

In the absence of the establishment of the process documen-
tation system, a more conventional approach to the provision of a
Management Information System was pursued. 1In this case, a local
consulting firm was contracted to design and install a system
suitable for LRM needs at the NEDA project office. The system
Project Information System [PIS] produced by SGV and presented in
December 1986 attempted to provide for the process documentation
needs of the project, while, at the same time, satisfying the
more conventional information requirements of the involved GOP
agencies. The result was a complex system of thirty-seven types
of periodic reports that was presented to a workshop of LRM
provincial participants. The system was Jjudged to be overly
complex and the decision was made to delay implementation until
the redesign of LRM Phase II was complete and any changes in
information needs would be apparent.

Finding: Provincial and regional actors have been
allowed to experiment with both the reporting forms
[assuming they covered the required information] and

the frequency with which they are filed. These were
later reduced by a decision of the National Technical
Conference.

Conclusion: The result of continuing experimentation
with reporting forms and frequency has been the confu-
sion of non-systematic reports and data which we have
cited above. It is impossible to monitor progress,
identify problems and assess the performance of project
actors at all levels.

More recently, the system has been redesigned and simplified
by NEDA and a field test is being conducted during the second
quarter of this year in one region [See Table 15, Appendix GJ.
The revised system consists of sixteen periodic reports and the
establishment and maintenance of four additional data bases by
NEDA at both the regional and national luvels. With about one
year left to complete Phase II, it is unclear how the system will
be used, if at all. The lack of time has caused NEDA to drop
plans to computerize the system. This suggests that the data
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bases will not be developed and that the most important source of
information on the performance and success of the pilot will be

lost.

Until 1988, the LRM has operated at a relatively leisurely
pace; secure in the belief that there were no sanctions for
failure to meet deadlines. More recently, and with the change in
the rules of the game that will be introduced with respect to
final year funding for SPF activities, this will no longer be the
case. At the same time it will be more important for NEDA na-
tionally and regionally to obtain timely information on project
implementation and be well positioned to act in the case of slow
progress or other signs of trouble.

Conclusion: The existing system of information based on
non-uniform reports and reporting schedules is inade-
quate to the needs of timely monitoring which will be
imposed by the new SPF funding system.

D. PROJECT MANAGEMENT

The LRM project aimed to develop the local government’s
capability to address the needs of its less advantaged constitu-
ents. The project also was to install the process of identifying
new and more responsible approaches to local development that can
be replicated and sustained over time and across different local-
ities.

From its objectives, the project can be viewed as having two
parts [although three tracks at first]:

The learning process aimed at accomplishing the first
objective of developing the local government’s capabil-
ity to address the needs of its less advantaged groups.
The management of this aspect of the LRM was the re-
sponsibility of NEDA and the strategy used was to
contract out the delivery of technical assistance and
research to private contractors. In Phase I, this
would be the Development Academy of the Philippines for
Track I and PBSP, IIRR, ICC and UPCB for Track III. No
problem was encountered as far as contracting was
concerned.
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Subprojects. Subprojects were the medium for attaining
the second objective of identifying new and more re-
sponsive approaches to development. The feasibility
study for these projects was seen as the concrete
output of the capability building of the local govern-
ments; after passing the project Management Office’s
evaluation, it would then trigger the release of funds
to the provincial treasury.

The LRM Project was viewed as requiring a central project
management office and for this purpose NEDA was designated as the
office in charge of LRM administration and implementation. The
ultimate project actors of LRM are the local government units and
the poverty group beneficiaries. The organizational link of NEDA
to the local government units was the Regional Development Coun-
cils, because NEDA as a staff agency in the Executive Branch of
the government did not have a direct link to the LGUs.

At the level of NEDA, the management concerns are focused
on:

Planning process to arrive at the annual regional
indicative plan.

The consolidation and submission of provincial and
financial plans to facilitate the project required for
funding.

Management of support networks for delivery of technical
assistance training and research.

Monitoring and evaluation of overall LRM performance and
management of systems development and replication.

At the other end, the local government’s responsibility was
to demonstrate their capability to adc ess the needs of disadvan-
taged groups by preparing a poverty analysis to address the is-
sues of poverty, identify projects conforming to these strate-
gies, prepare feasibility studies, implement the project, and
institutionalize their planning approaches. The local govern-
ments, to be able to carry out the above responsibilities, would
be provided technical assistance by a contracted resource insti-
tution, such as the Development Academy of the Philippines.

There is no special organizational niche at local government
levels for the LRM, nor was one intended, as the concept was to
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build the capacity of the provinces holistically. The management
structure designed by NEDA for its administration was character-
ized by several interagency committees, at the central, regional
and provincial levels. Formation of interagency committees is
characteristic of NEDA operations, since it is essentially a
coordinating planning body. Interagency committees generally are
not very effective, however, because of the diffused responsibil-
ity of the committee members. In the Philippines, with the prol-
iferation of interagency committees in the various levels of
government, interagency committees suffer also from lack of
permanence of officials attending the committee meetings. Inter-
agency committees were abolished in Phase II as artificial, and
defeating the objective of institutionalizing the LRM process.

Finding: NEDA performed effectively their functions of
consolidating the annual regional indicative ceilings
and submission of provincial work and financial plans
to facilitate the project request for budgetary alloca-
tion to the Municipal Development Fund, and the facili-
tation and arrangement of financing of local resources
institutions or contractors.

Finding: The problems in the implementation of LRM
started to become apparent when releases of funds from
the Municipal Development Fund to the province were not
happening at the planned pace, delaying performance
payments from USAID,

Funds allocated in 1984, 1985, 1986 and 1989 were availed
of only in 1988-1989. [See Table 13, Appendix G]J. The backlog
cleared only in 1990. The slow trickle of submission of subproj-
ects for financing was blamed in many reports on the excessive
requirements for feasibility studies. It is the team’s opinion
that the slow pace of implementation can be traced to the follow-
ing:

The lack of control mechanism by the Project Office over the
provincial government, making the former a helpless bystand-
er waiting for projects to come in.

The inefficiency of interagency committees in evaluating the
proposed subprojects.

The distractions posed by the political events from 1983 to

1987 must have made it difficult for the local governments
to focus on their responsibilities to the project.
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The high turnover of personnel on the provincial development
staff, the replacement of all governors and mayors in 1986,
and the election of new officials in 1987 must have almost
totally erased any capability built under the project.

Changes in policies from the Department of Budget and Man-
agement slowed the process.

The DOF-COA-DBM Circular No. 4-86 providing for the adoption
of the funding warrant system in lieu of cash disbursement ceil=~
ing [CDC] withheld. Some balances from 1984 and 1985 CDCs had to
be covered by funding warrants, which took considerable time to
be issued. Budget Circular No. 401 dated February 8, 1987 con-
verting the USAID loan to the Philippine Government into a grant,
requiring that USAID must first make a deposit to the Bureau of
Treasury before any funding warrant was issued. An undisbursed
balance in CY1986 of P1,950,000 could not be released as a conse-
quence. Finally, the Municipal Development Fund budget for 1990
intented for advancing the budget for subprojects was cut. This
had locked in the $800,000 remaining allocation in Phase IT for
subproject financing. The government had already contributed the
required counterpart funds, however.

Finding: The other major problem in LRM happened &
subproject implementation. As of May 1990, out of 8%
subprojects, only 39 are completed, 27 are on-going,
and 22 are in the pipeline for implementation.®

Finding: The second problem is implementation occurred
at the level of subproject implementation. This 1is
partly related to the delayed release of funds to the
provincial treasury caused by the changing administra-
tive requirements cited above. For example, in 1984,
there was a balance in the CDC allotment of P743,730,
of which P80,396 was released only in 1988 and
P663,334 was still unreleased as of August 1989 and
cleared only in 1990. The reasons cited for these were
presented in the previous section.

Field reports also cite delays due to the deposit of the

. Using information from Tables 1 through 4. This informa-

tion is not consistent with information in Table 14 and in the
section on decentralization due to the use of a different data
base.
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money by the provincial government for interest income purposes.

Conclusion: The slow implementation of subprojects can
ultimately be blamed on management. In our opinion,
management of LRM was weakened by the following:

Weak management arrangement between NEDA and local
governments. Lack of direct control by NEDA over
local governments allowed political events to
distract the actors from implementing the project.

Clearcut connection between management and the
operation units, a basic tenet of administration.
In the case of LRM, the key operating actors are
the local governments,s whose operational 1links
are with the Department of Local Government, while
the management agency was NEDA, whose links with
the LGUs is indirect, i.e., only through the Re-
gional Development Councils. The weak management
link has adversely affected implementation of LRM
since NEDA did not have supervisory control over
the Local governments and was literally helpless
in pushing them to comply with their obligation to
the project.

The systems and procedures developed were for programming
and budgeting for provincial government projects, for Availment
of Cash Advance for consultancy contractors, for Funds Release
Mechanism from USAID to PVO, for funding research and training.
The systems and procedures merely lists the steps to be followed
for each activity components of LRM. There is no documentary
evidence that this actiavity chart was translated into an effec-
tive flowchart with an indicative period to complete a cycle of
activity, as well as the individual steps composing the total
cycle of activity. Systems and procedures that merely list the
steps to be followed, without any monitoring of bottlenecks,
obstacles that snag the flow of activity are not effective.

The systems and procedures and the listing of roles of the
participants in the LRM implementation did not indicate the
supervisory control that can be exercised by the NEDA Froject
Office. Thus, there are cases where funds transferred to the
provincial government remained in deposit for interest earnings.
The lack of control system over field implementation is the more
critical weakness in the management system, since the delays in
completing the planning process and the implementation of the
project harpened in the field.
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project happened in the field.

Conclusion: The system and procedures developed were defi-
cient.

Among the NEDA Project Office functions listed in the Manual
of Operations are those on implementation, planning, including
adjustments and redesign, identification of policy issues, monit-
oring and evaluation of overall LRM performance.

The Manual of Operations also states that management shall
be responsible for Systems Evaluation, which shall deal mainly
with organization and administrative issues and is basically a
review of project implementation dynamics. The review shall be
focused on issues that brings into question the design and im-
plementation arrangements of the project.

Findings: There is 1little evidence of any meaningful
synthesizing of reports by the Project Office. There
is no evidence of a redesigned systems and procedures
except after the redesign of the project for Phase II.

Conclusion: It can be posited that the NEDA’s reaction
to the information flowing in was shaped by its history
as a coordinating, planning body and that it was not
realistic to expect NEDA staff to acquire a different
personality within the span of LRM, especially since
the Project Office suffered from serious turnover of
top management officials.

E. MODEL DEVELOPMENT, SUSTAINABILITY,
REPLICABILITY, AND PHASE OUT

The original Project Paper noted [p.20):
Replicability and sustainability of LRM will de-
pend upon demonstrating to funding sources that

the targeted, participatory approaches to planning
and investment at the local level are less costly
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and more effective in achieving development objec-
tives than the current non-targeted, largely non-
participatory approaches.

In fact, the issue is more complex. Some of the participa-
tory concepts originally proposed were not followed, and sustain-
ability and replicability in this project are not only related to
cost and effectiveness, they are, as we have seen, intimately
connected with a changed political environment that has encour-
aged participatory approaches, and that influences their continu-
ance. In addition, there is also no necessary correlation bet-
ween cost and effectiveness.

It is perhaps more useful for our analytical purposes to
consider sustainability in different terms. Sustainability
issues in this project may be analyzed under three general categ-
ories:

Sustaining the newly established processes, procedures, and
relationships concerning participation and beneficiary
involvement in planning among and between the principal
actors--in this case, NEDA [central and regional], the local
governments at various levels, the private and voluntary
agencies, and the beneficiaries;

Sustaining the new or vitalized institutions, such as commu-
nity groups; local governments and their enhanced sensitivi-
ties and capacities toward beneficiary involvement; and new,
local PVOs; and

Sustaining the benefits to the beneficiaries.

Sustaining any one of the above is not logically dependent
on the others, since a procedure may stop or an institution die
after the benefits have been firmly established, or an institu-
tion flourish that delivers no benefits. In this project, how-
ever, all are intimately related.

Sustaining Relationships and Procedures
This project is on the crest of a wave of official activity

that is supportive of the new relations it fostered. The alli-
ance between government and PVOs is now policy ([see National
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Emergency Memorandum Order No. 19, May 4, 1990]. Poverty allevi-
ation is also national policy, as is governmental responsiveness
to local needs. Decentralization is constitutionally mandated,
and procedures to implement it are under debate. Thus, events
external to the project are pushing its concepts forward. These
factors will likely sustain these broad new procedures and relat-
ionships concerning beneficiaries in some form for some time.

More important, however, is the quality of these relation-
ships. Recurrent training of both local government and benefi-
ciaries and flexible funds are required to ensure that the relat-
ionships continue to be both responsive and productive. It is
evident in some areas that the participatory elements of the
project have neither been adhered to at high political levels nor
enforced by project managers. In individual municipalities, as
noted above, and in some provinces [illustrated, for example, by
the construction of a training center in Capiz], local govern-
ments will provide training from their own budgetary resources.
The quality of such training, its responsiveness to local needs,
the level of the trainees, and the scope and duration of training
are all at this stage matters of speculation. Official funds
provided are 1likely to lack flexibility, however. As long as
national government policy supports the PVO and poverty approach-
es, and while expenditures of official monies will be subject to
severe legislative and bureaucratic (The Commission on Audit,
among others] restrictions, the government-PVO connection is
likely to hold, although it should be noted that under any such
participatory system a certain amount of pro-PVO rhetoric ({as
contrasted to reality) would not be unusual. The local PVOs need
governmental funds. Thus the policy to employ development-orien-
ted PVOs is not only an inherent good, it is ironically the
bureaucratic counterpoise to bureaucratic fiscal constipation and
fear of anomalies.

Conclusion: The close connection between the government
and the PVO communities is likely to be maintained, for
there is a symbiotic relationship between the two. To
ensure an effective relationship, a continued regimen
of training and retraining is required.

Sustaining Institutions

This section will explore two important institutions: the
community groups themselves [as distinguished from the Community
Project Fund] and the local PVOs, both pivotal actors in this
scene. We cannot deal here with the issue of the sustained and
expanded capacities of municipal or barangay governments. Those
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institutions will continue, although their continuing capacity is
a separate issue, subject to the vagaries of politics, among
other factors. Important, indeed critical, questions are, how~
ever, indirectly raised by this project and its initial choice
of, and then changed, beneficiaries. These questions are impos-
sible to resolve here, but highlighting them, even briefly, may
illuminate some of the problems this and other projects face in
sustaining and replicating their work. Without requisite data,
any attempt at a definitive pronouncement at this stage would be
treated with derision.

By identifying occupational groups within specific geograph-
ic foci as targeted beneficiaries, the assumption seems to have
been that economic need [poverty) plus occupational contextuality
[upland farmers, artisanal fisherman, etc.] within limited geo-
graphic confines [the barangay within certain provinces] were
closely ccnnected, and thus were the most appropriate criteria
for the formation of self-help groups and alleviating the dire
conditions under which they live. This evaluation team has no
evidence to question that assumption. 1If it is accepted, howev-
er, then important questions should be asked about the change in
Phase II to undifferentiated beneficiaries. This evaluation can
only highlight the issue, because there has been too little time
in this project to even hazard answers based on data. All that
now may be said, which was known in advance, is that the project
demonstrates effectively that people will band together to im-
prove their lot, however the beneficiaries are defined, if provi-
ded organizational knowledge and economic means [loans].

The different issue now for Phase One [1982-1987] community
organizations is: are the factors [organizational training, the
potential of modest loans, etc.] that led to formation of the
groups sufficient to keep them together and effectively function-
ing? The answer to this is less clear. Economic betterment is a
powerful motivating force, but people may band together under
clan or family auspices, for purposes sponsored by religious
groups, in the face of crises affecting the community, for poli-
tical purposes, or for the general well-being, among other reaso-
ns. The economic incentives in this project were clearly suffi-
cient to bring them together, but may not necessarily keep them
so when the inaugurating opportunities are past.

This project seemed to assume that those community organiza-
tions with a limited ([three year) lending capacity, if economi-
cally healthy [i.e., when loans were repaid] would strengthen the
barangay, thus providing social cohesion and "empowering" the
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downtrodden in other ways as well. This assumption may be true
[it is still too early to tell] if all goes smoothly in economic
terms. But it assumes, of course, that the economic incentives
that led to group formation will be transferred to other positive
attributes. They were in the initial stage in some cases, and
indeed may continue to be so. But it is also highly likely that
the repayment of loans is strongly influenced by the perceived
future opportunities to re-borrow.

But the evidence in from direct field work plus secondary
sources is that these community organizations are demonstrably
economically fragile, virtually so inherently, and because of
natural problems and project design issues. As the IBRD noted:
"Recurrence and severity of natural disasters is also an impor-
tant element in rural poverty."! Natural disasters continue to
plague repayment of loans. Rather than just delaying loan repay-
ments, it might be argued that the natural disasters were partial
reasons in the first place for the poverty that the project tried
to alleviate. They will inevitably continue. The team has also
seen that pressures from the social system may force community
groups to loan funds inappropriately, thus undercutting their
longevity. [This may be more true in undifferentiated groups,
although there is no evidence either way at this stage.] The
group knowledge of some outside economic forces is also quite
limited, making their direct participation in the market in non-
traditional ways more problematic. Technical knowledge is some-
times lacking and not available in a timely manner from the rel-
evant line agencies. Group cohesion and "face" in the case of
non-repayment or slow repayment of loans seems less strong than
in some other societies. So economic fragility may lead to
organizational fragility, thus threatening the sustainability of
the project at the local level. Perhaps even more important is
unintentional undercutting of these community organizations by
the policy, in force in some areas at least, of building up the
fund for re-lending to a province-wide group, not a barangay one.
This undercuts the immediate incentive for 1loan repayments, for
loans become a short-term activity that will soon end. From the
PVO perspective, the project is more equitable if the fund cir-
culates among the barangays to different groups. But in this
case, provincial equity undercuts organizational sustainability.

Are there better or more effective means for organizing such
groups? The team cannot answer that question, nor make sugges-~

¥, IBRD, op. cit., p. 83.
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tions of alternatives, but wishes nevertheless to note its sali-
ency. The argument may be made that in spite of the duration of
the project, organization and then funding at the beneficiary
level was severely delayed and thus [for reasons discussed in
sections II C and D] little was done almost until Phase II began,
One should also note that formation of a single-purpose community
group will not necessarily be effectively used for other special-
ized purposes, even though that may have been the project design-
er’s intention. The Farm System Development Corporation, which
sponsored small-scale irrigation groups, found that they were not
used for other purposes.?

How does a change in general beneficiary focus to include
all on the basis that most everyone is poor affect sustainability
or replicability? The evidence is not yet in from the Philip-
pines because it is a Phase II [1987-1989) phenomenon, but if the
design posits surviwval strategies based on employment, then a
movement away trom that focus for individual groups may not work
effectively. The team notes that the development literature is
replete with examples of local self-help groups that included the
local elites ([landlords, the more affluent from the community,
etc.) soon taking over these groups for their own purposes or for
continuation of the old social order. On the other hand, segment-
ed assistance at the barangay level could split whatever solidar-
ity the barangay had. We do not know the answer to this issue,

The team believes that local governments need two types of
resources to sustain their responsiveness to the needs of the
poor, assuming the continuation of a pluralistic or democratic
electoral process. These are: continuous training or retaining
of selected and key officials through a PVO or similar process in
participatory management, collaborative approaches to potential
beneficiaries, responsiveness, small business and credit opera-
tions, etc; and funds available for these purposes that should
come in the immediate future [because of the bureaucratic rigidi-
ties of the Philippine fiscal process] through non-governmental
groups. Although Philippine government contributions are impor-
tant, they need at this stage to be offset by other funding to
provide rapid and flexible responses to local needs. Should this
project terminate and funds not be forthcoming for appropriate
beneficiary credit activities from other sources, the likelihood
of sustainability of these institutional sensitivities and respo-

?  See A.I.D. Impact Evaluation, Philippines Small Scale
Irrigation, 1980.
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nsiveness will be severely circumscribed. There is a program of
the Department of Trade & Industries to do just this; it provides
funds to PVOs for re-lending at the local level. The team was
unable to determine the effectiveness of this effort.

There has been a spurt in the formation of local [provin-
cial] PVOs in response to government policies and local needs and
fiscal opportunities. The Philippines is noted for its plethora
of PVOs, both developmental and social welfare oriented. They
have generally been formed without their own sources of support,
and are thus dependent on government, foreign assistance, or
local business or philanthropy. The formation of provincial
groups is, the team feels, welcome in principle. But for those
organizations to be sustained and for them to perform effective-
ly, there needs a continuous training process built into access
to funds. USAID, through its PVO Co-financing Project, could
provide training to such groups beyond the extensive and [we
understand] effective efforts currently underway. This prolifer-
ation of PVOs is not without its dangers [see below].

Conclusion: Community groups are inherently fragile
economically. Their economic functions may not be
transferable to other activities. The change in bene-
ficiary focus from functional groups to the undifferen-
tiated poor may undercut both equity and sustainabil-
ity. Continuous training of local government and
flexibility of funding are important to continuity of
the beneficiary focus. Local PVOs are important, but
are dependent on outside funding sources for sustain-
ability.

Sustaining Benefits

This small project cannot alleviate poverty even among its
beneficiaries, nor in itself sustain the 1limited benefits it
provided. Nor is it necessarily the sole means to sustain simil-
ar financial benefits to the beneficiaries. Local private or
public credit systems might theoretically do the same, since
those helped are thuse who are potentially productive but pres-

ently assetless. It is unlikely, however, that in the foresee-
able future other institutions will be formed to take the
project’s place. In other countries, public financial institu-

tions mandated with this task have been notoriously inefficient.
For the private sector, the rewards are generally too limited.
It is thus expensive and bureaucratically tedious for financial
institutions to play this role at the barangay level for those
who currently are economically marginal. The cost of money might
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well be exorbitant. Financial institutions would normally not
assist in group organizational activities in any case. An end to
these community and financial activities for the groups assisted
at project close might well be appropriate in a rising economy
based on equitable growth; it is more questionable in an economy
where local growth is fragile where and when it exists, and where
it is inequitably distributed. Other PVOs [as noted above] will
step into the gap [partly on the LRM model}, and political pres-
sures may force governments at various levels to become more
active in this regard.

Conclusion: Sustaining the benefits to the poor is
important, and needs are unlikely to be met by any
single project. Public and private financial institu-
tions may prove reluctant to fill this organizational
and financial gap. The project provided a useful (if
incomplete and flawed] model.

Replicability and Expansion

The issue of replicability is not abstract; it is bound by
time, funds, and personnel. This project is by its nature labor
intensive, high in overhead, and relatively slow in achieving
effects--impact at the beneficiary level. This is not necessari-
ly inappropriate for this type of project. The team would argue
that this is inherent in such work, and that the potential impact
(including institutional and attitudinal changes] could warrant
both the costs and the time. This project was initially designed
as a learning process, and as such, replicability plays a more
important role than in the normal project. This is not to jus-
tify the slowness of implementation, which--in spite of external
political factors--was unconscionable. But to change the basis
on which to judge it [from process and learning to impact] creat-
es major evaluation issues.

There is evidence that the project is having a spread and
replicable effect internally and externally. The Dutch seem to
have used it as a model [in terms of beneficiary organization] in
developing their own projects in Antique. The UNDP is modeling a
program on its activities. Governors in Iloilo and perhaps
elsewhere as well have added additional municipalities to their
projected three barangays. Municipalities have allocated addi-
tional funds to the project. Albay will fund SDF projects from
their own budget beginning in 1991, The project, according to
NEDA, was an important element in making PVO activities an ac-
cepted component of many line agencies under the May 4, 1990
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memorandum cited above. The present government explicitly has
advocated work with PVO groups. According to reports, the Presi-
dent held up LRM as a model in a cabinet meeting. Even if an
individual community-based sub-project may have problems of
sustainability, the process is clearly spreading and is now well
accepted.

The times and the Philippine political process are in sup-
port of this approach to assisting the poor. Such efforts allow
the local political leadership to demonstrate concern for the
people at a time when such support is broadly demanded. This
political wave, which is likely to intensify to crescendo propor-
tions before the 1992 elections, is an illustration of this
spread effect.

Is the project a model? Certainly not of management. Even
the participatory process, as we have seen, has only been partly
ingested, and procedures are flawed. Not as much has been learn-
ed as might have been the case, in spite of the plethora of
reports. Yet the times call for such an approach, and inherent
in elements of project design there exists the potential of that
approach as a model [if not the project], and it is so touted
among many elements of Philippine society. Modelhood, like
sainthood, is difficult to achieve. It is, rather, more of an
intellectual framework that has not been sufficiently tested.

But if the times are with the concept, so potential abuses
are more multiple. If political liberties have encouraged pover-
ty-based and PVO approaches to development, the inevitable diver-
se political forces may use the process for their own ends, thus
undercutting both the concept and the PVO approach. Already in
some areas civil servants have formed PVOs to take advantage of
government funding. The recent Countrywide Development Fund
[through the Department of Trade & Industry) provides P1,090,000
to each congressman for re-lending by PVOs, as a form of politi-
cal patronage. The team cautions against any too rapid expansion
of this concept by government, or any local or international
donor, without the necessary training and technical assistance by
indigenous PVOs. It could vitiate the effects of the concept and
the laborious organizational work that is required for effective
group action at the local level. This is a necessarily slow and
methodical approach. A rapid expansion of the a similar idea
and/or funding for the concept with its political overtones will
almost inevitably lead to it becoming a political element in
general, and most immediately and specifically in the 1992 cam-
paign.
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Conclusion: The project is not a model, because some of
the essential criteria of the learning process of bene-
ficiary involvement in planning was not done, and
management was not up to the needs. Yet many of the
project elements are being replicated by government,
and some by outside donors. The danger may come from
the overly rapid expansion of the process and its use
for political purposes, which would undercut the pro-
jects goals.

The Issue of Phase Out

The issue of phase out, as discussed here, is a USAID con-
cern. That does not mean that the Philippine government is
neither involved nor have a critical role. Indeed, it may be
argued that since the President has regarded LRM as a "model," a
reasonable assumption is that even if the project should close,
the Project Office disband, and NEDA no longer centrally involved
in LRM-type activities, these activities will become the respon-
sibility of the regional offices and local governments, and would
continue. Whether a central Philippine management office is re-
quired to ensure continuing interest in this approach is unclear.
As a general rule, bureaucratization of the process is the last
resort, but if necessary, thought should be given whether the
Department of Local Government might be an appropriate venue for
monitoring and evaluation of an LRM-type process. Funding for
the LRM approach should essentially be a Philippine responsibili-
ty, but sources of support could be sought from a variety of
donors attuned to the issue of poverty alleviation.

