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FY 80 ABS
TABLE I .. LONG RANGE PLAN DECISION UNIT: INDIA
(3$ million)
FY 1978 FY 1979 _FY 1980
ESTIMATE REQUEST MINIMHM.M%E} 239%3;32 .EIBl. Fxge _EI&1 DALTA
Food & Nutrition 30,0 81,0 60.0 135.0 173.0 216.0 257.,0 292.,0 306,0
Grants - - 8.0 8,0 8.0 1.0+ 7.0 7.0 1.C
Loans 30.0 81.0 52,0 127.0 165.0 215,0 250,0 285,0 305.0
Population - - 6.0 6.0 6.0 11,0 16.0 21.0 26,0
Grants - 6.0 6.0 6.0 6,0 £.0 6.0 6,0
LO&nS - - - - 5.0 10.0 15.0 20.0
Heaith 28,0 10.0 37.0 37.0 37,0 39.0 24,0 29,0 39,0
Grants - - 14.0 14,0 14,0 14,0 14.0 14.0 14.0
Loans 28.0 10.0 23.0 23.0 23,0 25,0 10,0 15.0 25.0
Education - - - ' - - - -
Grants - - - - -
Toans
Selected Development 2.0 - 3.0 3.0 3.0 - 3.0 - 4.0
Betivities :

GI'ElntS 2.0 - 3.0 3.0 3-0 - 3-0 - 4.0
Loans - - - - - - - -
Total Program 60,0 91,0 106.0 181.0=‘/ 219.0y266.0 300.0 342.0 375.0

Grants 2.0 - 31.0 31.0 31.0 21.0 30.0 27.C 25,0
Loans 58,0 91,0 75.0 150.0 188.0 245.0 270.0 315.0 350.0
Regional Programs
(Non-Adad )
Grants (OPGs) 0.9 0.8 - - 0.4 - - - -
Grants(PDS) 0.1 0.5 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3
Special Foreign Currency '
Appropriation (SFCA) .-
Grants (non-add): # 13,7 - 20.0 20.0 20.0 - - T T
PL 480 (non-add)}
Title I 27.8 27 .4 22.9 27.4 27.4 50,0 70,0 75,0 75,0
Title II 112.3 140.2 135.2 161.8 170,00 178.,0 178.0 180.& 175.3
Housing Guaranties
(non-add ) - - - - - - - - -
Personnel (in workyears) :
Missioa - U.S. 7.3 17.0 20,0 22.0 22.0 23,0 - 24,0 24.0 25,0
- F.N, 41,5 49.0 53.0 55.0 55.0 56,0 57,0 57.0 £€0.0
TDY - U.S.D.H. 1.4 1,7 1.9 1.9 1.9 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
antract,_other - ¥ 1.9 8.5 13.8 13.8 14.6 15,7 12.2 12.0 12,0
Operating Expenses (§) 1.1 2.0 2.1 2.3 2.3 2.4 2.5 2.5 2.€

8/ Recommended level,

*Excludes SFCA costs of Third Country Train in India
b/ High Option Level, i ing

in support of USAID/Nepal.
**Project and PDS-funded workyears.
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DECISION UMIT
TABLE 1l - SUMMARY OF RESOURCES - BY ACTIVITY 1 4
(FUNDING IN ‘ooo AND OPERATING EXPENSES~FUNDED PERSONNEL IN WORKYEARS (XX, X)) 386 INDIA PAGE - OF 2
_ Y 1900
Py: 1973 cv: 1979 MARK (TR EXFBANSTON PROBOE ED
ACTIVITY PERSONNEL FERSONNEL PERSONNEL FERSONNEL PRERSONNEL PERSONNEL
FUNDING FUNDING FUNDING FUHNDING FUNDING FUNDING
us Fn us FN us N us PN us FN us FN
E0GAAM ACTIVITIES
N {30,000 81,000) 135 ,4¥10 [60,000) 173,00}
Fusdgrain Storage (1n) - 0.1 | 0.1 - lo.3 lo.e - o 1.3 - 107 |13 32,00 a9 1.3
Maeal Slecbrificution (10) - 0.2 | 0.4 }5%,000 [0.4 to.8 [40,00 oz {1.0 0.6 {1.0 40,0080 o= 1.0
Gujarat Medium Irpigation (10) 30,000 | 0.3 | 0.5 - 0.3 |0.8 - 0.3 |0.7 - G.3 |07 - 0.3} o.7
Agricuitural Dev, Credit {1L0) - 0,2 0.4 123,000 10.4 0.8 52,000]0.,5 1.1 52,000 (0,5 1.1 52,000 0.5 1.1
flajasthan Medtum Irrigation (LN} - 0.114 0.1 - 0,7 |1.1 -] 35,000{1.1 11.2 - - - 35,0600 1.1 1.2
Agricultural Research & Edue. (GN) - 0.2 | 0,3 - Jo.7 |o.8 8,000[1.0 {1.1 8,000 11,0 |11 8,000 10| 1.1
Poputation - ) - ) (FJ,OOO‘) (61000) (6100[ )
* Integrated Rural Healih Support{GN) - - 0.1 - o to.2 6,000 0,2 10,5 6,000 0.2 10,5 6,008 g1 0.5
Healih {28 ,000) 10,000 (37 ,000) {37 000 ) (37,0
* Integrated Hural Heslth Support{GN} - O,L § 0.2 - |o.2 fou La,uodn , jo8 114,00080,4 |0.8 w00 4| 0.8
lalaria Contral {10} {28,000 | 0,1 {1 0,3 |10,000[0,2 |0.4 23,00000.3 |0.5 |23,000)0,2 |0.5 23,000 0,3} 0.5
S_Eigg.bsg'_ﬂe_yﬁ&mem_éﬂixii‘iga_ {2,000) - {3,000) 3,000 (3,00}
Application of Sei. & Tech to .
Rural Dev. (ASTRD) (o) | 2,000 0.2 | 9.2 - 0.2 |o.4 3,0000,4 [o.5 | 3,000 [0.4 |0.5 3,000 0.4 0.5
TOTAL PROGHAM FUNDING: 60,000 | 1.5 | 2.6 ]91,000 (3.5 [6.3 |181,000 5.7 |8.7 [06,000 j4.4 7.5 219,009 5,9| 8,7
* Only one Table IV-B prepared for both
PN/HE Appropriation Accounts, showinf
g,__‘ combined funding and workyears.

AlD 133011 (3~ 73)
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DECISION UNIT
TABLE HI - SUMMARY OF RESOURCES - BY ACTIVITY race 2 or 4
(FUNDING N ‘000' AND OPERATING EXFENSES-FUNDED PERSCNNEL 1IN WORKYEARS (XX, X)) 386 INDIA I —_—
BY: 1980
Pvi 1978 cev: 1979 M ARK MR ML T T exFAnSOR FROPOBED
ACTIVITY PERSD
FUNDING ::RSON::L FUNDING ::RSON::L FUNDING u:Enso'::fL FUNBING UPSEHSON::L FUNDING ::‘m"::h FUNDING oe Ra N::L
i-zigopal FProg LAng s
AID/W-funded Agri/Rural Dev.Activities] - 0.1 ] 0.3 - 0.2 0.4 0,5 1.0 0.5 }1.0 0.5 | 1.0
AIDMi-funded Pop,/Health Aetivities - 0.1 ] 0.4 - 0.1 |0.4 0.3 [0.6 0.3 106 0.3 0.6
Operational Program Granis:(OPGs) {930) (825) ( - ( -~ (360)
Coop.Oilseed Processing Mgt, 475 0.1 | 0.2 - 0.2 0.7 - 0.2 {0.6 - 0.z 0.6 - G, 2 0.6
Dev, (GLUSA/NCDC)
Coop.Vegoil Dev,Program (CLUSA/NDDBY 455 0.1] 0.1 - 0.2 ]o,6 - 0.2 0.5 - 0.2 [0.5 - P.z 0.5
International Year of the Child
(VolAgs Activities) - - - 225 - - - - - - - - - - -
Support for Coops.Development(CLUSAY - - - 200 10,1 {0.1 - - jo.1 - - loa - - 0.1
Kadana Area Coop.Development - - - 400 0.1 0.1 - 0.1 |0.1 - 0.1 [0.1 - 0.1 0,1
{CLUSA/RDDB)
Cooperative Commmications Project
(CLysa/NCyT) - - - - - - - - - - - - %0 |- 0.1
Women in Cooperatives (CLUSA/NCCF) - - - - - - - - - - - - 200 {- 0.1
Program Development & Support (PDS) {(107) {514} (316) {316) {36)
New Projects Dev,/Sector Analyses/ 107 - - 464 P9 8/ 1-1-“7/ 266, 1.0 -“-/J 1.08 26e .0 Q)L-O a/] 266 b.0 1.0 &/
Evaluations
Workshops/Seminars, Training - - - 50 - - 50) - - 50 - - 50 - -
a8/ Vorkyears are only for new Projects
sector analses. For individual prdjects,
see respective Tables IV-B,
h—._‘ [N ]
—— _ . SE I —

AN 0~ a1 (0 TG
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DECIS1ON UNIY
TABLE 1il - SUMMARY OF RESOURCES -~ BY ACTIVITY
{FUNDING IN ‘noo AND OPERATING EXPENSES-FUNDED PERSONNEL 1IN WORKYEARS (XX, X)) 386 INDIA FAGE -1— or 4
: _— BY: 1980
PY: 1978 evi o 1979 MARK M INEMLM : EXPANS FOR PROPOSED
AGTIVITY PERSONNEL PERSONNEL. T PERSONNEL PERSONNEL PERBONNEL PERSONNEL
FUNDING FUNDING FUNDING FUNDING FUNDING FUNDING
us FN us N us FN us N us FH us FN

Special F rency Appropriation {(13,650 ( - ) 20,000) 20,000) 20,005)
(SFCA) b [ |

St.John's Modieal College & 13,6500 - o7 - ~ 0.6 - - 0.6 - - 0.6 - - 0.6

Hoyspital (o)

[rivate Inst.furel Healih Support(GN) - 0.1 [2.3 - 0.2 | 0,620,000 ] 0,5 1.1 ]|20,000) 0.5 1.1 20,000 0.5 1.1
PL 480 TITLE I {27 800[0.1 0.1 {27,400)| 0.1 | 0.1 K27,200} 0.1 | 0.1 f22,850) 0.1} 0.1 {27,400] 0.1] 0.

{of which Title III) - - - - -
PL 480 TITLE II 112,277) {140,221) 161,806 135,224 {151,804

Voluntary Agencies' Programs 105,227 1.4 |7.4 119,071 2,0 | 7.0)135,368] 2,2} 7.2|108,78¢ 1.9 6.8 135,364 2.2 7.2

CLUSA Vegoil Dev. Program 7,050 0.4 1.0 21,15q 0.4 1,0) 26,438] 0.6 1,0 26,43% 0.6} 1,0 26,438 0.6 1.0
Housing Guaranties - - - - -
HON-PROGHAM ACTIVITIES

Policy Direction & Management 2.4 13.8 3.0 5.0 6.6 7.4 6,21 7.0 6. 7.2

Financial Management 1.0 8.0 2.0} 8.0 2,01 8,0 2.0| 8.0 2.0 B.0

Mission Support - 19.6 - 10,0 - 10.0 - 10,0 - 10.0
L/ Excludes SFUA costs of Third Country

Training in India in support of

USAID/Nepal; however, Tables IV-A an

IV-B are included in our submission sfnce

funds are allotted to India,

AID 1330 11 {3~ T73)
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DECISION UNIT
TABLE 1lIl - SUMMARY OF RESOURCES - BY ACTIVITY
(FUNDING N ‘ 0G0 AMD OPEHATING EXPENSES-FUNDED PERGONNEL IN WORKYEARS (XX, X))} 386 INDIA FAGE '5— oF —é—‘
. av: 1980
ey 1978 cv: 1973 ARK NI e T EXPANSION FROPOGED
ACTIVIT * ronpme LrErsesnee [ T eersounee [ 'Wﬂ;anisi&'rm_m—. ';:m:c_'?msmiaf FLHDING reasonner | T rersonnEL
us FN us FN us FN us FN us FN us N
Hop-Progzram Activities {contd,)
IDIs - - 2.0 - 2.0 - 2.0 - 2.0 -
Other (Attorney) - |2.0 - 2,0 - 2.0 - |=2.0 - 2.0
Non-Mission Specific Personnel -
Auditor-General - 3.0 - 3.0 - 3.0 - 3.0 - 3.0
Third Country Training - 2,0 - 2.0 - 2.0 - 2,0 - 2.0
OPERATING EXPENSES
Personnel P40 1,283 1,576 1,441 1,576
Housing 152 282 n7 260 317
Ofrfice Operations 257 430 Lbd, 439 La4
Total {0.E.) : h,149 1,995 2,337 2,140 I 2,337
T W 7.3 |41.5 17.0 §49.0 22.0] 55.0 20,0 | 53,0 ! 2.0 155.0
i
|
|
|
(F7]
CELY e g e Wi} -




INDIA: FY 80 ABS

TABLE IV-A

ACTIVITY DATA -- NARRATIVE

Project or Activity Title: FOODGRAIN STORAGE (LN)

#386-0454 -

BY Obligations: $38, 000, 000

Decision Package: "Proposed'

Budget Year: FY 1980

1. Purpose: To enable the Food Corporation of
India to efficiently store and manage food-
grain buffer stocks, which supply the public
distribution system and ensure foodgrain
availability at stable prices to low income
consumers, through provision of 700, 000 tons
of additional storage capacity.

2. Background: The GOI has adopted a policy of
holding foodgrain buffer stocks of 10-12 millien
tons to mitigate wide fluctuations in consumer
and producer prices, and availabilities from
year to year. Indian agriculture is stiil
larg ely dependent on the uncertain monsoon
rains, and periodic monsoon failures can
cause severe dislocations in the economy and
hardship to much of the population, particular-
ly the poor majority. Past reliance on

imports alone to bridge the gap in food supply
following poor crop years has proved hazardous,
and will be even more so in the future,

The Food Corporation of India (FCI), which is

the primary GOI agency concerned, has embarked
on a major program to increase the volume and
improve the quality of its foodgrain storage facili-
ties, which supply the public distribution system,
at the rate of one million tons annually in the next
five years, FCI price support procurement during
the past two excellent crop years has already built
up government foodgrain stacks to about 20 million
tons including the buffer stock, but much before
adequate long-term storage facilities could be
constructed. The current year (1977-78) produc-
tion estimates of 125 million tons -- an all time
high -- would place an even greater burden on



Table IV-A (contd, )
Foodgrain Storage {LIN)

FCI's present storage facilities which are in-
‘adequate, particularly for long term storage.
The GOI's sixth five year plan targets produc-
tion of 140 million tons of foodgrains.

The GOI priority for building adequate food-
grain storage facilities is indicated by the
financial support provided FCI to add 900, 000
MT of conventional storage on an urgent basis
this year, and planned contributions to a
recently negotiated IDA project of over $100
million. In relation to assistance strategy,
the U.S. has a long term interest in helping
India overcome its massive problem of food/
population balance. India is such a large
part of the world food problem that the success
of the buffer stock and public distribution
system, supported by modern storage facili-
ties, is of major importance to the U.S.
commitment to world food security.

3. Project Description: This project is a follow-
on from the IDA -financed construction, and
will provide FCI with an additional 700,000
tons of bulk grain storage facilities at a total
estimated cost of $70 million. This would
make possible holding 2 9-10 million ton
buffer stock under acceptable standards.

Facilities would consist primarily of five flat
bulk and silo complexes each providing

140, 000 MT of long term storage capacity
distributed as follows: 100,000 MT flat bulk,
25,000 MT silo, and 15, 000 MT conventional
godown capacity for bagged grain to permit
minor issuances. The project would also
provide for training ($0.5 million), and
engineering services and consultancy ($5.8
million). Project construction would begin
in late 1980, peak in 1982 as the IDA project
phases out, and be completed in 1983,

The foreign exchange component of the project
is estimated at 10%. A.I D, will finance 100%
of the foreign exchange costs, estimated at

$7.0 million, and 50% of the local costs of

constructing and equipping the 700,000 tons of
additional storage, estimated at $31.0 million
- - total of $38 million in a Development Loan,

or about 55% of total project cost.