The primary issue, if there is one about phase out, is: what
has been useful, needed, and important about this project and its
elements to the Philippines, and thus to USAID? Without answers
to that question, any recommendations must be suspect. Since the
development of the project followed neither the strict conceptual
framework of the early designers, nor was time sufficient through
external political and internal management delays, what the team
is evaluating is thus as distant from an experimental laboratory
approach to reaching the poor as is possible.

The team believes, however, that there are important pro-
cesses and procedures that are promising that are worthy of
future consideration by both donors and recipients. These are:
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* The attempted direct link to the beneficiaries.

* The process of PVO/local government relationships in
reaching the barangay.

* The organizational efforts at the barangay level.

* The experiment with functional occupational groups as

an organizing framework.

* The process of modest loan-funded re-lending to orga-
nizers through some sort of community-managed fund.

* The development of local PVOs, and the enhancement of
their capacity.

* An effective training process for local governments and
participants in the program.

* Reorientation of government at all levels toward bene-
ficiary interests.

X The legacy of community self-help beyond the proiject
itself.

This project is planned to terminate on August 31, 1991,
after nine years of operations. At that time, all goods and
services must have been delivered, and funding will cease. What
happens at that time to the ongoing activities and the concept
itself? It is evident from the above discussion that in most
cases procedures for phase out have not been made for elements
such as the Community Project Fund account. Under any circum=~
stances, these need immediate attention. But this evaluation,
focusing on impact, will comment on more direct beneficiary
issues.

This project has in USAID a reputation as "slow-moving"
[because of internal problems] and generally unrelated to the new
strategies. Both characterizations are simplistic.

There have no doubt been major delays in the project. They
have been both internal [and indeed some perhaps inherent in a
project designed as a learning process], and externali. The
political turmoil associated with the end of the Marcos era and
the beginning of the Aquino period, together with elections at
various levels, slowed project implementation for three years.
The project design, calling for sequential development of PVO

72



capacity, organization, and then registration of local groups,
and sub-project development worked against rapid project action.
The evaluation and redirection of the project also slowed prog-
ress for some 18 months, as did an internal dispute about some
project expenditures. Over four years were lost in operations.
Although Phase II downplayed the learning process and concentrat-
ed on impact, and thus speeded the process of implementation, in
Phase I that learning process was slow. There were management
problems that this evaluation considers significant, but whether
another institution would have managed better is unknown. Never-
theless, the project implementors were only partly responsible
for much of the delay.

The evaluation team considers that its responsibility is to
suggest to USAID those elements of the project that in its opi-
nion are worthy of continuation in some manner, even though it
recognizes that the likelihood of doing so is marginal. It is
not here proposing the elements of a project redesign.

In the team’s view, the Mission has several theoretical
options for the future. The team recognizes that some are burea-
ucratically untenable. They include:

1a] Phase out as planned in August 1991 after nine years, and go
on to different style assistance programs for the Philip-
pines.

[b] Continue the project through phase out for one additional
year with no additional funding (but with internal, major
administrative reforms), recognizing that this would require
AID/W approval.

[c] Continue a revised project beyond ten years, with the major
required revised or supplemental documentation and AID/W
approval. The team understands that this is not feasible.

[d] Formulate a new, revised approach to poverty with similar
goals and purposes after phase out, directly managed by the
Mission.

[e] Develop such a new approach to be managed by some private and
voluntary organization.
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The LRM project was originally conceived as a phased ten-
year effort,? even if it was approved for only seven years. The
team recognizes the almost inevitable force to phase the project
out as now scheduled in August 1991. Yet it believes that in
spite of limited numbers of beneficiaries and management prob-
lems, the approach to poverty alleviation and group dynamics [the
team was told it was unique in its time in A.I.D.] warrants
continued experimentation. Since implementation began late,
adherence to that earlier concept of a ten-year program would
give the testing process a better chance to demonstrate its
capacities. To phase out of the project in August 1991, as is
anticipated and, we understand, is almost certain, and plan no
other related activity encapsulating those elements that are
worthy of continuation under some auspices would truncate this
innovative effort too early, even though such closure is part of
the FY1990 Action Plan in which [p. 31) indicators of progress
include "at least four slow-moving projects or major components
thereof are completed or terminated."

There is, without question, a major pipeline issue in a
fiscally minor project. Given AID strictures, which prevent any
project from implementation for over ten years without a major
commitment of staff time for redocumentation, and problems of
staffing constraints, such a move would seem inappropriate. The
continuation of what is essentially an experiment, however, up to
the statutory limit of August 31, 1992 [option b above] could be
both justified and responsible. The team recommends that the
Mission reconsider this alternative within current budgetary
allotments but with major changes in management.

The evaluation team believes that the mission should also
consider option ([e], the formation of a new activity whenever
termination of the present LRM effort takes place. It recommends
the Mission consider a beneficiary-oriented effort that is rela-
tively small in size but pointedly focused on targeted beneficia-
ries.

The team also recognizes that mission responsibilities
preclude major staff commitment to design or monitoring of what
in the Mission’s opinion might be a relatively small project.
Therefore, the team recommends that the mission consider means by
which project preparation and routine monitoring might be trans-
ferred to an already registered private and voluntary organiza-

', LRM Project Paper, 1982; p 2 and p.8,
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tion that would bear responsibility for relations with central
and/or local counterparts, to continue what has been an innova-
tive and widely watched effort with important elements. Such a
project, if designed under a "cooperative agreement," should be
reformulated to eliminate the structural weaknesses in the prese-
nt effort, such as those previously discussed throughout this
report.

The programmatic dilemma that the concepts behind this
project pose over time may be illustrated by the "X" design of
Philippine and U.S. interests as shown below.

1982 LRM Project 1990
Beneficiary,direct poverty * +
alleviation,decentral- * +
ization focus, PVOs * +
* +
* +
L
+ %
+ *
Macro-policy, private + o
sector, indirect allevia- + *
tion of poverty + *
+ *

US interests ***x*x%
Philippines interests++++

Thus, ironically, the positions of the two governments over:
the life of the project have virtually been reversed, at least at
the conceptual level. The original project design, if proposed
today to the Philippine government, would probably welcomes as a
major, positive force in helping achieve the present government’s
social and economic objectives. Yet it is considered in A.I.D as
outmoded, a product of a different era, thus without developmen-
tal cachet. '

In fact, such a new approach, as outlined above, would be in
accord with USAID objectives. It would further decentralization.
It would encourage the voluntary sector. It would contribute to
policy dialogue with the government on these issues, and would
encourage a micro-enterprise, private sector orientation. It
would, thus, be intimately associated with the new 1990 Philip-
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pines Assistance Strateqy Statement. PVO involvement would not

increase USAID staffing. Such an option, involving redesign and
perhaps different Philippine counterparts, would serve the needs
to the people, the government, and the United States.

CHAPTER 3. RECOMMENDATIONS
Subproject and Beneficiary Impact

In identifying target beneficiaries, there are dangers for
the project to move away from using occupational groups for
community organizing, as called for in the original project
paper. It is important, however, for the poverty standard
to be upheld.

For SPF projects, the best use of funds at the provincial-
level seems to be for infrastructure projects. Large 1live
lihood projects tried in some provinces did not have a good
track record. Therefore, when the SPF fund is reactivated,
it should be used for subprojects such as roads and water
supply systems.

Both types of subprojects need more support from line
agencies to increase their technical viability.

Beneficiaries should have a greater role in planning pro-
jects for SPF subprojects.

More emphasis should be placed on empowerment during com-
munity group formation.

Community associations should have greater support from PVOs
and the municipality for a longer period of time to avoid
problems associated with mismanagement by group leaders and
inappropriate use of funds by indigent members.

There should be greater incentive for loan repayments, such
as a guaranteed right to borrow funds repeatedly.

There should be a greater exchange of information between
Phase I and II community associations. In this way, Phase
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10.

IT groups can avoid the mistakes made by others during Phase
I.

Further research should be done on the differences between
community associations that have undertaken group enter-
prises and those that have worked as credit unions for their
members. The future model for community association ac-
tivities should be based on the findings of this research.

Project managers at the national and regional levels should
play a more coordinative role, and should also prevent in-
appropriate use of project funds for projects that have not
involved the beneficiaries in the early planning stages
related to project choice.

Community Organization and the Role of the PVOs

Decentralization program efforts by the government or any
donor agency with the objective of focusing assistance on
poverty groups should explore possibilities of tapping PVOs
in organizing the poor and affecting the PVO relationships
with local government.

A wealth of community organizing experience has been gener-
ated by the project. An attempt should be made to synthe-
size these experiences and approaches as a reference for
local governments and donor agencies attempting to implement
similar efforts.

To the extent possible, additional training and technical
skills should be provided local PVOs and federations in
administering any activities of rural organization and
credit to address the weaknesses found in the initial im-
plementation of the PVOs. The USAID PVO Co-Financing
program could provide needed help.

To the extent possible, programs with CPF-type funds should
explore possibilities of leveraging available program funds
with funds from formal financial institutions to increase
program funding as well as encouraging these institutions to
participate in similar activities addressed to the poor.

Decentralization and Participation

Efforts to increase the participation of municipal level
institutions in LRM would be enhanced by greater attention
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to the flow of information at this level and the assignment
of specific monitoring responsibilities for CPF and SPF
activities being implemented there.

In those municipalities which have fairly well developed
staff there would be much to benefit from increasing their
involvement in the planning and implementation of those
activities targeted for their areas.

Failure to comply with the standards ard procedures adopted
by LRM to achieve its distinctive development goals and
objectives should be made grounds for the discontinuance of
project assistance at either provincial or municipal level
in spite.of political considerations.

Care should be taken to confirm that the increased delega-
tion of responsibility to the NEDA Project Office does not
result in the relaxation of standards and that NEDA continue
to monitor these developments.

The two-stage planning process needs to be revised to allow
for greater continuity and higher 1levels of precision in
budget estimates at the earliest stage of the process.

Appropriate incentives should be established to guarantee
the participation of sectoral 1line agencies in planning,
project design and review processes as well as in actual
implementation for both CPF and SPF activities.

A thorougn review of outstanding [incomplete] projects
should be conducted, to be accompanied by a review of the
relative performance of each province with respect to time-
liness in the completion of project implementation and
accuracy in the plotting of project funds. This information
should be made a key factor in the determination »f alloca-
tion levels for subsequent funding.

At this late date, it is inappropriate to expend time and
energy in the testing of another elaborate Project Infor-
mation System for which there will be inadequate time for
full implementation. Efforts should concentrate on the
collection of systematic information on sub-project and CPF
implementation activities and the performance of indicators
that can be utilized as the basis for further allocations
and as the basis for assessment of the overall success of
LRM.
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Project Management

The support to any resource institution should be given to
an agency with the mandate to undertake capability building
of local government.

Phase Out

Various processes experimented with under this project are
important to the Philippines, in line with both donor and
recipient policies, and should not be discarded because of
the results of a single project. A different approach
should be sought to capture those positive processes.

CHAPTER 4. LESSONS LEARNED

PVOs do not necessarily share a common development philoso-
phy or approach 'simply because of their PVO status. They
must be carefully chosen to tie intended results to capaci-
ties and operating styles.

The capacity to re-borrow funds may be an important incen-
tive to repay outstanding loans in rural credit projects.

Exceedingly careful selection of village level PVO organiz-
ers is required for enterprise projects.

Assumptions about inter-departmental coordination in project
implementation should be questioned.

PVOs may be an effective programming instrument when rigidi

ty of public sector financing or administration precludes
effective action.
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10.

11.

12,

13.

14,

15.

Organizational lead time for projects involving local lev~l
participation are likely to be long, and indeed may have to
be long to produce effective results.

Functionally undifferentiated approaches to programming with
poverty groups should be carefully assessed at the very
earliest planning stages.

The reasons for the formation of community organizations may
be different from the reasons for their continuity, thus
affecting issues of sustainability.

In rural credit programs, non-economic social and cultural
factors should be assessed to ensure that the economic
incentives of the program will not be used in other than
appropriate manners.

Much more attention needs to be given to the actual opera-
tion of credit systems at the local level, and training for
credit activities is an important component of micro-enter-
prise and small-credit projects. :

Projects that place primary emphasis on the introduction of
new approaches and skills among a wide range of institution-
al actors must address the question of maintaining continu-
ity in the face of normal levels of staff attrition [promo-
tion, retirement, transfer, etc.) by providing for retrain-
ing and refresher training. ‘

Design of reporting, monitoring and evaluation systems and
procedures as well as other management information system
requirements should be addressed either before project
implementation begins or very early in the implementation
phase. This is particularly important for experimental or
pilot projects which are dependent upon feedback for purpos-
es of redesign and fine tuning.

Management reviews should be undertaken at the first sign of
problems of implementation.

Structural linkages of participating institntions should be
given consideration in the choice of key actors.

That capability building cannot be a one-shot effort consid-
ering the turnover of personnel.
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EVALUATION SCOPE OF WORK



SCOPE OF WORK
LRM EXTERNAL EVALUATION

I, Background

The Local Resource Management (LRM) project began in 1982 with the
purpose of:

0 identifying and testing replicable, targeted, and participatory
systems and approaches for provincial planning, local finance and
beneficiary participation; ‘

0 encouraging the involvement of local government, the private sector
and poverty groups in the development process;

0 supporting, through a long-term institutional development effort, the
self-help efforts of specific poverty groups.

As the project matured, it was supposed to develop "working partnerships
among provincial and municipal governments, the private sector, and poverty
groups such that the group members are assisted in organizing their efforts,
defining their own needs, establishing priorities, and launching initiatives
to obtain additional resources to supplement those resources available to them
locally" (Project Paper, p. 1). The project underwent its first external
evaluation in February, 1987. The results guided a major redesign of the
project based on three themes: simplify project systems and procedures,
decentralize project management and generate tangible impact. The project was
extended for two years until 1991 and expanded from seven to fifteen
provinces. Seven years into implementation, LRM should be viewed as a mature
project entering into its final stage of implementation.

Although the political economy has changed radically since the early
1980's when the project was designed, the Philippines continues to be a
country in urgent need of a rural-led economic recovery. In accordance with
local choices, key to this recovery is appropriate local institutional
arrangements which deliver decentralized goods and services to increase the
Productivity, income and well-being of the rural poor. The GOP has espoused a
‘pro-poor" approach which targets 18 million poor Filipinos--the bottom 30
percent or the landless agricultural workers, upland rice and corn farmers,
subsistance fishermen--for whom the success of the recent market-led economic
recovery has had little or no effect. At the same time, the Philippine
Constitution mandates general autonomy for local governments. While a.more
universal type of local autonomy has languished in the hands of congressional
action, there is a sense in which the devolution of political powers to the
provinces can no longer be stopped.
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It should be apparent that these combined forces--the need for rural recovery,
the mandate for decentralization and the GOP emphasis on a pro-poor
approach--have unlocked an exciting potential for LRM. Everything now seems
to be on the side of LRM: Provinces are the centerpiece of LRM as are the
poor--providing them resources and marketable skills. Decentralization is
also at the heart of the LRM concept. Given its emphasis on "bottom-up,
people-centered development", what, then, has been the demonstrable
contribution of LRM to solving the problems of rural poverty and providing
choices for the poor to help themselves? That question becom:s the central
focus of this external evaluation.

II. Objective

The purpose of this evaluation is to obtain an analytical report and
presentation which thoroughly assesses and documents the extent to which LRM
strengthens, in support of decentralization, the capabilities of local
government units (provincial and municipal) to plan and implement local
development activities, and the extent to which this effort has resulted in
the improved well-being of poverty groups. The evaluation will be done within
the context of the project's administrative systems and management policies to
the extent they affect the achievement of different interventions.

III. Scope of Work

A. General. ANE Bureau Procedural Guidelines for Evaluation and A.I.D.
Evaluation Guidelines for Project Assistance set forth the general guidelines
for conducting this evaluation. The contractor will use these guidelines
together with the guidance offered by the LRM Project Committee, the staff of
the NEDA Project Management Office, and Mr. Charles Rheingans and Ms. Jane
Nandy of ORAD. It must be emphasized that the purpose of the evaluation is
not to measure and document LRM performance against all of the initial design
assumptions and to recommend corrective actions to ensure all design
objectives are realized. While the effects of a process project are more
elusive and harder to evaluate, this is not a process evaluation. A focus on
impact, however, cannot exclude process. Nevertheless, this is an evaluation
that is concerned about the measurable effects of institutional development
.and the LRM processes on the ultimate beneficiaries of the project--the rural
poor. It will also lTook into how these effects emerged given the NEDA and
USAID policy environments, and the premises (e.g. resources, systems, etc.)
which condition how implementing structures operate . It will describe
whether the project's administrative and management systems affected the
overall generation of impact. How has the project measurably improved their
productivity, income and well being? Consistent with project objectives, the
evaluation will measure a) the extent to which the project has successfully
supported and advanced the Aquino administration's policies of
decentralization, rural economic recovery and poverty alleviation; and b) how
overcoming constraints in these majcr policy areas contributes to more
efficient, equitable growth.
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B. Specific Tasks. The requested report will include but not be limited to
the following specifications:

1. Decentralization. The Project Paper suggests that (p. /) "the
critical missing eTement in the GOP's decentralization program which this
project seeks to add, is the active involvement of local governments, the
private sector and poverty group members themselves. Local governments must
engage the creative efforts and resources of people and the market place by
assuming the role of development catalyst." This will require that "local
governments develop a greater understanding of existing resources and resource
management capabilities within local communities and how they are used and
learn to assist these communities in strengthening their capacities to help
themselves." As such, the LRM concept recognizes that decentralization is
1ﬂportant to effectively deliver government programs which are targetted to
the poor.

a. Reorientation of Provinces.

(1) Document how and the extent to which the LRM process has enabled
provinces to explicitly define interventions for target groups outside of LRM
resources, What has been the long-term, institutional contribution of the
provincial poverty analysis to working more effectively on problems affecting
the rural poor? Document how the poverty analysis has been applied using
non-LRM resources. As a long-term commitment to experimentation and applied
research, what do LRM provinces do differently now than when the project
started? This question will be particularly germane in the original provinces
where LRM is phasing out. What has changed and how? What will LRM leave in
place and what are the achieved or expected development results of this
reorientation? Is there a better planning capacity, a more technically
competent staff, a better sense of identity or legitimacy as an LRM
participant province?

(2) Decentralization will be sustained in the long run only if it
efficiently uses resources and equitably distributes the benefits. Document
how and the extent to which the LRM process contributes to the long-term
sustainability of decentralization. In the original LRM provinces and as
information is available, assess changes in the distributional effects of
local expenditures following the introduction of LRM. To what extent has the
LRM process institutionalized a poverty-oriented pattern to planning and
implementing resource allocations.

(3) How should the LRM strategy be tied into the Provincial
Development Plan? Document how the Provincial Development Plan has directly
influenced or changed LRM as well as non-LRM local development activities.

b.  “People-centered planning”.

(1) Drawing on well-supported conclusions, document the extent to
which LRM has institutionalized the vision of a "people-centered" planning and
budgetirg framework. When donor support for LRM is withdrawn in 1991, what
planning framework will be left in place? What lessons can be distilled from
the LRM experience that people-centered planning is more effective than more

top-down conventionai planning frameworks? A
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(2) As the national counterpart for LRM, NEDA is also in charge of
the national development planning process. What, if any, effect has LRM had
in reorienting this_planning process? The NEDA regional planning process
starts with proposals from municipalities. The proposals are then reviewed
and consolidated at the provincial level into a Provincial Development
Investment Program (PDIP) which is then sent to the Regional Development
Council for consolidating into the Regional Development Investment Plan.
Traditionally, the role of LGUs have been that of 1ist makers and they have
had 1ittle or no impact on the outcome (i.e., budgets) of planning for
national development projects in their area. Using data as available,
identify and document how this planning process reflects a more
people-centered, bottom-up orientation as a result of LRM: Has NEDA issued
clear directives to foster more effective LGU participation in the planning
process

C. Subproject system. The contractor will use the recently-completed
“Review of the LRM Subproject Financing System" by Dr. Carino as a major data
base for this section.

(1) Up to now, USAID has “purchased” process outputs for subproject
funding: poverty group strategies, annual program plans and subproject
proposals. Yet, subprojects are one of only two areas of tangible project
impact (the other being the Community Projects Fund or CPF). Subproject funds
reinforce the re-crientation process by enabling provincial governments to
implement their plans. This evaluation will concern itself with the
efficiency and effectiveness (distributional effects) of how subpro,ect
activities have benefited targeted poverty groups. Describe the extent to
which the selection of subprojects improved as provinces matured as LRM
participants. Document: a) the relationship of subprojects to poverty
analysis and strategy formulation; b) the cost per beneficiary; c) "whether"
or "extent to which" subprojects are designed to better take into account
local conditions; d) "whether" or "extent to which" subprojects generate more
beneficiary group participation; and d) the impact of subprojects, if any, on
poverty alleviation; e) are provincial subprojects responsive to the needs of
the poor? In what ways?; f) have there been increases in real income among
the beneficiaries as a result of sub-projects?; g) determine whether LRM
“planning cycles" are effective poverty alleviation and local development
strategy.

(2) The project paper argues that "the replicability and
sustainability of LRM will depend ultimately upon demonstrating...that the
targeted, participatory approaches to planning and investment at the local
level are less costly and more effective in achieving development objectives
than the current non-targeted, largely non-participatory approaches" (p.20).
Document whether and how subprojects have advanced this argument. Assess a)
the longer-term impact of recurrent subproject costs, b) the maintenance of
infrastructure subprojects and c) the longer-term sustainability of 1ivelihood
subprojects.

2. The PVO approach. The contractor should draw on the
recently-completed study by Dr. Emma Porio for this section. While "Track I,"
provincial planning, was conceived to be the central LRM component, the 1987

external evaluation concluded that the "Track 111" PVO approach (beneficiary
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participation) was the most successful LRM component. According to the

Project Paper (p. 13), “"the main purpose of this component will be to test the

feasibility of integrating bottom-up planning approaches with provincial and
regional planning and budgeting systems. Successful approaches can then be
incorporated into municipal and provincial subproject planning and
implementation systems."

The contractor shall also examine the critical role of PV0s in local
development, particularly those which were established out of LRM
experiences. Do local PV0s possess the required capabilities to sustain the
LRM initiatives? Do PV0Os provide cost effective delivery mechanisms for
technical assistance at the local levels?

a. The PVO - Local Government Unit (LGU) linkage.

(1) Development literature has long established the flexibility of
using PY0s in grassroot beneficiary-participation and poverty-alleviation
strategies. PVOs have also been established as effective vehicles in the
Philippines for on-lending credit funds. Identify and discuss, LRM's
contributions in this area. The PVO - LGU (provincial and municipal) 1linkage
is key to this question: Drawing on well-supported conclusions, document: a)
how well the use of PV0Os facilitated testing alternatives approaches and
integrating the results of that testing in LGU planning and implementation of
development activities; b) the extent to which this integration occurred,
including the possible effect of using nationally-based PVOs; ¢) how it
strengthened the LGU role in local development, improved the quality of local
development projects and increased the responsiveness of LGUs to local
development needs; and d) how specific PV0 approaches were integrated into
provincial subproject planning and implementation.

(2) Define how the PVO approach has influenced a) a new or improved
?rovincial impact delivery system and b) other regional/provincial/
ine agency activities. In the original seven provinces, draw conclusions on
the success of LRM, including its determinants, in creating and sustaining
PVO/LGU 1inkages. Draw lessons regarding implementation in this area which
may need greater attention for longer-term sustainability and impact.

(3) Describe a) the role of PV0Os in strengthening the Provincial and
Municipal Development Councils and b) extent to which these councils perform
more effectively as a result. Can this strenthening role be replicated and
what lessons can be drawn for supporting local autonomy?

b. The Community Project Fund (CPF). The CPF (the second and final
area of tangible project impact) is a grant fund which supports the organizing
efforts of the PV0s. PVOs initially administer the fund from which loans are
made to beneficiary groups. When the PV0 phases out, the fund is turned over
to.a Tocal PVO or foundation in agreement with the concerned province.
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(1) Identify and document the extent to which the CPF effort has a)
resulted in beneficiary-initiated activities which improve the well-being of
rural people, b) supported the current GOP thrusts on rural economic recovery,
decentralization and a “pro-poor" approach and c) fostered a partnership
whereby LGUs define the agenda, provide the direction and resources and the
PVOs define the methodologies and practical tools for intervention. Document
lessons learned from the overall CPF experience and make recommendations, as
appropriate, for its continuing role and replication as it may apply to other
GOP local development initiatives: a) are PVOs effective vehicles for
channeling credit funds?; b) were funds loaned at prevailing commercial
rates?; c) is the CPF an effective mechanism for human capital
formation?; d) what factors contributed to or detracted from the CPF "success"
(however defined)?; e) how was the provincial poverty strategy used to guide
CPF decisions?; f) have the CPF projects increased the real income of poverty
groups? How much? g) are CPF projects responsive to the needs of poverty
groups? Why?; h) are CPF projects being implemented by beneficiary groups
viable? sustainable?; i) are CPF projects cost-effective? How much per
beneficiar ?.

(2) Assess how local LRM actors (provincial and sub-provincial) view
prospects for sustaining CPF progress and momentum in the post-LRM period.
How do the locally-created beneficiary groups view their role and support post
LRM? The main issue in group formation is that the group has to recognize not
only the need and the benefits to be obtained from forming a group, but in
maintaining it as well. Do more mature beneficiary groups a) have more of a
say in their own destiny, b) avail more of government services, and c) become
involved in more facets of local development? Where nationally-based PVO
assistance has already phased out, how self-reliant are local beneficiary
groups?

(3) Identify and document the extext to which provincial governments
have utilized their own resources to implement CPF-type activities. If this
is not happening, why? How have provincial governments abstracted
from/absorbed the various community organizing approaches into their own
service delivery systems?

3. LRM present and future. LRM Phase II began in 1988 with the purpose
of improving the capability of local organizations to plan and implement
activities that address the needs of the rural poor. Phase II will "focus on
the replication of tested local development approaches that emphasize poverty
group-focused planning whereby the rural poor actively participate in the
local governments' planning processes" (PP Supplement p. 6). At the same
time, seven years into project implementation, LRM has entered into its final
stage of implementation: USAID's support to the project will end in August,
1991. The contractor will need to consolidate findings and recognize that the
next generation of support for the LRM concept, as appropriate, will come from
the GOP. Will NEDA consider continuing LRM as a regular GOP activity/program?
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a. Replication of tested local development approaches.

(1) Identify and describe in detail, according to the technical
assistance contracts that have been signed for Phase II implementation, what
tested local development approaches LRM is replicating. What "Phase I"
provinces accomplished over a lengthy five-year gestation period from 1982-87,
Phase II provinces will have to accomplish in, for the most part, less than,
eighteen months. How has LRM Phase I set the stage for this significant
implementation shift?

(2) At the provincial level, first-level poverty analysis using
secondary data is supposed to be conducted to prioritize the groups for target
assistance. To what extent is this happening? To what extent is: a) a more
simplified analysis of the poverty situation providing a basis for the
provincial strategy formulation and b) there evidence that beneficiary
participation and municipal program planning is being integrated with the
provincial strategy formulation and investment programming process?

b. LRM phase out.

(1) Describe in well-documented detail what features of project
implementation are explicitly aimed at enhancing the post-completion
sustainability and replicability of LRM objectives. How have provinces been
prepared to eventually graduate from LRM assistance? How do provinces view
the post-LRM support role of the NEDA Regional Offices? Using this analysis
as background, suggest a set of institutional and impact indicators for
measuring what foundation the project can hope to leave in place by August,
1991. Include well-defined milestones for tracking implementation progress
and project performance against these indicators.

c. The future.

(1) This significant but admittedly complex section will critically
examine whether the LRM model, as the contractor choses to define it, can be
viewed as a broader resource to help the GOP achieve some of its
decentralization and rural economic recovery goals. Looking toward the
future, it should distill from and synthesize information from all preceeding
sections. Document lessons learned from the LRM experience that contribute to
broad policy recommendations dealing with short- or long-term poverty and
decentralization issues. In its bottom-up, people-centered planning focus,
what have we learned about poverty implications and local development
strategies for decentralization? What is the longer-term contribution of the
CPF and subprojects (the two mechanisms of tangible project impact) to future
local development strategies in the Philippines? Successful beneficiary group
development should have a major role to play in both sustaining local
development as well as reducing costs to government, which is less well
equipped to play such a role permanently. Present as much conclusive evidence
as possible/appropriate to show whether LRM is an effective model to deal with
poverty dynamics in the Philippines.



Iv. Briefihg and Reports.

A. Briefing. In addition to informal discussions with USAID and NEDA
contacts during the contract period, the contractor will brief the LRM Project
Committee at the mid-point of the evaluation on efforts and findings to date
to seek any mid-way changes in the evaluation approach or methodology. The
contractor will be responsible for holding or conducting an exit debriefing at
USA{D and NEDA, summarizing the relevant findings and conclusions of the
evaluation.

B. Reports. Within one week of the start of the evaluation, the
Evaluation team will submit the evaluation framework for approval by NEDA-PMO
and USAID. In addition the contractor will submit the following reports:

1) Draft report: This will be submitted not later than 20 calendar
days after the start of the study and will be circulated for comments among
concerned GOP and USAID officials.

2) Final report: Four copies of the final report will be submitted
to USAID not later than five calendar days upon receipt of comments from the
draft report. Copies will be distributed to the appropriate GOP and USAID
officials and will form part of the permanent project records.

The above reports will follow guidelines found in Chapter 12 of, Handbook 3
and the AID Evaluation Handbook. The final report will not exceed 50 typed,
sin?}e-spaced pages, excluding any appendices, and will follow the following
outline:

table of contents

excutive summary .

project identification data sheet
body of the report

appendices

DOOOO

The executive summary states the development objectives of LRM, purpose of the
evaluation; study methodology; findings, conclusions and recommendations; and
lessons learned about the design and implementation of this kind of
development effort. The body of the report will include a discussion of:

the project background and goals (brief summary);

the purpose and key questions of the evaluation;

the project's changing economic, political and social context;
study and analytical methodology;

evidence and findings in response to Section III;

conclusions;

actionable recommendations based on the conclusions;

lessons learned of broader application to USAID/Manila and GOP
programs.

0000000 O
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The contractor is also responsible for preparing the Project Evaluation
Summary (PES). Appendices should include a copy of the evaluation scope of
work, the project ?ogica] framework (Phases I and II), a list of documents
consulted and individuals/agencies contacted, the study methodology and
relevant technical topics as appropriate. :

V. Technical Direction.

A.  The LRM Project Officer, or her designee, and the LRM Project
Committee will provide the necessary technical direction for this contract.
The contractor will be responsible for providing all administrative
requirements of the evaluation and will submit all required outputs in
accordance with the schedule described in Section VI below.

VI. Contracting schedule.

Events Dates
Issuance of PIO/T March 19, 1990
commence informal solicitation (or CBD?) March 26, 1990
submission of bids to USAID April 16, 1990
selection of contractor April 19, 1990
signing of contract April 23, 1990
submission of evaluation framework April 24, 1990
mid-way debriefing May 18, 1990
submission of draft evaluation report May 21, 1990
submission of final evaluation report May 28, 1990
exit debriefing May 31, 1990

VII. Team composition. The evaluation will be carried out by a team of

five experts consisting of two (2) U.S. and three (3) Filipino experts. The
Institutional Development Specialist will function as the team leader.

A.  Team Leader/Institutional Development Specialist.

(1) The primary responsibility of the team leader will be to
coordinate and manage the evaluation and provide technical expertise in the
area of institutional development and management. The team leader will have
primary responsibility for ensuring the direction, timely preparation and
submission of the evaluation framework and the draft and final reports. The
team leader will participate fully in the evaluation and will provide key
inputs on the institutiona) development issues being assessed.

oy
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(2) The team leader/institutional development specialist is a senior
consultant position and the incumbent must have a Ph.D. or equivalent
experience in a field of study related to institutional development, includin
a minimum of eight years experience in project management and analytical work
in a developing country setting. The incumbent ideally will have had previou:
team leader experience, previous experience in the Philippines and knowledge
of USAID's procedures and project evaluation.

B. Decentralization Specialist.

(1) The decentralization specialist will be responsible to the team
leader and will focus primarily on examining the local government
capacity building objectives of LRM. The incumbent will identify and analyze
the LRM decentraiization processes and practices for planning and
implementation.

(2) The decentralization specialist will have formal training at
least a Bachelor's degree in public administration or political/social
sciences. The incumbent should have broad "hands on" (as opposed to
theoretical) knowledge of decentralization in a developing country setting.
The specialist should have a minimum of four years' experience working in the
field, preferably including work in the Philippines. Experience in performinc
evaluations is also necessary.

C. Rural Development Specialist.

(1) The rural development specialist will be responsible to the team
leader and will focus on documenting how LRM has improved the welfare of the
rural poor. The incumbent will have primary responsibility for assessing the
sustainable and replicable effect of the CPF and subprojects (the two areas of
tangible project impact) on improving rural economic growth and incomes.

(2) The rural development specialist will have formal training at
least a Bachelor's degree in agriculture, development economics or other
social science field. The specialist will have a minimum of four years
experience working in the field, preferably including work in the
Philippines. Experience in performing evaluations is also required.

D. Planning Specialist.

(1) The planning specialist will be responsible to the team leader
and will focus primarily on identifying and documenting the success of LRM in
institutionalizing a bottom-up, people-centered planning process. Working
closely with the decentralization specialist, the planning specialist will be
responsible for documenting the effect of the poverty analysis as a basis for
planning and strategy-based project identification at the provincial and
sub-provincial levels.

Y
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(2) The planning specialist will have formal training at least a
Bachelor's degree in regional planning, rural development or public
administration. The specialist will have a minimum of four years experience
working in the field, preferably including work in the Philippines and in
performing evaluations.

E. PV0 Specialist.

(1) The PVO specialist will be responsible to the team leader and
will be primarily concerned with the PVO related aspects of LRM. The
incumbent will identify and document the successful institutionalization and
replication of tested PYO local development approaches. Apart from
traditional PVO community organization and poverty alleviation, the specialist
will identify the unique contributions of LRM in this area.

(2) The PYO specialist will have formal training at least a
Bachelors' degree in development administration or a related social science
field. The specialist will have a minimum of four years' experience working
with PY0Os in the field, preferably including work in the Philippines and in
performing evaluations.

VIII. Fundig

Project grant funds of $99,066 will be used for this evaluation activity
chargeable against the evaluation/audit element of the project. (Please refer
to Attachment B for the breakdown of budget estimate).

WP8937R-
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LOCAL RESBOURCES MANAGEMENT

Logical Pramework

Tocal

Date Prepared:

.8, Funding: $6.0 Mizlion
6/231/82

HARRATIVE SUMMARY

OBJECTIVELY VERIFIABLE

IRDICATOR

MEANS OF
VERIFICATION

THPORTANT ASSUMPTIONS

Gosl (multi-phase program)

To replicate and institution-
alize vithin the CDSS regions
innuvative approsches to
local development which pro-
mote greater self-reliance,
productive employment, and
real incowmes among disad-
vantaged residents in rural
arcas.

Measures of Goal Achfevement

1, Provincial governments are increas-
ingly derermining and independent-
1ly acting upon locsl priorities ass

2,

3.

measured by:

a) A atreanm of locally initlated
projects that support and pro-
mote self-help developaent
apong “defined target groups;

b) The exercise of greater dis-
cretion by provincial gov-
‘ernments over the use of
nationally allocated budget-
ary resources (e.g. BIR allot-
ment) for local development
activities;

¢) Increasing locsl government con=-

tributions to development ac-
tivities, including creating a

healthy economic environment for

private sector involvement in
this process; and

d) Increasing mobilization of
commmity recources,

Provincial and regional plans and
project desigmreflect a targeted

‘focus evolving from LRM and thez:z

concepts are influencing planning
guidance to other regions,

Local resource institutions in-

corporating LRM lessons fncluding
a targeted focus in their curricula

Review of provimncial
and municipal project
portfolios ‘and the
evaluation of their
iwpact on intended
beneficiariea,

Revievw of local devel-
opment expenditures and
guldelines,

Reviev of locsl govern-
ment contributions to
local development,

Reviewv of commnity cone
tribution to self-help
development activities,

Revievw of plans, pro-
ject designs, and
planning guldance,

Review of curricula
and trdining programs.

Purpose to Goal Assumptions

1. GOP will make necessary
adjustments {n existing

2,

3.

4,

S.

aystems and proceduras
to incorporate LRM
lessons,

Provinces and RDC's
will sustain commftment
to targeted development,

The MOB will honor {ts
commitrment to devolve
authority to regions
for allocating devel-
opwent resources,

The GOP will continue
its policies and
activities ajimed at
putting into effect
regional development
planning, budgeting,
and lire agency
operations,

The GOP's regionalfiza-
tion drive will allow
for increased provin-
cial and munictpsl

participation in devel-
opment programming

decisions and not result
simply in centralfzation
at the reglonal level,
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NARRATIVE SUMMARY

OBJECTIVELY VERIFIABLE
INDICATOR

MEANS OF
VER1F1CATION -

IMPORTANT ASSUMPTICHS

Project Purpose (Phase I)

To identify replicable, targeted
approaches to local development
in six provinces which csn be
extended and {nstitutionalized
throughout the CDSS regfons fn
subsequent phases,

End of Project Statua:

LRM developed systems and approaches
prove vorth replicating on expanded
scale based on evidence that:

1.

2,

3.

Trsck 1 provincial strategy

approach is:

a) resulting in identification of
subprojects which show clear
potential for respouding to
target group needs;

b) appropriate to PDS needs/capa-
cities and fits vwithin the
existing regional planning and
budget systems;

¢) encouraging private ssctor parti-
cipation in local development;

d) reshbping thinking of PDS toward
helping specific target groups
helg themselves,

Track 2 financisl monlitoring sys-
tems prove a) sultable to provine:
cial/municipal needs, b) appro-
oriate to provincial/municipal
financial ataff capabilities, and
) useful in {dentifylng actions
leading to incressed local revenues,

Track 3 activities prove that
closer cooperation between local
PVO's, other private sector organ-
izationas or representstives, and
municipal governments can lead to
greater beneficiary participation.
in local development activities,

Review of RDC spproved
subpraject proposals
which have been or are
being implemesated,

Assessment of how useful
provinclal and NEDA
project staffs find
systems and apiproschea
that bhave been developed
duking Phase 1. Also,
project resports, evalus-
tions .

Sains as 1b},

Same as 1b),



NARRATIVE SUMMARY

OBJECTIVELY VERIFIABLE
INDICATOR

MEANS OF
VERLFICATION

IMPORTANT ASSUMPTIONS

Project Qutputs

1. Tergeted strategy approaches
developed and tested,

2. Enhanced provincial (PDS)
capacities to develop and
to obtain funding for sube
projects fn.support of ap-
proved strategles,

)

&. Lessons have been sufficiently docu-

mented and management support mechan-

isms are adequately developed to
permit replication of selected
approaclhiea and systems, as measured
by:

a) Trsining modules Iincorporating
LRM concepts and methods
developed snd dn use; and

b) Provinces, NEDA, and local
resource institutfons
working effectively as a
support network for LRM
expanaion,

Magnitude of Outputs:

Approved initial provincial
atrategles;: (cumulative)

r* By 8 85
3 6 6

a4) Approved annual program plans.

b) Approved subproject propossls
developed by PDS.

Project reports and
avaluations.

Project reports and
evalustions,

LRM project records
and evaluations of
responsiveness of
strategtes to local
needs,

Project records and
evaluation of degree
of fit betwaen sub-
projects, plans, and
strategiea,

Output to Purpose

Assumptions:

Capacity to implement
subprojects will evolve

In response to the parti-~
cular technical needs of
the more Innovstive
projects under LRM--and
those capacities can be
devzloped through the ex-
fating functionally definec
programs of GOP, including



NARRATIVE SUHHARY"

OBJECTIVELY VERIFIABLE

INDICATOR

‘MEANS OF
VERIFICATION

IMPORTANT ASSUMFTIONS

3. Approaches for encouraging
private sector involvement

in local development detel-

oped and tested,

c)

d)

FY

s)

b)

Evidence of better provinclal
technical, soclal, economic,
and environnental fessibility
atudies submitted to RDC in
support of subproject pro-
posals.,

Key provinclal staff oriented
and trained in basic LRM
approaches: (cumulative)

83 8 gs
24 40 40

Inventorfies of private sector
firms and organtzations, thelr
cepacities and Iinterests pre-
pared and tested by provincial

governments as mesns to help

define the role of private sector

in subproject {mplementstion.

Incentives for ntlnulatlﬂh
greater privste sector parti-
cipation in local development
identified and tested,

Review of progress
in preparing better
subproject feasf-
bility studies.

Project records,

Project recorda
and evalvations.

Project records and
evaluations,

USAID-supported Rainfed =~
Rescurges Development and
Rural Enterprise Devel-
ownto
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NARRATIVE SUMMARY ] -

OBJECTIVELY VERIFIADLE
INDICATOR

HEANS OF

"IMPORTANT ASSUMPTIONS
VERIFICATION Co T

:?{rrovlnclal nonltorlng and
" evalustica systems developed
;-ud 10 uee,

« Budget systems rescarched lnd'
approaches recommended to
jucrease provincial discretion
over budget allocations for
local development,

. 1mproved provinclal and
‘municipal systems, procedures,
and capacities in local
 financial adnlnlltrltlon.

‘a) LRH subprojects are regularly

monitoredfevaluated,

rb) Subproject evaluations serve

as a basis for implementation °
adjustments and lessons are
incorporated into design of new
subprojects,

Sets of research flndh\gl and

+ recommendations,

a) Multi-yesr forecasts of revenues/
expenditures; monthly monitoring
system on revenues/expenditures;
financial trend monitoring
system ss a basis for recommends-
tions on improved financisl mansge-
ment systems, policies, and
practices.

b) Key provincial snd munlcipal staff
orfented and trained in fure-
casting and monitoring of tevenuell
expenditures,

€) MHore trevenues are generated as &
percent of “collectibles,” and
savings are achleved through more
cost-affective adminiatration of
public =nterprises and services

 at provinclal/municipsl level.

Project records,

Review of subproject

implementation reports

and evalustion of changes -
in subproject designs : , ‘.

- over time, .

Provincisl and munici- . Hore accurate disgnosis
psl  financial reports. of finsnclal strengths

: asd vesknesses will
teuult in effective
actfon,

LR broject evaluation,

Evaluation of training.

Reviev of revenue
per formance.




OBJECTIVELY VERLFTADLE | MEANS OF  IMPORTANT ASSUMPTIONS

NARRATIVE SUMMARY = =~ | ;
PR ~ INDICATOR . VERIFICATION

7. Approaches tested for linking Aétual activities to be determined PVO reports and LRM
private sector activitles in by PVO’s, other private sector evaluation of experfience,
beneficiary organization to organizations or representatives,
provinclal and municipal and locsl governments based on needs
development activities related and potentials of target group ° L ; .
to a sclected target group, selected by province,

;,PfQjéct Inputs Implementation Target (Type and
T ib R -

guantltz!:

P/ ($000) " 'Signed agreements Policies and procedures
© . "and ‘contracts, . . for implementing LRM
R will be established and
Project records, = put into effect in &
R T t‘uly manner,

1. Technical Asstatance - e 2,70

. Tratntng 20 w40

v Comodu:].e. : B - - 200

5. Performance Payments . = 2,125
6. Evalustions 13

" 7. Commmity Projects = 50
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. aeemNDIX B

 EVALUATION METHODOLOGY

The Local Resource Management Project [LRM, #492-0358)
presents the evaluator with a daunting task. It was prescient,
anticipating a national movement toward increased local autonomy
and authority at a time when, for all its rhetoric, the govern-
ment was highly centralized. Originally approved in 1982, the
project was evaluated in 1987 and redesigned in 1988. 1In this
process various elements were expanded or eliminated, geographic
foci were altered, beneficiaries redefined, and the project
reintegrated. It thus represents a shifting object of study in a
political and national milieu which also underwent traumatic
changes. The revised project is now due to end in August 1991.

The scope-of-work for this project is both extensive and
highly detailed. It calls for an impact evaluation--an examina-
tion of the effects of the project on its intended beneficiaries.
It is also concerned with effective decentralization, the repli-
cability of the process of local resource management, and its
sustainability. Although this evaluation team is charged with
concentrating on impact, process issues could not be avoided, as
the instructions to the team indicated.

The project evaluation is further complicated by the partic-
ipation, also redefined in 1988, of the NEDA centrally and its
regional offices, together with local government at the provin-
cial, municipal, and barangay levels. Critical to the evaluation
and the effect of the project is the involvement by selected
Philippine voluntary organizations [PVOs], to which prominence
has been shifted in the revised project. These organizations are
variously national and regional.

Fundamental to this evaluation is the changed milieu in the
Philippines toward local autonomy and authority as a result of
the EDSA revolution of 1986. Constitutional provisions and
government reorganization have positively affected the atmosphere
in which this project operated. This change in the political
economy, although meeting resistance from various vested politi-
cal and e«conomic interests, has provided an added fillip and
saliency to the project’s objectives.

The team also notes the long history of USAID efforts to
strengthen local administration, a process that it has supported
for some thirty years through various project formats. This
project in part draws on that experience [including such earlier
projects such as PDAP], and the team has examined this project in
the light of such past support.




This impact evaluation is severely restricted by time con-
straints, which limit possible sampling procedures, site visits,
and consultations. Although there is voluminous documentation on
selected aspects of the project, it is scattered and often not
accessible given the time available for its recovery, and some of
it still awaiting analysis. Primary research by outside consul-
tants on beneficiary impact was only partly complete as this team
began its work. Although this is an impact evaluation, the team
cannot personally conduct any measurement of such impact, al-
though field work has provided insight into individual barangays
and subprojects, and allowed us to assess the degree to which
some of the efforts assisted the poor. It also allowed us vali-
dation of some of the conclusions of others.

Although -the scope-of-work was comprehensive in those
elements of the project it covered and provided a useful guide to
the team, it did not include the second element from the origi-
‘nal 1982 project, real property tax administration, that had
become a separate entity. The team believes that this was an
proper omission, as its integration into the project from the
outset was intellectually appropriate but administratively
unwieldy and confusing in some quarters. The issue of training
[including technical assistance and certain types of research],
however, had been omitted from the team’s instructions. The team
concluded that the inclusion of this element was critical to the
evaluation, and thus incorporated it throughout the report. The
team could usefully have employed the services of a locally
available consultant on credit systems. This element of the
project has never before been assessed, and the team quickly came
to the conclusion in its field work that such a person would have
been an important addition to the effort. Aan appendix on this
subject explores many of the issues related to this subject.

The scope-of-work notes the "central focus of this external
evaluation" [page C-2]) as the question, "What, then, has been
the demonstrable contribution of LRM to solving the problems of
rural poverty and providing choices for the poor to help them-
selves?" That document continues that this evaluation is to
access and document thoroughly "the extent to which LRM strength-
ens, in support of decentralization, the capabilities of local
government units (provincial and municipal) to plan and implement
local development activities, and the extent to which this effort
has resulted in the improved well-being of poverty groups." It
is "concerned about the measurable effects of institutional
development and the LRM processes on the ultimate beneficiaries
of the project--the rural poor." It mandates concentration on
decentralization issues (including reorientation of provinces,
‘People-centered planning, and subproject systems]); the PVO
approach [including links to local government and the Community
Project Fund]; and future issues.




Conceptually, the team considered that there were three

essential components to this eva;ua;;dq;g Théy;ugre;gg'

% The socio-economic impact on. the beneficiaries,
however defined. - * ,

* The institutionalization ([thus sustainability and
replicability) of the newly developed local capacity,
including those of government and ‘voluntary and civic
groups, to manage increased resources and improved
responsiveness to local needs.

* The lessons from this complex set of processes for
other continuing or new decentralization efforts. :

The institutionalization of capacity in local government was
strengthened through the inclusion of large scale training and.
technical assistance efforts [some 15,000 individuals, according -
to project documentation] at the regional, provincial, municipal,
and barangay levels. The socio-economic improvement in benefi-
ciary lives [some 172,200 people in 20,000 families over four
years, according to the Project Paper Supplement] was to be pro-
vided through two streams of assistance:

[1] the Special Project Fund, managed by the NEDA and
provincial governments, a grant account essentially
used for local infrastructure; and .

[2] the Community Project Fund, managed by national
Philippine voluntary organizations, which in twn
established or helped local groups to which it loaned
-funds for income-generating projects.

‘Within this conceptual framework and,. given the importance

" " of the operational organizations, the teanm believed the report

should concentrate on the following issues, each of which was to
become an discrete element of the report. These were:

- 1. The socio-economic impact of the subprojects on the
lives of the intended beneficiaries. .

2. The roles, functions, and efficacy of the PVOs in
their mobilization of barangay peoples; the delivery of
training and technical assistance at all levels; and
monitoring of sub-projects.

3. The institutionalization of the decentralization

bprocess and the concept of responsiveness to 1local
needs.

4. Management issues related to central - and local
governments, and USAID as they related to impact and
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;_f‘f\:x:;»,iﬁstitutionalization of project benefits, as well as
~ management of the early, non-PVO, technical assistance.

5. Sustainability and replicability questions consid-
- ered broadly. ' R '

6. Lessons learned from this project that might be
applied to other local mobilization or decentralization
efforts within the Philippines, more generally to

“projects in that country, and generically to donor- »
supported efforts. *

7. A separate discussion of credit issues, included as
an appendix to the report. i

8. Questions associated with the'planned phqsé out of
the project on August 31, 1991. '

Significantly and necessarily, the project documents exclude .
consideration of internal Philippine political issues. Yet
decentralization increased local resources and responsiveness to
local needs, as well as affected the distribution of power both
at the center and the periphery, and in the public and private
sectors. Any single project, however successful, cannot change
the political system, but rather may giva the actors different
roles and weights, creating both support or resistance to these
efforts. The project, thus, is part of a prolonged process and
should be viewed as such rather than solely as a discrete and
self-contained effort. .

After consultations, the evaluation team determined that if
impact were to be assessed, then the primary focus in field work
had to be on the provinces included in the original project
design [1982-1987), where projects had been in operation or
approved for some years, rather than the newly approved provinces
dating from 1988, where socio-economic impact on purported
beneficiaries could not be measured. 1In the provinces included
since 1988, however, the team believed that the efficacy of the
process--if not the product--could be considered.

It must be noted, however, that Phase I of the project diad
not focus on "impact" as an objective; it was concerned with the
learning process. Phase II did focus on impact. Even though
Phase I was devoted to the learning and experimentation process,
the experiment only partly took place, for the PVOs chosen each
had a somevhat different approach to organizing the rural poor,
and thus the original concept of approaching poverty from an
occupational vantagepoint was only .partly possible. Yet the
evaluation team had to concentrate on Phase I areas to study
impact. Thus, the usual goal-purpose-output-input approach was
only marginally relevant. '




Two field trips were taken. The first, as a unit was to
Iloilo, a newly included province, and Capiz, a province from the
original project. After returning to Manila, the team planned to
split, both groups going to older sites, one to Albay, the other
to catanduanes, but weather prevented visiting Catanduanes.

" In the time available, and after a delay because of a
typhoon that restricted travel, the team visited two of the seven
provinces from Phase I of the project [Albay, and Capiz, as well
as one additional province from Phase II [Iloilo]. It surveyed
some eight municipalities, and personally visited some two dozen
barangays, in which a wide range of subprojects were discussed
and, where possible, viewed. In addition, the team met with the
two NEDA regional offices charged with the oversight of the
project. .

In addition to the restraints provided by time and resourc-
es, there are conceptual problems especially inherent in this
evaluatinn. They result from changes 1n the environment and in
project redesign.

The profound changes in the Philippine economy and political
system over eight years, and the increased emphasis on 1local
government and autonomy, limit the evaluators from statistically
measuring the efficacy of the project results as a whole related -
to the issue of decentralization, and then assigning causality to
the project itself. This, of course, is inherent in a complex
project of this sort, but the degree to which this is an issue is
more acute here because of the changed political milieu. The
team, in cases in which field work was done at the municipal and
barangay level, could indeed assign causality to the project.

The project redesign redefines essential elements of the
pro:ect, and most importantly the beneficiaries. They have
shifted from a carefully defined subset of the general poor--
fishermen, upland farmers, landless laborers--to the general
population, the majority [some 70 percent, according to some
sources] of whom are poor. It is not the purpose of this evalua-
tion to determine the intellectual justification of this shift,
which reflects general USAID planning documents, but rather to
note that it conforms with the changed polltlcal realities of the
Philippines and that it creates evaluation issues for this team.
A list of some differences is appended to this appendix.