India's overall storage capacity requirement

by 1981 is estimated at about 22-23 million tonsa.
FCIts own facilities, and those of the Central
Warehousing Corporation and State Governments
have a total capacity of 10, 6 million tons.
Construction facilities financed under the IDA’



Table IV-A (contd.)

Foodgrain Storage (LN)

loan of $213, 5 million would provide 3,5 million
tons of additional capacity of various types
during 1977-1981l. Privately rented covered
facilities and temporary storage of acceptable
standards would provide for 5.0 million tons.
Without the AID project, a storage gap of about
3.4 million tons would remain, however,

particularly in bulk storage facilities appropriate

for long-term buffer stocks. A storage gap of
3.5 million tons means that only 8.5 million tons
of buffer stock could be held under reasonable
adequate conditions. The additional storage
proposed under this project would add signifi-
cantly to the latter figure and raise buffer stock
capability to about 9.2 million tons. Canada is
considering a similar project for 500,000 tons
of storage, which would bring the total close to
the requirement.

. Beneficiaries: The beneficiaries of the project
derive from the basic institutional purposes of
FCI: (a) to ensure foodgrain availability at
stable and reasonable prices to consumers,
particularly low income consumers, and

(b) to ensure reasonable prices to producers to
maintain incentives for increased production,
FCI price-support procurement in recent years
has averaged one-third of the domestic market-
able surplus of foodgrains offered by producers.

Thus the value of small farmer production
is also protected. -

The major equity effect of the ¥CI program,
and hence of this project which supports it,
lies on food distribution side. The public
distribution system operates through a net-
work of 240,000 licensed Fair Price Shops
operated by small retail traders or con-
sumer cooperatives, serving areas inhabited
by three~fourths of India's population, The
shops are frequented primarily by low income
and poor consumers since their controlled
(fixed) prices are lower than the open market,
although the quality and variety of grains is
rot as high. The bulk of public distribution
is made in the poorer sections of cities and
towns, including small towns in rural areas.

Budget Year Program: A.IL D. would provide

a loan of $38 million to finance its share of
project costs for constructing five flat bulk
and silo complexes totalling 700, 000 MT of
additional storage capacity over a three year
period between 1980-83. The breakdown of
the A.I.D. financed inputs is as follows

(in million dollars):



Table IV-A (contd, )
Foodgrain Storage (LN)

Local
] Cost
1, Construction: 18.0
2. Equipment and
Installations: 10,4
3. Engg.Services

& Consultancy: 2.5
4, Training: 0.1
Total: 31.0

Total

Cost Cost
- 18.0
6.5 16.9
0.2 2.7
0.3 0.4
7.0 38.0

GOI would contribute an amount equal to
A.1.D.'s share for local costs of the project.

Since the construction would start in late 1980

no significant results are expected during

the budget year.

6. Major Outputs: Construction of five flat bulk
and silo storage complexes, totalling about

700, 000 tons of additional capacity, primarily

in food deficit areas,
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ACTIVITY TITLE

DECISION UNIT

DECISION PAGKAGE

BUDGET YEAR

TABLE IVB FOODGRAIN STORAGE (LN) 386 INDIA PROPOSED FY 1980
[TNTTIAL OBLIGATION |(FINAL OBLIGATION TOTAL COST
ACTIVITY BUDGET FY 1980 FY 1980 $38, 000, 000
PROJECT NUMBER APPROPRIATION DATE PP/REVISION [DATE LABT PAR DATE NEXT PAR
386-0454 (013) FN
) ESTIMATED U, S, DOLLAR COST (§ 000)
PYY 19 78 cv} 19 79 BY? 19 80
ACTIVITY INPUTS _ _ _ FUND ING ~ — “FUNDING ) _ _
SR¥ion |STRime [TIRE | BEEPSS  [2%ie. [SNRIAY LIRET|  pemide) SRk, | SRS [DIRE
AlD=FIRARCED ToTAat- 1 . - FY80-83 [38,00q 400 | 37,600
Construction FYg81-83 18,00 - 18,000
Equipment & Installation FY81-83 16,900 - 16, 900
Engg.Services & Consultancy FY80-83 2,700] 300 2,400
Training FY80-82 400] 100 300
Project Development (PDS) FYS80 : (10)3'.‘_/
"HC AND OTHER DONOR TOTAL- B HawlE] CiFE oF PrROJECT,
GOl - - i 32, 000
Land & Construction :- 18, 000 pgityife ﬁf:-;
Equipment & Installation itk 0, 800 RaGERhiRTHE
i T & RO PR, i 5 e i
Eng.g.-Serv1ces & Consultandy gLk 3, 100 ':‘;i‘”’t"":ﬁﬁ Al ioh
Training 1t a7 fhech ik 1003 ! :
e . SIprEi) ! Ly Ly iy “
PERSONNEL WORKYEARS (XX, x) PERSONNEL PARTICIPANTS PROGRAMMED FOOTNOTES
- - FISCAL YEAR INTENSITY TYPE AsNONCONTRACHT FISCAL YEAR E/ Non-add; see PDS
UNDIN B =CONTRACT 1978 113 79 [ 19 80 Summary Table,
1978 15 79 |19 80 | 1081 | 4o 82[pEvond[ ] icu P e b/ Loan-financed parti-
AGCOUNT 0.1 0.1 [ ] meoium A SHORT - TERM cipants for 3 months
Tov (WEE—) {0.1) {0. 1) TYPE | LONG— TERM N each.
BaTiRG( 0.2 0,91 2.242.2 | 2.2 [ row B SHORT- TERM - = e B/

AlLD 1330—8 (3— 78)

*In FY80, 2.0 workyears are estimated in the '"Minimum' package.



INDIA: FY 80 ABS

Project or Activity Title:

By Obligation:

TABLE IV-A

ACTIVITY DATA -- NARRATIVE

# 386-0462

$40,000, 000

RURAL ELECTRIFICATION (LN)

Decigion Package: '"Mark' and

"Proposed"

Budget Year: FY 1980

1-

Purpoge: To extend rural electrification
at reasonable rates to backward areas,
primarily to energize pumps for increas-
ing small farm agricultural production and
to develop rural industry,

Background: Within the overall Government
of India (GOl) strategy to focus resources
in rural areas, emphasis is to be given to
programs which intensify agricultural produc-
tion and develop small rural industries.
Provision of power to the rural areas is a
major mechanism to assist in implementing
this strategy. Power in rural India is used
primarily for irrigation pumps, which now
number over three million, and for rural
industry. Increased agricultural production
through irrigation is considered to be of the

highest priority in the U.,S., assistance strategy

for India. The GOI has targeted 9 million

LY

hectares for groundwater irrigation in the
Sixth Plan period. Energization of pumpsets
is a critical component in meeting this
target.

Project Description: The GOI established
the Rural Electrification Corporation(REC)
in 1969 as an autonomous body to accelerate
rural electrification and reduce regional dis-
parities in availability of electric service.
REC finances electrification of subprojects
submitted by State Electricity Boards (SEBs)
after careful review of technical standards,
economic and financial viability, and analysis
of socio-economic indicators. An area
development approach is employed to maxi-
mize project impact. The projects submit-
ted by the SEBs are classified under certain
categories. for financing purposes. Catego-
ries are determined by the comparative

17



Table IV-A (contd.)
Rural Electrification (LN)

state of development of a proposed scheme,
taking into account various socio-economic
indicators related to income, cropping
patterns, size of holdings, etc., The designa-
tion of a particular category determines the
lending terms from REC to the SEB for the

- scheme presented for financing with the
poorer and more backward areas receiving
softer terms, The actual project design
work, construction and supervision are
‘carried out by the SEBs, Assistance is
provided by REC where necessary. The
REC has already issued a large number of
specifications and construction standards,
covering the major items of materials
required for rural electrification works, and
also the important construction practices in
regard to the construction of distribution
lines and substations,

The major issues to be addressed during
project development are: (1) To what extent
can the poorest segments of the society with.
in a scheme afford and benefit from electri-
fication? Since the emphasis on the program
is on pumpset energization,
credit availability to the poorer farmer to
purchase pumpsets is a critical element in
addressing this issue. (2) Given the extended

the economics and

payoff period for the various categories of REC
financed schemes and the desire to allocate
substantial funds to backward areas, can the
financial viability of REC and the various SEBs
be preserved? (3) Whether there is sufficient
generating capacity to support expanded rural
electrification where planned?

Beneficiaries: REC has conducted evaluative

studies of backward area subprojects after

completion, similar to those contemplated for
financing under this project, and confirm that
small farmers are the primary beneficiaries,

Current Year Program: 100 rural electrifica-
tion schemes to be complefted which will encom-
pass the energizaticn of approximately 80, 000
pumpsets in addition to household and small
industry connections, '

Budget Year Program: 150 rural electrification

schemes to be completed which will encompass

the energization of approximately 120,000 pump-
sets in addition to household and small industry
connections. :

Major OQutputs: 450 rural electrification schemes
to be completed which will encompass the ener-
gization of approximately 350,000 pumpsets in
addition to household and small industry
connections,

cT
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ACTIVITY TITLE DECIBION UNIT  |DECISION PACKAGE |BUDGET YEAR e
TABLE IVB . | 386  INDIA MARK FY 1980
ACTIVITY BUDGET |RURAL ELECTRIFICATIO [TNITTAL OBLIGATION |FINAL OBLIGATION  |TOTAL COST
DATA - N (LO) FY 1979 FY 1980 $98, 000, 000
_ PROJECT NUMBER APPROPRIATION DATE PP/REVISION |DATE LAST PAR |DATE NEXT PAR
386-0462 (062) FN _ _ 3/80
. ESTIMATED U, S, DOLLAR COST (§ 000)
PY} 19 78 ev: 1849 BY* 19 30
ACTIVITY INPUTS _ s _ FUNDING — _ FUND ING _ - _
Sokion |Srmm |TIRET | FERPEE  [o2vic. |SREM DiRET|  WEeion [esHis. |SRRmc|LiRE
AID- FINANCED
AlD= FINANGE - ToTA FY79-81 [58,000 [15,000 43,000 | FY80-82 [0,000 B1,500 | 51, 500
Equipment 34,800 | 9,000)25800 724,000 §8 900 | 30,900
Construction & Supervision 3,200 {6, 000§17,200 6,000 32,600 | 20, 600
Project Development (PDS) (30)* T (10)* -
Evaluation (PDS) - _ - (10)*
HC AND DTHéR DONOR TOTAL~ = Hh 1.IFE OF PROJEC
it TR ot ER A e1 42, 000 o 352, 000 _
HC (Equipment & construction) ik KISt i 142,000 J“"j 1 il il 222,000 G eh i v o
i REELAL N BEEE ) eipyd i -$i A L R
b A i [ERIE b H] LE ey I e 3 151 H e
il [T i e I T RN A Ghtstsan ey
IDA. ( 1t | 11 " ) % : - -E;Eési?...... . - Eﬁj*}f;’;;‘"; S;E‘-ﬂ ;‘:": ;.“_E‘;’ 1:‘. X ;E-j;: 13 O,an ?- b o:: > ‘b' .
FPERSONNEL WORKYEARS (XX, X) - PERSONNEL PARTICIPANTS PROGRAMMED FOOTHOTES
- FISCAL YEAR : INTENSITY TYPE A=-NONCONTRAGCT FISCAL YEAR #*Non-add; see PDS
Rene B=CONTRACT 19 19 19 Summary Table
1978 {19 79 f19 80 | 1981 |19 B2 EWNED HIGH TYPE | LONG— TERM :
“PROGRAR y @In FY80,1,6 WYrs.are
ACCOUNT 0.41 0.110.1 (] meotum - SHORT - TERM estimated in the
oY GAps ) | (0. 1)} (0. 1)]{(0. 1) TYPE | LONG~- TERM "Minimum' package
Expenses| 0.6 | 1.2 {1.8@ 1.8 | 1.8 (X row 8 SHORT— TERM i ! P g

AlD 1330—8 (3-— 78)



ACTIVITY TITLE DECISION UNIT DECISION PACRAGE |BUDGET YEAR
TABLE IVB GUJARAT MEDIUM IRRIGATION (LO) 386 INDIA N/A FY 1980
TNITIAL OBLIGATION |FINAL OBLIGATION TOTAL COST
ACTIVITY BUDGET FY 1978 FY 1978 $30, 000, 000
DATA PROJECT NUMBER APPROPRIATION DATE PP/REVISION DATE LAST PAN DATE NEXT PAR
386-0464 (064) FN 1/80
] ESTIMATED U, S, DOLLAR COST (§ 000)
- Pvy 1878 cvys 19 79 _Bvt 880 .
CTIVITY INPUTS _ _ _ F _ - FUNDING - Z —
e S2ion |SXmsNciDinE- | BERPSE  [oRtlo. [SKRSRd BIRET|  RENSE (22w |SHRSNE|DIRE
AlD— FINANCED TOTAL~ 30,000 - Bo,0oo - 6, 000[24,000 - 6,000] 18,000
Construction 30,000 -  PBo,000 . = 16,000{24,00 - 6,000 18,000
(10)*

Evaluation (PDS)

1.IFE OF PROJECH

HC AND OTHER DONDR TOTAL~ e
= »
IDA (Construction i
3 3 S ¥
(Stream gauging Equipment 1,000
i
. i v
HC Construction gg;‘: +i1100 , 000
L
PERSONNEL WORKYEARS (XX, X) PERSONNEL PARTICIPANTS FROGRAMMED FOOTNOTES
FiSCAL YEAR INTENSITY TYPE Az-NONCONTRAGH FISCAL YEAR *Non-add; see PDS '
roeie L:-:vonulj HIGH SIOONTRAST e 12 2 Summary Table |
1978 1279 |1280 | e Bl |82 | TvPE | LONG- TERM
AI c”c:os._,”ﬁ?r" - - 0.1 D MEDIUM A SHORT — TERM
oy Gen ) (0. 2)] - (0. 1) : TYPE | LOMG- TERM
shuers| 0.811.1 1.011.0 11.0 @ Low 8 SHORT— TERM

AlD 1330- 8 (3— 78)
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INDIA: FY 80 ABS /

Project or Activity Title:

BY Obligations:

TABLE IV-A

ACTIVITY DATA --

NARRATIVE

# 386-0466
$52, 000, 000

AGRICULTURAL DEVELOPMENT CREDIT (LO)

Decision Package:'"Minimum"

Budget Year: FY 1980

1.

2.

Purpose:

To increase agricultural producti-
vity and income for participating farmers,
especially small and marginal farmers;
increased employment for marginal farmers/
landless laborers.