This evaluation does not focus, on USAID administration and
its role in the project over time, except insofar as it deals
with USAID’s conceptual shifts, which were important and did:
affect both the speed of implementation and focus of the project.
A different type of evaluation might well have dealt with the
donor as well as the rec1p1ent and the evaluation team notes
Philippine concerns in this regard, especially as NEDA has felt
that administrative actions by USAID contributed to the slowdown
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of project implementation. Since the Scope of Work was jointly
arrived at, these concerns should have been reflected in it.
Detailed discussion of these issues is not normally a part of
impact evaluations, and the team has included management issues
only insofar as they affected impact. :

The team wishes to thank local and central officials for
their time and support, but especially the people in the baran-
gays, who came in from the fields in the midst of the busy
transplanting season to answer our questions.




Project Redesign Differences

. Goal

19883

Purpose
1982

1988:

Project Outputs

1982.

/1988

1982*‘

[From the Revised Project Paper]

: "To replicate and institutionalize.}.innoVativel:h,p,w
- approaches to 1local development which‘;promote';;:;,

greater self-reliance, productive employment, and

real incomes among disadvantaged residents ,iniai;°

rural areas."

"o promote greater self-reliance, prodnctiveﬁ‘

employment and real income among the rural’paqr.qi»ii:

" "o identify ‘replicable targeted approaches ‘to

local development in six provinces which can be

~extended and institutionalized [sic]...in subse- i

quent plans."

"To improve the capability of local organizations

.- to plan and implement activities that address the

needs of the rural poor."

1. Targeted strategy approaches developed/tested;
2. Enhanced provincial capacity to develop and to
obtain funding for subprojects in support of ap-
proved strategies.

3. Approach for encouraging private sector
involvement in 1local development developed and
tested. ,
4. Provincial monitoring and evaluation systems
developed and in use.

5. Approaches tested for 1linking private sector

‘activities and kmneficiary organizations to pro-

vincial and municipal development activities re-
lated to selected target groups.

1. Improved socio-economic status of poor benefi-
ciaries. :
2. Refined systems and procedures to local devel-
opment.

3. Enhanced capacities of LGUs and private insti- =

tutions to operationalize participatory LRM plan-
ning process.

4. Monitoring and evaluation system developed and
in use at various implementation levels.

5. leelihood and other projects.

In sum, a major shift from learning to impact, and from ,
the poor targeted by occupation to the generalized rural poor.
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ABSTRACT

aluatlo b ox a )

N P.,.j "
.

The central question posed by this impact evaluation, conducted one year before the project’s
planned teraination in August 1991, vas the "desonstrable contribution of the project in solving the
problews of rural’ poverty and providing choices for the poor to help thewselves,® and its
contribution to decentralization and the -developaent of local government, The project was
experiuental, and vas designed as a learning process, It vas a product of the Nev Directions and the
1383 CDSS. In Phase I [1982-19871, it differentiated paverty by province, town, and village, and
occupational group. An external evalualion in 1987, bated on revised CDSS felloving the revolution,
refocused the beneficiaries on the genéral rural population,arguing that all were paor, The project,
wanaged by NEDA, used national “and thed provincial PVOs to train, help organize, and monitor village
groups, and sensitive local governwent ta bencfiviary needs, Two projects funds were established:
one for grants to local government for beneffiiary-related iwpsct. projects fwostly swsll
infrastructurel;and another lending to village grougs for incowe generating activities,

This evaluation, through-site visits and docusentalion revievy, vas focused on Fhase 1 areas,
for Phase II activities vere too recent for iapact, The project vas slov uf impleaentation for three
reasonss  [1) internal iscues of managementy 12 the disruptions perweating Philippine society frow
1983 until 1989; nd {3) the sequential process of working with larget groups through analyses,
training, organization, registiation, lending and wonittring, and in {he case of infrastructure,
construction. Although sowe provinces short circuited the beneficiary analysis and choice, the
evaluation found that generally the poor were being reached, but in far less nuwbers than planned,
The PV0s, a vital link in the process, each brought their own village-level organizationdl philosophy
and training to the project, thus vitiating the Phase experinantal nature of alleviating poverty
through occupational focus,

There vere aduinistrative deficiencies at a variety of levels, bub iuportant altributes of the
projects were: the direct link te the beneficiaries, the indigenous PY0s, the initial focus on
poverty on the basis of functional occupition, the training and reorientation process of government
tovard  the poor, and the legacy of self-help. Foreign donors und local governaents are replicating
the protess and providing additional funds for expansion related Lo the project's original concepls,
This was an inaovative project at its Mheeption in ity direct suppart and capaciby-building of local
governments its poverty focus, and ite major PYO cowponent. Nov, due to internal added piquancy to
the teraination of Lhe effort, Some effort to salvage the processes is recomended,

’ .
COSTS
I,_Evaluation Costs !
1. Evaluation Team Contract Number OR | Contract Cost OR
Affiliation TDY Person Days TDY Cost (U.S. §)| Source of Funds
2, Mission/Otlice Professional Statf 3. Borrower/Grantee Prolessional
Person-Days (Estimate) Stalf Person-Days (Estimate)




A.LD. EVALUATION SUMMARY - PART i

SUMMARY

Address the following tams:

- * Purpose of evaluation and methogology uud
® Purpose of activity(les) evaluated ,

e Findings and conclusions (relate to questions)

& Princlpal recommendations

® Lessons learned

J. Summary of Evaluaticn Findings, Concluslons and Recommendations {Try not to oxceed the three (3) pages provldad)

-

ot Misslon or Office: Date This Summary Prepared: .

Title And Date Of Full Evaluation Report:

Y

. ,
AT . . '

oy 1y . o s ' B “e e - ¥
. . . ve .

The central question pased by this xupact evuluutxon, conducted one year betore the porject’s
planned terulnatnon in August 1991, vas the "dewonstrable contribution of the project in aUlVlﬂg the
probless of “rural poverty and providing choices for the poor to help themselves,” - and its
contribution to decentralization and the development of local governaent, « The prject wvas '
experinental, and was decigned as a learning process. It was éxplxcntl) 4 product of the Nev
Directions and the 1983 CD3S. In Phase I (1982- -19871, it diffentiated poverty by proviace, town, and
village,and occupational group. An external evaluation in 1987, -based on a revised CDSS folloving
the Philippine revolution, refoiused he beneficiaries on the general rural population, arguing that
all were poor, The project, managed by KEDA, used rational and then provincial PVOs to train, help
organize, and aonibor village groups, and :en:ltzzc local governwents to beneficiary: needs, Two
project funds were establizhed: one, the Sub- PruJe t Fund (SPT3 foi grants to locsl governwent for
benaficiary-related impact projects Ciostly swal! infrastructurel, and another--the Consunity
Project Fund [CPF1--for lending to village groups for incoue geuerating activities,

This evaluation, through site and tistts and docuuentation review, vas focused on Phase |
areas, for the expanded Phase II activilies were too recent for iwpact,although they vere germane
for in.txtutnonalnzatlun of the proc:?: of benetlcnary orlentatlon..

Beneficiary [upact: Although ther has been posltxve inpact on he intended beneficiaries, it has been
less than originally anticipated. The princijle benefiviaries have been wenbers of community
associations, vho have incowes vell below the poverty standard in the Philippines, Their cousunity .-
groups, organized with the help of diverse PV3s, ire organized around their prisary occupations,

: artisanal fisheraan, landless agricultural vorkers, and tenant, upland faruers. About tvo-thirds of
e all rewbers are vomen hovever, The tvo projects funds have variously benefitted the beneficiaries,

‘ The Sub-aproject Fund (SPFY wostly (70,6 percent] was used for infrastructure, priwarily rosds and
vaber systems. Although it was originally anticipaiec &i.” Yhe beneficiaries would help in the
selection and design, nost wvere initisted ab the provincial level. Some ~ub-projects were of
questinatle benefit to the purpoted beneficizries; othere had & generalized, but unseasurable,
positive impa:t, There vére teu euploynent or technology benefits from this natego|y.

The Conmunxty Project Fund [CPF) was used both for individual sub- lending from the group to
1nd|vidualu, and for group enterprises, such a a broon-asking factory or deep sea fishing. Although
it is'too early tu drav definitive conclusions, the credit aodel seens to have aace the wost iwpact
on individual beneficiaries, some "of vhow have done well. The wrganizations are, hovever,
econoufcally fragile because of veather and some managewent issues, including lov repayuents of
loans. Some have been sustained, hovever, for tuur yeara,
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The Role of PVOs: Iwplewentalion of the project has been a tripartite relationship between the
beneficiaries, the PVOs, and local governwent, Thoe FV0s, both national and local, have a
demonstrated capacity to work with the rural poor, using their own- -organizational wethodologies.
They were inportant in he training process, and their effectiveness seens to have varied, Yhe CPF
approach vas necessary to the organizational efforts vith the beneficiaries, but the PV0s, although
quile sophisticated in some aspects of wonitoring, nieded inproved skills and understanding of the
credit process. There is evidence of the institutionalization of the beneficiary roles at the
wunicipal levels,

Institutionalization and Detentralizativn: The project process wos intended to devolve both
suthority and responsibility, and to match thew vith the increased capacity of local institutions to
identify and aduinister dedvelopuent interventions appropriate to local needs and conditions. This
approach posited that the successful identififcation of local interventions could only be guaranteed
by the involvement of target benefluiaries throughout the process, Whéveas earlier USAID efforts had
concentrated on institution-building or infrastructural development, the LRN was séen as bieaking
relatively nev ground vith its esphasis on poverty’ allevnation, livelihood activities, provision for
popular participation by the targeted puon and the iavolvewent of PVDs in assisting to mobilize the
poor for self-help effarts. All of these elewents pointed to the need for a local governseat focus'
as close as possxble to the rice roots of community urgani’ation. The choicce of the provincial
level as priwary focus rested on a cowpronise between the grovth of regional institutional power and’
the paucity of institutional resources at the wunicipal level, Recognizing the increaséd capacity
and institutional couplexity at the regional level and the veakness of those municipal actors why |
vere in the best position to recognize and respond to the wecds of the rural poor, the choice of the -
province for eaphasis vas alsu seen a5 a weans of 1nterued|at1ng between those levels, There is °
considerable variation in knovledge of and involvewent in the project wi the pert of wunicipal
actors, Provincial involvenment in all aspects of ‘the LAM is sebstantial and has been increased under
the Phase 11 redesign. Mot ‘only is the province responsible for organizing and overseeing
wunicipal prograus, but it nov plays a role in deteruining ils own technical assistance and research °
needs. Provincial fnstitutions are primary in all of the foruative steps in the LPH process,

Managenent: Project nanagement wvas located in an office {w NEDA, vhich had re,pou:ib:iity for

budgetting, contracting, evaluating ‘prlOJELtS, and proxxdlng inellectval guidanie, i0urd1nation,

lateral coumunications auong the regions, Provinc{al governments vera responsible  for * sub-project

propocals and implenentation, The project wanagemeat broke down at the locsl. governwent level vith.
cansequent slow release of funds and slow inpleuentation of sub-projects, These events vere greatly

vracerbated by the political upheeavals during wost of the life of {he project. The choice of NEDA

as project manager had implications for its capacity to influence local go:ernnents, over Vhikh it

had no supervisory role,

Sustainability, Replicability, and Phase Out: Political eveats in-the Philippines have pushed. the |
essential couponients of this innovalive bul flaved praject to pulicy center. Necentralization is now
constitutionally mandated, The focus of governkent is on the poor. PV0s are central to  yovernment
policies, Sustainability of project concepts not the preject or ifs elevents) has: become policy,
Sustainability is , separately, a matter of relationships and srocesses, institutions, and benefits
in wanners not alvays integrated, The foci on the poor, the FVDs, and decentralization are
sustiinable, bul the effectiveaess of the relationships and the delivery of benefits depends on
continous training and financial flexibility, Project eiciente .ve currently being replicated by -
Iocal gavernuents and fuceign donors,but dangerrs exist vherin the nov vibrant golitical process way
becowe parawount in the wotivetion,
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“SUMM A™R Y (Continued)

_ The project has developed processe that deserve continualion., These include the poverly-
centered focus use of PV0s, the training process, reorientation of guvernment toward concern for the
poor, and the legacy of communiyl self-help. The evaluation notes that although the USAID stratepy
has changed, as has its beacliciary analysis, Ehe concepts behind this project are nov wire accepted
and wore gernape to Philippine policies than vhen it vas conceived, The evaluation suggests that
USAID find a means to ensura that they continue, perhaps through a coopeaatxve agreement” vith a
PV, ‘

Lessons Learned: These include the following: e
$  PV0s, because of different organizational ¢ppruaches, should be so i f{erfntiated «nd‘ >
carefully selected for *': t.ols needed, o
2 The capacity to re-borrov-say be an isportant inceative to repsy loans, . ,
2 Assusptions about interdepartuental coordination in praject 1uplenentatlon :hOUld
questioned, ;
2 PVD finansing may be an effective counterpoise when the public sector is too fiscally rigid.f i
¥ Long lead tiwes are vequired for peojects fnvolving local arganizing. e
3 The reasons for people forming cowmunity groups way be different frow thuse sust-xnxng then.'{“ o
T Rural credit systews need auch aure attention at all levels, o
2 PRelrisher training for projects involving.new cbills and relationshxpa 15 requxred ngen;ji"
norual attrition and personnel tutrnaver, T
$  Reporting, wonitoring, evalustion, and other wanagewent xnforhation systems should be§ o
addressed early in project faruultisn, S
t At the first sign of isplexentation probless, wanagewent revievs ‘shculd fbe, car&fully‘f}s
considered in project design. s R G T
t  Capability building wust be 8 continous endeavor,

-
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K. Attachments (List ateachments submitted with this Evaluation Summary;
uarller: attach studies, s

always attach copy of full evaluation report, even If one was submitted
valyatl

LCOMMENTS
rower/Grantee On Full Report
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This form has wo parts. Part I contains information to suppdit ture! A.LD. lnan’agemem action, and

T !

'
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i 4 {1 it (INSFRUCTIONS FOR COMPT -/ ;Né AND SUBMIYTING,; ., iy ol
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to process the evaluation into A.L.D.'s automated “memory™. 'Part II'is a sell-contained summary of
Kkey elements of the full evaluation report; it can be distributed' separately to interested A.LD. staff,

."l

o Bl i ‘v
!‘ L ‘ o'
Ve ' [ !
e

. b
'WHAT WILL THIS FORM BE USED FOR? -

' {. i o
® Record of the decisions reached by responsible officials, so that the principals involved in the
' activity or activities evaluated are clear about their subsequent responsibilities, and so that
headquarters are aware of anticipated actions by the reporting unit. o

1
'

® Notification that an evaluation has been completed, either as planned in the current Annual
Evaluation Plan or for ad hoc reasons. :

®  Summary of findings at the time of the evaluation, for use in answering querles and for directing
interested readers to the full evaluation report. : ; :

®  Suggestions about lessons learned for use in planning and reviewing other activities of a similqr
nature. This form as well as the full evaluation report are processed by PPC/CDIE into A.I.D."s
automated “memory” for later access by planners and managers. o

WHEN SHOULD THE FORM BE COMPLETED AND SUBMITTED? After the Mission or
-A.L.D./W office review of the evaluation, and after the full report has been put into a final draft (i.e.,
all pertinent comments included). The A.LD. officer responsible -for the evaluation should complete

this form. Part of this task may be assigned to others (e.g., the evaluation team can be required to -

complete the Abstract and the Summary of Findings, Conclusions, and Recommendations). The
individual designated as the Mission or A.I.D./W evaluation officer is responsible for ensuring that the
form is completed and submitted in a timely fashion.

WHERE SHOULD THE FORM BE SENT? A copy of the form and attachment(s) shouid be sentto

each of the following three places in A.I.D./Washington:

- The respective Bureau Evaluation Office

~ PPC/CDIE/Dl/Acquisitions, Room 209 SA-18 (Note: If wo‘rd processor was used to type form, please
attach floppy disk, labelled to indicate whether WANG PC, WANG OIS or other disk format.)

- SER/MO/CPM, Room B930 NS (please attach .’\.'!:,D. Form 5-18 or a 2-way memo and request
duplication and standard distribution of 10 copies). .

HOW TO ORDER ADDITIONAL COPIES OF THIS FORM: Copies of this form can be obtained
by sending a “Supplies/Equipment/Services Requisition” (A.LD. 5-7) to SER/MO/RM, Room 1264
SA-14 in A.l.D./Washingion. Indicate the title and number of this form (“A.1.D. Evaluation
Summary”, A.L.D. 1330-S) and the quantity needed.

PART 1 (Facegheet and Page 2)

A. REPORTING A.LD, UNIT: Identify the Mission or A.I.D./W office that initiated the evaluation
(e.s., U.S.A.1.D./Senegal, S&T/H). Missions and offices which maintain a serial numbering system for
their evaluation reports can use the next line for that purpose (e.g., ES# 87/5).

B. WAS EVALUATION SCHEDULED IN CURRENT FY ANNUAL EVALUATION PLAN? If this
form is being submitted close to the date indicated in the current FY Annual Evaluation Plan (or if the
final draft of the full evaluation report was submitted close Lo that date), check “yes". If it is being
submitted late or as carried over from a previous year's plan, check “slipped”. In either case, indicate
on the next line the FY and Quarter in which the evaluation was initially planned. If it is not included
in this year's or last year's plan, check “ad hoc”.

AID 1330-5 (10-87) Page 7
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C. EVALUATION TIMING: If this is an evaluation of a single project or program, check the box
most applicatilé to the timing of the evaluation relative Lo the anticipated life of the project or program,
If this is the la5t evaluation expected to inform a decision about a subsequently phased or follow-on
project, check “final®, even though the project may have a Year or more to run before its PACD, If this
Is an evaluation of more than a single project or program, check “other”.

D. ACTIVITY OR ACTIVITIES EVALUATED: For an evaluation covering more than four projects
or programs, only list the title and date of the full evaluation report.

E. ACTION DECISIONS APPROVED BY MISSION OR A.1.D./W OFFICE DIRECTOR: What is
the Mission or office going to do based on the findings, conclusions, and recommendations of the
evaluation; when are they going to do.it; and who will be responsible for the actions required? List in
order of priority or importance the key actions or decisions to be taken, unresolved issues and any items
requiring further study. Identify as appropriate A.I.D. actions, borrower/grantee actions, and actions

requiring joint efforts. Indicate any actions that are preliminary pending further discussion or
negotiation with the borrower/grantee.

F. DATE OF MISSION OR A.L.D./W OFFICE REVIEW OF EVALUATICN: Date when the
internal Mission or office review was held or completed.

G. APPROVALS OF EVALUATION SUMMARY AND ACTIONS DE:CISION'S: As appropriate,
the ranking representative of the borrower/grantee can sign beside the’ A.I.D. Project or Program
Offloer.

H. EVALUATION ABSTRACT: This one-paragraph abstract will be used by PPC/CDIE to enter
information about the evaluation into A.L.D.'s automated “memory”. It should invite potentially
interested readers to the longer summary in Part II and perhaps ultimately to the full evaluation report.
It should inform the reader about the following: ‘

® If the evaluated activity or activities have characteristics related to the reader's interests,

® The key findings, conclusions, and lessons. —

®  An idea of the research methods used and the nature/quality of the data supporting findings.
Previous abstracts have often been deficient in one of two ways:

¢ Too much information on project design, implementation problems, and current project status
discourages readers before they can determine if there are important findings of interest to them. -
/

® A “remote” tone or style prevents readers form getting a real flavor of the activity or activities
evaluated; progress or lack of progress; and major reasons as analyzed by the evaiuation.

In geduential sentences, the abstract should convey:
® The programming reason behind the evaluation, and its timing (e.g., mid-term, final);
. Tﬁe purpose and basic characteristics of th~e activities evaluated;
® A summary statement of the overall achievements or lack thereof to date; '
® A picture of the status of the activities as disclosed in the full evaluation report;
® Anidea of the research method and types of data sources used by the evaluators;
.. Tt}e most important findings and conclusions; and key lessons learnéd. |

Avoid the passive tense and vague adjectives. Where appropriate, use hard numbers, (An example of
an abstract follows; “bullets” may be used to highlight key points).

AID 1330-$ (10-87) Page 8
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EXAMPLE OF AN ABSTRACT

The project aims to help the Government of Zaire (GOZ) establish a self-sustaining primary health
care (PHC) system in 50 rural health zones (RHZ). The project is being implemented by the
Church of Christ in Zaire and the GOZ's PHC Office. This mid-term evaluation (8/81-4/84) was
conducted by a GOZ-USAID/Z team on the basis of a review of project documents (including a
4/84 project activity report), visits to nine RHZ's, and interviews with project personnel. The
purpose was to clarify some uncertainties about the initial design and set future priorities for activi-
ties. The major findings and conclusions are:

® This well-managed and coordinated project should attain most objectives by its 1966 enc.

® Progress has been good in establishing RHZ's, converting dispensaries into health centers,
installing latrines (over double the target), and training medical zone chiefs, nurses, and auxiliary
health workers. Long-term training has lagged however, and family planning and well construction
targets have proven unviable.

® The initial assumption that doctors and nurses can organize and train village health committees
seems invalid. ‘

® User fees at health centers are insufficient to cover service costs. lA.I.D.'s PRICOR project is
currently studying self-financing proceclures.

& Because of the project's strategic importance in Zaire's health development, it is strongly rec-
ommended to extend it 4-5 years and increase RHZ and health center targets, stressing pharma-
ceutical/medical supplies development and regional Training for Trainers Centers for nurses, su-
pervisors, and village health workers. '

The evaluators noted the following “lessons”:

® The training of local leaders should begin as soon as the Project Identification Doéume‘ni Is - |
agreed upon. S e

e An annual national health conference spurs policy dialogue and development of donor sub- |
projects, » RO

® The project’s institution-building nature rather than directly service nature has helpe‘d prép\a're; ;
thousands of Zalrois to work with others in large health systems. e o

/

1. EVALUATION COSTS: Costs of the evaluation are presented in two ways. The first are the cost
of the work of the evaluation team per se. If Mission or office staff serve as members of the team,
indicate the number of person-days in the third column. The second are the indirect estimated costs
incurred by involvement of other Mission/Office and borrower/grantee staff in the broader evaluation
process, including time for preparations, logistical support, and reviews.

PART II1 (Pages 3-6)

J. SUMMARY OF EVALUATION FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS:
The following reflects a consensus among A.I.D.'s Bureaus on common elements to be incivded in a
summary of any evaluation. The summary should not exceed the three pages provided. It should be
self-contained and avoid “in-house” jargon. Spell out acronyms when first used. Avoid unnecessarily
cornplicated explanations of the activity or activities evaluated, or of the evaluation methodology; the
interested reader can find this information in the full evaluation report. Get all the critical facts and
findings into the summary since a large proportion of readers will go no further. Cover the following.
elements, preferably in the order given:

1. Purpose of the activity or activities evaluated. What.constraints or opportunities does the joan
and/or grant activity address; what is it trying to do about the constraints? Specify the problern, then
specify the solution and its relationship, if any, to overall Mission or office strategy. State Jogframe
purpose and goal, if applicable.

AID 1330-5 (10-87) Page 9
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2. s vah

1

Why was the evaluation undertaken? Btieny '

describe the types and sources of evidence used 10 assess effectiveness snd impact,

3. i i

4

. office program). Specify the pertine

. _ : I Discuss major findings and inte
the Scope of Work. Note any major assumptions about the ac
related factors. Cite progress since any previous evaluation.

nt conclusions for A.1.D.

for this activity and its offspring (in the Mission country or in the
in design and management of the activity,
and for approval/disapproval and fundamental changes in any follow-on activities. Note any recommen-

dations from a previous evaluation that are still valid but were not acted upon.

5. Lessons Jearned (for other activities and for A.L.D. generall
A.LD. colleagues advice about planning and implementation strate

development problem, key des
There may be no clear lessons

trite or naive, Address:

-= Proiect Design Implications, Findings/conclusions about this activity that bear on the design N

. Don't
effort to suggest broadly applicable lesso
derive pertinent lessons. On the other hand, don't hol

ign factors,

ns. If jtems 3-

or management of other similar activities and their assumptions.

and which need to be considered in designing similar activities in other contexts (e.g., -

i Elements which suggest action beyond the activity evaluated,

policy requirements, factors in the country that were particularly constraining or

supportive).

NOTE: The above outline is identical to the outline recommended for t
full evaluation report. At the discretion of the Mission or Office, the latter can be copied.

K. ATTACHMENTS: Always attach a copy of the full evaluation report. A.L.D. assumes that the
bibliography of the full report will include all items considered relevant to the e
or Office. NOTE: if the Mission or Office has prepared documents that (1) ¢
full report or (2) go into greater detail on matters requiring future A.L.D. actio

to the A.L.D. Evaluation Summary form or submitted separately via memoranda or cables, -

L. .CO.MMENTS BY MISSIO

N, AID/W AND BORROWER/GRANTEE:
the comments of the Mission, AID/W Oflice, and the borrower/grantee on the full evaluation report. It
should enable the reader to understand their respective views about the usefulness and quality of the

evaluation, and why any recommendations may have'been rejected. It can cover the following:

= To what extent does the evaluation
evaluation provide answers to the

. potential interest or co

meet the demands of the scope of work? Does the

questions posed? Does it surface unforeseen issues of

ncern to the Mission or Office?

- Did the evaluators spend sufficient time in the field to fully understand the activity, its impacts,
and the problems encountered in managing the activity?

- Did any of the evaluators show
Avoid ad hominem discussions
interviews, statements su

conclusions and recom

mendations.

particular biases which staff believe affected the findings?
but cite objective evidence such as data overlooked, paps in
ggesting a lack of objectivity, weaknesses in data underlying principle

- Did the evaluation employ innovative methods which would be applicable and useful in
evaluating other projects known to the Mission or Office? Note the development of proxy

benefit; efforts to construct baseline data; techniques that were

isolating the effects of the activity from other concurrent factors.

measures of impact or
particularly effective in

= Do the findings and lessons learned
conclusions reached by A.1.D. staff

that are cited in the repornt generally concur with the
and well-informed host country officials? Do lower

priority findings in the evaluation warrant greater emphasis?

. AID 1330-5 (10-87) Page 10
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gies, i.e., how to tackle a similar
factors perunent to management and to evaluation itself.
stretch the findings by presenting vague generalizations in an
4 above are succinctly covesed, the reader can
d back clear lessons even when these may seem
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Table 1.
" SHAMARY OF SUBPROJECTS PROGRESS REPGRY
LOCAL RESOURCE MANAGENENT PROJECT
as of 13 Kay 1190

iy

 PROJECT

CY/RESIGN/PROVINGE/ . ACTUAL DATE N0, OF R
~ SUBFROJECT LOCATION - cost EXPENDITURES BALANCE STARTED  BEMEFICIARIES  STATUS - RENARIS < %
EY 1983 . ’
REGION ¥
ALDAY ’ : : ‘
o San Asdres-F. Surtida- Sto. Joaiago 4,200 resi-
S Antonio Road : Ty . feats
Project — > : R o 5
2 T,466,000.00 (1] - 2,486,000.00 000 Bar 22, '8 ‘ coapleted
0 Salvacion Rural Water - Sto. Doaingo ) . ' 1,830 resi-
Yorks Systes ’ > deats
REGIOK Y1
~ ANTIQUE ) ,
9 Sadang Vest/Guija Rugaseny 372,965.00 - ] Joae 83 23 Dousebolds . on-going  reprograseed fron
Yater Supply Systea . . . Buija Pakot
& Sabang Vest {5ill lugisolg 179,500.00 - - June ‘83 21 hoasebolds  ‘om-going
Net) Project
o Tidiao Banges Fry Tidiao 166,120.69 - | Feb “84 4} fﬁ stopped operations
Catching Project tatchers in 1987

So dishurseaent report subwitted as of April 1990,
{13¥o breakdoun of project cost/disharseaeat as per cospletion report

No. of Subprojects = 3




jage 2
CY/REGION/PROVINCE/ PROJECT ACIUAL‘ ' TE K. OF
SUBPROJECT LOCATION cast ~ EXPEMDITURES BALANCE ~ . STARTED  BEMEFICIARIES  STATUS REMARIS
e Lapa-an Potadle Lava-an  162,000.00 162,300.00 , o 0,00 ‘ Apr 01, "84 97 howseholds cospleted P 899.70 wadisbarsed
Vater Supply ‘ : R T anoeat to be wsed
for maintenance
o Liwi-an, Lopa-an s T T, ORI Bectd, CBMImese conpleted P 1,28%.06 wadis-
Road Project R BRI L mls - bursed aaomt to-be
R © used for maintenance
o Igdalagait Villa- Sibaiol’ C l,Zl?iﬂﬂD;Ov)_ - ",,l,!“,m‘.io.: ‘ L »-'0;2.6',80'.‘501 SeplNSSS lﬁlsi% conpleted saviags of P38,450.00
foal Cabladan : o S s L s e - o be wsed for aain-
Road Projact R S temance

REGION VIIT

SOUTHERN LEYIE . g o i G e A
o Coconet-Based Cropping Tonas Oppas/ 523,743.00 191,274.45 3448855 Jan Bt 2 farsers - completed -
Pattera Padre Burgos . ’ N e I

o AbicaBased Croping  Toms Opus/ S9N mme;'1mmbﬁf"wuffuwﬁijﬁ¢mff

Pattern Padre Burgos

o Rosblox-Bases Cropping - Padre Burgos 310,528.00 , 263,2!9.26 7,358.74 layﬂ t(ﬂ f',f:a,rlre\r‘st". ~ conpleted -
Pattera B TR I TN SR "

o Carabao Dispersal Tosas Oppus - 239,875.00 ©2,833.75 12‘,'012.2:5_. . i./ fell!,“?ﬂfarms B :édnpléltl,
Project . , PR T T e

No. of Subprojects = 7




CY/REGICN/PROVINCE/
SUBPROJECT

LOCATION

BENEFICIARIES

RENARYS

o Sin Juan-Laca Road
~Project
CY 1984

. REGION ¥

ALBAY
Ieproveaeat Project

-0 -Alinsog Level 11 Vater
Systea

o Pili-Iraya levei i
Tater Systes

CATANDUANES

= Integrated Adaca Rebad
Diversification Project

0 Abaca Rebab & Iatensi-
ficatioa Project

0 .Sily!tinl‘3llilil¥*651i,

Padre Burqos

" Sto. Yoringo

Sto. doningo -

Sto. Daningo

Caranoran

! ‘;ZQi»)'if°° o
L RN R
W

96 Nousebelts

138 resideats

[2]15abproject financed by the proviace

Ho. of Subprojects =

o official
coapletion report
subnitted

ispleaentation
peading subaission of
P23,045.00 L€



e 4

CT/REGION/PROVINCE/ S FROJECT - ACTUAL , BATE ¥, OF .
SUBPROJECT , LOCATION ~ - LOsT EXPENDITURES MLARCE STARTED  SEMEFICIARIES . STATUS RERARIKS

2 Iya0-0bi Broy. Road i Cafilbfa(‘;‘15

" 177,200.007 8n,3n.18 71,0828.84 Mar °8h 131 bouse- teapleted
Upgrading ' . o

holds

o Sulalacao-Hitema Level [T Cirasora ,,»ﬁ,F"”‘;4;,660.90‘;;‘;, 539,764;14 G WS,235.06 . Mar “86 145 howse- - coapleted
Yater Systea B S R e e < holds )

REGION ¥I

AHTIGUE ‘ RN e
o Isparayan Potable Sivaloa - < U 52,725.00 -
Yater Supply L T AR

EE R 1SN Thewse conpleted savings of 178,61 to
EPRE Rt L e T [ e de used for sainte-
S R wunce of sebproject

o Pandan Daages Fry P 267;§2°-°°i¥';;':

e s stapped operations
Catching |

S ol in 1997

8y - Savings of 143,735.04
- qatherers : reprograssed to Sa-
S TR bang Vest Vater

Sipply {stopped
eperations ia 1987)

o Bagasony Baages Chpsony BR,ELO 70,8500
- Fry Calching o ‘ SRR P

o Nalabor Alegre Ruad Tikiao we e

6!,575§¢23!’x;‘,5eji'09; W2 resigeats  ma-yoiny  fuads reprogransed
Dparading P T iy Sl T

e froa Tidiae Bogfish
Gt €atching aid Liver

tNo disburseeat report subsitted as of April 1990 S
{3]Figures based on-Project Progress Report for the wonth of Novesber 1989 sk

Ho. of Sebprojects = 6




———

§ No dishursesent report as of April 1990
(418ased on region’s report as of 30 March 1990

[3)Figures based on Subproject Progress Report as of Oct. 31; 1989" ' ‘
{6]Fiqures based on Subproject Progress Report as of June 30, 1989 - -

No. of Sabprojects = ]

e d
CY/REGION/PROVINCE/ PROJECT ACTUAL T DATE N0. Of
SUBPROJECT LOCATION cost EXPENDITURES BALANCE STARTER  BENEFICIARIES  STAITES RERARLS

o Minlacho Pangalcagan Bugasony 3,286,717.00 [4] - 1] - ] Sept 04, 430 howse- on-qoing

Taro-an Road : ‘89 bolds
0 tM-AUDF-LRN Live- Sidalos . . 173,533.42 (51 143,687.48 Sept 23, 3% bowse- oa-go1ny  funds reprogramed

libood : ERATRNERY ‘88 helds fron Sidalos Post

: . farvest

o ferroceazat Rainvater {11] brgys. in  1,140,498.00 1,063,405.80 [6] -~ - 97,092.20 - Feb 22, 88 2;220 f;ni;» - on-g0ing 83 wits cospleted

Catchaeat Project the LRA am, e el e e © 2 wits on-g0ing

~ Ivisan, Manbe- I 24 for isplesentatica
sao & Sigma)

REGION VIII
o Triama Fisking Padre Burgos - CABR,260.55 - 479,820 o3 Set 07, 0 - completed  one for the sabpro-

Subproject A S E T s P S . R b 4 jects for 1984 in

‘ lien of Rizal Cadas- -
= can Road Ssbprojert
_ EASTERN SAMAR e T CNUE N T e e e el L : ;

o Malivaliv fishing Salcedo o 0,110,000 293,764.00 CUN6,30.00 0 Jamcls o - - conpleted

Sudproject ‘ SR S R R IR
o Punta Niria Hook Borongan GLIBN AL LS RSB - conpleted

ard Line Fishing L S e s e T ‘ '




page 6
i
CT/REGIN/PROVINCE/ PROJECT - ACTUML BATE ", OF
SURPROJECT LOCATION cast EXPENDITURES FALANCE STARTED  BENEFICIARIES  STATOS RERARKS
o Appropriate Rice Salcedo '145;2!1.00 ' 253,818.90 121,393.00 Nov "84 - conpleted
Froduction Techaology o R L S
o Fish Yeadiog and . Wtaloa - o 43,085.00 - - §,335.19 {7 22,5081 . larcer Sme- 4 cospleted  mo official comple-
Procesciag Sad- T R L L e R S e s e tioe report sudmited

sroject

o Mtalos Mlti-Cropping  Matalos 160020 70,8836 (8] 208 MR- et e official conple-
Sebproject Cm e e P B I T s gt

tion report subaitted

o Hoy Fattening ,,ﬁitilnﬁk - ’;lii;S&f;IQk ‘ 76,610.85 191 4,958.55 i ﬁarf'87 A1; '\;f i;f;; ‘{;‘ “conpleted a0 official coaple-
Sudproject e s s o A IR R e e : tion report sabaatted

o Tunga fulti-Cropping ‘ ;3‘1:7f;h;é_ T‘Sdé;hif;ob : a ~coopleted oo official coaple-
Sebproject Sl G S tice reyort sudaitted

tY 1985

REGION ¥

o Bebatan-Alissoy Road Sto. Doaingo 2,814,300.00 [10] 2,318,279.78 L’lec"sﬂkﬂ'if 1561 ionse- - on-qoing temporarily sus-
Section E BE SN ’

lnl(s S . pended

(7JFigures based o bi-anaval report as of Nay 31, 1988
[BJFigures based on bi-aanual report as of Nay 31, 1988

(?JFigures based on di-annual report as of Hay 31, 1988 '
(101Project cost and expenditures based oa Wicol LEN Subproject AMlacation as of o
s of 30 Narch 1990

Ho. of Ssbprojects = é
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i
CU/REGTONFROVINCE/ - o PROJECT ACTUML ' BTE M. OF

SUBPROJECT - LOCATION cosr EXPENDITURES BALAMCE STARTED  DENEFICIARIES STATUS REMARIS
CATARDUANES N | T
o Datag East Mawvi-Panique-  Caramoran - 140,300.00 (18] - 195,04.97 L - coapleted  no conpletion

Raraagay Road U I e T e 2 L repart sednitted

- Hillylasd Faraing Grasoran

Systea Project ;
o Project Yursery and

P on-qoing  lerm-over 1o bene-
~. Seedfars Maia-

K X X T
R N I ‘ EETRI I fitiaries peadiay

- 175,000.00 10]

terance 5 mayor’s approval
k e 'lasa and Fiber Caraioril}jﬁr v;ao,aéo.do [l§j7jzsv524,019.36“ l‘_$5,980.64 ﬁ’} 1, ;377 ‘Zf ‘ - _oa-qoing  inpleaemtation delay
* Processing Cen- e P e L e Shm ‘ cansed by lack of

fabor materials;

+ ler Cun-Varehouse o
: 95.19T coapleted e

o il by drs Grera BT T 3m sy, " - oonletd

$18ased or Subproject Statesent of Financial Expesditares as
21 February 1999
[10]Project cost and expenditures dased oa Jicol LRA Sebproject Allocatxol i ol
as of 30 Karch 1994
 B8Info based on Analysis of Proviacial Slbprnjett Fuad by by cosponmat s of
30 Narch 1990 ; L

Moo of Ssbprojects = 4




page 8
J.

CY/REGIGN/PROVINCE/ PﬂﬂJfCl ACTOAL BATE N0. OF
SUBPROJECT LOCATION cost EXPENDITURES BALANCE STARTED  RENEFICIARIES  STATOS RENARES

o Erpansion of Caranoran - 275,390.00 (10) 12,178.97 232,321.93 Jue ‘89 37 house- oc-goisg 132 tospleted; con-
Hitosa Level I _ . holds tract suspended

- Yater Systes to - : E becaase of adandon-
Isalaasinan R S ‘ . sest of project

Lo hUIRet G 00 50

0,351
“ Hitoaa Road Project .31

»-{:FelyZ!.}f89 168 house- cospleted  aot yot turmed over
o s to bereticiariss

o Nitw River o Caamra 30,0000 232,000

k 0 5ivl" é;AOQ, 1;;,27;.5.5.; ~ conpleted w0 official coaple-
" Coatrol e

[ bolls . tion report sudaitied
e = sith cracisdefect

0 Barangay Claster
Nelti-Parpose
Service Center

M0 a0 T jsm zs auh-s'g‘-"‘ff conpleted

o Salvacio-Tyao School  Carasoras _ '525;006;66 [;{L .'u;166;203“57
of Fisheries Level If L e
- tater Systea

T W e on-gpisg 47,632 conpleted
it S holes ‘j,_; T

v

owm R |
) lol-tnst Hol;llq PrnJettfg;z'prbvjptEIidéﬁ»‘ -3,185,600.00

' ;‘Bi‘lhléi; - ‘Qi’|lil| if L

ﬁ:;:?'z,i@sﬁ.oo a 9o
e Em lnlds

Ly x 5;[l0]ProJett cost and elpeldlt|res based o lxtnl lll Sllprojett Allotatxln
is of 30 March 1990 ~

Ko. of Subprojects = $



e d
CY/REGION/PROVINCES k - ?ROiECI ACTUAL BATE X, o
SUBPROJECT “. LOCATION €ost EXPEMBITHRES JALANCE STARTED SENEFICHRIES  STAIDS RERARES

REGION VIII
SOUTHERN LEVIE e | . e
o Rizal Camamsi-Carmaqa  Tomas Oppus ~  1,907,822.00 [11] REIREIR SO t Awg 1, 00 - . on~geing

Road Inprovisent RS ‘ ER P s : : : :

Projact
o LEN Training Center Pad(:{@irgbs ‘ ,v'336;®93.71 - ffffi’ r§u| 1,8 P .‘ C o on-geing

Reaovation G e RIS i '
EASTERM SANAR S - ‘ g I
o Tacla-on/Sta. trm Saltedo : 219,117.00 0 2,8 - papletd e coapletien repart

Rice Prod*n SO (60P) B DrRhEmat subaitted to date
o Can-aboag Rice & Lequae  Borongan 105,044.00 s apr,10513871 liQ%lzvg  orgeing

Prod's Techaology LT (60P) R P

Mbpraject ‘
o Junpa Papav Fisking  Salcedo 127,766.00 COMEBCE - el ae conpletion repert

Subproject e (60P) e L R ,IE i sebailted te date
o Calingatagan Rice Borongan - 193,104.00 St - B - ey

Prod’a Techaology S (50P) o T R SR R N St

Subproject

$ho disburseaent sabuitted as of April 1990 S
[ljjllcludes P374,800 (68P) charged to LY 1986 project rost = s ‘

No. of Subprojects = ]
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page 10
CY/REélﬂHIPRﬂVINCEI . PROJECT ACTUAL BATE . oF
SUBPROJECT LOCATION tost EXPENDITURES BALANCE STARTED BENEFICIARIES  STATES REMARLS
o HMalbog Fishing Subpro- Salcedo 128.272.00 128,272.00 6.00 g A, 9 - coapleted oo official coaple-
ject o {60F) tiea report sabaitted
8 Happy Lawd Village - S3lcedo 162,420.00 ' 192,898.40 - 9,521.43 o Apr 18, Y - ox-going
Fisking ‘ (60p) ' : R e
o dlog Payav Fisking Salcedo: 125,686.00 125,686.00 SN g, w e omlete e efficial coaple-
Subproject B {60F) T Lot St EUE AR tioa report sabaitted
o Nipa Shingle Proda ‘ V? j_ 94,380.00 - 1fg:ti';¢3; - j_ 3 Apr i!;"lijb ‘tf’;- ” a-going
Marketisg Sebproject o (60F) R T T R T o
o Llocal Trading & Market- ‘ 100,000.00 100,000 - 0. Ny :1,"11; - © cepleted s efficial conple-
ing Sebproject , (60F) E e S I S 3 tion report subaitled
o Bugas Kook & Line & Bororgas 116,8982.06 116,882.00 ,l~f - A 0;00",' 4'Ja| ?If o toapleled -l -
6ill Net Fishing ‘ N {60F) RS , ~
o Mabacong Multi-Cropping  Boromgan - 143,M5.00 - 'f't fv'f,-l P :7J§in;a§“ ‘V' :‘“ '27:‘;" ",-‘|i|.

Techrology

o Rarangays 2 ¢ 3 Longline Boronga| f:“‘;'L .: ‘119.202-90 G '

ML - iy
Fishiag Sebproject - T o

o Palara-Libuton Bice Moo WG - p

s \:i‘:.a, o j‘,?; i V“A'ui-gnilg
- Production RS e

:iﬁu disbarsesert repnit ;!llitted“isidf’ﬁpiil‘l97011k o

“ ;4f Koo of Sebprojects = 9
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CY/REGION/PROVINCE/ PROJECT ACTUAL Wit W0, OF
SUIPROJECT LOCATICN €ast EXPENDITURES MLANCE STARTER  DMEMEFICIARIES  STATHS RERARIS

LEYIE
o Natales Vater Sapply Ratales 2,312,032.00 - - et 10 °89 - oa-going

Systes . '
Ly 1984
REGION ¥
ALBaY . .
o Rical-Ranao Read Sto. Masingo 500,000.08 499,951.03 L.y hly 11, 1361 Souse-  conpleted

Section -t ‘8 " holds
CATANDUANES
o Rizal Spillway Coss- hras 160,000.00 (18]  133,123.00 6,875.40 - - resplefed 30 coapletion repert

truction - subsitted
o Jesticayan Melti<Parpose Carasoran 308,000.0% [10) - 300,400.00 - 126 howse- pipelise

Conter : " holds
o Rizal Brgy. Road, Rehab Larasoras 1,900.00 (1] 63,545.25 6,430.75 - 194 tmse- Fpeline

B wlés '

REGION ¥1
ANTIRUE .
o Haria Vater Soppiy Lii-a2 183,000.00 - 183,000.88 - 194 bouse- pgplise

tho disharsesest umt sebsitted as April 1999
[103Project cost and expenditares based om Bicol LRE Sudproject Allocation
as of 30 Karch 1999 ‘ :

Ho. of Sadprojects = ]

blis




ne 2
CY/REGIDN/PROVINCE/ PROJECT ‘; ACTOAL . MIE L
. SUBPROJECT LoCaTION £osT < EXPEMDXTURES BALARCE - S’gﬂ - BEMGFICIARIES  STATUS * RERARLS
APz ST y : ’ O )
‘0 Ferracestat Rainwater _hmaro/fa-ay - HEANM _ §,179.%0 8,205 'y - on-yoing
Catcivmt Aroject ' . ‘ o o :
(mmip-)
1988
AEPION : :
wa ' .
o Bayasdong-San Awdres Sto. Doaingo 1,040,800.00 [10] - 1,140,000.80 - 1685 bowse-  pipeline  implesmatation pma-
Fersando Road Network : ~holis fing saddhission of ,
~ - P340, 000,00 L C ‘
o Pili-lraya tevel I Sto. Doaingo 397,827.00 - 3!?,!27.00 - - pipeline
ater Systen '
CATAMRBANES )
o Catasban-Ralangonan Brgy.  Panian £30,008.00 - 650 050.00 - A3 un,} pipelime
Road Upgrading o . !"m‘ ‘
o Catashan Multi-purpose Pandar 29,0000 - 230,000.00 - 4, imr Rielisk .
Service Center ‘ ’ ' ;.Vd.ds t
o Tabugor Ilulti-pur.pose‘ Pandan 250,000.00 - 250,000.0,6 R+ Iu;r pipelise
Service Center . ) n}i; : R

[30)Froject cost and expenditeres based on Dicol LEN Sedproject Alloutm
~as of 30 Karch 1990

Hc-. of Sebprojects = 3
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Systes

tHo disbursesent report as of April 1999

[10)Project tost and e:;enﬁn!:res based os Bicol LR Sll;tﬂ)etl Allocation

as of 30 Rarch 1990

Ho. of Selprajects = 9

householis

CY/REGION/PROVINCE/ PRU’EC] 4CTUAL MIE ., of
SUBPROJECT LOCATION -L8sT EXPENDITURES BALANCE STARTED BEMEFICIARIES  STATES REBARKS
o Macutal Level II Hater faras 233,889.0¢0 - . 133,889.00 - - pipeline a0 conpletion rport
Systea - sebailted to date
o Aghas-Hali-bali Barasgay  Raras E 255.000.00' - 265,000.00 Li: - - pipeline
Road kebabililation : , a ' L R
o Paraiso Level 11 Vater  San Migeel ~ 280,000 - M - 153 howse~  pipeline
‘~Systel Co . ‘ ‘ ’ ' olds
| ,~o.‘Prnqrtso Llevel 11 later S Hiiiél\ - 3bd;9§0;00”’ . - 300,300}6‘ - 17 bouse- pipeline
Systes - R R : S bolds
o Pagsaagaban Melti-perpose  Sua Higi;lv"-“k  25§;¢#¢.¢5 - ”’zso,ndQ;opﬂi_ : - 418 bouse-  pipeline
- Service Ceater o e bolds
"0 Jct. Mat'l Road Sta. Crez  Caramoran ,xsso,boo.oo S - '659;090;66;95 : - - pipelise i liew of Catashas
. ~Lusabao-Panute Bryy. Road - ’ Ralangonan Read
LIspraveseat Project
.0 Ratag East Bulti-Puzpose  Carasoran 256,oqo.oo - 250,000.00 - 2,789 resi-  gipeline
" Servite Ceater ‘ o ”v deats
o Natag East Level 11 Water  Caranoran 840,082,00 - sqo,ood;og»-, - 884 res. /115 pipeline




pige 14
CY/REGION/PROVINCE/ OROECT ACTOAL BATE K0, OF
SUBPROJECT LOCATION. castT - EXPEMDITURES MALANCE STARTED  BREMEFICIARIES  STATUS RERARES
REGION 91
ANTIQUE ; :
o Lindero-Barasanan Road Tobias Foraier  1,828,750.00 - 1,828,750.00 - : - pipelise
] O .
tarl2 - ) ' .
o LKN Trainiag Cester R@g City 1,890,147.00 370,793.2% 1,319,353.75 Ju ‘N - oa-gaing
RESIONVIII
LEYIE . .
o Tuaga Livelihood Tmp 463,872.50 - L - LO T ) - or-goiag
Resonrce Ceater o (6ep) o
o Pasacay Irrigatios Systen  Metalos 547,200.00 - s - t In il '-9’ - os-going
{60P) '
EASTERN SARAR
o HRirangay Matipolo-Vasa Llsreate 912,383.00 - » 12,303.0 - - pipelime
Road Isproveasat
SOUTHERN LEYTE
v Cocomnt Processing San Juap/ 322,838.00 - 522,850.00 - - - i -
St. Bermari
o Diversified Fishiag S50 Jmd 404,008.00 - 4,000 50 - - - -
o §t. Bermari Pudlic 51 Jernard 239,386.00 - 239,304 - - - s -
Eaterprise . .
No. of Sebprojects = 8 TATAL SBRPROJECT COST = ‘P 47,883,376.91
TOTAL SUNPROVECTS = of

tho disharseaeat report sfb'liﬂ!:i as of April 1,




e ey

RS Table 2, » N e;:"“m5‘3 :
‘"" "“>CUHNUHITY PROJECTS FUND STATUS REPORT k ' ;
: As of Harch 1990
{Per Organization)

hnéﬂl&dhnﬂ?ﬁk&” liikoQ[h&SHﬂw Total Fund  Unespended  Repayaents muummy'~ ‘ :Ré1$?{gé/“
. . w4 ticiaries . 7 o -Disbursed Balance to Principal  Ralance o ‘

©Region VIII
0 Southern Leyte

1) ‘Buenavista, Padre Burgos 40,763 5,‘~137w;;Np‘data on repaysents per project”

+

Land Redeaption ‘ 16 Jduly 8, 1986 26,600

Fars Developsent 4 July 8, 1986 3,900
Carabao Breeding 2 July 8, 1988 10,400
2) Sta. Sofia, Padre Burgos : 123,785 131,315 - do -
Fish Peddling 33 Aug. 20, 1986 71,500
Fish Processing - 2 fug. 20, 1986 15,000
Faras Developaent 12 May 4, 1987 20,100
Motor Bike 15  Apr. 21, 1987 148,500
3) Tangkaan 39 duly 5, 197 20,283 33,835 - do -
Rosblon Craft : 8,000
Fars Developaent ’ 21,078

Chain Saw 25,000




xS HE o2 .-;.ﬁf ,,J :"I" .1__: ._.:J. L T I T 1}
Ty
hnﬁﬂl&ﬂﬁﬂﬁfﬁﬁd ;?iﬁiméfﬂﬁgﬂuﬁﬂi mhi&M/ Unexpended  Repaysents Outstanding Reaarks
? o o _ficlaries " o Disbursed Balance - to Principal  Balance e
o , (= T !
;4) ‘Sta.1ﬂqséfid, Padre Burgos: - 8,888 30,422
Land Redesption 3 apre 28, 1907 8,000 Fully operational
‘Fara Developaent =20 Hiy=18,‘1987 31,310 Fully operatiénal
3} San Juan, Padre Burgos ’  ff Tzo,ilﬂ*"' 20,406 i
Land Redesption 8 Apt.‘29;;l9ﬂ7 19,000 Fally operational
Fara Developsent 4 fpr. 29, 1987 6,820 Fully operational
Fish Peddling 3 : 15,000
6) Poblacion, Padre Burgos o 4,025 42,635
Land Redesption 13 Apr. 21, 1987 31,270 ‘ Fully operational
Livelihood Project 13 Apr. 4, 1987 - 15,990 Fully eperational
7) Bunga, Padre Burgos
Land Redesption 8  Apr. 24, 1987 24,000 7;737 o 16,263‘~‘Fully operational
8) Cantutang, Padre Burgos |
Land Redesption- 14 fpr. 24, 1987 28,500 1,213 21,287 - Fully operational
9) Greengold, Padre Burgos
Land Redesption 12 Apr. 23, 1987 30,300 9,262 21,08 Fully operational




———

- oy

-3 -
uane and :l;n:,ation.o‘f,ﬂPbrojé"ct‘ § ot B:ene-;»: Di!ﬁe Started Total Fund  Unexpended  Repayaents Qutstanding B R e'Anja‘ rks -
o o - ficiaries - " Disbursed Balance  to Principal  Balance o :
10) Dinugubian, Padre Burgos - s _
,Land,Redenption' : -2 “Apr. 23, 1987 " a,ooo'i ! 4,039 3,961 Fullyopenhml
11) Brgy. San Antonio, Tosas Oppus f ’ K ' :
Consuser Store | ' 3 Octs 19, 1989 24,000 24,000
Credit/Carlafg Production 3 Bc{.“?g,“fl‘)ﬁ? 30,000 30,000
12) Tinago Integrated Services Assn., ’
Tosas Oppus
Consuser Store S38 0 Oct. 19, 1989 . 24,000 2,000
13) Maanyag Farsers fssn. Inc.,
Tosas Oppus
Consuser Store 38 Oct. 19, 1989 31,000 31,000
1%) Punong Sunrise Assn. Inc., .
Tosas Oppus
Consuaer anre. 29 Oct. 30, 1989 29,000 29,000
13) Pundok sa Mag-uuma sa San Roque, . —
Tomas Oppus
consuser Store 31 Oct. 30, 1989 23,000 23,000




2 TTThoot T Ty e D R e O T T T
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Mage and Location of Project 8 of Bene- Date Started Total Fund  Unexpended  Repaysents Outstanding Re l“%a' rks
B ficiaries Y ' Disharsed Balaace to Principal  Balance R
16) Ca;ansi Farsers Assn. lhc.;
aa5 Oppus ‘ ST T
~ Gonstaer Store o Ny, 15. 1989 : : 30,800 30,000
17) Cawsyan, Tomas Oppus . 3 el
Consuser Store 32 lovll,l‘iﬂ! 3,000 = :,m DIt
18) Pundok Panagli-usa sa Brgy.‘ﬂnahduan,-'f, k ‘
Tosas Dppus S - ) S
Consuser Store 25 ljloi.’,; 16, 1989 30,000 n“mo
19) Kapunungdn sa sga Mag-uusa sa Broy. K
San Miguel, Tomas Oppus
Consuser Store 32 Nov. 17, 19@9 | '25,0700. 25,000
20) Nagkahiusang Mag-uusa sa Catascan Inc.,
Tosas Bppus ‘
Credit Cooperative 22 Nov. 17, 1789 40,000 40,000
'21) Carnaga Livelihood Isprovesent, Inc. |
Tosas Qppus
Credit Cooperative 85 - Nov. 29, 1989 60,000 50,000 -
- 22) Consuser Store, Maclog, Tosas Oppus 0 30,000 30,0002‘_'_ ,
&
_/I\

T




Nase and Location of Project - ';llp*_ﬁéne-fisbitg Sta}téd-‘<f Total Fund  Unexpended  Repaysents Outstanding
' ficiaries. - .. Disbursed Balance  _ to Principal  Ralance

23) Biasong Unity for Livelihood
Isprovesent Inc., Tosas Oppus

Consuser Store | }0"'ﬂb§3'29;,i?84  §_;' 38,000 }-f; SO . o o 38,000

24) Rizal Farmers fissn. Inc.,
Tosas Oppus

Consuner Store S e owlme® B maw
25) Consuser Store, Hinaghikan,Tomas Oppus 32 . W00 om0
26) San Isidro, St. Bernard Conswser - 752 Dec. B, 1989 . ]Qso;ooo SRR 50,000
Store and Credit Coop. S T TN
~21) Parian, St. Bernard 45 Dec. B 1989 ee00 66,000
: " Fara Rechanizatien - ’ S T o A :

28) Bolod-bolod, St. Bernard 100 Decs8; 1789 - 90,000 90,000
Fars Mechanization and Credit Coop. R e 5

'29) Mahayahay, St. Bernard 36 Bec: 8, 1987 0,000 . T 50,000
Fars Mechanizatios.and Credit €oop. ‘ ‘

30) Ma. Socorro, St. Bernard 39 ) | 50,000 - . e 50,000
Consuser/ Credit Cooperative . .