Background: Inadequate personal financial

resources and lack of available institutional
credit for farr improvement has been a
constraint to small farmers' utilization of
improved seeds and other agricultural inputs
required for increased agricultural production.
Over two-thirds of all farms in India are less
than five acres in size; the average size of a
farm is 1.33 acres, Although high yielding
varieties of rice and wheat are available,
overall per acre yields remain nearly 50
percent below those of some other countries
where modern intensive agricultural practices
are used, Assured water supply is a major
constraint to further adoption of improved
varieties, and GOL agricultural planning

centers on‘expa:nding irrigation -- 40 percent of

the expansion through facilitating private utiliza -

tion of groundwater. More generally, the
Government of India has placed the highest prio-.
rity on increasing agricultural productivity and
a.griculture-related employment, particularly that
of small and marginal farmers and agricultural
labor. Forty percent of all available government
resources in the Sixth Five Year Plan have been
allocated to the farm sector compared to 30 per-
cent in previous plans. Also, the Reserve Bank
of India has advised the commercial banking
institutions that loans to the priority sectors,
including agriculture, ghould reach a level of not
legss than one-third of their outstanding credit by
March 1979, and that at least 60% of their depo-
sits mobilized in rural areas should be available
for productive agricultural development in those
areas. One major mechaniam to mobilize gredit
for the rural sector is-the GOl's increased

'support to the Agricultural Refinance Develop-

ment Corporation (ARDC), an affiliate of the



Table IV-A (contd.)}

Agricultural Development Credit (LO)

Reserve Bank of India, which rediscounts agri-
cultural loans for lending institutions such as
cooperativés and commercial banks, Small
and marginal farmers are major beneficiaries
of this program since ARDC channels a major
portion of its refinancing to schemes encom-
passing these farmers, and plays an active
role in developing/approving such schemes,
The program fits squarely with the U,S. strategy
to support development in rural areas through
projects aimed at increasing agricultural
productivity and rural employment of a group
targeted both by AID and the GOI as prime
beneficiaries,

Project Description: The project will finance
medium and long term credit for capital
improvements, primarily small-scale irrigation
such as dugwells, pumpsets, shallow and deep
tubewells, and electrical connections for energiz-
ing pumpsets, to permit farmers to intensify
production and realize increased output and net
income, Double cropping, use of high yielding
varieties and drought protection for rainfed crops
should result from the irrigation facilities,
Related land development and diversified lending
for tree crops, livestock and fisheries develop-
ment will also be financed., The proposed AID
loan will be made to the GOLI for relending to
ARDC as a general line of credit to finance

9T

minor irrigation, land development and selected
diversified schemes. ARDC would in turn
provide refinancing for selected institutions
located throughout India which have been
approved by the GOI on the recommendation of
the Reserve Bank of India, The refinancing

is primarily for agricultural development
schemes which cannot be fully financed by lend-
ing institutions either due to limited resources
or because the project terms are more liberal
than their customary terms, i.e, lower down-
payments, relaxed collateral requirements and
longer repayment periods for small and margi~
nal farmers, Approximately 54% of ARDC re-
financing for fiscal year 1977 was to small
farmers, This percentage is planned to be
increased to 70% by 1983,

Beneficiaries: The main target for AID
assistance through credit would be individual
and groups of small farmers who have not had
access to institutional credit for on-farm
improvements to increase their production.
Small farmers are defined by ARDC as those
having predevelopment net farm incomes of
less than $250 per family (based on 1972
Prices), about $50 per capita. Marginal far-
mers and landless laborers, who would have
limnited capacity to borrow, would benefit from
increased employment opportunities (both during




Table IV-A (contd.)
Agricultural Development Credit (LO)

project construction and as a result of more- ' AID Portion Total Project
intensive farming) and from the opportunity to
purchase water from borrowing farmers. Number of borrowing - 127,000 927, 000
: : households

5, Current Year Program: During current year, Number of people in - 635,000 4,635,000
the AID funds matched by GOl funds (on the borrowing households
basis of AID 55%, GOI 45%) will provide Hectares irrigated - 204,000 1,503,000
medium/long term financing through the ARDC  Milk cows acquired - 48,000 153, 000
for about 27,000 farm families for purchasing
primarily groundwater irrigation facilities and The project is expected to increase agricultural
milk cows. As a result, some 44,000 hectares Production, foodgrains, vegetables, dairy products,
of land will be brought under irrigation and etc., as a consequence of increased cropping
11,000 milk cows acquired by rural families. intensities, yields and the proportion of high value

, crops grown, The total value of these products
6. Budget Year Program: During the budget year for the total project is estimated to be in the
approximately 73,000 rural families will receive range of $600 million annually based on constant
AID/GOL financing resulting in irrigation of an prices for both the inputs to the project and out-
additional 117,000 hectares of land and acquisi- puts. The project will also result in increased
tion of 28,000 milk cows by rural families, employment at the farm level during (a) the
construction /installation period of the irrigation
7. Major Qutputs: The major outputs during the  and land improvement facifities, and (b) annually
life of the project, for the AID/GOIL portion and during operation/utilization of the facilities
for the total project including the contributions financed by the project. The latier is estimated
by IDA, GOI and other donors is as follows: at 425 million work-days.

T
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ACTIVITY TITLE DEGISION UNIT DECGISION PACKAGE |BUDGET YEAR
TABLE IVB 386 INDIA MINIMUM FY 1980
ACT|VITY BUDGET AGRICULTURA'L DEVELOPMENT INITIAL OBLIGATION FINAL OBLIGATION TOTAL COST
A CREDIT (LN) FY 1979 FY 1980 $75, 000, 000
PROJECT NUMBER APPROPRIATION DATE PP/REVISION DATE LAST BAR DATE NEXT BAR
386-0466 (044) FN 3/80
] ESTIMATED U, S, DOLLAR COST (§ 000)
Pyy 19 78 ev: 18 {9 BY? 12 B0
ACTIVITY INPUTS oLl = | EXPEN—| PIPE- EUNDING oBLi- [expend PIPE~ f,'{:’;agga oBLI- |EXPEN-{BIPE-
GATION | DITURE | LINE P 20) GATION IDITUR LINE GERIOD,  |eaTion |BITURE |LINE
AlD- FINANGED
0= FINANCED ToTAL" FY79-80 23,000 }5,0008,000 | F¥80-81 2,000 0,000 | 20,000
Financing of Credit [FY79-80 [R3,000 }5,000|8000 | FY80-81 [2,000 '40,000 20,000
Project Development (PDS) (23)*
Evaluation (PDS) (30)*
HC AND OTHER DONOR ToTAL- | ﬁ i TS B TER HLIFE OF PROJEC
Giir3417,000 3 T ¥ 887,000 :
HC 5 647,000 prit R
IDA 210,000 BtefERE:
CIDA iie e 30,01) i gﬁ“i} H:‘-":..:";i;n
PARTICIPANTS PROGRAMMED FOOTNOTES

PERSONNEL WORKYEARS (X

FISCAL YEAR

*Non-add: see PDS

FUNDING FISCAL YEAR INTENSITY TYPE A:=NONCONTRAC
B =CONTRACT 19 9 19 Sumr Ta.ble.
1078 |19 79 |19 80 | 19 81 [ 19 g2 pEvord[] wien T¥PE | Lono— TERM 4
Eéﬁ{}? 0.2 0.3 0.4 || ] ™meoium | a SHORT — TERM
oy g 2 k0. 2) | (0. 1) (0.2 TYPE | LONG- TERM
expenses| 0, 6 1.2 1.6 11.6 1.6 g Low B SHORT— TERM o

AID 1330—3 (3— 78)



INDIA: FY 80 ABS

TABLE IV-A

ACTIVITY DATA -- NARRATIVE

Project or Activity Title: RAJASTHAN MEDIUM IRRIGATION (LN) Decision Package: "Mark" and
# 386-0467 v “"Proposed"
$35,000, 000 Budget Year: FY 1980

By Obligations:

1.

~ use of available surface water.

Purpose: To increase small farmer food
production in Rajasthan and decrease the
risk of drought to the producer.

Background: Rajasthan may be characte-
rized as highly susceptible to drought with

'a great scarcity of rainfall in predominant

areas of the State. The preservation and
careful use of water is among the highest
priority within the State Government. Ground-
water development has been very intensive

with over 75% exploited. No encouragement

is given to further groundwater exploitation.
Thus the State is now focusing on major and
medium irrigation projects to maximize the
Great strides
have been made in the State in surface irriga-
tion with the principal project, the Rajasthan
Canal (scheduled to be completed in 1984),
intending to irrigate over four million hectares.
Increased attention is now being given to medium

irrigation to capture the potential benefits of
smaller rivers and catchments which would
permit irrigation of areas ranging from 2,000
to 12,000 hectares. The emphasis in the
State of Rajasthan on irrigation is consistent
with the Government of India's highest prio-
rity to substantially increase irrigated agri-
culture in the Sixth Plan period and with the
U.S. strategy for priority support of the
irrigation sector,

Project Description: The project will

. consist of construction of new medium

irrigation projects (MIPs) and possible
modernization of existing projects.

Projects will be prepared by the Irrigation
Department of the State of Rajasthan, includ-
ing full technical and economic feasibility
analysis and agro-economic surveys. Propo-
sals willi be submitted to the Gentral Water
Commission (CWC) which is the highest

61



Table IV-A (contd,)

Rajasthan Medium Irrigation (LN)

technical authority for water resource develop-
ment in India. The CWC prepares guidelines
for the design and construction of irrigation
projects and is responsible for technical review
of all major and medium projects before they
_are submitted for approval by the Planning
Commission. Projects meeting a minimum
economic criteria (presently established by the
CWC as a 1.5 to 1 benefit/cost ratio at 10%
interest) would be eligible for financing. AID
would contribute financing over a five year time
period to such subprojects approved by CWC
and AID that meet a pre-established criteria,
The predominant number of MIPs proposed for
the next five year period are in the south and
east part of the State which tend towards
smaller farm sizes because of the generally
hillier topography., It is currently contem-
plated that a key component of the project
would be the lining of watercourses down to a
level of between five and eight hectares, Under
previously built projects servicing 40 hectare
public outlets, it has been difficult to organize
the 10 to 20 farmers inhabiting the area to
design, build and manage watercourses for. the
individual farms. This has resulted in ineffi-
cient use of water plus great unreliability at
the tail end. Lined watercourses at the five

to eight hectare level should not only enhance
the preservation of water, but also provide
a reliable source to the individual farmer.
It is believed that with an assured water
water supply, farmers will be greater risk
takers, i.e. invest in agricultural inputs
necessary to increase productivity and maxi-
mize the benefits of irrigation. Major
issues to be examined during project prepa-
ration are: (1) the specific distribution of
farm sizes and equity impact of the develop-
ment of these MIPs; (2) the economics of
lining watercourses down to a five to eight
hectare level; (3) the availal:;ility of support-
ing agricultural services to permit the
maximum benefits from the development of
newly irrigated areas.

Beneficiaries: DBeneficiaries are expected
to be small farmers who constitute the
predominant type of farm holdings in the
areas expected to be affected by the propo-
sed program,

Budget Year Program: The commencement
of design, tenders and construction of
several MIiPs, No explicit number is
possible at this time since subprojects are
yet to be fully identified,




Table IV-A (contd.)
Rajasthan Medium Irr1gat10n (LN)

6., Major Qutputs: Construction of new MIPs
or modernization of existing MIPs* compris-
ing an area of approximately 40,000 hectares.
Agricultural plans for each MIP with agro-
and socio-economic data.

* Explicit figures are not currently available
since subproject selection will take place
during and after project preparation based
on established criteria,

T¢
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ACTIVITY TITLE DECISION UNIT DECISION PAGRAGE  |BUDGET YEAR
TABL.E IVB RAJASTHAN MEDIUM IRRIGATION(LN)| 386 INDIA MARK FY 1980
T AL OBLIGATION |FINAL OBLIGATION TOTAL COBT
ACT!;XEI'YABUDGE ' FY 1980 FY 1980 $35, 000, 000
PROJECT NUMBER APPROPRIATION DATE PP/REVISION DATE LAST PAR DATE NEXT PAR
386-0467 {064) FN
. ESTIMATED U, S, DOLLAR COST (§ 000)
Pvyy 1978 ey 19f9 BY? 19 30 -
ACTIVITY INPUTS  ° Z - — FUN n - FUND NG — - -
SATION | DITURE | LINE '(’FF:_F‘.!-I’.NS? GaTion |5ITURE LINE ("F';-'-!':Eifl’_g) SATION |BITURE |LINE
AlD— FINANCED TOTAL~
FY1980-85|35000}5,000} 30,000
Construction FY1980-85 B5,000 | 5,000 30,000
Project Development (PDS) (36)%

*Non-add; see PDS
Summary Table.

——— - = I I .
HC AND OTHER DONOR TOTAL— AT TS ;.%:1"' T
" ‘#}m . =l 30,000 2/ v{'i"
T Pgeiiresy = R Gt g
A iz sl 20, 0 oOpiREEE LRI G
_ ety srhiis it e EES BRI
Construction ﬁ‘-.ift ; #ifvil 30, OO0k t yi
SICe T g B 1]
it H S : ¢ i i
e e ¥
il RAREIE S SEBIGIH Bnsh) b
PERSOMNEL WORKYEARS (XX, X) - PERSONNEL PARTICIPANTS PROGRAMMED FOOTNOTES
FUNDING FISCal YEAR INTENSITY TYPE AzNONCONTRACY  FISCAL YEAR a/ The exact size of the
LE:YONI:D . B =CONTRACT 19 19 19 overall five-year pro-
1978 |12 79 |19 80 | 1281 {1982 °° niew TYPE | LONG- TERM -
8 : gram depends on the
ACCOUNT .~ 0.4 0.1 [ mEDIUM A SHORT - TERM State budget resources
Toy GZep ) [(0,1) (0. 1) 0.1} TYPE | LONG- TERM .
= - ~—tand hasn't been
penses] 0.2 11.8 2.3 12.3]12.3 [] vow B | suorT— TERM deter?nined.ee finally
AlD 1330-8 (3— 78) .




INDIA: FY 80 ABS

Project or Activity Title: AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH AND

BY Obligations:

TABLE IV-A

ACTIVITY DATA -- NARRATIVE

EDUCATION (GN)
# 386-0470

$8, 000, 000

Decision Package: ''Minimum"

Budget Year: FY 1980

1. Purpose:

The purpose of the project is to
expand the technical research and education
capacity of Indian Agricultural Universities .
and Research Institutes - including the identi-
fication of critical constraints to agricultural
development that are researchable; and the
development of operationally useful solutions
to the problems/constraints that can be con-
veyed in a meaningful way to small farmers,

The GOI has placed highest priority on agri-
cultural development in the 6th Five Year Flan.
There are vexing and intractable problems in
particular high priority areas of Indian agri-
culture that are major impediments to increased
unit productivity of Indian agriculture that is
essential to meet production and nutrition goals,
The U.S, country development strategy recognizes
the necessity of removing these constraints

and the relative comparative advantage of the
U,.S. in providing the necessary assistance
due to the advanced agricultural technology
involved,

Project Description: The problem is to cope
with particular high priority research prolem

" areas constraining Indian agricultural develop-

ment, The U.S, will assist Indian scientists
in problem identification and definition and its
resolution through collaborative technical assis-
tance by U.S. scientists, advanced training of
Indian scientists in the U.S., provision of
necessary equipment and materials, local
training activities, and intensification of
research support,

This project is expected to deal with a dozen
or so critical problems, leaving behind in each

0o
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Table IV-A (contd,)

Agricultural Research and Education (GN)

instance enhanced Indian professional and
institutional capacity to solve the serious
constraints- to Indian agricultural develop-
ment. '

The project will be managed by the Indian
Council of Agricultural Research {ICAR).
Participating entities will be selected
Research Institutes of ICAR and those Agri-
cultural Universities appropriate to deal with
the particular research problems identified.

Developing an adequate implementation mechanism
from the U,S, side may be an issue. The
project will call for heavy involvement of U,S,
university agricultural scientists and their home
institutions. The large numbers of U,S, techni--
cians to be supplied and the large number of
Indians to be trained in the U,S. will require

an implementation entity (perhaps a lead Univer-
sity} prepared to cope with a substantial

logistics task,

Beneficiaries: Target groups cannot be identi-

fied until the design stage of the project identi-
fies the particular problem areas to be
researched. Emphasis on the poor majority
will be maintained through selection of research
activities having particular relevance to the poor

L )
e

majority. Since the expressed interest of
the GOl is in tackling specific developmental
constraints, some activities may be chosen
that do not impact directly on the poor majo-
rity., However, overall impact of the project
on the poor majority will be significant -
reflected in impact on both agricultural
producers through increased output and higher
incomes and consumers through higher quality,
lower priced agricultural commeodities,

Current Year Program: The current year
program is confined to development of the
project paper and design of the initial six
subprojects.,

Budget Year Program: Results expected
during the budget year are:

A, Design of six additional high priority
research activities (subprojects),

B. Initiation of six high priority research
subprojects designed in the Current Year.

(1) 18 U,S, scientists in and out of
country on medium term assignments,

{2} 20 Indian scientists selected and sent
for work/training in the U,S,



Table IV-A (contd,) _ '
Agricultural Research and Education (GN)

(3) Scientific equipment identified and
ordered.

(4) 80 Indian trainess identified and placed
for training in India.

(5) Budget support made available through
dollar conversion for six selected
regsearch activities,

7. Major Qutputsz Project outputs can only be
identified in the abstract until the specific
research activities have been designed. The
major ocutputs will be solution of particularly
vexing agricultural development problems;
enhanced capacity of Indian scientists and
institutions in problem solving research; and,
indirectly, increased agricultural production
and farmer incomes.

i
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ACTIVITY TITLE DECISION UNIT DECISION PACKAGE IsuUDGET YEAR
TABLE IVB AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH AND 386 . INDIA MINIMUM FY 1980
EDUCATION (GN INITIAL OBLIGATION |FINAL OBLIGATION TOTAL COST
ACTIVITY BUDGET (GN) FY 1980 FY 1984 $20, 000, 000
DATA A
PROJECT NUMBER APPROPRIATION DATE PP/REVISBION |DATE LAST PAR  |DATE NEXT PAR
386-0470 {080) FN 6/79 9/81
] ESTIMATED U, S, DOLLAR COST (§ 000) )
Pvy 1910 cvy 19 79 BY: 19 80
uT - — - F — - FUNDING — -
ACTIVITY INPUTS gsLl — | ExpEN-|PIPE ?EEE%? carion jotTurd Line (‘i%'f'fi’.g) ggﬁou DITURE |LINE
AlD— FINANCED TOTAL~
FY80-82 1]8,00013,415 )} 4,585
U.S. Scientists FYg0-82 1,080 360 720
Participant Training
- In U, S. " 810 270 540
- In India " 450 225 225
Equipment A " 1, 700 {1, 000 700
Research Support " 3,600,200 2,400
Project & Sub-project
Design (PDS) (25)* FY79 (200)%
@ Assumes 6 sub-projects witl three [year fqrward [funding, and desigh of additionpl sub-projgcts,
y : g g
HC AND DTH'ER DONOR TOTAL-— i : : 1 ?;:1‘?3 -IFE OF PROQJEC
15 100 ¥ ; 'i'iial'n_x‘:‘i‘th: 18, 000 .
HC estimated contribution i e ;3:} Lot
including 1980 costs of S, % :
initial six sub-projects 15 100 RACE=18,000 [
sl %%ﬁ - =
AL -.‘:_’ »:\‘%ﬁ H‘Lt?':i:r't- A
PERSONNEL WORKYEARS (XX, X) MED FOOTNOTES
FISCAL YEAR INTENSITY TYPE A=NOMCONTRACTY FISCAL YEAR o .
FUND ING L b - CONTRACT 576 Tve 79 [25 80 #*Non-add; see PDS
1978 {10 79 |10 80 1081 | 1982 pEvond[X nien g B p——— - - . Summary Table.
PROCRAM 0.3 2.0 [5.0 1 8.0 19.0 [[] mecium A SHORT - TERM
‘rov(%nm') 0. 0.2) - TYPE | LONG- TERM - - 15
Exoenis] 0.5 1.5 t2.1 (2.1 2.1 Q Low B SHORT- TERM -

AlD 1330-8 (3— 78)



INDIA: FY 80 ABS

Project Title:

BY Obligations:

TABLE IV-A

ACTIVITY DATA -- NARRATIVE

#386-0468

$20, 000, 000

INTEGRATED RURAL HEALTH SUPPORT (GN)

- " Minimum
Decision Package_: Mark and
Proposed

Budget Year: FY 1980

l-

Purpose: To expand basic referral facilities
and enlist Indian medical college participation
in extension programs in support of the integ-
rated Rural Health Program of the GOI.

Background: Over half the rural population of
India has remained without access to organized
medical services., As part of its new Minimum
Needs program, the GOI is now reorienting its
health sector efforts to provide inexpensive
health, family planning, MCH and nutrition
gservices to these rural areas through the use
of community-based health workers, para-
medical auxiliaries, and expanded rural

referral facilities. Under the GOI's long range

plan, some 580, 000 part-time community
health workers (one from every village) and

an equal numer of dais (traditional birth attendants)
are proposed to be recruited and trained, besides
retraining existing uni-purpose health workers to
Berve as multipurpose auxiliaries. The program
seeks to provide one part-time community health
wox‘-ker and one dai for every 1, 000 population and
one male and one female multipurpose worker for
every 5, 000 population by 1987/88. In addition,

the country's 106 medical colleges are to be
progressively involved in the program until each
medical college becomes responsible for the health
needs of at least one district.

A critical component of the Rural Health Program
is improving and strengthening rural referral
facilities. District hospitals are presently over-
crowded and often tbo distant to fulfill the

-2



Table IV-A {contd.)

Integrated Rural Health Support (GN)

referral functién. Therefore, besides expanding

and strengthening existing primary health centers

(PHCs), the Government proposes to upgrade one
out of every four PHCs in the country to a 30~bed

rural hospital, directly serving the expanded rural

health program, A total of 2,500 such hospitals
are planned to be constructed during the next
8 - 10 years. '

The GOI is giving high priority to the Rural
Health Program in the Sixth Plan (1978-83) for
which an allocation of $575 million is proposed.
Rural health, as part of agricultural and rural
development, is also an area of high priority for
AID.

Project Description: The project would support
the GOI's program of upgrading primary health
centers to 30-bed rural hospitals, as well as the
program of involving medical colleges in rural
health extension in their districts. The draft
Sixth Plan provides for constructing 400 PHC
hospitals, The project would support the cons-
truction of an additional 100 such hospitals
during the Plan period. These upgraded PHC
hospitals would serve as the chief referral
centers for the community health workers and
multipurpose workers whose credibility depends

Re

on the availability of such nearby centers for
cases that they cannot handle. Thus, these
small hospitals are an important link in the
referral system between the larger district
hospitals and the PHCs.

The upgraded PHC hospitals would provide com-
prehensive health and family planning services,
including post-partum and female sterilization
facilities which are now not available at this
level, The project should, therefore, contribute
significantly to the Government's family planning
efforts in the rural areas.

The project would also support the involvement of
medical colleges in rural health care, Each of
the country's 106 medical colleges would be given
responsibility for three PHCs every year until
each medical college becomes responsible for one
district. Thus modern and specialized services
will be brought within the reach of people living in
at least 106 districts out of a total of 345 districts
in the country within the next four to five years.

The project would support medical college programs

beyond what is currently budgeted by the GOI
and will supplement the assistance expected to be
provided by the British Government.



Table IV-A (contd.)
Integrated Rural Health Support (GN)

For maximum impact, AID grant funds would be
used to finance both activities in districts where
the community health worker and multipurpose
health worker schemes are in place, with back-
ward districts given preference.

Major issues to be addressed during project deve-

lopment are: (1) adequacy of training imparted to
community health workers and multipurpose
workers and their effectiveness in rural areas,

and (2) the GOl's ability to undertake the expanded

program, including staffing of the upgraded PHC
hospitals.

4. Beneficiaries: Beneficiaries would be the rural

poor; the program would be implemented in
rural areas exclusively. :

5. Budget Year Program: Completion of approxi-
mately 25 rural hospitals; medical college
extension programs active in 6 districts.

6. Major Outputs: 500 Rural Hospitals of which
100 would be constructed with AID Grant funds;
a fully operational medical college extension
program, of which approximately 25 would be
supported by the grant.
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ACTIVITY TITLE DEGISION UNIT DECISION BACRAGE |BUDGET VEAR
TABLE IVB INTEGRATED RURAL HEALTH 386 INDIA | MINIMUM FY 1980
ET |SUPPORT (GN TNITIALC OBLIGATION ]FINAL OBLIGATION TOTAL COST
ACTI;E.‘I.YABUDG S (GN) FY 1980 FY 1980 FSZO, 000, 000
PROJECT NUMBER APPROPRIATION DATE PP/REVISION DATE LAST PAl 'DATE NEXT PAR
386-0468 (510) HE /PN*
. ESTIMATED U, S, DOLLAR COST (§ 000)
pvy 1978 evy 1979 BY? 10 30
— _ _ — _ 3 TNG o - ;
AeTiviTY PUTE Oton [Sxmmnc[rime- | PERPSS (9%l [SrREM DinE| Femer [emtls. [SRRcninE
AlD— FINANCED TOTAL-—
FY80-82 J20,000)7,000 § 13,000
1. Rural Hospita] Construction - - - - - - - FY80-82 [13,000]5, 000 8, 000
2. Medical College Extension
Services - - - - - - - FY80~-82 | 7,000 ]2, 000 5, 000
Project Development (PDS) FY79 (30) @
HC AND OTHER DONOR  TOTAL~ LRI TRTTHEES TR LIFE OF PROJECT
Tl i E':,L 30 Y 603, 000
1. Host Country/State Govts, ; T = ) by gt
2- WHO }:‘?‘ff:" ; L6 aOOO ." "‘! "'::_'.p:h\-
3. U.K f :.;'E o H " o i ; '= {3 20,00 iy S
4. UNICEF . LA : 1 iy - Fross : Lot i { G F: : !' 6’00 By S Rt
PERSONNEL WORKYEARS {X . x) - PER‘SC‘)NN ElL. . 2 PAR‘T‘C'PANT’S PR GRA‘MMED FOOTNOTES .
FISCAL YEAR INTENSITY TYPE A-NONGONTRACY  FISCAL YEAR TDY's for Project
FUNDING L B=zCONTRACT [1g o o Development
1978 |19 79 |1980 | 1981 |10 g2 PEvong] e TYFE | Lone TERM *HE = $14, 000, 000
m¥ ~ 0.3 - 0.2 D MEDIUM A SHORT — TERM PN= $ 6,000, 000
oY e ) ] - (0. 1) (0. 2) TYPE | 1+ ONG— TERM @Non-add: see PDS
penses|{ 0.4 0.9 | L.9 |1.9 1.9 3 row B SHORT-— TERM - Summary q]f'a.b e.

AID 1330~ 38 {3— 78)



INDIA: FY 80 ABS

Project Title:

BY Obligations:

TABLE IV-A

'ACTIVITY DATA -- NARRATIVE

MALARIA CONTROL (LO)
#386-0455 '

$23, 000, 00

Budget Year:

Decision Package: Minimum, Mark and Proposed

FY 1980

1, Purpose: To arrest the spread - f malaria,

prevent malaria deaths, and bring the
disease under control,

Background: Malaria has been a major

public health problem in India for many years.
From a peak of 80-100 million cases and

1 million deaths annually prior to the 1950's,
the Government's anti-malaria program had
successfully brought down the incidence to
less than 100, 000 cases and no deaths by the
mid 1960's. As the threat from the disease
receded, however, the GOI, like many other
governments, reallocated its resources to
other apparently higher priority areas in the
health gector. As a resuli, and because of

a general upward epidemiological cycle in the
Asgian region as a whole, there has beena .
widespread resurgence of malaria in the country.
Incidence has reached epidemic proportions

in recent years. In 1977, 5.8 million cases
were reported officially, but the actual incidence
was probably twice this figure since many cases
go undetected and unreported. In addition, the
incidence of falciparum or cerebral malaria,
which is often fatal, has reached alarming
proportions in some parts of the country.

To combat the epidemic and bring the incidence

of malaria within a manageable level, the GOI
has, in cooperation with WHO, instituted a
modified plan of control, The plan is a multi-year

1€



Table IV-A (contd. )
Malaria Control (1.O}

effort with the immediate objective of reducing
the incidence to 2 cases per 1,000 population and
of controlling the spread of falciparum malaria.
‘The plan presents a three-pronged coordinated
effort for (1) Government operations such as
mass distribution of drugs to prevent fatalities,
intensified spraying, larviciding, drainage
programs, etc. (2) enlisting public support and
cooperation through the participation of village
and community-based organizations, and

(3) research and training. While India has the
technical capability to implement the modified
plan, the resource requirements of the program
are enormous, necessitating external support.

The GOI is giving high priority to malaria con-
trol and has more than doubled its budget for
the program during the last four to five years.
Currently, the malaria budget accounts for
over 60 per cent of the national health budget.
The program will continue as a high priority
program in the Sixth Plan (1978-83), The project
is consistent with U,S. country development
strategy which is concentrated on agriculture
and rural development, including health. The
malaria problem is particularly acute in the
rural areas where it is threatening agricul-
tural and other developmental efforts, The
project is also consistent with the recommenda-
tions of the Asia Bureau Malaria Strat egy Study

and is supportive of similar U.S.assistance
to several neighboring countries.

Progress to Date: An AID Project Develop-

ment Team has completed a review of the
GOI program and has recommended a multi-
vear program of assistance.

Beneficiaries: The incidence of malaria in
India is primarily rural in nature, although
incidence in certain urban areas has also
increased sharply. The major beneficiaries
of the project would be the poor, who have
limited means for private treatment., It is

not presently possible to estimate project cost
per family benefited.

Current Year Program: During FY 1979, AID
would provide $10 million to finance the import
of insecticides (malathion and DDT) required
by the program. This is lower than the budget
request of $32 million in the Congressional
Presentation for the year because of substantial
reductions in anticipated import requirements
of insecticides and elimination of anti-malarial
drugs from the loan, since these are being
provided from other sources. Approximately
$10 million out of the total of $28 million to be
provided in FY 1978 would be used for advance
procurement of insecticides required




Table IV~-A (contd.)

Malaria Control, {L.O)

during FY 1979,

The GOI's goal for the program is to bring the
incidence of malaria down to 2 or less cases per
1, 000 population as scon as possible. No annual
or intermediate targets have been set at this
time for technical reasons such as the inability
to predict vector behavior. However, the
project should result in a marked decrease in
incidence during FY 1979.

Budget Year Program: AID proposes to provide -

$23 million in additional loan funds for import of
insecticides, subject to a review of the project
during early 1980. The balance of $25 million
would be provided in FY 8l. The GOI would
continue expansion and improvement of the
malaria control program outlined in its Modified
Plan, making available to state governments the
needed additional quantities of imported insecti-
cides and drugs while continuing to develop and
expand domestic production. Local production
is expected to supplant imports of insecticides
by 1982. | | '

Major Output: Substantial reduction in malaria
cages. Achievement of a sustained malaria
control program operating at national and state

levels with effective spraying, monitoring,
and other supporting operations and adequate
supplies of insecticides, drugs and other
necessary support.

-
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ACTIVITY TITLE

DECISION UNIT

DECISION PACKAGE

BUDGET YEAR

TABLE IVB 386 INDIA MINIMUM FY 1980
ET | MALARIA CONTROL (LO) TNITIAL OBLIGATION |FINAL OBLIGATION TOTAL GOST

ACT';:';_YAB”DG T FY 1978 FY 1981 $86, 000, 000
PROJEGT NUMBER APFROPRIATION DATE PP/REVISION |DATE LAST PAR DATE NEXT PAR

386-0455 (542) HE ©12/79

. ESTIMATED U, 8, DOLLAR COST (§ 000)
Py} 1978 cvyy 19 79 BYY 1 80
_ACTIVITY INPUTS OBLl - | EXPEN-[PIPE~ FUND ING opLI- JexPeEN} PIPE- FUNDING logLi- |EXPEN-|[PIFF-
GATION | DITURE | LINE e 9% GATION |DITURH LINE G0, [GATION [DITURE [LINE

AlD~ FINANCED .

Alo=FinANcED ToTa-l28,000 - |28,00d FY 80 - 81[10,000/18500[19,500] FY81 - 82 3,000 }9,500 {23,000
1. Insecticides {Malathion/DDT)}26,182 - 26,182 FY80 - 81 | 8, 7751668418275/ FY81 - 82 20,475 |i8275 20,475
2. Larvacides (Abate) 225 - 225 FY-80 225 225] 225{ FY-81 225 225 225
3. Truck Mounted Sprayers 53 - 53 - 53] . - - - -
4, Hand Operated Sprayers 15 - 15 - 15 - - - - -
5. Contingency 1,525 - | 1,525/FY 80 - 81| 1,004 1,525:,000 [FY81 - 82 .2,300]1,000 ] 2,300

Project Development (PDS) (11)=
Evaluation (PDS) {10}

HC AND OTHER DONOR TOTAL~ B 1L IFE OF PROJECT RGN I

, 95,035 sl gl 627, 905 i
1. Host Country (GOI/States) 94,865 Al ﬁ_f;, j
2, Sweden - "",‘r
3, WHO * sy
4, UNICEF 100 %

50 U. K. i‘d 179 oA 3 4 % 9
PERSONNEL WORKYEARS (X .x) - PERSONNEL FARTICIPANTE BROGRAMMED ,_-oo-mo-rgs
FUND NG FISCAL YEAR INTENSITY TYPE AzNONCONTRACT FISCAL YEAR TDY's planned for
unNe L:—:vonnD e B=CONTRAGT 19 19 19 ‘Evaluation in FY 80.
1978 |1979 19280 | 1281 f382 [ H TYPE | LONG— TERM =N dd:
S — on-add; see PDS
accounT | 0.1 - 10.1 0.1 |f ] meorum A SHORT - TERM Summary Table
Tov (ReR-) 1{0. 2) 110, 21](0. 2) [{0. 1] KO0. 2} [{0. 2) TFE | Lona TERMm ¥ :
breenhel 0.2 0.6]0.8]0.8 0.8 @ LOW B SHORT— TERM
AID 1330— 8 (3— 78) B T -




INDIA: FY 80 ABS

TABLE IV-A

ACTIVITY DATA -- NARRATIVE

Project or Activity Title: APPLICATION OF SCIENCE & TECHNOLOGY
TO RURAL DEVELOPMENT

#386-0465

By Obligations: $3, 000, 000

Decision Package: '""Minimum"

_Budget Year: "FY 1980

1. Purpose: To develop, test and apply science
and technology to India's rural development
effort with special emphasis on technologies
appropriate to the rural setting; i.e., culture,
manpower and skill base, and economic
‘system.