- b -

' Mase and Location of'anjéciifiéﬂfhi f;!»nf Bene- Dafe Started  Total Fund  Unexpended  Repaysents Outstanding
- ' C et fidaries .. Disbursed Balance  to Principal  Balance

31) Sosoje,-San Juan S £0,000
Consuser/ Credit Cooperativg ST
32’ Pong-oy, San Juan

67,500
Credit Cooperative

23,500

33) Sua, San Juan e emeca e B
‘ Consuser Store RIS LT B S
34) Tisba, San Juan T e 45,000
Consuser/ Credit Cooperative ; R e .

Sub-total S. leyte 12 . 157,28 S 8,9 1,330,299
: K ’: ==‘='= '=" :‘ K ] P T :-.==--~ SSIZZTTT | STITIIITTTIS
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Naze and Location of Project . %of Bene- Date Started  Total Fund  Unexpended  Repayaents Dutstanding Remarks
o o ficlaries - Disbursed . Balante  to Principal  Balance ' el T i

0 Eastern Sasar
1) Divinubo Upliftaent Progras, Ll My BT 100,00 o opa g5 Affectss by typhoen
forengan L S e T e e e e s e

. 2)' Camada Rattan Buy and Sell S dwme %7 398 528 W20 ditional loan of P21,308 released
e e e ine R ReE on Jul. 11, 1988 (ESADEF)

3) Locso-on Consusers Coop. 9 et 5,887 W75 45,082 Additional loan of P29,235 released

“on Jul. 11, 1988 (ESADEF)

#) RiceVegetables and Piggery 2 My 198 B sam L 18,043
Project, Brgy. Tamoso, Borongan :~;;«A" Chn R o S ClAT A - SIS :

5) Vegetables and Leguee Production 8 April 1997 3,545 - . e,55  Additional loan of P2,500 (ESABEF);
Project, Brgy. Burak, Salcedo EEE S s s S e »-“ Foreclosed

8) 6ill Met, Fish Coral and Fish 19 april 1987 84,477 . wmgnm 0  Affected by typhoon
Vending Project, Brgy. Matarinao, : e ‘ : L
Salcedo

7) Copra and Charcoal Making Project 23 duly 198 e B 42,97
Brgy. Bagtong, Salcedo R ~ . a o N

8) Vegetables Production Project OBy @S2 2155 fected by typhoon
Brgy. Caridad, Salcedo S e R SN e




Nase and Location of Project S of'Bénefn' Date Stirted Total Fund  Unexpended  Repayaents Outstanding Resarks
- ticiaties Didbursed Balance  to friacipal  Balance

) Bricks and Pobtery Making Project 27 pagust 3W1. ¥2,843 : 3,1M 89,702 Affected by typhoos
Brgy. Tagbacan, Salcedo T ‘fT e

10) Farsers’ Association, ‘;fifll73‘ﬂajil9§i S 3@,6&@ P ! 30,688  Affected by typhees

Brgy. Casilion, Salceda [ N T . C T e e T P

11) Seall Farmers Livelibood Project o }zogjjagégylggv E — ’;4{;330,*7‘JF?~ ¥

j L 913 35,672 Affectsd by typhece
Piggery, Brgy. Bui-Bua, %‘ tédo S T ‘ "

12) Libuton-Palara, Borongap ° ,iﬁ fflﬁi;jgﬁll ‘ '  I,,‘73!ﬁ;31, - 3,081 leeaszl by ESADEF

Rice Productios : T
[3) Samahang Pagpapaunlad ng fato, A3 Sept. 1988 e300 © 8,47 55,073 Additional loan of P59,620 released
Rorongan B R o R A Sy O by ESADEF on Mar. 22, ‘89

18) Maypangdan Anak Pawis
' Association, Borongan

0 On-going w/ additional financial
assist. froa High Accts. ’
receivable

Consuser Cooperative L ";yi'ZGFiiSépf;ll998i 4,00 f»;,.~~"

13) Faraers Assn. of Calingatnan
Firewood Gathering, Buy & Sell

0 July 1988 300 R 2,400 Released by ESADEF; Mot operaticeal
T e e T G due to logging ban
16) Sulat Seall Farsers Association 64 Oct. 10,1988 - 69,M9 1,90 16,92 SL,847  Gn-qoing
Sto. Tosas Chap. Sulat Fertilizer, PR T T e R B T DR
Carabao Loan, Rice Production




and Swine Raising

""'5? RN B e 53 - 2o Ty T T - - D
- § -
Mase and Location of Project - 8 of Bene-  Date Started  Total Fend  Unexpended Repaysents Outstanding Resarks
ficiaries Diskirepd Balasge to Prisglipal  Balance =
it id - -
. ’;f’.‘. o ‘
17) San Isidro Farsers, Assn. ‘f?", B
g sidro, Sulat
Fish Shelter and Gill Net . 67,024 10,385 3.9 8,45  Ga-going
* Fishing A . :
© " 18) Sulat Fishersen fssn.-Sto, Nino
Chap. S i ) LU L
S i LR 16 ‘82,310 ' 2,!?8_ m 31,382 ESADEF #areclosed ass
Fish Shelter and 6ill Net e AN I e .
‘Fishing S =
19) Sulat Ssall Farsers Org.- Sto.- o - 1_‘ e
Nino Chap. ' s : :
Rice Production 2 'iQ;f;:i'§2,Qi°if~'f ’ 1.2‘7i 8 :J‘ZIflbi }f?‘v' “!’11 Ca-going
20) Hugpo Han Nagkakaurusa Nga V "   ,
Mangingisda Han Llorente o
Deep Sea Fishing w/ Fish Shelter LR S 100,000 23,830 5,996 94,504 Tesporarily suspended
21) Llorente Brgy. Farsers Assn.- L
Tabok Chap. a
Livestock Slaughter and Selling 9 ‘f"61,660‘ - 42,454 1,567 B 60,093  Da-going




S D . LT } i ead e s e v ) o
-lo-
Naae and Location of Project § of Bene- Daie Started .  Total Fund  Unexpended  Repaysents Outstanding Resarts
ficiaries Dishursed Balance to Principal  Ralance
22) Llorente Brgy. Farsers Assn.- 20 Jul. 25, 1989 91,136 9,79 2,99 88,187 Consuser store oa-going
Soong Chap. Palay/Rice Trading/
Consuaers Coop.
23) Hugpo Han Nagkakaurusa Nga
NMangingisda Han Llorente, Minaanod )
Deep Sea Fishing w/ Fish Shelter 20 Jul. 26, 1989 57,024 23,830 3,495 51,528
‘24) Llorente Brgy. Farmers Assn.
San Roque Chap.
Sari-sari Store w/ Rice Trading 20 Jul. 25, 1989 32,832 19,472 1,343 31,489 On-going
25) LBFA-Canliwag Chapter 20 Jul. 26, 1989 77,150 40,112 45,772 30,378  Neabers not active
Livestock and Swine Raising :
2b) LBF&-Piliw Chapter ‘ .20 Dec. 1989 40,000 0 .0 60,000 To start end-Deceaber
Lobster Catching/Trading o
27} Magkakaurusa Para Han Xauswagan ' 21 May 1997 56,002 9 23,035 42,967 On-going

Ha Bagtong, Llorente
Copra Buying and Selling
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Nase and Location of Project

% of Bene- Date Started

Total Fund  Unexpended

Repaysents Qutstanding Remarks

ficiaries Disbursed Balance to Principal  Balance
28) Samahang Mangingisda ng
#atarinao
Fish Vending, Fish Corral & 23 April 1987 84,677 0 84,677 Fish vending on-going
Bill Het
Sub-total Eastern Sasar a7 1,564,239 298,848 1,285,311
o Leyte
1) Tunga United Entrepreneurs, Inc. 642 489,044 489,045
{12 projects)
2) Hataloa United Entreprensurs, Inc. 293 329,040 329,600
{12 projects)
3) San Higuel 1law ng Buhay Assn. Rl 283,000 283,000
Sub-total Leyte 1,481 1,103,106 1,103,105
Sub-total Region VIII 3,93

4,284,813

45,837 3,698,776

e e ——————
P
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< Nase and Location of Project § of Bene- Date Started  Total Fund  Unexpended  Repayaents Outstanding " Resarks .
Bl UL  ficiaries . Distursed  Balance  to Principal  PRalance L

Region V
o Catanduanes

1) Brooa-Making Project 1 iy 1987 315,350 0 0 316,350 ‘Fully operational
Brgy. Hitosa ¢ et T : IR S Interest repayaent of P8,947.35
, S - ST ‘ Seilae : not reflect

2) Lasa Production Project - 039 July 1987 26,013 37,183 0 208,013 37,161.25 of CPF lown representing
*Brgy. Bulalacao Lo ST S : - cash dasaged by typhoon was

' ; _ written off.

3) Abaca Production S e Mo 0 0
Carasoran O T L L S e TR S ;

" - 4) - Abaca Production % M 190 42,000 "_77,,;00'1{;25 S0 a22,400  TPC s P500,000

Baras ’ T e e R L : 2

5) Abaca Production 70 Mar. 1990 160,480 #9520 0 160,480  TPC is P500,000
Pandan : : o T Co

6) Abaca Production 124 Mar. 1990 359,600 140,400 | S 0 359,600 TPC is P500,000
San Niguel —— : S

Sub-total Region V 58 LN 1,035,158 0 1,464,843

- P e e B e o o e
=== SSITTTSTI|VTST SSSIESISIIIT SSEIIIInToTs . Tossomsssees
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‘Nane and Location of Project § of Bene- Date Started Total Fund  Unexpended  Repayaents Dutstanding Renart S?  f”
ficiaries Disbursed Balance - to Principal  Balance . o
Region VI
. 0 Antigue
1) Palabadan® Fishing Project W dn 1w 2,8 20,79 39,922 Fully Operational

Brgy. Botbot, Pandan

2) Pre and Post Harvest Facilities . 45 Ha?;hfi?ﬁb . - B3,900 ~7‘- 34,380 31,520 . =do-
Project Brgy. San Andres, Pandan R : SRR

3) Deep Sea "Balsa® Fishing Project 3 Oct. 198 120 ST 48,873 - do -
Brgy. Matinez, Tibiao . ‘ ‘ BT

8) Cosaunal Integrated Upland 28 Oct. 1986 © 35,257 oot 35,257 Fally Operational
Faraing Project ' BN T
Brgy. Alegre, Tibiao

3) Pre and Post Harvest Facilities 16 April 1987 99,682

39,482 - do -
Project, Brgy. Sta. Ana, Tibiao
6) Palabadan Fishing Project 22 Oct. 1997 27,65 1,3 2,843 24,850  This was in lieu of the Meat
Brgy. Idiacan, Pandan ; l;f;¢«« - Vending and Processing Project
7) Rice Trading Project 2 Seﬁt. 1988 25,570 = ;ffi’ 4,034 21,536 Construction stage
Brgy. S. Fracisco, Tibiao ST ‘
8) Deep Sea Fishing Project 37 Nov. 1988 £0,000 60 . 50,000

Brgy. Guija, Bugasong
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Name and Location of Project ‘ t of Bene~ Date Started Total Fund  Unexpended  Repaysents Outstanding Res i fwl H o
ficiaries . Disbursed Balance  to Principal  Balance : .
9) Sabang West Bangus Fry 110 " June 1983 . 403,326‘ 403,326 Forser Subprujetta,‘ S
Concession, Bugasong ’ : ) - ' ' : e
10} Sabang West Gill Net Fishing 33 Jwel9s  ues0 | 179,500 - do--
$1} Iaragosa Pre & Post Harvest ) 23 Oct. 1988 . 59,‘505[,;;%1,~'?  5 5 ”f‘;i25430 ¢ 47,060 On-going
Facilities, Bugasong . ' T ‘ s
12) Tong-an Agricultural Trading 23 June 1989 ' 29;000 28,000 On-going
- Bugasong
13) La Paz Beach Seine Project 38 Feb. 1989 97,402 37,402 Oa-going
Tibiao
- 14) Calawgan 6ill Net Fishing 27 Feb. 1989 . 52,460 e = 920 51,740  On-going
Tibiao : D e s
15) Dusrog Agrirultural Trading 15  Feb. 1989 59,787 R X 1 49,885 Gn-going
Pandan -
16) Dionela 6ill Net Fishing, 41 Feb. 1989 33,250 }5“ RS Y11 31,339 ' Oa-going .
Pandan . 5 - s d
17) Patria-Duyong Pre & Post Harvest 17 June 1989 . 94,700 , o i ' 34,700 On-going

Facilities, Bugasong
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Nase and Location of Project # of Bene- Date Started  Total Fund  Unexpended  Repaysents Dutstanding = Resarks
ficiaries : Disbursed Balance to Principal  Balance
- {8) Tingib Beach Seine Project 13  June 1989 39,789 39,789 On-going
Pandan ’
19) Pre and Post Harvest Facilities 31 Sept. 1999 . 84,000 C g 84,000 Dn-going
and Agricultural Trading - . ‘ T
Brgy. Igtugas, Tobias Fornier
20) Pre and Post Harvest Faizilities . 28 Sept. 1989 784,000 S ; j“‘, e 84,000 On-going
and Agricultural Trading, S ‘ .
Brgy. Nagsubuan, Tobias Fornier
2) Agricultural Trading 31 Sept. 1989 : 84,000 S 84,000 ﬂn-gngﬁg
Brgy, Atabay, Tobias Fornier
22) Cattle Fattening 27  Sept. 1989 82,830 82,850 - On-going
Brgy. Opsan, Tobias Fornier
23) Agricultural Trading 35 Sept. 1989 - 60,400 60,400 On-going
Brgy. Igdanlog, Tobias Fornier
24) fgricultural Trading 31 Sept. 1989 81,300 : 81,300 On-going
Brgy. Cato-ogan, Tobias Fornier
25) Agricultural frading 25 Sept. 1989 30,000 ' 30,000 On-—going
Brgy. €adajug, Laua-an
26) Bitana and Agricultural Trading, 24 Sept. 1989 77,000 : 77,000 Oa-going

Brgy. Cabariwan, Laua-an




Brgy. Balit, Maabusao

N }r—---~ r-**- o ) — o.-——: r—'—~ —_— ——— — —— —_—
-  1 - e :
© " Nase and Location of Project § of Bene-. “Date Startes -~ Total Fund  Unexpended  Repayaents Dutstanding Resarks
o - . ficiaries ' + " Disbursed Balance  to Principal  Balance S
" 27) Lattle Fattening 25 Sept, 1989 E2,850 62,850 Dn-going
- Broy, Canituan, Lava-an : #
- ‘:28) Cattle Fattening 25. Sept. 1989 - ,g82,§50~;; 62,850 On-going
Brgy. Maria, Laua-an T : v“
29} fAgricultural Trading 23 Sept. 1989 . 740;600:'. o 40;000 On-going
Brgy. Poblacion, Laua-an o
30) Agricultural Trading 24 Sept. 1989 42,700 42,700 On-going -
- Brgy. Oloc, Laua-an — cremecemaan. e e
907 2,248,787 - 92,275 . 2,156,312
Sub-total Antique
Capiz
ﬁ*.kl) Rice Production Project 20 April 1988 72,000 72,000 . On-going
Brgy. Haralag, Maabusac
2) Hog Fattening Project b April 1988 9,323 2,046 9,923 Un-going
Brgy. Maralag, Mambusap.
3} Hog Fattening Project 4 April 1988 12,000 300 12,000 On-going
, Brgy. EBalit, Masbusao
5‘, &) Fice Production Project 3b April 1988 67,788 12,768 67,788 On-going
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Nase and Location of Project

"4 of Bene~ - Date Started
fidaries, -

Total Fund
_Disbursed

Unexpended
Balance

" Repaysents  Outstanding

9) Seed Production Project
Brgy. Balit, Masbusao

&) Rice Production Project ;‘
Brgy. Matinabus, Sigma

: l;7) Rice Productien Project
Brqy. Mangoso, Sigaa

_8) Livelihood Project
. Brgy. Malocloc Sur, Ivisan

9) Rice Production Project
Brgy. Kianay, Sigma

~+10) Credit and Marketing Association
Trysicad, Brgy. Bato-Bato

- 11) Livelihood Project
Brgy. Mangoso

- 12) Carabao Loan fssn.
Brgy. Mangoso

'13) Carabao Loan Assn.
Brgy. Mianay

35 prild988 . 2,73
20 pril 1o

17 April 1988

35 May 1985

AT June 1985 *22,069;

9 Sept. 1988
Aug. 1988 26,500
S fug. 1988 52,500

5  Aug. 1988

56’000
16,200 = gha -

19,25

12,000 -

28,000

20000 g

[N

oW

to Principal  Balance

2,735

16,200

ey

3.

2,786 -

oM

5,000 On-going

mm

On-going

: ﬂﬂﬁoi@! ey

bn-going.
On-going
On-going

On-going

951 inpleseated
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Nase and Location of Project: - of Bene- ' Date Started ~ Total Fund  Unexpended  Pepaysents Outstanding Resarks
- ficigrigsf?  L . Disbursed Balance to Principal  Ralance '

14) Livelihood Project 5 ISE'pt;fifxées‘,,,'~'; S 9,600 0 9,400 On-going
Brgy. Mianay BT AR :

15) Rice Production ‘ 10 Jme138 . 1490 74 7,49 On-going
Brgy. Malocloc ‘ G o St - :

1) Hog Fattening 20 Sept. 1988 12,00 S0 12,000 867 isplesented
Brgy. Matinabus : T R T T sl

" 17) Carabao Loan Assn. 5 fug. 1988 - 30,80 2,95 30,800 Fally isplesented

Brgy. Matinabus

18) Rice Production 30 Dec. 1988 - 16,000 16,500 Ou-going

Brgy. Bato-Rato

19) Micro-Business 24 May,1988 20,145 R 20,185 Oo-going
Brgy. Malocloc '

20) Marketing of Fara Inputs 9% Dec. 1988 50,000 8,000 L 50,000 Oa-going
Brgy. Malocloc : ' . :

21) Marketing of Fara Inputs 39 . Dec. 1988 , 37,000 200 . ; 37,000 On-going
Brgy. Basiao . - ‘

22) Livelihood Project 20 May 1988 - 940 0 29,400  On-going
Brgy. Basiao ; T R R S ,
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'l(ayl‘_ey and Location of Project § of Bene- Date Started ‘Total Fund  Unexpended  Repaysents Outstanding Res ar ks
' - ficiaries Disbursed Balance _ to Principal  Ralance S
-23) Livelihood Project 0 May 1988 9,200 9,200 On-going
Brgy. Basiao —
. Sub-total Capiz - A 518,104 38,677 0 618,104
' Sub-total Region VI LW 2,866,891 38,677 92,205 2,774,556
T o 52%. . . - 8,576,347 1,069,835 838,112 7,938,235




~ Teble 3. SPF Projects: SummaryData for Pr,b]écted_ and Actual Eipemiihra'

Category Projected Percent of Actual Percent of et Actual Expendlturu ’
v " Expenditure Total Expenditure Total : as Percent of SRR
Pesos- ~Pesos- - Projected Expem{l ture R

o @ (3)=(2)/ total of ) Me)totalof . (6)(4I/(2)
project expenditure : actual expenditure S e e e

Infrastructure
i Projects

Road 19,947,885 .7 X T X % S
Weter Supply 10,044,433 21,0 s . s

Mult{-Purpose
endTraining ) . S R L
Centers 4,281,919 89 o 62,814 - - 3.4

Sub-total %237 e wmmen e . ems

Fishing 302,628 T3 1,980,785 0 . 0.4 ossql

Aoro- ' R Ot S e ot L e PSS ORI Sty
Processing 1,267,218 a6 o 58617 o 3 T B

Agricultural T T s FPE /L DI INC B e
Production 4,536,108 - . 9.5 2,567,009 ‘I}‘.B‘ SRR 56.7

Other1. 4,’353,'187" o 90 L 79,00 T XN . 6.9

Total-ecessecee> 47,883,378 100.0 18,603,136 1000

1, Includes Low cost housing, dam construction, treding, and Livelihood.

Sourcol Teble 1, From NEDA, Summary of Subprojects Progress Report, LRM Project, May 15, 1990, .
L Discrepencies between this table and Table 14 are due to the use of dlfforont
data bases. Both data bases were provided by KEDA. -
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~ category ~ Completed Ongo'i,‘{, Pipeline coitparl

Centers 9 ‘ ‘l"“

. Others2. . 6 PR TN S

S

Teble 4. SPF Projects : Status Report ~and Mcd#t Por .
oa Beneficiary by  Project Category = .

S

STATUS .

. Benefictaryl,

M, @ e e

lnf'régtrpctuféi" '
projects ‘ S
o pen

Road 20 o 4 . 1 s

waﬁr T S :
Supply 18 5 6 1 %

Multi-Purpose
and Training

Sub- total 7 15 -

Fishing s w0y

Agro- : o
Processing 4 R

Agriculturatl :
Production 16 10 -

Total 88 30

1. Using only projects for which data on projected
expenditures and mumber of beneficiarires both exist.
Households have been converted to beneficiaries assuming
6 members per household.

2. Inctudes low cost housing, dam construétion. trading, and
Livelfhood.

Source : Table 1: NEDA, Sumary of Subproject Progress Reports,
LRM  Project, May 15, 1990.  Discrepencies
between this table and Table 14 are due
to the use of different data bases.




, cétégdry

' San Miguel

Table . Cvafrdjﬁdﬁs Dufing Phasé‘I : Leyte

Tﬁnga
United CR
Entrepreneurs 19

Matalom United
Entrepreneurs

Inc. 12

Ilaw ng Buhay
Ass’n. NA

Total ' 31

March, 1990.

Nﬁﬁbg:

Funds
~ Disbursed

489,046
329,060

285,000 -

;1;1653105" j "

Pércent of Total

Funds Disbursed

44.3
29.8

Source : Table 2: NEDA, COmmunity Projects Funds status Report,




Table 6. CPF Projeoto During Phase I : Catanduanes

[- Category Number Funds Percent of Total
. ' Disbursed Funds Disbursed v
[f Abaca
t Production 3 942,480 64.3
g Lasa
. [ Production 1 206,013 . 14.1
o ' Broom=-
[ Making 1 316,350 21.6
Total-~--> 5 1,464,843 100.0

Source : Table 2:NEDA, Community Project Fund Status Report,
March 1990. ( , 5




L i

Table 7. CPF PROJECTS DURING PHACE I t: ANTIQUE

Funds Percent of Total |

Category Number Disbursed Funds Disbursed -
: -pPesos~- o

Fishing and
Related '
Activities 7 487,934 21.7
Pre and |
Post Harvest
Facilities 6 407,772 18.1
Integrated
Farming 1 35,257 1.6
hgricultural
Trading 10 548,757 24.4
Bangus Fry N
Concession 1 403,326 17.9
Beach Seine 2 117,191 5.2 -
Cattle .
Fattening 3 248,550 1.4
Total---=> 30 2,248,787 100.0

' Source : Table 2:NEDA,Community Project Fund Status Report,

March 1990.
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Takle 8. CPF Projects During Phase I

Category

Rice Production
Hog Fattening
Seed Production
Livelihood

Credit and
Marketing

Carabao Loan

Source : Table 2:NEDA,

March 1990.