2. Background: India and the U.S. have collab-
orated for many years in various sphexres of
educational, economic and scientific endeav-
ors. Mechanisms exist to facilitate this
collaboration under the general overview of
the Indo-U. S. Joint Commission. The
Commission has identified a number of new
or improved technology areas which have a
good potential for application in rural India.
Project activities could include application
of alternative energy, agricultural technol-
ogy research, conservation technologies,
nutritional and medical research, and
educational technologies. The GOI Sixth
Plan emphasizes the need to reorient Indian

research efforts to problems affecting the lives
of the rural population.

Project Description: This is the second incre-

ment of a new grant project to be initiated in

FY 78, but not yet underway. It is to be imple-
mented through a GOI inter-ministerial steering
group which will allocate the dollar support, with
Mission concurrence, to collaborative research
activities proposed by Indian institutions in

‘accordance with the following selection criteria:

1. As the primary consideration, projects

will be judged on the relevance of the concerned
technology to immediate problems in rural
areas, i.e., basic research on technologies
not well developed will not receive priority
consideration.

2. Cost/Benefit - In selecting a project, re-
lative costs and benefits will be considered
to the extent possible.



Table IV-A (contd. )

Application of Science and Technology to

»

Rural Development

3. Timeframe - Projects should have a near or

mediurm term benefit to the target population.
4, Direct vs. Indirect Costs and Benefits -
Projects with more direct and therefore more
certain costs and benefit will receive priority
in funding considerations.

5. Implementation - Projects will be judged
on their appropriateness for implementation or
delivery to rural areas.

It is anticipated that the largest share of pro-
ject support will be directed to developing
applications of new sources of energy for rural
development. Proceeds of the grant are limited
to financing dollar costs of supported activities.
Local costs will be covered by the GOI, or in
some cases by U, S. ~owned excess currencies
made availabie by cooperating USG agencies.
Under the programs of the Indo-US Joint
Commission, a number of such U. S, agencies
have been financing research in India of mutual
interest which meet AID criteria,.
Beneficiaries: Under the selection criteria
specified, the ultimate beneficiaries of the
applications to be developed will be the poor
majority of the rural population,

("
o

5. Budget Year Program: For the collaborative
activities selected, the grant will continue
to provide for exchanges of technical person-
nel, necessary equipment, the development
of prototype equipment in the U.S., and
participation in workshops and seminars to
disseminate information on the major re-
search areas concerned.

6. Major Outputs:

- -upgraded or enhanced technical skills
of Indians in project areas through
short term training, exchanges, work-
shops

- available technical, often prototype,
equipment

- new appropriate technology (hardware
or system) developed in real-life
operational milieu

socio-economic studies of new technol-
ogies' acceptance and adaptation. '



ACTIVITY TITLE DEGISION UNIT DEGISION PACKAGE |BUDGET YEAR
TABLE IVB APPLICATION OF SCI.& TECH. TO {386 INDIA MINIMUM FY 1980
[TNITIAL OBLIGATION |FINAL OBLIGATION |TOTAL COST
ACTIVITY BUDGET  RURAL DEV. (GO) | FY 1978 T FY 1980 $5, 000, 000
DATA PROJECT NUMBER APPROPRIATION DATE PP/REVISION |DATE LAST PAN  |DATE NEXT PAR
386-0465 (879) sD 5/5/78 N/A 4 /80
. ESTIMATED U, S, DOLLAR COST (§ ooo)
Pvy 19 18 cvrs 1979 ey 1980
— . — ™ FUND] __ -
AcTIVITY imeuTs Slon | Sirome [Tine | EHRES  [oxt. [PRm oRE]  ERGD, [odvion [SE[CRE
AlD— FINANCED TOTAL= 12,000 { 250 [1,750 - - 11,250 500 | FY80 - 82|3,000]1,500] 2, 000
Prototype and other equipment)
Exchanges, Consultancies, )] 2,000} 250 }1, 750 - - N,250{ 500 ] FY80 - 82{3,000]1,500] 2,000
Workshops )
Project Development (PDS) (18;f
; %
Evaluation (PDS) {20)
-
AC AND OTHER DONOR ToTAL- 11 000 & 1,000 i I_II;E’ 855:1041-:(:1
HC 1, 000 q 1, 000fxaNER M i 5,000 4 i
iy s‘:*";'i:"!j e i
h.:'::?r‘ z’é:.a“;“- T s '&ﬁ"-}ﬁf il b R H] """‘ HHH
S s s fi
PERSONNEL WORKYEARS (XX, X) PERSONNEL. PARTICIPANTS PROGRAMMED FOOTNOTES
FISCAL YEAR INTENSITY | TvPE A:nONCONTRACT FISCAL YEAR *Non-add; see PDS
FUNDING ' B =CONTRACT 278 J1979 [19 80 Summary Table.
1078 {1579 1980 {181 | 1582 [t vond[(] ek T T ‘ Y
PFROGHAM ; ‘
ACCOU 0,9 ] LLOJ 12 MEDIUM A SHORT — TERM
TOY (ADEI) (0. 1) !Z' TYPE | LONG~ TERM
CEEfealet) 0.4 | 0.6 0.9 [ 0.91 0.9 1 1] vow ® | suonr- renw [NotRpown]

AlID 1330—-8 (3— 78)
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ACTIVITY TITLE GECISION UNIT DECISION PAGKAGE  BULWET ¥ oAm
TABLE IVB AID/W-FUNDED AGRI. /RURAL DEV, ?ffrm _ f_l‘l‘fiAo Nilifﬁfi _ i :_f :::f
B 10N F1 | I
ACTIVITY BUDGET | ACTIVITIES N/A A HA N/A N/A
DATA PROJECT NUMBER ' APPROPRIATION DATE PP/REVIBION  |DATE LAST PAR  |DATE NEXT PAR
N/A N/A - N/A N/A N/A
. ESTIMATED U, S, DOLLAR COST (§ 000)
Pyy 1978 .eyy 1979 - BY: 18 80
. - FUND NG - - -
reTRiTY e SBkion | Senmc|DiRE | PERPES  [oRvlow [SRSRY DIRET|  pERics) [S3WSw |BRGRE |DINE

AID- FINANCED TOTAL~

Title XII Collaborative Research
Grant Program

ICRISAT USAIP New [Delhi anticipates that Indian rdsearch inst{tutiond will b
attrgctive pptential col borat#trs fof sele¢ted centrally-finapced
Titlq XII anf related R&D actifvities| USAID has budgeted a
reaspnable pmount of tiyme for| coordinatioh of such activitied both
becahse of their relatignship tp our Propoials in the Ibdian bjlateral
progjram, ahd because ¢f GOI {nsistqnce o advance cdnsultations
prio} to inifiation of in titutio+-to-iﬂlstitutton viaits.,

International Fertilizer
Development Center

Rural Development Applied
Research

i e

Other selected R&D Activities

HC AND OTHER DONOR TOTAL—

i S g
; dichbins b
3 .:Hf g
N/A H AT ,‘5;‘-ﬁ%i..'il
: o it
i Bt 1 >
PERSONNEL WORKYEARS (XX, X} . PERSONNEL PARTICIPANTS PROGRAMMED FOOTHOTES
FISCAL YEAR ‘ INTENSITY TYPE AzNONCONTRACT F1SCAL YEAR
FUNDING l B=CONTRACT o o 19
EYOND D HIGH
1978 |10 79 1980 | 1281 [ '9B2 | - TYPE | LONG- TERM |
TPROGRAM @ MEDIUM A SHORT — TERM
AGCOUNT
ToY (ApD ) TYPE | LONG— TERM
AD . _ 5 - v
RATDEE0.4 | 0.6 1.511.0 | 1.( [ NA |[]wow SHORT— TERM

AlD 1330—8 (3— 78)
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PARTICIF‘ANTS PR GRAMMED

ACTIVITY TITLE DECISION UNIT DECISION PACKAGE |BUDGET YEAR
AID/W-FUNDED POP./HEALTH 386 INDIA MINIMUM FY 1980
TABLE IVB ACTIVITIES TNITIAL OBLIGATION |F S TOTAL COBT
INAL OBLIGATION
ACTIVITY BUDGET N/A N/A N/A
DATA PROJECT NUMBER APPROPRIATION DATE PP/REVISION DATE LAST PAR DATE NEXT BAR
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
. ESTIMATED U, §, DOLLAR COST (§ 000)
Pyy 19 (B cvs 19 79 BY? 19 80
ey e Ooion [Srmmmc|ine” | RERPSE  fozbio. [SNRAN] DIRET|  mERice |2R%o. [SRRRE |DIRES
AlD— FINANCED TOTAL—
Johns Hopkins PIEGO -- )
Laparoscopm/Endos copic )
training, ) USAID /New|Delhi anticijpates that a few of |[the AID/W Fentraljy-
) funded population grantpes and contjactorg will be able to
Asgsociation for Voluntary ) devejop actjon-oriented family planijing prlograms with selecfed
Sterilization -- Equipment / ) govefnmentl and non-gojpernmental ofrganizjations in Inflia. These
supplies. ) progfams Will have to Be cleated thfough the GOI. UBAID hls
} budgkted a feasonable gmountfof timje for onitoring puch
Family Planning International ) programs ajpd for consyltationfg and koordination with GOI,
Assistance -- Equipment/ )
supplies /research/demonstra-| )
tion. )
o LIFE OF PROJEG

,. "
.'-|

H ..1.,!"

..,a‘\

s "
Ry

=8 #: i

FOOTNOTES

PERSONNEL WORKYEARS (XX, X) PERSONNEL
FISCAL YEAR INTENSITY TYPE AzNONCONTRAGTY FISCAL YEAR
FUNDING L B zCONTRACT o s o
Evom:D HIGH -

1978 |12 79 |19 80 1981 [19{2 [~ TYPE | LONG— TERM
“PROGRAM MEDIUM -
ACGOUNT [x] A SHORT ~ TERM
™Y (ABD ) TYPE | LONG- TERM

. & v

opesaserf v.5 0.5 [ 0.9 1.0 ( 1.0 N/all ] row SHORT- TERM

!..'.
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ACTIVITY TITLE DEGISION UNIT DECISION PACKAGE |BUDGET YEAR
TABLE IVB COOP. OILSEED PROCESSING ‘_Ii_f_’flﬁ' INDIA N/A FY 1980
ACTIV!TY BUDGET MGT. DEV. P AL OBLIGATION FINAL OBLIGATION TOTAL COST
vy | (OPG) _ FY 1978 FY 1978 $ 475, 200
PROJECT NUMBER APPROPRIATION DATE PP/ REVISION |DATE LAST PAR DATE NEXT PAR
498 -~ 0251 FN - - 1/80
ESTIMATED U, 5, DOLLAR COSY (§ 000) L
- PlL 1978 cv? 19 79 BY?Y 1% 20
e e Qaion |SrriAr |TIRET | FERVES  [2R%iow |SVRIAY DIET|  Femien) [8%wiow |SRIRE|DIRET
alb- FINANCED TOTAL= 1 475 | 33 | 442 - - 172 270 - - 187 83
1. Salaries & Fees 162 - 162 65 97 83 14
2. Allowances 58 - 58 24 34 28 6
3. Travel & Transportation 110 4 106 37 69 28 41
4, Training 17 17 - - - -
5. Equip. & Materials 2 2 - ’ ‘ - - : -
6. Other Misc, 11 2 9 4 5 3 2
7. Overhead us | 8 |07 42| 65 45 20
HC AND OTHER DONOR TOTAL—
26 515
CLUSA 16 233
Nat'l Coop., Dev. Corp. 10 149
Cooperatives : - RS Db SR N ol ) ' e 118
GOI - SR ad t ] s 3 "!u‘!:‘i' 15
: teH e RIAI0 L) R Nt g :
PERSONNEL WODRKYEARS (XX, X) - 4 PERSONNEL PARTICIPANTS PROGRAMMED FOOTHOTES
FUNDING FiScatl vEAR INTENSITY TYPE A:zNONCONTRAC FISCAL YEAR
B=CONTRACT iy k] 80
. 1978 11979 [1980 | 181 | 1082 LEWN D HieH TYPE | LOoNG— TERM - - =
_Egggm“rﬂ -~ 1. B Le D u.o - - IE MEDIUM A SHORT — TERM
Toy_(gag{:f ) - - - - - - | TYPE | LONG— TERM
CEsERElo3 {09 0.8 (o7 | 0] ow ° fswonv-venm [ 2 1 - -

AlD 1330~ 8 (3~ 78}
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ACTIVITY TITLE DECISION UNIT DECISION FAET(AGE BUDGET YEAR
TABLE 1VB COOP. VEGOIL DEV, PROGRAM 386 INDIA N/A . | FY 1980
E OPG INITIAL OBLIGATION FINAL OBLIGATION TOTAL CO8T
ACTIVL‘I:I_YABUDG T ( ) FY 1978 FY 1978 $ 455, 000
D PROJECT NUMBER APPROPRIATION DATE PP?REVIS!ON DATE LAST PAR DATE NEXT PAR
498 -0251 FN ' 1/80
. _____ESTIMATED U, 8, DOLLAR COST ($ o00)
Pvy 1918 cvy 1979 __sy1 1980
acTIvITY inpuTs Ovion |oremc[ime | FEPSE Jodu, [ oive| FERds [eavia. [BRmc(oicE
AlD= FINANCED TOTAL=| 455 | 20 | 435 - - 160 {275 - - 165 110
1. Salaries & Allowances 238 - 238 - - 85 153 - - 103 50
2. Travel & Transportation T4 A 72 - - 34 | 38 - - 9 29
3. Training Cost 14 14 - - - ~ - - - - -
4, Other Misc. 19 - 19 - - 2 17 - - 13 4
5. Overhead 110 4 106 - - 39 67 - - 40 27
HCG AND OTHéR DONOR TOTAL— 20 220 =.:1 et .’ ‘?l’ ;- R; 2 Ll?%SOF PROJEC
i H ie n;: d“-s"» ‘_l ety
CLUSA | 10 55 fe;',;-;” i ﬂfg,a St 165 SRt
Nat'l Dairy Dev. Board 10 80 -m;»-r' i, 220 EhAEEIns
s 5 o b u-a;.
GOIL - 85 "ﬁff" i 3*31 S 340 [EEaEiREig
i i i 3 i 1
PERSONNEL WORKYEARS (XX, X) PERSONNEL PARTICIPANTS PROGRAMMED FOOTNOTES
FISCAlL. YEAR INTENSITY TYPE A=-NONGCONTRAC FISCAL YEAR
FUND ING B =CONTRACT 1908 J1alF [ 1380
19578 [1979 |1080 | 1981 | 1982 BE?ONCD HieH TYPE | LONG~ TERM
_m5ﬁ¥ 1 - 1.6 2.2] 1.1 [(X] mebium A SHORT - TERM
oV ( Aiabm'“{‘ ) TYPE | LONG— TERM
EXPeNSNES U. < O, 8 0. 7 0. 7 Q LOwW B SHORT— TERM ’-5 - -

A1D 1330— 8 (3— 78)
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INDIA FY 80 ABS

’ Project Title:

CY Obligations:

TABLE IV-A

# 498-0251

$ 225, 000

INTERNATIONAL YEAR OF THE CHILD (OPG)

ACTIVITY DATA -- NARRATIVE

Decision Pa.cka.lge: N/A.

Budget Year FY 1980

L

3.

Purpose: To increase and improve the
effectiveness of pre-school and maternal
child health, Balwadies and Primary Health
Centers in reaching and improving the lives
of the most vulnerable group, as a special
effort during the International Year of the
Child.

Background: The proposed Operational

Program Grants are linked to US objectives

of supporting Voluntary Agencies' programs

in activities that reach and improve the lives

of the very poor. These particular grants

will specifically apply to our highest prio-

rity group, pre-school children, pregnant

and nursing mothers. 4.

Project Description; The Government of
India has traditionally been an active
participant in the International Year of

the Child (IYC). The Government's plan for

the 1979 IYC includes requests for VolAgs to

play a significant role in increasing and improving
programs and facilities to provide health,
nutrition and educational services for poor
children.

There are millions of very poor mothers with
pre-school children that lack day-care centers
(balwadies) and therefore cannot receive re-
quired nutrition and health services to improve
their lives. These OPGs will be used to con-
struct balwadies and to improve the effectiveness
of existing balwadies and primary health centers.

Beneficiaries: Pre-school children, infants,

pregnant and nursing mothers are the targeted
beneficiaries.



Table IV-A (contd.)

International Year of the Child (OPG) -

Current Year Program: All activities will be
implemented in calendar year 1979, which is
the International Year of the Child.

Budget Year Program: As all activities will be
completed by mid 1979, very few activities are
anticipated for the budget year.

Major Outputs: Approximately 100 balwadies
will be constructed, and equipment, nutrition
education and supplies will be provided to an
additional 10, 000 centers, improving their

- ability to provide nutrition and health services
to the targeted beneficiaries.
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AGTIVITY TITLE ‘ DECISION UNIT DEGISION PAGKAGE |BUDGET YEAR
TABLE IVB INTERNATIONAL YEAR OF THE CHLD| 386 INDIA N/A FY 1980
ACTIVITY BUDGET | (0PG NITIAL OBI-IGATION |FINAL OBLIGATION (TOTAL COST
DATA ( ) FY 1979 FY 1979 $ 225, 000
PROJECT NUMBER AFPPROPRIATION DATE BP/REVISION |DATE LAST PAR DATE NEXT PAR
' 498-0251 FN '
. ESTIMATED U, S, DOLLAR COST (§ 000)
7 . Py} 19 (3 eyy  19(Y BY? w820
- - - - . .- FUND ING S - -
meTtviTY THPETE Sotion |Snme|rine | EENPSS  Jostlo. B piNET|  FEmios) [REiS. |SERSRE |DIRE
AlD— FINANCED TOTAL~ )
- FY 79 | 225 |225 - -
CARE - IYC Activities FY 79 | 100 {100
CRS - IYC Activities FY 79 75 75
CWS/LWR - IYC Activities : . FY 79 50 | 50

LIFE OF PROJECT

HC AND OTHER DONOR TOTAL—
- 75 75
Wb 34 o'
; . .-‘! : -"313‘
HC - Funds and staff 50 50 3
L4Th ]
VolAgs 25 25 S ii'.:";‘. -
RiL st AT
PERSONNEL WORKYEARS (XX, X) . PERSONNEL. PARTICIPANTS PROGRAMMED FOOTHOTES
FISCAL YEAR INTENSITY TYPE A-NONCONTRACT FISCAL YEAR *
FUNDING La B =CONTRACT 1o 1o o Less than 0,04 W yrs.
EYONI:D HIGH T
1978 11279 1280 | '®°81 {'°82 | - TvPE | LONG- TERM
"FHBGHAI\TH D MEDIUM A SHORT — TERM
ToY ( Esns‘) TYPE | LONG- TERM
2 % i E Low B SHORT— TERM

AID 1330— 8 (3= 78)



INDIA: FY 80 ABS

Project Title:

CY Obligations:

TABLE IV-A

ACTIVITY DATA -- NARRATIVE

#498-0251

$200, 000

SUPPORT FOR COOPS. DEVELOPMENT (OPG)

Decision Package: N/A

Budget Year: FY 1980

1. Purpose: To provide for development and

implementation of new projects for strengthen-
ing cooperatives in India, which will help

small farmers and poor rural/urban consumers
in raising their incomes and improving their ‘

economic condition. ' ) '

Background: The Cooperative League of the

U.S.A. (CLUSA) has been active in India
continuously since the early 1950's, and has
developed close relations with the major Indian
cooperatives, their national federations, and
financing institutions. Some of these major
cooperative organizations are:

National Cooperative Union of India (NCUI);
National Cooperative Development
- Corporation (NCDC);

National Dairy Development Board (NDDB);

Kaira District Milk Producers Cooperative
Union;

National Agricultural Cooperative Marketing
Federation (NAFED);

National Consumer Cooperatives
Federation (NCCF); and

Indian Farmers Fertilizer Cooperative (IFFCO);

These organizations and GOI agencies concerned
with cooperatives, continue to request assistance

(4



Table IV-A (contd.)
Support For Coops. Development (OPG)

from CLUSA in the design of new development
activities. CLUSA's method of operation
concentrates on joint project planning and
cost sharing with local cooperative groups,
provision of U. S, training and study tours,
in-service training, and furnishing advisory
services of experts from the U.S. cooperative
mo vement,

CLUSA's Resident Representative, supported
by a small staff, heads CLLUSA's program -
development service in India, and functions as
a representative of U,S, cooperatives in
relationships with Indian cooperatives, the
Indian government, U.S,Government,agencies,
and other donor organizations concerned with
Indian cooperative development, such as the
Ford Foundation. Besides program develop-
ment and technical advice, the office provides
logistic support for A,I. D. -financed and other
U.S. cooperative technical assistance
activities in India.

The proposed Operational Program Grant (OPG)
is important to the U.S, objective of supporting
cooperatives! programs that help to improve

9%

the economic condition of amall farmers and the
rural/urban poor.

Project Description: This OPG will finance the

local support costs of CLUSA program development
services in India for three years. The OPG
procedure was suggested by AID/W in

STATE 016848 of January 20,1978, in substitution
for previous central A.L. D, support grants.
Presently, CLUSA is engaged in various activities
to assist the Indian cooperative organizations in
planning and development of cooperative projects,
such as, NCDC's Cooperative Oilseeds Processing
Management Development; NDDB's Oilseed
Growers Cooperative Project; NCUI's Cooperative
Communications Project; NCCF's Women in
Cooperatives; NDDB's Operation Flood II, and
Kadana Area Cooperative Development Project.
Several of these are expected fo result in separate
A,L D. -financed OPG's for U,S. consultant
gervices, equipment, and training. Other donors

~are also expected to participate.

" Possible future requests for CLUSA's planning

assistance, over the period of this OPG, may
include:



Table IV-A {contd. )

Support for Coops. Development (OPG)

a. Cotton Marketing Project with Gujarat
State Cooperative Marketing Federation.

b. Operation Flood II ~- National Milk Grid.

c. NCDC's Ten Year Plan for Development
' of Oilseeds Processing Cooperative
Sector.

d. NDDB's Management Improvement and
Manpower Training Program,

e. Sugar Cooperative Project.

f. IFFCO!'s Diversification Program --
outside of fertilizer manufacture and
distribution. '

Beneficiaries: The ultimate beneficiaries
will be rural populations engaged in
agricultural activities, particularly the
small farmers, and low income consumers
both rural and urban based, Those -
immediately involved will be the key
personnel of cooperative organizations who
will be responsible for improved project
planning and promotional methods.

5.

Current Year Program: During FY 1979, A.L D,
will provide an OPG of $200,800 to finance CLUSA/
India program development support activities over
a period of three years, January 1979 to December
1981, excluding the Resident Representative's
salary which is paid by CLUSA. The NCDC and
NDDB ocilseeds projects should be well underway.
The NDDB's Kadana Area Cooperative Development
project would be finalized for GOI approval.

Budget Year Program: In FY 1980, itis anticipated

that two new projects would be developed by CLUSA,
and approved; supervision and management for
effective implementation of approved projects will
continue; and development of future projects will be
initiated with Indian cooperative and government
agencies,

Major Outputs: Approximately five new cooperative

projects designed by CLUSA and Indian cooperatives

under implementation.

Ly
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ACTIVITY TITLE DECISION UNIT DECISION PAGCKAGE |BUDGET YEAR
TABLE IVB SUPPORT FOR COOPS. DEVELOPMENT 386 INDIA N/A FY 1980
ACTIVITY BUDGET (BPG) INITIAL OBLIGATION |[|FINAL OBLIGATION TOTAL COST
DATA _FY 1979 FY 1979 $ 200,000
PROJECT NUMBER APPROPRIATION DATE pmm DATE REXT PAHR
498 -0251 FN
. ESTIMATED U, 8, DOLLAR COST (§ 000}
Pvy 1978 c¥y 1979 Bv: 19 80
ACTIVITY INPUTS - — — _ FUNDING _ _ FUNDING = I — -
g:"i-':ON DITURE LinE '(’F‘.’":_?‘.I’.g) GATION |BITURE LINE ;EE:%) oaFion |DITURE |LinE
Alp=FlnancER TOTALS FY 79-82 (200 [44 [156 ] - 66 90
Support for CLUSA's Program
Development Service in India:
1. Local Staff Compensation - - - FY 79-82 90 20 70 - - 30 40
2. Travel & Transportation - - - " 33 7 26 - - 11 15
3. Equip. & Supplies - - - " 9 2 7 - - 3 4
4, Accommodation Rental - - - u 23 5 18 - - 7 11
5. Maintenance & Repairs - - - " 13 3 10 - - 4 6
6. Communications & Other - - - " 32 i 25 - - 11 14
HC AND OTHER DO'&&R TOTAL~ 324 -:b o4 1 ey WA R LLIFE OF PROJEC
i e 253 firsiedii 3&‘ 869 -
CLUSA - ] i ,,‘% ‘,?fﬁ! fgiad g3 ‘.:,‘_1 i !‘Ti?ﬁl-_! :, T Ee 194 “_E‘-j ' :"i-
GOI e s H"J"{ﬁ' ) 675 EfAREEIN
¥} H grpriieniindt
B S : i s
‘(Eftni!i{; "‘;ll’ e : (S
PERSONNEL WORKYEARS (X .X) PERSONNEL PARTICIPANTS PROGRAMMED FOOTNOTES
FISCAL YEAR INTENSITY TYPE A-NONCONTRAGC FISCAL YEAR
FUNDING LEYDN: B=GONTRAGCT " o o
127g | 1979 |'9°80 | '°81 '82 - D hicH TYPE | LONG~ TERM
AM
PROGRH L 'D MEDIUM A SHORT ~ TERM
ToY ( Aiisnalj— ) { TYPE | LONG= TERM
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INDIA: FY 80 ABS

TABLE IV-A

ACTIVITY DATA -- NARRATIVE

Project Title:
#498-0251

CY Obligations: $400, 000

KADANA AREA COOP,.DEV, (OPG)

Decision Package: N/A

Budget Year: FY 1980

1. Purpose: To help small farmers of the Kadana |

Dam Command Area in Gujarat share equitably
in the benefits of the GOI's extensive irrigation
investment, through their active participation
in establishing pilot irrigation water and
electricity marketing cooperatives, Such
cooperatives would serve as a model for repli-
cation in other areas.

2. Background: The National Dairy Development
Board (NDDB), with financial assistance from the
Ford Foundation and in consultation with CLUSA,
has developed a proposal for the integrated
development through cooperatives of the Kadana
Dam Command Area in Gujarat State. NDDB has

established a large and highly successful dairy
cooperative for small farmers in the same area,
and, with the nearng completion of the Kadana
Dam, proposes to use its experience in a two-
year pilot program to institute water and electri-
city marketing cooperatives to ensure that the
benefits of the large capital investment in the dam
are broadly and effectively shared. Cooperative
agricultural inputs marketing and rural industry
development are part of the scheme, as is the
establishment of an '"umbrella'’ organization to
coordinate the various cooperatives under the
Kadana Development Authority. A Kadana Develop-
ment Association has already been formed by the
existing cooperative bodies with the help of the

6b



Table IV-A (contd.)
Kadana Area Coop.Dev. (OPG)

Gujarat State Fertilizer Corporation. Extensive
promotional, organizational and technical work
will be required to institute this innovative
approach to rural area development, which
could become an alternative to present high-cost
government administrative mechanisms.

3, Project Description: The project aims to cover
about 50-60% of all cultivated land in the
Command Area, approximately 230 - 280,000
hectares, through as many as 50 primary irriga-
tion cooperatives organized from the village
level upwards. A Kadana Cooperative Irrigation
Union will be established with the primary coope-
ratives as its constituent members, to provide
technical support and advice to the primary
cooperatives in the efficient use of irrigation

water, to receive and release canal water against '

payment, and to maintain and improve the canal
system under its control, Similarly primary
consumers electricity cooperatives will be estab-
lished at the village level, to encourage the full
and economical use of electricity and to carry out
simple maintenance of a local transformer-line-
meter system. A minimum connected load of

250 KW would support a primary cooperative,
which may cover more than one village. A Kadana

GG

Union of Consumers Electricity Cooperative will
also be established to manage and develop the
Command Area's electric distribution (*mini-grid*)
system, and to adminster billings, collections, and
payments to the Gujarat State Electricity Board
which supplies the power.

GOl agsistance will be sought to cover the project's
initial capital expenses and the first two years'
recurring expenses, after which the cooperatives are
to become self-sustaining, CLUSA will provide
technical assistance: (a) to the irrigation cooperatives

" in measurement and user charges, distribution

systéms, and water conservation methods; (b) to the
electric cooperatives in organization and management
of operations; and (c) to the Kadana Development
Asgsociation in organizational planning, manpower
development, coordination, implementation and
interim evaluations of the effectiveness of the coope-
rative development of the Command Area.

Beneficiaries: Bemneficiaries would be the small
farmers who predominate in the primary cooperatives.

Current Year Program: The proposed OPG of

$400 000 in FY 1979 would finance CLUSA's technical
ass1stance and in-service training through the



Table IV-A (contd. )
Kadana Area Coop. Dev, (OPG)

provision of one long term advisor in the manage-
ment field and short term consultants in specific
areas, and six study tours to the U,S, for
cooperative personnel. It is expected that during
FY 1979 two key cooperative personnel would
complete their U, S, study tours of approximately
two months each; and the recruitment of the
CLUSA long term management advisor would be
finalized, The Gujarat State Government would
establish the Kadana Development Authority
which will have overall responsibility for develop-
ment of the Command Area and for coordinating
the actions of the various official agencies
involved in the Kadana project.