Number Funds
Disbursed
-Pesos=-
7 257,478
3 33,523
1 2,735
6 114,068
3 99,000
3 11;,300
23 618,104

Community Project Fund Status Report,

Capiz

Percent of
Funds disbursed

41.7
5.4

o4
18.5

16.0
18.0

100.0




Table 9. CPF Projects During Phase I : Southern Leyte =

Categofy

Land

Integrated

Farming

Fishiné and

Related

Activities 3 1°1f56§§x7j2i41, t 6 5M-;f."‘
Livelihood s 157t496‘5;5*~~" i

Consuner
Stores

Cooperatives ) 9 ‘ ’0 609 500 Y ' 38.6 ;; S i‘;’*‘i"}

Carabao
Breeding

Number ~ Funds Percent of Total ®
o Disbursed Funds Disbursed. =
_Ppsos_ P1a Ry X

Redemption . 8 175,670 S

s 83208 . 53

4 ﬁ499 soo

Total-f-->Am£;ff44 o 1,577;268_ﬁ 7""['1166-0:;‘"‘1

Source :

Table 2. NEDA, COmmunity Project Fund Status Report,
Harch 1990 i '




———

Category

Agricultural

Production
Buy-Sell

Consumer
Cooperative

Fishing and
Related
Activities

Small-Scale
Industries

Other

Total-----é

Source : Table 2: NEDA, COmmunity Project Fund status Report,‘

. Number

10‘; .

March 1990.;

. Table 10. CPF Projects During Phase I

Funds

-Pesos-

431,667

222,372
152,023
435,712

158,845
163,620

DPisbursed

.Eesternfsamergff}‘f'

Percent of Total
Funds Disbursed

27.6

141

'.9;75;:;

?ff?7€9t'
S10.2
0.5

Lseas 0 odeme o




Category ' Barangay Loan
o Disbursed
(o (2) (3
-Pesog-’

Integrated Buenavista, ,
Farming Padre Burgos, 40,900
Southern Leyte

Integrated Sta. Sofia,
Farming Padre Burgos, 255,100
Southern Leyte

Fighinﬁ Pandan, 60,711
Antique
o Pre and Post
L. . Harvest San Andres, 65,900
Facilities Pandan, Antique
[
e Fishing Martinez, Tibiao 54,120
' Antique '
- Bangus Fry Sabang West
: Concessfon Bugasang 403,326
Antique '
; “ Fishing - Sabang West,
R Bugasang 179,500
g e Antique
{ ~ Livelihood HMalocloc sur,
o lvisan, Capiz 19,223
i R"ice Mianay, Sigma
" Production Capiz 22,000
Totaleesoeees> 1,136,037

~ Source: Table 2t NEDA, Community Project Fund  Stat

March 1990,

Repayment to _
Principle .

4)
“Pesos-

0,765

,1z§;zs§:

120,789

§

2,00

227,187

Table 11. Loan Disbufsed, Repayments.to .Prlnciple,-.énd , _
Repayment -Rate: CPF Loans Made -in 1985 .
and ' 1986 to - Community Associations

Amortiutiohof
of Percent of
Loan Disbursed

(5)m¢4)/¢3)

100.0

‘8.5 -

s

s

9.7

2

9
2.0

us Report, . e




Table 12. Indicative Lists of Projects of CPF = _
Funding During LRM Phase II. . = .

PROVINCES
Category of Occidental 'Haéb&te’ " 5 fIideI16”f3fﬁ5: ﬁ"'
Sub-Project Mindoro o o T R
Fishing and ST e W T
Related B T S SR
Activities 6 . R L3

Gooperatives Com e e T
Infrastructure 6 . - "'/f -

Agricultural : DR AR o S
Production S " 4 2

Livestock o s fﬁ**ii lf;a 3zv~ﬁ<1;,m
‘Raising T L o4 . S :‘ 2 S S

Seaweed o e e CF e e o
Plantation : 3 RS e

Small-Scale BNE U EE
Industries 6 L R I S

Others 1. | § 

TOtal ----- > ’ o . 27 ”' B R 14' s ’ 141. ’, .: RN T
" 1. Includes seed production, cold storage, and farm inputs

1¢ Source : Masbate-~ Project Proposals : Municipalities of Balud,
' Monical, and Cawayan. Prepared by the Provincial
Development Staff of Masbate, 1990.

Ilo-Ilo- Indicative Listing of CPF Projects. Preparéd o
by Kahublagsan Sang Panimalay, 1990. o

Occidental Mindoro. Provided by FEED during a meeting on




Table 13, AAs and CDCs/FHs Released by DBN to BLGF/ﬁDF for’ - ‘
: Subproject Component under the LRN Project

Advice of Allotaent € DC/ Funding Warrant SR Un(glcased‘ébtlfu -

Ko. and Date Anount No. and Date o Aot - Anount
CY 1984
'- A2-433-84-4-12 P8,500, 000,00 COC #116222 dbd. 09/25/85 P8, 500, 000,00 (
b dated 12/31/84 Unexpended Balance ($) (743,730.00) L
o TW & B-05776812 dtd. 08/17/88 80,396.00 v P 663,334,00
_ [.’ | CY 1985
e A2-188-85-3-09 - 15,000,000, 00 CDC # 116254 dtd. 09/26/85 15,000,000, 00 RURARE
| [ dated 08/19/83 " Unexpended Balance ($) (15,000,000, 00) S 0,00
" TH # B-05776812 dtd. 08/17/68 o
[ : CY 1986 S : . |
,,{ . 1-0085-86-4-001 3,000,000, 00 TW # B-05778344 dtd, 04/05/89 955, 167,00 | | 13550,000.00
1 dated 05/28/87 el TW # B-05781782 dtd. 06/22/89 - 494,833,00 - - oo
U ov e
E3-0096-002 10,000,000, 00 TW & B-05781782 dtd, 06/22/89 ~ 10,000,000,00 R 0,00
| dated 06/30/88 : L S e
Totale=ssraeas) P 36,500,000,00 o P3,BB6E6600 P 2,613,334,00

| '

($) Undisbursed amount behore the inplenentation of the
Nev Disbursement Systes per DOF, DBN & COA Joint Circular 4-06A E el
dated January 2, 1988 for issuance of Funding Warrant, L g SR

Source ¢ DOF-HDF Report, August 1989,
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. ' Table 15, '
LAA Project Inforaaticn Systes Reporting Plan
Titie of Report :  Freguency : Deadlice for Subaission : Frepared by : Sobeitied to s DNases for Preparatim
A. FProiect Planning and
Adaistratidn
1. Rarual ¥ark Prograa annual two acnths defore FF0 i ] Res2arch/training
isplesentation year - agenda
{XNoveaber) RPNO Nnn
. froiect thrasts ang
PO J¢fice of PED/OPED 3ilestonss
Frevitus y2ar’s
work Plans and
Pregress Aeporis
2. Recearch 4genda annual two sonths before RPN NPUG Projact thrists and
iaplezentation year ailestonas
{Noveater) NFNO 8tfice of PED/TFED
fravicus vear's
) research agenda
3. Training Agenda annual two aonths before R0 NFNO Projact thrusts ad
iapleaentation year silesicnes.
{Noveaber) X0 Office of PED/DPED
Pravicus vaar’s
trainirg agenrda
4. Subproject Nork and FPD0 v Consaltations with
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Tiflgiaf'ﬁépoft'l 'f:‘f}ipﬂ[{ﬁ}eanhc7ﬂ¥;;'J‘bgédiiﬁﬁ fﬁffsﬁhiiééiuﬁ, f_ffPfebérgdfbx,fl Sases fér sz:a}ati;p;f :

°' Financial Plan heneficiary growgs .~ .

SR o I y . B R AIRIE L , Provincial
e ST e ~NPMD (cc) Tevelzpaent
& o e © - Strategies
S. Progress Report and Revised E ‘tQuécteiiy? 15 days after the end of PPDO, PVD t;RFHOL:., finnual Work Plan
ork Plan : A each guarter Coe B R
: RPMO . Kemo o Previcus quarier’s
S R S . ' B rgpgrts
o ‘ S R OONPMD [Qffice of PED/DPED
b, Field Visit Regort .. asnpeed arices  one week after eath - RPND - NOMo , Discussicns with
o e . fiald visit - toncernad Preiect

NPMD ﬂffici:nf~FEDIDPED actars

7. Research and Training : quarterly 13 days after the end of  RPMD higt] Research / training
Progress Repart . vach guarter : agenda

NPHO “Qffice of EDSOPED
Contracts with
rescurce parscns /
institutions

§. Subproject Frogress Repart quarterly . 13 days after the end of  FPLO RPMD Subproject Work and
and Ravisad Work Plan each guarter. - Financial Plan




AT T T T T
' ~_LRN Project Inforaation Systea Reporting Plan- . - _ -

Title of Répﬁrt”';'?f,‘ ‘;fFrgqggq;i?‘ '“ﬁéédlihévfof Subaissicn

o

?}gpéfédjﬁf |  Subaitted to - i . Pases for Préﬁ;riticb~

e

9. @BFfbegresé Répoft»;l ﬂffs_~4'quaftgf1y;: i_ {jilsydéiSJ;ftar.the end of - PVD / CFF: :ﬁﬁR?§0  : Yfix N Beneficiary groups’

L pach quarter Adainistrator e racorss S L
S e - S :
: e fudit renorts
ST S IR T O R . TFisldwisits
§ field V¥isit Reports.
i0. PVD-fissessaent Report depends of, the  ore sonth after the PFMO oo NPMD-- - .- - Field Visit Reperts
1 length of the aiddle of the contract .‘ R IR TR SR S0 ; -
tera cf the duration of the PV0 and . B A [N €< 4 BERSE PYD Frogress Reportss
Y0 cne sonth after BT S = C
expiration of contract CFF Progress Reports -
- * Terainal Reports
il. PY0 Financial Status Report  updated whenever the PVD subaits requests .RPHDf"»-"~__ Conpwn . © Duarter requests
‘ ~ for cash advance and liquidatipn, and o S : sor cash advance 7
whenever USAID furnishes the PMOs copiass =~ | = . o liquidaticn
of the processed voucher ‘
U5AID processad
~ vouchers
12, Buarterly Requests for Casﬁ every three one aonth before the PV0 o RPKD- | ‘ ;'Tﬁvtontra;ts

Advance sonths - three-aonth period

R () Costprojectioss




~ Title of Report

Fraquency

Doadline for Subeission

Prepared by

Cubsitted to

2ases for Preparation

e 13. Quarterly Expendlture I

Dlsbursesnnt Pepurt

14 Researcb and Tralplng Fdﬂd;->k

Qtatus Rnpurt

15.?Suhprnje:t”Eund‘Status Feport

16. CPF Status Report

: ~v7ﬁﬁ§fterly,

quarterly

quarterly

30 days after each CA
ragquest (the FVD aay

‘start liquidation after

the 2nd CA)

fL10 days af*er the end of
5‘n'eacb lonth S

30 days after each CA
request {the PVD say
start liquidation after
the 2nd CA)

for P¥0s ¢

- 30 days after each CA

Mo

i j.wnu (cc) -

PPDD

FYG / CPF
Administrator

HSATD

i ssna
~‘?3flsaxn

NPMO

- usemn

RPHD

NPHD

Previous cash
advances

"TA coatracts

Cost projections
Previous cash
‘advances
fesearch/training
ageada

Recearch/training
tontracts

Financial Respurces
Divisicns of KROs
Beneficiary groups

Subproject ¥ork and
Financial Plans
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£ for Adsinistrator other
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e e ' . arises R A L B R conselication) angd Assessaent
.= accaaplishaents ) LT e N°ND e Reports
: 7 ' ' S S © Dffice of PED /DPED s
- fund utilization . RN LPF Status Reports .
Field Yisit Reports
.’fi . £ ol o ' B T,' | FVD Financial Raports
) Benaficiary Broups S
Z,itdauﬁnity Orqanizing and CFF updated quarterly and suhiittediésAQEEd “RPNO NPHD {for
R arises . _ tonsolidation) FV3 Terainal Reports
- ceasunity orqanizations : ' ‘ NFRD

Gffice of PED /OPED  PYD Assessaent Reports
- = fund utilizaticn i

) | . ' C7F Status Reports




A f ;';;J?Titiélﬁfiﬂépértfgi*i:ﬁ;_i:g iFié§ﬁéhEyf.€ ‘7

pTEyE——

Prapared y

975ub¢ified 0.

Sases for Preparaticn- -

3. Research / Training*

'.'5131”4; Subpquécf Fiaénﬁ;nq‘

;;fﬁﬁuadatﬂd upon cosple*:nn nf ea~h rese.rth I ; ﬁPHﬂ e
"*~traxn.ng actxvx*y and subiitted uhenever '
' need arxsﬂs - : CER

5 upda*eu quartnrly and suhn1tted as need R HQEB }fﬂ
arises . ’ R

e S

NPHD (for
- tonsolidation)

NPHD (for

- . cansolidatizn)

Field Visit Reporis

PVG Financial
Status Feports,

Contracts and firal
reports of
researches /
trainings

Subproject Progress
and Fund Status
Raports -




=
-
[a]
=
@
NN
m,

STUDIES

CASE




—— e———y

-..-.‘

———

APPENDIX H

CASES STUDIES

Case55£udyT1:'Poverty group. focus
Lat~asan

The barangay of Lat-san 1is positioned precariously on.a
small spit of land between the sea and a channel. One hundred
tenant families live here. Deep-sea and sustenance fishing, when
weather permits, are their main sources of income. The average
Lat-asan household survives on a monthly income of P300.

Besides being poor, the community depends on the outside
world for all of their needs other than fish, including fresh
drinking water in the dry season. The nearest market is one hour
away by boat; the commercial fare is P14 for a round trip. All
rice, vegetables, and other consumer goods must be bought there.
Children must go to school, by boat, in a neighbhoring barangay on
the main land. The priest visits ' the island once a month; the
mid-wife every third Wednesday; and the doctor occasionally.

In 1984, a typhoon struck the island unexpectedly, leaving
hundreds of Lat-asan villagers dead in its wake. The community
has had no electricity since then. The storm also destroyed all
of the motorized boats owned by residents.

In 1988, a community volunteer from Capiz Development
Foundation organized a community association for Lat-asan.
Members received training in team building and financial
management skills. Recently, the group received a P40,000 CPF
loan. The Group used the funds to make loans to 12 individual
members, each of whom used his share to buy a new, motorized boat
and fishing equipment. Each loan recipient hopes to increase his
income and repay the loan within three years. Other group members
will then be eligible to take out 1loans. In this way, the
villagers hope to increase average monthly household incomes in
their community to P400.

The Lat-asan community association gained another benefit
from being organized. Earlier this year, a new owner took
possession of their island. He wished to disposes the residents
of Lat-asan and began court procedures to accomplish this. He
planned to use the land on which they have built their homes for
prawn cultivation. The association members, with the help of
their community organizer and the attorney for Capiz Development
Foundation, fought back. They won the legal battle to stay on the
land that they 1lived on for generations. Had they not been
organized, there is virtually no chance that they could have won
out ,against the powerful landlord.




‘case Study 2: Ihcome generation impact '

ch'AR':[An.'. Cnan

Maria,a widow, is a member of the community organization in

the barangay of Balit. In 1987 she borrowed P400 in order to
purchase a piglet. She fattened it and sold it 10 months later
for P1,500. After repaying her loan, she borrowed again for
another piglet that she eventually resold for another P1,500.
After paying back her second loan, she borrowed P2,000 to finance
the opening of a sari-sari (variety) store. The store is
successful and she already repaid P1,000 of her outstanding loan.

"Maria" used the profits from small businesses to send her
son to college. This was important to her since she had only
completed 5th grade. She said that her son would not have had the
opportunity to further his education if not for the LRM project in
her community.

Case Study 3: Community Association as a Credit Union
MIANAY

Philippine Business for Social Progress (PBSP) organized a
community association in Mianay in 1986. It started with 32
members, all tenant farmers and their wives. The primary occupation
of the group members is rainfed rice production. All members
received training in team building, formulation of bylaws,
bookkeeping, and project management.

When the group was well-established, they received loans from
PBSP, the CPF, and from the municipality of Sigma. These funds were
relent, in turn, to individual members. Five members each borrowed
P5,000 for the purchase of a female carabao in 1988. The animals
are used for tilling farm land, rental to other farmers, =nd
breeding. Three of the carabao have produced calves; so far. At the
end of each cropping period the borrower pays back principal of
P600 and interest on the outstanding balance at 15 percent per
annum. To date, the borrowers are current on their repayments.

Other members have taken loans for purchasing fertilizer and
chemicals for rice production. Each member can borrow up to P1,500
per hectare. As with the carabao, repayments are due after the
cropping season is over. If there is a calamity -- such as a
typhoon or drought -- that wipes out the season’s crops, the
members pay back interest only. If the crops are good, they pay
back principal as well. All the outstanding loans for farm inputs
are current.
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Other loans have been made to members for sari-sari stores,
buy-sell operatlons and other micro enterprises. Recipients of -
these loans,as with the other types of locans, are chosen by a -
screening commlttee, selected by the group’s general membershlp.

The group currently has 45 members; 41 of them are women. The
group’s president is a good manager who can always account for all -
of the funds entrusted to her. The openness of her management has
contrlbuted to the group’s success. ;

Case Study 4: Group Enterprise
DIVINUBO
The twenty-one sustenance fishermen who made up the Divinubo
Association for the Upllftment of the Poor initiated a fishing
enterprise. The technique employed by this group involves the use
of the payaos a large raft made of bamboo poles tied together
with nylon cord, which is towed out to sea and sunk. After
several weeks, it accumulates algae that attract little fish that
in turn attract big fish. The payao is good for catching tuna and
other large fish. This fishing technique requires constant

guarding of the payao to prevent non-group members from catching
the large fish that it attracts.

The Divinubo association used a CPF 1loan to buy the
materials for constructing several payaos; pumpboats for towing,
guarding, and fishing; and fishing equipment. Group members
agreed to take turns guarding the payaos and fishing. Wives of
the members also were involved as middlemen for selling the
catch. Also, the group allocated funds for communal vegetable
gardens for off-season employment for the fishermen.

Although the group is still functioning and has made several
repayments on their loan, members have encountered many problems.
Two pumpboats and a payao were destroyed in typhoons. Also, non-
group members have been fishing in the area of the dgroup’s
remaining payao. Moreover,the wives did not have time or contacts
for marketing the catch. Group members proved reluctant to give
up established contacts with the traditional middlemen, also.
Finally, the fishermen were not interested in gardening, so the
communal gardens were only a limited success.

Source: Emma Porto,GO and NGO Partnershiv with the Rural Poor:

The LRM Approach to Rural Development, December 1990,
ppo36-370 B

)
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Case Study 57'Empowerment

PANDAN

Associations of bangus-fry catchers, organized by PBSP,
joined together to form the Kilusang Bayan sa Pangingisda ng
Pandan (KPBB). This municipal-based organization represents 356
members. With the support of the municipal and provincial
governments, it was able to secure for its members the concession
rights for catching bangus fry. The price paid was well below
that paid by former concession holders. To maximize its profits,
the organization, with the support of barangay groups, was able
to pass a municipal-wide regulation to make bangus-fry smuggling
an illegal activity. This case is an excellent example of how

beneficiary groups can apply political pressure to gain control

of a ‘resource base.

Source: Emma Porio,GO_and NGO Partnership with the Poor:

The LRM Agproach to Rural Development, December 1989,
pp.59-60

Case 6: Empowerment

ALBAY

In Albay, one community group recognized their united power
in the face of perceived injustice. While a SPF project was being
constructed in their barangay, the villagers noted that the
quality of the workmanship was shoddy, that someone on the
construction team was selling gasoline assigned to the
subproject, and that villagers were not being hired to work on
the project as they understood they would be.

The v111agers banded together, and protested directly to the.

Project Office in NEDA, Manila. Their protest was directed by
NEDA to the prov1nc1a1 office, where the provincial officials
planned to negotiate with the villagers. When they arrived in the
barangay for talks, they found placards and posters protesting
the situation. After dlscu551ons, the issues were resolved, and
from then on regulations were in force to assure that 50 percent
of construction labor [unskilled]) would come from the barangay
concerned, while the skilled labor could be brought in from
outside. The provincial officials were clearly impressed with the
organizational capacity of the barangay inhabitants, who had
clearly felt themselves empowered by the need for action, and the
model of group cohesion.

4
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O T OVERVIEW OF PHILIPPINB on ROty
COMMUNITY ORGANIZING STRATEGIES IN THE an PROJECT

,ithonucrxou

In LRM Phase 1, four national PVOs were contractred: The Philip-~-
pine Business for Social Progress (PBSP), Ilaw International -
Center (1IC), International Institute for Rural Reconstruction
(IIRR), and the University of the Ph:llpplnes at Los Banos
Development Foundation (UPLBDF)

Each of the above PVOs brought in their own philosophy and
community organizing approach. This paper shows the approaches
made by the Philippine Business for Social Progress and the Ilaw
International Center based on the reports submitted to NEDA LRM

Office.

The objective of this exercise is to identify the similarities
and differences between the two approaches but no attempt will be
made as to the effectiveness of each PVO in their community
organizing and training efforts.

THE PHILIPPINE BUSINESS FOR SOCIAL PROGRESS APPROACH

Two .major strategies were used by PBSP in operat1ona11zing the
LRM PrOJect concept :

o Strategy I Organization Bu11d1ng Approaches Towards Em-—.
powerment of the Poor

) Strategy I11. Capability Building Approaches Towards a

Poverty Focused Municipal Development Planning and Implemen-
tation

PBSP focused beneficiary organizing efforts on marginal upland
farmers, sustenance fishermen, landless workers and tenant
farmers. PBSP covered Antique, Southern Leyte, Capiz, and
Eastern Samar in LRM Phase [.

STRATEGY 1.

PBSP's approach to community organizing constituted two interre-
lated frameworks 1) Community Organizing and 2) Organlzatlonal
Building

COMMUNITY ORGANIZING

3

Framework for the community organizing consisted of four or-
ganizational tasks which were done simultaneously with organiza-
tional building:
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"Major feature of this task is to deepen and w1den thel

Situetion Analysis

' .-g‘. ’

understanding and perception of the beneficiaries on their
poverty situation, factors that bind them together and
events going on around them.

Community Mobilization

This task starts when the intended beneficiaries participate -
in the Situation Analysis. It involves activities such as
problem identification, and prioritization of goals and
projects. ' ' '

Resource Mobilization
This task starts when the organized groups have decided to
venture into community problem solving process. It involves

activities related to assembling the internal and external
resources necessary to generate and sustain group action.

Leader Identification and Group Formation

This framework is deflned in three levels of organ:zetional
growth stages: : ,

'-Level 1. Leadership Orientation and Organizational R

Formation
Critical activities during this stage are:

a) Community and household visits

b) conduct of community assemblies

c) conduct of participatory research activities for
gituation analysis: community profile, poverty prof-
ile, resource inventory and analysis

-d) identification of potential leaders .

e) conduct of barangay based team building training
programs for identified potential leaders

f) conduct of group meetings to follow through 1mplementa-
tion of the core groups initial plans

Level II. Organization Consolldat1on and Capability
Building

At this stage of development, the organized groups focus on
organizational and project concerns, systems and procedures
developed as well as enhancing their capabilities in or-
ganizational and project management. Following critical
activities are done:

a) Firming up and consolidation of organizational and
project management systems and procedures.
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e
_; b) Sustaining group action in planning, implementation,
- monitoring and evaluation of short-term and long range
gocial and economic projects, including organizatlonal
management concerns.
c) ‘Formal training programs are conducted with emphasis
on:
o] Organizational Management
- Basic and Advanced Leadership and Organiza-
tional Management Skills Training '
- Training [ rograms for Community Organizers
and volunteers
- Relationship Building Training
- Commitment Building Training
o] Project Management
- Basic Agribusiness Projects Management
Training
- Preparation of Simple Project Proposals
- Simple Bookkeeping and Records Keeping
- Technical Skills Training Programs
d) Conduct of organizational uassessment sessions to
determine organizational growth
. . e) Linkage Building for resource mobilization
Level 1II1. Organizational Institutionalization/

Expansion

At this level, the organization's project systems and
procedures attain a level of refinement and capabilities of
the barefoot technicians are upgraded.

STRATEGY II.

PBSP worked with municipal level government structure that could

influence decisions in allocating resources of poverty groups.

Reaching the poor through the Municipal Development Councils
“ (MDC) was their logical choice.

PBSP expanded its work agenda to

i include mobilizing the MDCs -at various steps in the LRM planning

cycle:

poverty study, poverty strategy formulation, and project
identification, development and monitoring. Framework for
organization building for the MDCs were as follows:

e - organizational formation

e & organizational consolidation
“ - organizational expansion
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Each of these framework hed key ek111 areas that need to bel
developed : v s B

—v'k,Instatutaon bu:ld:ng/organ1zat10nal menagement and reeource
‘ 4.mobillzat10n

Th1s key area sought to develop the capabilities of the MDC
members in managing their respective MDCs as functioning
organizations and in generating resources that could support
its internal and program operations. Activities included
conduct of baseline studies highlighting local poverty
situation, team building, planning and assessment sessions,
~and operationalizing defined systems and procedures

- Municipal development streteey formulation/implementetion

Activities to develop the capacities of the MDCs to formu-
late and implement poverty-focused municipal development
strategies inlcuded: training sessions on strategy formula-
tion to define mission/goal and objectives. Municipal
development strategies and programs were formulated in the
context of the local poverty situation.

- Program management

Emphasis was given to program packaging, systems and proce—mpf<
‘dures and resource mobilization. R o RS

- Advocacy

This key skill area attempted to transform the MDCs ‘into

. local government development organizations whose efforts are
focused on continuously attending to municipal-wide con-
cerns. The above activities contributed to making the MDCs
advocate aspirations of the poverty groups.

THE INTERNATIONAL ILAW CENTER APPROACH

The 1IC brought in to the LRM Project its Ilaw ng Buhay Approach
which views the community and the local government as a whole.
The approach involved a phased process of generating collaborat-
ing activities between the community and the local government in
planning and implementing projects based on identified problems
and r#oources. Inherent to their approach are the complementing
stratuegies of training and organization.