6. Budget Year Program: CLUSA's long term
advisor would be assigned to NDDB to work with
the Kadana Association in early FY 1980. 1Itis
‘expected that about 20 primary irrigation
cooperatives as well as the primary electric
cooperatives would be formed during the budget
year,

7. Major Outputs: The Kadana Development
Authority, 50 primary irrigation cooperatives,
the primary consumers electricity cooperatives,
the Kadana Cooperative Irrigation Union, the

'

Kadana Union of Consumers Electricity Cooperatives
would be established and functioning. The Kadana
Development Association would be strengthened by
the addition of three new divisions -- the Rural
Cooperative Industrial Division, the Farm Services
Division, and the Farm Information Division -- and
effectively operational. All key cooperative
personnel be recruited and trained. About 280, 000
hectares of cultivable land will be covered by the
irrigation facilities constructed under the Command
Area program., *



ACTIVITY TITLE

BECISION UNIT

DECISION PACKAGE

BUDGET YEAR

TABLE IVB KADANA AREA COOP, DEV. (OPG) 386 INDIA N/A FY 1980
ACTIWVITY BUDGE'T INITIAL OBLIGATION |[FINAL OBLIGATION TOTAL COST )
DATA Iy 1979 FY 1979 $ 400, 000
FROJEGT NUMBER APFPROPRIATION DATE PP/REVISION |DATE LAST PA DATE NEXT PAR
498 -0251 FN '
. ESTIMATED U, S, DOLLAR COST (§ 000)
PYl 1978 cvs 1979 __Bvi 19 80
CTIVITY INPUTS - = _ FUNDING _ - FUNDING — _ -
- S (e o | FERBE  [25tio. [Suhend TIRE|  ONGG, [S¥ion |SeReRs |RE
AlR- EINANCER TOTAR . FY 79-82 | 400 20 | 380 - - 100 {280
1. Salaries & Allowances - FY 80-82 188 - 188 - - 42 146
2. Travel & Transportation - FY 79-82 54 2 52 - - 20 32
3. Training Cost - FY 79-82 42| 13 29 - - 7 22
4, Other Misc. - FY 80-82 19 - 19 - - 7 12
5. Overhead - FY-79-82 97 5 92 - - 24 68
- -»
HC AND OTHER DONOR TOTAL— : s SRE] LIFE OF PROJECT
- [ fiiee s, 890 iy 23, 540
t EIE LR ; Ryt
e R Ty J3r Ry
GOI - Capital Costs - Phasieliati 4, 750 | i1, 300 [
- Recurring Costs - i Eeinnt 4, 140 {12, 240fakitene gl
i EARETehaT i BTSRRI SRy
ol '_‘.‘aaisu = : : v
PERSONNEL WORKYEARS (XX, X) FER;S(.)NNEL FPARTICIPANTS PROGRAMMED FOOTNOTES
FUND ING FlScalL YEAR TYPE A=NONCONTRACT FI$CAL{‘;EAR <0
B =CONTRAGT p
1978 1979 [1980 | 1981 {082 LE,YONED HIGH TYPE | LONG~ TERM = - l
—A-Q-Q-ﬁ-[-:-;ﬁ'“'zl = 1.0} 2,310, 7 K] mectum A SHORT — TERM
ToY (RBn~ ) - - - - - TYPE | ronNG- TERM
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INDIA: FY 80 ABS

Project Title

BY Obligations:

TABLE IV.A

ACTIVITY DATA -- NARRATIVE .

#498-0251

$160, 000

Decision Package:

Budget Year:

COOPERATIVE COMMUNICATIONS PROJECT (OPG)

Proposed

FY 1980

1. Purpogse: To strengthen the organized

cooperative movement in India, to better
serve small farmers and poorer consumers.

Background: The National Cooperative

Union of India (NCUI), whose functions closely
parallel those of the Cooperative League of
the U.S,A. (CLUSA) has requested CLUSA to
provide technical assistance in support of its
major activities: research, extension and
exchange of information on cooperative
organization and operation; cooperative
employee training and development of teach-
ing methods for member education; and

public relations promotion for the coopera-

tive movement. NCUI operates 22 training colleges
and one management institute, but the scope of its
activity in this and its other functions is far below
India's needs,

A project proposal is being prepared by CLUSA
and NCUI for presentation to the GOI for approval,
and to A, I, D. for consideration of financial

support.

Project Description: This Operational Program
Grant (OPG) would finance study tours to the U. S,
for NCUI's three department heads in the above
functions, followed by joint planning with CLUSA
consultants for NCUI program improvement and

91



Table IV-A (contd.)

Cooperative Communications Project (OPG)

expansion, and implementation, The OPG would
also finance printing equipment and reference
materials for NCUI, which will facilitate its
promotional activities, and upgrade its training
programs for key cooperative personnel.

A.1.D, would provide an OPG of $160,000 to
CLUSA in FY 1980 to help finance three study
tours to the U,S., provide U,S, consultant
services for about nine worker-months, and
furnish printing equipment and reference
materials to augment NCUI's capabilities. The
project duration would be approximately two
years,

Beneficiaries: The ultimate beneficiaries would
be the members of the strengthened cooperatives,
including small farmers and low income ‘
consumers.

Budget Year Program: Completion of the three
study tours; assignment of ;three U S. consul-
tants to begin work with NCUI and completion of
procurement actions for the purchase of printing
equipment and reference materials.

Major Outputs: NCUI's tr'aining capabilities, and
public relations and promotional activities will be

strengthened. Specific quantified targets
remain to bé developed. The printing equipment
and reference materials will be in place for
optimum utility.



ACTIVITY TITLE DEGISION UNIT DEGCIS ION PACKAGE |BUDGET YEAR
TABLE IVB 386 INDIA PROPOSED FY 1980
ACTIVITY BUDGET COOPERATIVE COMMUNICATIONS TNTTTAC OBLISATIoN TF A GoriSaTion TSTA oSS
DATA PROJECT (OPG) FY 1980 "FY 1980 $ 160, 000
PROJECT NUMBER APPROPRIATION DATE PP/REVISION DATE LAST PAR DATE MEXT PAR
498-0251 FN
. ESTIMATED U, S, DOLLAR COST (§ 000)
Py 1978 cvs 19 79 ___Bvy o 9 80
TIVITY INPUTS _ — - F _ — FUND] - - —
ol y S%hion | Sxnmc|pine- | BERPESS  [92%iow [STRSAY DIRET|  meRicn’ [3R%ia. [SVRiRE [TIRE
AlD— FINANCED TOTAL~
- - Y 80-81 160 89 71
Consultant Services - - FY 80-81 57 38 19
Training Cost - - - FY 80 21 21 -
Commodities - ) - Y 80-81 43 8 35 .
Overhead - ' - FY 80-81 39 22 17
HC AND OTHER DONOR TOTAL- '“?,,'.! [I'LiFE OF PROJECTH
N/A
PERSONNEL WORKYEARS (XX, x) - - PER'SONNEL. PARTIClPANTS PF‘!OGRAMMED - FODTNO"'ES
FISCAL YEAR INTENSITY TYPE AzNONCONTRACT FISCAL YEAR
FUNDING B=CONTRACT 19 7& 1919_ ‘980
1978 |'979 |'°80 | '*81 | '982 LE‘WNHD HieH TYPE | LONG=~ TERM
“TROGRAN " ~ 0 & 0. 3 — _ E MEDIUM A SHORT —~ TERM
DY { —) TYPE | tONG= TERM
EXPENSES 0.1 Jo,1 Jo.t D' Low 8 SHORT— TERM _ _ 3

AlD 1330—8 (3 78)
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N

TABLE IV-A

ACTIVITY DATA -- NARRATIVE

Project Title: WOMEN IN COOPERATIVES (OPG) Decision Package: Proposed
#498-0251

BY Obligations: $200, 000 Budget Year: FY 1980

1. Purpose : To strengthen the consumer coopera- would concentrate on establishing a strong

tive movement in India to better serve lower
income consumers in urban and rural areas,
especially through increased involvement of
women.

Background: The National Cooperative Consumers!
Federation (NCCF) and the Cooperative League of

the U,S5,A. (CLUSA) have for some time been
developing a project to strengthen NCCF marketing

and consumer education activities. The project

would promote active participation of women at all 3.
levels in consumer cooperatives: management,
employees and members. In addition to recruit-
ment, training and member education, the project

consurner protection activity. Lack of quality
control and testing, intentional food adulteration,
and arbitrary price increases are serious
problems in India.

The project is still in outline form, and further
detailed planning is necessary between CLUSA
and NCCF to develop a project proposal for GOI
approval and for AID financial support.

Project Description: The OPG to CLUSA would

finance study tours to the U.S. for counterpart
cooperative personnel; approximately 12 worker-
months of short-term CLUSA consultants; and one



Table IV-A (contd.)
Women in Cooperatives (OPG)

long-term CLUSA advisor (approximately 12
worker-months), to assist NCCF in program
improvement, management, training and
education of women members of cooperatives.
The project duration would be about two years.

4. Beneficiaries: Beneficiares would be primari-
ly poorer urban women, who form the member-
ship of consumer cooperatives, and have the
greatest need of consumer education and
protection,

5. Budget Year Program: Completion of three
study tours; assignment of one long term
advisor to work with NCCF.

6. Major Outputs: NCCF's educajon and training
programs for women cooperative consumers
will be effectively operative, and its
management functions strengthened. Specific
quantified targets remain to be developed.

1



ACTIVITY TITLE

DECISION UNIT

DECISION PACKAGE

BUDGET YEAR

. ' 386 INDIA PROPOSED FY 1980

AC::'-'IAval#E IB\:JBDGET WOMEN INl COOPERATIVES (OFPG) INTTIAL OBLIGATION |FINAL OBLIGATION  |TOTAL r?os-r
' FY 1980 FY 1980 $ 200,000
APPROPRIATION GATE PP/REVIBION |DATE LAST PAR DATE HEXT PAR

PRCIECT NUMBER

498-0251

DATA

FN

ESTIMATED U, S, DOLLAR COST (§ 000)

P:(} oy 1979 et < 1980 -
. ol — FUNDING _ —_ FUNDIN _ - PIPE~
.:.\c:'rlvrrv INPUTS , gi-‘;:o; :f-::f:; E::E ';'F%E_' gg) -~ J33%ion |ovrund Line {F"%ng) SaTion |GITURE |LINE
AlD= FINANCED TOTAL~
- - Y 80-82 200 50 150
Salaries & Allowances - - FY 80-82 82 9 73
Travel & Transportation - - FY 80-82 28 10 18
Training Cost - - FY 80-81 | 36 18 | 18
Other Cost - - Y 80-82 6 1 5
Overhead - - lFY 80-82 48 12 36
HE AND OTHER DONOR ~ TOTAL~ | LiFE OF PROJEGT T
rhail
Not yet determined : iﬁ“-% :gi
i w"'é
PERSONNEL WORKYEARS (XX, X) PERSONNEL FARTICIPANTS PROGRAMMED FOOTNOTES
FISCAL YEAR INTENSITY TYPE AzNONCONTRACH FISCAL YEAR
FUNDING L BzCONTRACT 1910 [0 {9} 19 80
EYONqD HIGH -
to 78 1979 ‘980 19 81 1982 TYPE LONG=— TERM
ey | -1~ lo3l14f 0.3 (xJ meorum | A ] snorv - TeRm
Fov (FON- ) TYPE | LONG— TERM
EPEN 0.1 0. 1{ 0. T D Low B SHORT~ TERM - - 6
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ACTIVITY TITLE . DEGISION UNIT DECISION PACKAGE |BUDGET YEAR
PROGRAM DEV, AND SUPPORT (PDS) 386 INDIA MINIMUM FY 1980
ACIR/Bll;“E gUBDGET (SUMMA-RY) INITIAL OBLIGATION JFIiNAL OBLIGATION TOTAL COBT
N/A N/A N/A
DATA PROJECT NUMBER APPROPRIATION DATE PP/REVISION DATE LAST PAR DATE NEXT PAR
498-0249 (Regional)

ESTIMATED U, 5, DOLLAR COST (§ 000)

Pvy 1978 cyt 1w 79 - BY! 19 80
seTvmenes ot SRR TRE | FEs  [eivie. [ CRE] ZERE) [RRvis. [MRNE|RE
pibiact Desian and Evaluation: | 107 97 10 FY79-80} 514 |429 | 95 FY80-81 |316 386 25
Foodgrain Storage - - - _ - - - FY80 10 10 -
Rural Electrification 30 30 - FY79 10 10 - Fy8go 10 10 -
Gujarat Medium Irrigation - - - - - - FY80 10 10 -
Agricultural Development Credit 23 23 - - 1 - - FY80 30 30 -
Rajasthan Medium Irrigation - - - FY79 36 36 | - - - -
Agricultural Research & Educ, 25 15 | 10 FY79-80 | 200} 140 | 70 - 70 -
Integrated Rural Health Support - - - FY79 30 30 - - - -
Malaria Control 11 11 - - - - FY80 10 10 -
Priv. Inst. Rural Health Support - - - FY19 20 20 - - - -
Science & Tech, (ASTRD) 18 18 - - - - FY80 20 20 -
PL, 480 Title II Evaluation - - - FY79-80 75 50 | 25 FY80-81 75 75 25
Workshops /Seminars/Training - - - FY79 50 50 { - FY80 50 50 -
New Projects Dev. /Design - - - FY79 60 60 | - FY80 60 60 -
Environmental Examinations - -1 - FY79 22 22 - FY80 30 30 -
Country/Sector Analyses - 11 11 - FY80 11 11 -
HC AND OTHER DONOR TOTAL~ i ':;Lf":-'fi!;'t"ﬁ’;;.':_, TINEISaRE|LIFE OF PROJECT,
st sl et v e
il e T
N/A ) j»;-"lfj i ; Al P
Aol ey
Hatine st Y i
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FUNDING ' B=CONTRACT 7e 78 [1e 79 | 1 80 | new projects, KEs,sector
1978 [1979 [1980 {1981 1982 BE,YON:D HicH TYPE | LONG— TERM analyses. For individual
“PROGRAM - 0. 1. 1. R R MED MM a SHORT — TERM projects, see respective
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ACTIVITY TITLE DEGISION UNIT DECISION PACKAGE |BUDGET YEAR
TABLE IVB St.John's Medical College & Hospital |386 India N/A FY 1980
ACTIVITY BUDGET INITIAL ORLIGATION [FINAL OBLIGATION TJOTAL COST 2
DATA (69 FY 1978 FY 1978 $13, 650, 000 —/
PROJECT NUMBER APPROPRIATION DATE PP/REVISION DATE LAST PAR DATE HEXT PAR
3860406 sFca Y
. ESTIMATED U, S, DOLLAR COST (§ 000} j
, Pyt 1978 cv: 19719 Byy 1980 . -
ACTIVITY INPUTS < _ — _ FUNDING - — 1 FUNDING — - _
gi#:ou Ef‘l'p"tf::E CIRE '(”lf:_' ?g) Sarion lormnd LIRE g‘fa’-‘—'?g) caTion IE),I("I'?lfl;lE LINE
AlD=~ FINANGED TOTAL~ (5 / )
13, 650% 3,804 9,85 - 900 (8,950 - : 300 } 8,050
Construction = [4,650] 2,00 2,65( - {2, 650H ' - | 2,650
Endowment 9,000{ 1,800t 7,200 900 |6, 300 900 | 5,400
HC AND OTHER DONOR TOTAL— s ad LIRS el LIFE OF PROJECT,
; :ﬁ+{§' ﬁ;’ih gJ':L-::fi fds e Al iy ahie ;iﬁ,
:I F'.l ?éu-é! %&:‘ - g}:‘r H * ,ﬁ‘ s -:r:l
 Fapdl i, it il ORI oni rEeil
gl iy e CEh R FiR g il
o { A i BE iR st ; i gt B !
-!{m? s ] i HEL % g s %kl"js- fx?: ,'i
§ i.I'!.zfl' 1] :.:[‘ e his! ?}‘-i“ AT g A
‘nﬂ% L A ) pai i
PERSONNEL WORKYEARS (XX, X) . PERSONNEL FOOTNOTES
FUND ING FISCAL YEAR INTENSITY TYPE AzNONCONTRAC FISCAL YEAR _1_/ Special Foreign
B =CONTRACT 19 19 19 Currency Appropriation
1078 |1979 |1980 | 1981 |1s82 pEvong[ ] uien e I ency Approp
“PROSRAN I[X) mepi1um A SHORT — TERM / Equivalent of Rupees.
Toy (!5.{8-;,-) TYPE | LONG— TERM ‘
BERATIEN 0.7 | 0.6 0.6 0.210.2 lo.2 ] row B SHORT- TERM "

AlD 1330—8 (3— 78)



INDIA: FY 80 ABS

Project Title:

BY Obligations:

TABLE IV-A

ACTIVITY DATA -- NARRATIVE

#386-0469

$20, 000, 000 (SFCA)

PRIVA'I‘E INST. RURAL HEALTH SUPPORT (GN)

Minimum
-Decision Package: Mark, and
Proposed

Budget Year: FY 1980

1.

2,

" preventive and community health care.

Purpose: To expand rural outreach programs of
private Indian hospitals and institutions,

Background: Lack of adequate health care
services is a major factor contributing to low
living standards in the rural areas of India. This
is despite the enormous increase in Government
and private hospitals and health centers since
independence.‘ The main reason is that the present
health care system remains primarily hospital-
based, with emphasis on curative rather than
Recogniz-
ing this, the GOI has recently introduced a plan
for greater involvement of medical colleges in
rural health care as part of a village-based

' comprehensive rural health program covering

health, family planning, MCH and nutrition.