Training is seen to provide the educational foundation and

‘Htimulus for undertaking activities. It is premised that full

understanding of issues that affect the community and acquisition
of basic skills precede action from the people. Organizing
processes build the collective and cooperative capacities of the
community and local government to pursue courses of action based
on agreed goals, Organization also serves as a vehicle for
groups to continually assess and learn from experiences.
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Iaw focused on organlz1ng the communnty rather than a spec:f:ciﬁf\’i
poverty group.. They covered the prov1nce of Catanduenes 1n Phase
1 of the LRM ProJect . S S S L e L :

THE ILAW NG BUHAY PROCESS”

The process has three dlstlnct phases 1) 8001a1 Preparat:on
Phase 2) Pre—Consolldatlon Phese 3) Consol1dat10n Phase e

\_.'

A SOCIAL PREPARATION PHASE

This phase lays the groundwork for linking the community efforts

to developmental activities initiated by local governments on o
technical agencies operating in the area. It seeks to prime-up - -
collaborative efforts between the government and organized o
communties. Both local institutions and community are encouraged‘ :
to implement a single social development plan. In a span of 12 .
months, the following activities are done: ' T :

o) Orientation of Provincial Officials

ment Council to the Ilaw ng Buhay approech and consult +hem ,ff-
on cruc1al issues. N T I B , : S

LA |
.

o Community Self—Surveyfs

A survey, based on secohdery data is done to come up]with_e'
development profile of the municipality. This is done in
.coordination with the mun1cipa1 staff and technical egen-
cies. ‘

o Formulation of Municipa:i: Social Development Plan

Based on survey findings, all sectors including civic groups
and barangay representatives are encouraged to draft a
single development plan and that the services in all sectors
shall converge to the most deprrived segment of the popula-
tion.

o Intensive Training for Project Implementors and Volunteers

This activity aims to convert the development plan into
action using training as the primary tool to prime up the
implemenation process. Training activities inlcude

'3 - training of Barangay Development Volunteers
N organization and training of Family Heads and Mothers
- training of volunteer development trainors who are
recruited from the ranks of teachers, businessmen,
civic leaders
- training of Chapter Officers of the organized family
" heads and mothers




o ‘Provision of Priming-Up Funds - funds are provided for the
community for chapter-identified projects in cases where
‘local resources are quite scarce. This is to build up local
confidence and lay groundwork for gradual refinement of
skills required in the next phase. Training to insure
effective utilization and management of funds is conducted.

o Monitoring and Evaluation

Each training activity comes out with an action pllan whichf“
is monitored and the performance evaluated periodically.

The neighborhood made up of (20) family heads and mothers are or-
ganized into Chapters. Each chapter member elect their officers.
All chapter presidents constitute the Ilaw Executive Committees

at each barangay. The Chairman repregsents the private sector in
the Barangay Development Councils. A municipal Ilaw association
is formed and the chairman also represents the private sector in

" the Municipal Development Council.

PRE-CONSOLIDATION PHASE

During this phase, 1IC directs the attention in further strength-
ening the capability of the local development councils to manage . '

" the 'process. Simulatenously, it trains the organizatioms towards .

effecting meaningful relationship with government.
Major activities for this phase are as follows:

a) Review of the Social Preparation Phase. This is undertaken
jointly by the local governemnt and the community organiza-
tions at each implementation level. Thig is to identify
non-functional units or chapters, problems encountered in
the seirvice delivery, and the need for particular skills on
both the local government and community organization. An
output of this activity is the retraining of volunteer
trainors and other local implementors.

b) Revision of the Social Development Plan - with 1IC guiding
the local government and the community organization, the
Social Development Plan will be revised with the aim of
improving management and use of the Municipal Data Bank,
greater use of Ilaw Network for the delivery of services,
local funding for community activities and projects, iden-
tification of income generating projects to sustain the
development process and the need for linkages with provin-

g cial and othe entitites to facilitate prompt responce to
community initiatives.
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c)

Turn-over Respon51b111t1es - this activity results in the
formal phase—out of the IIC area tea, It is highlighted by
the adoption of roles and acceptance of responsibilities by
both the Mun1c1pal Development Council and the Community

Organization.

CONSOLIDATION PHASE

At this phase, 1lIC's role is relegated to monitoring the process
as implemented and managed by the Municipal Development Council
and the Municipal Ilaw Assoc1at10n

During this phase, motivational training is mostly undertaken by
the local trainors. Livelihood project is given emphasis during
this phase. the ability to generate incone on the part of the
connumity organization is a vital factor wh1ch can master con-—-

golidation work.

FINDINGS

SIMILARITIES

o

]

fPrior to organlzatlonal work, both PVOs made a survey to
- establish the profile of the community

The Municipal Development Councils were viewed as key actors

in implementing programs for the poor. It was therefore
imperative that the MDCs should be brought in to the process
of organizing the poor and that the MDCs should develop also
their own capacities in planning and implementing programs
for the poor.

1t was recognized by both agencies that a cadre of community
volunteers to continue PVO efforts in organizing and provid-
ing technical assistance have to be developed.

Intensive training on project implementation was also
undertaken by both agencies.

Barangay and Municipal Development Councils were reactivated
and where in such councils, the community groups were
represented.

Both PVOs considered the income generating projects of the
beneficiaries as a primary activity in consolideting com-~
munity organizing efforts




o

e DIFFERENCES

The basic d1fference between the two agenc:es was the focus

of community organization. PBSP focused on specific poverty
groups within a given barangay wh:le Ilaw organized the
whole communlty. ‘

o) PBSP combined two approaches - orgdnizing poverty groups for
empowerment and for economic self-sufficiency while Ilaw
focused its organizational approach on strengthening the
local community structures.

I1SSUES

As no attempt will be made to gauge the effectiveness of each of
the PVO approach, the following issues will just be raised:

o

3

Poverty focused programs which attempt to involve the whole
community may tend to dissipate benefits for the intended
beneficiaries and there are dangers that the "elite" in the
community may take-over in the long run.

However, to sustain poverty organized groups, they should
not be organized in isolation of the community.

The role of PVOs in community organizing efforts is vital.
However, their involvement with the project is only within
the time frame of their contract with the project. A two
vear fast track organizing effort would not be enough to
leave in the communities a self-propelling community or-
ganization. While phase-out mechanisms are in place, com-
munity organizing experience has shown that there is a need
for a sustained re—-training and monitoring activities.
Would the local governments or local PVOs have the capacity
and the resources to continue these activities?

As Income Generating Projects (IGPs) have been found to be
necessary in consolidating the organizational efforts, the
sustainability of these community organizations are there-~
fore largely hinged on the success of the IGPs.

The evaluation team has identified that the management of
the income generating projects have been found to be the
weakest component in the community organizing efforts of the
PVOs.




FRAMEWORK AND PROCESS MATRIX

IIC s SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT - COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT[;E}[[i?;

* Phase 1 :

Social Preparation

. ,",.A‘

‘Training

~ Field Operations TfEif&iﬁiﬁ§Ej}ffiff,ffﬁibldibééfations

1.

Orientation of
Municipal officials;
Mayors, Sangguniang
Barangay (SB)
members, and
Technical/Line
Agency (TA) Heads

1.

e Commitment of local
S government to

: -+ participate in
~preliminary
Survey/rapid
micro-situation
analysin of
municipulity

e —r—
b e

;{; Adoption of the

INBA approach by
the SB and Municipal
a1 Development Council
4 P (MDC)

Inputs -

Determination of
training and

Orientation of '
Mayor and local

Mobilizations of
local government

personnel staff on survey logistical
' findings and poverty requirements for
Rapid micro-situation groups the Social
analysis (e.g.. sustenance Development
fishermen, landless Seminar/Workshop
. Social investigation farmers, agriculturai (SDS)

in most depressed workers, etc)
barangay and

interview with

reference families

for validation

outputs

.

: F1nal problem— : Organized working

Initial problemQ

oriented municipal  oriented , ~ committee for the
gocio-economic " gocio-economic .. - SDS . -
profile o

profile

 5DS Training design

Ranking barangays
according to status
of poverty groups

Identification of

most depressed
barangays for purposes
of demonstration and
training




" Training

' Field Operations

©Training

;;eije{d;Oéerations

3 L] N
Social Development
Seminar; Sectoral '
Planning

3.

One-year integrated
Social Development
Action Plan (SDAP)

Selection of
depressed barangays

Organization of
Task Forces

Reviwe and formal

adoption of action

plan by SB and MDC-

Organization of

Family Development

Task Forces by MDC
for operations

- planning

Selection of
extension workers
for delivery of

gervices to the poor

Selection/recruitment

of teachers as

Volunteer Development

Trainors (DT)

Integration of SDAP

to Municipal
Development Plan

'V0r1entat10n of -
B barangay offncals

Inputs

1Tra1n1ng of e
Development trainors'

Trained indigenous
volunteers

Adoption of the INBA

approach and program
by the Barangay
Development Council
(BDC)

-111“ﬁepib§menf of
- ‘extention workers

" Zoning of barangays
‘into Chapters and

Units

‘Data-gathering on

barangay
socio-economic
situation for

- purposes of the

Family llaw
Training (FIT)

Scheduling of FIT

Team-building for

“local trainors

Coordination among
extension workers

Barangay baseline
profile and actual
problems/experiences
as bayis for trainin

Schedule of FIT
classes



~_Tield operations _

Field Operations

"Orientation of

School Teachers

~Orientation of

extension workers

5.

Formation of
neighborhood

chapters and units

Election of chapter
officers and unit
leaders

Family plans

Family Ilaw Training

’projects

Implementatlon of*
family plans and

Chapter meet1ngs o Unit leade
‘training

Monitoring/supervision
of family activities
by unit leaders and
chapter officials

Integration of Ilaw
principles and
messages in -
classroom lectures,
PTA meetings, o
convocations, etc.

Outpﬁtéf“fj/‘
Simplified sectoral ldentified problems
plans/projects for N I

family implementation

Chapter plans

Categorization of
' benuficiaries

jlnstallat1on of
- monitoring system
.+ for chapter
‘implementation

Finalization and

implementation of
chapter plans and
projects

Organization of
Municipal INBA

Formation of linkage
between the local
government and the

INBA network

Established barangay
data bank

Categorized
beneficiaries
Chapter projects
representation of

INBA to the BDC and
MDC
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Training,

Field Operations

. Training

Fiqid'Operations

)

7

officers

7. : -
INBA support plan

¢

Training of INBA

lnpﬁés;. ff R

Formulation and
Implementation of
INBA support plan

f.ocal government use
of INBA network

Regular chapter and
INBA meetings

Regular INBA monitorin
of community
projectg/activities

Outputs

Monitoring reports at
community level




Phase II & III :.

Training = =

'i}*ffjﬂf?ieid Operations

g

Training of

Cﬁaptef Officers .
Livelihood Training

Project Manager

8.

Plan "

Service deli
skills . .

Livelihood Action

very

Formulation of 1ive-
lihood credit system;
availment; utilization

“and collection

Identification of
credit beneficiaries

Establishment of

mechanism for capital
build-up and utiliza-
tion of chapter funds

Conduct of
feasibility studies

Project proposal
preparation and
Yeview

Establishment of
contracts by credit
recipients INBA and
11C

9.

for beneficiaries.

Outputs

= o0 oo

- Livelihood projects

;Cfedit recihients

' Credit utilization
. scheme

9.
budget

Skills in project

implementation

Livelihood training

Project plenS-end .

‘Validation of indivi-

dual livelihood
project plan and

‘ budget

Approval of project
proposals and
contract signing

Release of capital
seed fund

Project implementa-
tion, monitoring and
evaluation .

" Credit supervision

and collection

Recycling of funds
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Inherent in the decision to mobilize PVOs to assist in the
dispersal and management of funds under the CPF was the implic-
ation that those funds would be provided in the form of credit.
One of the central precepts of the PVO approach to enterprise
development is that assistance not be viewed by the recipient as
a "give away " More importantly, efforts to develop a wide range
of micro enterprise activities in developing countries throughout
the world have concluded that the absence of appropriate institu-
tions for the provision of credit is a major obstacle to that
development. The particular characteristics of credit markets in
the Philippines underscore this weakness and point to the need
for LRM to help fill the credit void, but also point out some of
the difficulties encountered in attempting to do so.

PVO Involvement in Philippine Credit

The Philippines financial system has two large sub-markets,
i.e., the formal and informal markets. It is the latter in which
we are primarily interested. Informal financial markets are
generally considered to include the cooperatives and credit
unions, PVOs that have developed some specialized credit pro-
grams, and, finally, the completely unregulated financial sub-
sector of money lenders, suppliers of raw materials and marketing
services on credit, etc. Various studies have shown that these
unregulated intermediaries have remained 1large and active,
especially in the last few years of difficulty for the formal
financial system. Among the more serious difficulties encoun-
tered have been a series of bank failures with rural banks among
the hardest hit, and the overall economic crisis of the mid-
1980s, which has racked the Philippine economy. The result has
been that these unregulated actors serve as the main sources of
non-institutional funds for small farmers and micro-entrepreneurs
who are usually drawn from the same poverty groups that have been
targeted for assistance by LRM.

Philippine government recognition of the dependence of
poverty yroups on non-formal sources resulted in attempts to make
credit available through such national livelihood programs as the

KKK. Masagana 99. and Bivavana Daacat. These dovernment nroarams.
1l



however, ended in failure when the majority of borrowers failed
to repay their loans. One of the major reasons for such poor
repayment was the widespread perception on the part of the
borrowers that the programs, which were administered by the
government at subsidized interest rates, were intended as a dole
and part of a political propaganda effort that placed 1little
emphasis on repayment. With the collapse of these national
programs, the poor were left with no other means to gain access
to formal channels of institutional credit.

At the other extreme were the formal banking institutions
that also offered credit to farmers and small enterprises, but
that also required real estate collateral and an established
track record with the lending bank. Even the presence of govern-
ment-supported guarantee mechanisms, such as the Industrial
Guarantee and Loan Fund [IGLF] did not really alleviate condi-
tions because the participating banks would still require collat-
eral equal to about 130 percent of the loan for which application
was being made. The effect of these requirements was that the
poor, having no real estate to mortgage and no track record with
the banks, were totally excluded from the clientele of formal
banking institutions.

The only guaranteed source of credit for the poor were the
money lenders who charged interest rates that varied from 60
percent to 120 percent or higher per annum. This was the price
that the poor had to pay in exchange for fast and efficient
access to credit, but, in exchange, the informal money lenders
required no collateral, no lengthy applications or waiting
periods, no guarantors, and they were closer physically to their
clients.

The entry of PVOs into the informal financial market in the
later 1970s and early 1980s as a source of credit for the poor in
the Philippines was not made as a deliberate choice. This
significant shift in the role of the PVOs was born of the recog-
nition of need and the demands of their beneficiaries for finan-
cial assistance in coping with their poverty. Once their shift
from their more traditional forms of assistance was begun,
certain PVOs came to be increasingly identified with the provi-
sion of credit to the poor.

One of the first Philippine PVOs to venture into this areas
was the Philippine Business for Social Progress [PBSP]. From
their early experience in the organizing of poor community groups
in rural areas, focusing on building the capability of community
institutions, PBSP began to address its attention to the economic
needs of the target beneficiary groups, and ultimately expanded
its activities to the provision of credit funds. The system
developed by PBSP was based on the provision of credit to be
administered by a community group and re-lent to individual
members. The community group was expected to generate sufficient
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funds from the capital and interest collected from members indi-
vidual loan payments to pay back the seed loan to PBSP and to
capitalize their own 1loan funds to continue lending to group
members after the initial PBSP loan was retired. This system has
important implications for the LRM because of PBSP’s involvement
as one of the original four PVOs involved in the project.

Another approach, fostered by the small PVO--the Manila
Community Services, Inc.--concentrated on making credit available
to the urban poor in the squatter areas of Manila by using a
network of community volunteers as "money lenders" in the commu-
nity.

Also influential was the Department of Trade and Industry’s
efforts in creating a program to assist the urban poor in the
establishment of small businesses to increase income and generate
employment. This program, which came to be known as the Micro
Industries Development Program [MIDP]}, was highly experimental in
nature and marked the first time that the Department attempted to
work with the informal sector. Among the significant lessons
about: credit that were drawn from this experiment were the
following:

* Both the size and variety of the informal sector dic-
tates that attempts to provide credit assistance should
consider the type and size of the target enterprises
and the capability of the borrowers. Enterprises were
classified by sector, such as trade, manufacturing,
service, or agriculture, and then further subdivided by
level of capitalization and entrepreneurial experience
of the owner into classes: pre-entrepreneurial, 1, 2,
and 3.

The program targeted classes 1, 2, and 3 for assis-
tance, while the pre-entrepreneurial class was judged
to be hardly able to meet their basic needs and, as
such, appropriate to be addressed by social welfare
organizations.

* New enterprises are more difficult to sustain than
those that seek assistance for expansion, and the
mortality rate was higher among the former than among
entrepreneurs who borrowed for expansion purposes.

* Group-owned enterprises required substantially greater
organizational, technizal, and management assistance
than individually owned enterprises, and the absence of
any of these inputs greatly increased the likelihood of
failure in the former group.

* Borrowers drawn from among the poorest of the poor with
no other means of livelihood than a marginal micro-
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enterprise tend to be more 1likely to use capital for
household consumption, education, or health needs in
case of emergency. Such capital diversion leads to
loss of livelihood and loan default.

* Loan interest rates are of less significance to the
borrowers than timely access to needed credit.

* Project feasibility studies for small loans are 1less
important than the good name of the borrower and repu-
tation for business acumen in the community. Informal
means of credit investigation that mobilizes members to
"sift" undesirable borrowers is most appropriate for
small loans.

* Loan processing and approval should be made as fast and
simple as possible.

* Lending agencies that lend to borrowers engaging in the
business or 1livelihood activity for the first time
should be prepared to absorb larger losses.

* Loan collection must be conducted at the community
level as a means of ensuring higher repayment rates and
a reduction of transaction costs to the borrower by
limiting the time and travel expenses entailed in
making payments.

Two additional lessons learned from this experience shaped
Philippine policy on attempting to deal directly with target
groups and enterprises. Lack of intimate local knowledge, the
relative inflexibility of government procedures, and the shortage
of staff to reach effectively informal sector enterprises and
monitor community developments led to the conclusion that it
would be more effective to work with organizations already in the
community. PVOs at that time, however, also lacked a broad
understanding of the informal sector and micro-enterprises and
had not yet developed the technical and management capabilities
to implement an income generating program.

Based on this accumulated experience, the MIDP shifted its
focus from direct assistance to micro-enterprises to providing
training and technical assistance to PVOs. USAID also took steps
to reinforce this role by including an micro-enterprise component
in the Small and Medium Enterprise Program [SMED] budget. Since
that time, the Department of Trade and Industry has institution-
alized a program for working with PVOs in providing credit to the
poor. With the support of the Asian Development Bank, it is
currently implementing the Tulong sa Tao Program that provides
loans to PVOs at 7 percent interest in order that they may, in
turn, re-loan the money to their beneficiaries at rates no lower
than 18 percent. A new program is also being designed that will
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make use of a similar arrangement for the Department of Trade and
Industry to deliver financial services to low income municipali-
ties.

There is evidence that foreign donors are also joining this
"movement." The USAID PVO-Co-financing Program has funded many
USAID registered PVOs for this purpose and the Australian and
Canadians are doing the same.

There is a growing pool of experience of Philippine PVOs
designing and administering credit funds for the poor. There is
no reason for LRM not to make full advantage of this experience,
and every reason not to repeat whatever mistakes have been made
and to avoid reinventing the wheel.

LRM Credit Experience and the CPF

It has been mentioned above that the dispersal and manage-
ment of CPF funds in the form of credit is a natural outgrowth of
PVO involvement. It was also noted that one of the original four
PVO contractors was the same PBSP that had developed considerable
experience in the establishment and management of group credit
systems., But it also was noted in earlier sections of this
report that the CPF has given rise to a variety of credit sys-
tems, of which none has established a uniformly good record for
sustainability and satisfactory repayment rates.

The CPF credit systems are of two basic types with a number
of variations on each having developed in different places and
over time. The first basic type is the two-tier system, which
has been described above as having been fostered by PBSP. Under
this type, the PVO provides seed money for the establishment of a
loan capital fund to be used and administered by a community
group that it has helped to form, while the group makes loans to
individual members for productive purposes. The second basic
type is one where the PVO provides direct loans to either indi-
vidual or group borrowers. One of the major sources of variation
on these systems is the determination of whether the end user of
the credit is an individual or group enterprise. Although some
systems allow either type of borrower depending on the appropri-
ateness of the concerned livelihood activity, there are others
that dictate that only individual or group activities are eligi-
ble.

Among the few regulations governing this system are the
stipulations that individual 1loans must be repaid within one
year, while the group loan from the PVO must be amortized within
three vyears. Although this distinction would appear to be a
clear reference to the two-tier system, it has not been inter-
preted as such. There have been cases noted where direct 1loans
to individuals have been made for a period of three years, even
when the livelihood activity being supported was limited to the
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provision of inputs for production of an agricultural crop with a
three to six month growing season. These indicators point to
little thought having been given to the determination of appro-
priate loan periods in accordance with need and production
cycles, rather than simply extending all loans for the maximum
period allowed. The inappropriateness of loan terms helps to
reinforce the perception among borrowers that repayment need not
be taken too seriously, and helps to explain the high levels of
default that have been experienced.

In contrast to the overly generous terms for individual
borrowers, the three-year limit on the amortization of loans from
the PVO to the newly formed community group is not only deficient
but has serious implications for achieving sustainability. There
are many examples of loan funds that achieved initial success and
sustained growth, but which were suddenly undercut by the prema-
ture withdrawal of their initial capitalization. A major concern
in the establishment of viable credit systems is guaranteeing
that capital formation is provided for in quantities that are
sufficient to meet the growing demands of the loyal clientele.
It should make no difference here that the clientele are also
identified as members of the community group that is establishing
the credit facility. The fact that amortization rates [as
measured by the rate of repayment of loans from the community
groups to the PVO] are extremely low should probably be viewed as
a sign of health, in that the groups are resisting the decapital-
ization, which would dictate the end of their operation. How-
ever, the fact that their own loan recovery rates from members
are almost as low indicates that amortization reflects lack of
ability rather than prudence and good judgement.

This marks one of the major differences between schemes that
set out to establish viable institutionalized credit systems
against those that take as their objective the satisfaction of
credit needs for a certain limited purpose at a particular point
in time. This difference in strategy also has important implica-
tions for the development of borrower psychology and confidence.
To the extent that the availability of credit is viewed by
borrowers as a stable and permanent institution, the prospect of
continued--or even increasing--access acts as an incentive to
timely loan repayment. One of the major reasons government
production credit schemes fail to recover a substantial per-
centage of their loans is that borrowers are well aware that the
loans are granted as a one-time facility with no hope of repeat
access.

Related to the problem of loan default and group capital
formation is the question of determining appropriate interest
rate levels for both individuals and groups. The general provi-
sions governing the management of the CPF stipulate that interest
rates are to be agreed upon, but under no circumstances are the
rates to be lower than those required to cover expenses. This
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fails to take into proper consideration the additional guidelines
provided in an annex to the 1988 Project Paper Supplement, which
includes provisions for the calculation of the opportunity cost
of money, establishment of a reserve for bad debts, and capital
accumulation. With interest rates that are presently being set
as 12-18 percent per annum on declining balance and a formula for
division of interest earnings between the PVO and community
group, most of these costs would not be met even if repayment
rates were not at their present levels of 15-30 percent of
payments due. A major flaw in the present calculation of rates
is related to the popular perception that the opportunity cost of
money is related to the source of the initial loan capital as a
grant from USAID. The popular logic follows that, if the seed
capital was a grant, the cost of money is 0 percent and need not
be taken into consideration in calculating interest rates. This
logic also fails to explain why no provision has been made for
writing off bad debts or capital accumulation. The fact that
group members are allowed to dictate their own interest rates
will almost always lead to short-sighted conceptions of self
interest and low interest rates.

Concerning the CPF financial administration systems and
bookkeeping, the evaluation team encountered considerable diffi-
culty in attempting to establish a uniform picture of payment and
default rates for both individuals and groups. Each of the
involved PVOs has established its own procedures, forms, and
systems from which it is difficult to extract information on the
status of either individual loans or group accounts. This
accounting is probably further complicated by the fact that some
accounts are individual, while others are group enterprises or
are treated as such for accounting purposes.

A Revised CPF Credit system?

Most provinces and municipalities have now reached the stage
where phase out of external management and support for CPF credit
facilities should be under way, if not completed. The numerous
problems encountered in management and recovery of outstanding
loans have made orderly phase out difficult, if not impossible.
The question remains as to who inherits the remaining resources
and problems.

One approach, which views the disposition of remaining--
primarily financial--resources as a community decision, would
grant autonomy to each of the community groups and allow them to
either wither or develop in accordance with their own capabili-
ties. In this case, the majority of community groups would
continue at their present rate of decline and disappear [as
viable credit groups] within a relatively short time. Those few
groups that would remain viable would probably be insufficient to
form federations that would have any meaning at either municipal
or provincial levels.
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An alternative approach would be to have the remaining
resources vested in an institution to be incorporated at the
municipal level in each remaining LRM location. This institution
would be under the supervision--but not direct control--of the
concerned municipal government [the municipal development council
is one possibility] for purposes of policy direction and review
of operations. It would be further possible to form a council of
these institutions at provincial and even regional level in order
to share experiences, resources, and discuss common problems.
One of the first priorities would be the establishment of common
principles and operating procedures governing such matters as:
loan terms, repayment periods, and other conditions; the determi-
nation of interest rates and assignment of interest payments to
cover operations, system supervision, retirement of bad debt, and
capital formation; amortization of initial 1loan capital and
expansion of the system to new locations. This approach would
constitute a revamping of the entire system with the development
and adoption of standardized rules and procedures that would
guarantee the sustainability of the system.

The key to resolving the problems of management and growth
is the determination of interest rates. It is not unusual that
borrowers would demand the lowest possible rates, even 1if it
means that continued access to credit will not be guaranteed.
The prevailing rates charges by many lenders and other sources in
the informal financial sector need to be viewed as the appropri-
ate yardstick for measuring savings. Attempts to compete with or
emulate subsidized government programs will only end where those
programs end--in default and collapse. Any system that can
guarantee delivery of credit in required amounts, at competitive
rates, and as speedily as money lenders will have a high proba-
bility of success, and, if properly managed, should be capable of
sustained operation and growth.
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