The Government is also encouraging private
hospitals, institutions, and voluntary asgociations
to undertake more rural outreach programs as
part of their regular services.

Rural health care is being given high priority and
increased funding by the GOI, and has been

included as a minimum needs program in the Sixth
Plan (1978-83). This is also an area of high priority
for AID. In a companion project, an AID dollar
grant of $20 million is being proposed for FY 1980
for the expansion of the Government's Rural Health
Program, including medical college extension

19



Table IV-A (contd. )

Private Inst, Rural Health Support (GN)

service programs, above those now carried in the
Ministry's budgét. Private hospitals' and
institutions' outreach programs are not presently
supported in the Ministry's budget, The proposed
Special Foreign Currency Grant would, therefore,
encourage private efforts in a critical area which
would not otherwise occur.

Project Descriptiont The project would support

expanded rural outreach programs of Indian
private and missionary hospitals and institutions

-which would cover comprehensive health, family

planning, MCH and nutrition services, Approxi-
mately 350 such institutions have begun or

indicated an interest in undertaking these programs,
Provision of such services would provide import-
ant support to the governments new integrated rural
health program. Private institutions and voluntary
associations engaged in family planning activities
would also be eligible for support under the

project. '

The Grant would be made to the GOI and would be
administered by a Special Committee, Proposals
would be prepared by respective private hospitals/
institutions and submitted to the Special Committee
for approval. Sub-grants would be authorized by
the Committee, with USAID approval, to programs .

6.

3

~
L £

which meet mutually established criteria,
Proposals would have to demonstrate an ability
to continue the activity after the sub-grant is
expended,

Beneficiaries: Beneficiaries would be the raral
poor since the project would only finance rural
outreach programs,

Budget Year Programs: Commencement of rural
outreach programs in approximately 50 hospitals
and institutions.,

Major Output: Over the five year term of the grant,
fully operational rural health outreach programs
covering health, family planning, MCH and
nutrition services by a majority of India's private/
missionary hospitals and other institutions,




ACTIVITY TITLE

DECISION UNIT

‘DECISION PACKAGE

BUDGET YEAR

TABLE IVB PRIVATE INST, RURAL HEALTH 386 INDIA MINIMUM FY 1980
E SUPPORT GN) INITIAL OBLIGATION FINAL OBLIGATION TOTAL COSTY

ACTI;L’I_;_\;\BUDG T ( FY 1980 FY 1980 $20, 000, 000

PROJECT NUMBER APPROPRIATION DATE PP/REVISION ~ |DATE LABT FAR DATE NEXT PAR

386-0469 (510) | sSFca &/

] ESTIMATED U, 5, DOLLAR COST (§ 000)
Pyy 1978 cvyy 1979 av 19 30 J -
CTIVITY PUTS - - — F ING - _— FUNDING — - -

" " S on [Sunnsoine- | RERPES  Jestls, [SiREY DIRET|  FEmiss) [oRvis. [SiRiE|iE
4lo-FiNancee TOTAS FY80-84 [20,000]5,000] 15,000
Private Hospitals/Inst.

Rural Qutreach Programas - - - - - - ¥Y80-84 Pp0,000] 5,000 15,000
(Sub-grant activities yet
to be identified)
Praoject Development (PDS) - FY 79 (20)*
HC AND o-ruén DONOR" TOTAL—~ =1 I NI ERR 'F M3l LIFE OF PROJECTRII RN
TR o e T ; i i
i S e b o i e F‘;‘;‘ b
Not known at this time : {,‘ fﬂz u;;}*-:‘j‘:sg‘.lt;; ,,.;,_ %{ 5! Eil _-;_;.
1% L H b F e
isnadle ‘éfﬁ. pE] ST i
{iE il ;:E '\ fagiantist
by L BRIl : [ttt : 'E'

PERSONNEL WORKYEARS (X

. X)

PERSONNEL.
FISCAL YEAR INTENSITY
FUNDING
1978 |15 79 {10 8o | s 81| s 82 pEveny[ ] mien
“Eggggﬁwr 0.2 D MEDIUM
Tov (§8h~)
5EEEQNE5'"E% 0.4 0.8 711.6 11.6 1.6 (%] row

PARTICIPANTS BROGRAMMED

TYPE AsNONCONTRAC'

FISCAL YEAR

BzCONTRACT

19 19 19

TYPE LONG—- TERM

o SHORT —~ TERM

FOOTNOTES

a/Special Foreign
Currency Appropria-
tion

TYPE | LONG- TERM

B SHORT- TERM

*Non-add; see PDS n
Summary Table, O

ALD 1330— 3 (3- 78)



INDIA: FY 80 ABS

TABLE IV-A

i

¥9

ACTIVITY DATA -- NARRATIVE

Activity Title: THIRD CGOUNTRY TRAINING IN INDIA

BY Obligations: $500, 000 (SFCA)

Decision Package: MINIMUM

Budget Year: FY 1980

1. Purpose: To extend third country participant
training opportunities in India for nationals of
other developing countries sponsored by their
USAIDs, Except for occasional short-term study
tours, the program is currently limited to
Nepalese by GOI policy.

2. Background: Training in India of AID-gponsored
foreign nationals has been widely employed in
the past. India has the potential of offering quali-
ty courses of instruction and on-the-job training
in many development fields at its educational/
training institutions, many of which had received
assistance from AID in the past. The cost of
academic training in India remains about.one=
seventh the cost of comparable training in the
U.s.

In former years, AID funded such Nepalese
training from excess U.S. -owned Indian rupees
allocated to AID for general economic develop-
ment in Nepal, Commencing in FY 1976, AID
has utilized annual appropriations of Indian
rupees from the Congress for this special training
program, To date only Nepalese participants
have been approved by the Government of India
for this continued rupee-financed training in
Tndia, pursuant to the provisions of the Indo-U., S,
Rupee Agreement of February 18, 1974,

Project Description; The major part of the
program covers B,Sc. and M,Sc. Agriculture
degree training. Short term training is also
provided in such subjects as seed practices and

- other agricultural science, radio technology,



Table IV-A (contd.)

Third Country Training in India

. Beneficiaries:

family planning administration, rural health,
malariology, and equipment maintenance, The
scale of the program takes into account the
ability of the Government of Nepal to identify
qualified persons who meet admission standards
of Indian training institutions.

. Progress to Date: In FY 1977, a total of 116 new
participants from Nepal started their training in
India, while about 100 Nepalese were continuing
their training funded in prior years. In FY 1978,
a total of 136 new and 146 continuing Nepalese
participants will be receiving their training,

AlID-sponsored regular training for nationals of
countries other than Nepal has not been approved

by the GOI since 1972, However, in the past year

the following short term study tours in India have
been approved by the GOI, on a case by case basis;
five women leaders from Ghana observed rural
development programs; nine high level officials from
Bangladesh observed fertilizer manufacture and dis-
tribution programs; and one official from Afghanistan
studied Indian health administration,

GON Agriculture, Health and
Education Ministry personnel; Agricultural Inati-
tute faculty.

6.

Current Year Program: In FY 1979 about 340

Nepalese (150 new starts and 190 continuing) will
receive academic and non-academic training at
Indian institutions, financed by AID with U, S -
owned Indian rupees.

Budget Year Program: In FY 1980, about 350

Nepalese (150 new starts and 200 continuing) will
receive training in India in the same fields as in
PY and CY. Lists of participants programmed in
FY 1978, 1979 and 1980, giving their numbers,

" fields of training, duration and estimated cost,

together with a summary status of SFCA funding,
are attached.

Major Outputs: Availability of adequate number of

trained personnel to implement the various
economic development programs of the Nepalese
Government.



STATUS OF SFCA TRANSFERS TO AID FOR NEPALESE TRAINING

FY 1976 & T.Q. SFCA Transfers

Less: FY 76/TQ Obligations
Add: FY 1977 SFCA Transfers
Less: FY 77 Obligations

Add: FY 1978 SFCA Tra.nsfe_rs

Less: FY 78 Est, Obligations

Unobligated Balance b/

$

200, 000

128,115

71,885

400,000

471, 885

283,469

188,416

400, 000

588,416

Rs. Equiv,

Exchange a/
Rate

1,842,000

1,179, 939

3,552, 000
4,214,061

2,517,201
1,696, 860

3,464,000
5,160,860

4,453, 300

@ Rs.9.21

@ Rs. 8. 88

@ Rs. 8. 66

a/ Treasury transfers of SFCA funds were effected at the exchange rates shown

above for each vyear,

I

We have not projected this balance as carry-over in F'Y 1979 since we are not -

sure if the FY 1979 Appropriation Act would provide for the carry-over

authority.



THIRD COUNTRY TRAINING IN INDIA

NEPALESE PARTICIPANTS - FY 1978

Estirnated Cost

=E=mS=s==IZ==

Field of Training ' No, .Duration Indian Rupees $ Equiv. *
NEW PARTICIPANTS: ] ' bio 5
B.Sc. Agr.(JTA's) 25 4 years 350, 000 40,416
B.Sc. Agr.(Fresh high sch.) 15 5 years 210, 000 24, 249
B.Sc. Agr.Engg.{Fresh high sch.) 10 6 years 140, 000 16,166
M.Sec. Agriculture 15 2 years 441,000 &/ 50,924
Education, M, Ed, Course 3 1 year 63,000 7,275
Agriculture Sciences 10 3 months 80, 000 - 9,238
Seed Ind. Dev, Traihing 5 3 months 40, 000 4,619
Forestry Mgt. & Soil Consrv. 5 3 months 40, 000 4,619
Computer Tzaining 4 1 month 56, 000 6,467
Radio Educ. Technology 3 3 months 24,000 2,772
B, Sc. Nursing (Post Basic) 2 2 years 40, 000 a/ 4,618
Health Education (Diploma) 2 1 year 42,000 4,850
Health Education 2 3 months 16,000 1,848
Family Planning Admn, 1 1 year 21,000 2,425
Family Planning Admn. 2 3 months 16,000 1, 848
Public Health Nursing 2 1 year 20,000 2,310
Basic Malariclogy Course 20 5 weeks 127, 000 14, 665
Constr. Equip. Maintenance 4 © 6 months- 64, 000 7,390
Vehicles & other Equip.Main, 6 6 months 96, 000 11,085
Sub~Total: 136 1,86, 000 217,784
(75L.T/61ST) -
CONTINUING y
B.Sc.Agr (Fresh, FY75) 13 - :{
B.Sc.Agr (JTA's, FY75) 23 312, 8¢0 Y 36,120
B.Sc.Agr (JTA's,FYT76 ) 19 798,000 = 92,148
B.Sc.Agr (Fresh, FY76) 25 700,000 &€ 80,832
B.Sc.Agr (JTA's, FYT7) 24 244, 800 28,268
B.Sc.Agr (Fresh, FY77) 25 350, 000 40,416
M. Sc.Agr (FY77) 11 161, 700 18,672
B.Sc. Nursing (FY76) E - Y
Health Educ. Diploma (FY77)} 1 - Y
Public Health Nursing 2 . Y
Education, M.Ed. (FY77) 1 - =4
. B.Se¢, Nursing (FY75) 1 : - Y
, ' Sub-Total: 146 2,567,300 296,456
TOTAL: 282 4,453, 300 514, 240

See footnotes on next page
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FOOTNOTES

* @ Rs. 8, 66=-$1.00 as used in the Treasury LT= Long Term (9 months or more)
Transfer Authorization ST = Short Term (Less than 9 months)

a/ Funding covers 24 months through completion in July 1980.

b/ Fully funded in prior year.

¢/ Funding covers 16 months through completion in November 1579.
Funding covers 36 months through completion.

/ Funding covers 24 months through completion.

[

e

o



THIRD COUNTRY TRAINING IN INDIA

NEPALESE PARTICIPANTS - FY 1979

Field of Training

NEW PARTICIPANTS

B,Sc.Agr.(JTA's)

B.Sc.Agr.(Fresh high sch,)

M, Sc. Agriculture

Forestry (Diploma)

Education, M. Ed. Course

Agriculture Sciences

Seed Ind. Dev. Trg,

~ Soil Conservation

Computer Training

Radio Education Tech.

Radio Education Tech,

Family Planning Admn,

Family Planning Admn.

Health Planning Admn.

Health Education (Diploma)

Public Health Nursing (Diploma)

B.Sc, Nursing (Post Basic)

Basic Malariology Course

Road Maintenance

Construction Management
(roads,buildings, bridges)

Constzuction & Maintenance of
Small Scale Rural Irrigation
and Drinking Water Systems

Quality Control of Construction

Materials for Roads and Bridges
Sub-Total:

(89LT/57ST)

CONTINUING
B.Sc.Agr(JTA'!'s,FY75)
B.Sc. Agr(JTA's,FY76)
B,Sc.Agr{Fresh, FY76)
B.Sc.Agr{JTA's, FYTT)
B.Sc.Agr(Fresh,FY77)
B.Sc.Agr(JTA's, FYT8)
B.Sc.Agr{(Fresh, FY78)
M.Sc.Agr(FY78)

B, Sc, Nursing (FY78)
Education, M. Ed. Course
Health Education, Diploma
Family Planning Admn.

Estimated Cost

69

No. Duration Indian Rupees $ Equiv, *
25 4 years 350, 000 41,176
25 5 years 350,000 |, 41,176
15 2 years 441,000 = 51,882
5 2 years 73,500 8,647
3 1 year 63, 000 7,412
10 3 months 80,000 9,412
5 3 months 40, 000 4, 706
5 6 months 80, 000 9,412
4 4 weeks 56, 000 6,588
1 1 year 21,000 2,471
3 3 months 24, 000 2,824
1 1 year 21,000 2,471
2 3 months 16, 000 1,882
1 3 years 21, 000 2,471
4 1 year 84, 000 9,882
4 1 year 40, 000 4,706
2 2 years 20, 000 2,353
20 5 weeks 133, 000 15, 647
2 6 months 32,000 3,765
3 1 year 63,000 7,412
4 6 months 64, 000 7,529
2 6 months 32,000 3, 765
146 2,104,500 247,589
23 - b/
19 - Y
25 - ¥
24 244, 800 28,800
25 ~ 350,000 41,176
25 350,000 41,176
25 350, 000 41,176
15 -
2 - Y
3 . Y
2 - Y
1 . Y



Estimated Cost

Field of Training No. Duration Indian Rupees §$ Equiv., *
Public Health Nursing 2 - b/
Sub-Total : 191 1,294, 800 152, 328
TOTAL: 337 3,399, 300 399,917
* @ Rs, 8.50= $1.00 - LT= Long Term (9 months or more)

ST= Short Term( Less than 9 months)

a/ Funding covers 24 months through completion in July 1981.
b/ Fully funded in prior year.



THIRD COUNTRY TRAINING IN INDIA

NEPALESE PARTICIPANTS - F'Y 1980

Field of Training
NEW PARTICIPANTS
B,Sc.Agr (JTA!'s)
B.Sc.Agr (Fresh)
M. Sec. Agriculture
Education, M, Ed, Course
Forestry, Diploma
Agriculture Sciences
Seed Ind. Dev. Training
Soil Conservation
Computer Training
Radio Ed. Technology
Family Planning Admn,
Family Planning Admn.
B.Sc., Nursing (Post Basic)
Public Health Nursing, Diploma
Health Education, Diploma
Basic Malariology Course
Road Maintenance
Construction Management
(Roads, Buildings, Bridges)
Construction & Maintenance
of Small Scale Rural Irrigation
& Drinking Water Systems
Quality Control of Construction

-Materials for Roads & Bridges
Sub-Total:
(86 LT/57 ST)

CONTINUING

B.Sc.Agr (JTA's,FYT6)
B.Sc.Agr (JTA's,FY77)
B.Sc.Agr (Fresh,FY77)
B.Sc.Agr (Fresh, FY78)
B.Sc.Agr (JTA's,FY78)
B,Sc.Agr {Fresh, FY79)
B.Sc.Agr (JTA's, FY79)
M. Sc.Agr (FY 79)
Forestry, Diploma (FY79)
Education, M. Ed. Course
Radio Ed, Tech.

Family Planning Adman,

Estimated Cost

No. Duration Indian Rupees $ Equivalent =
25 4 years 367,500 43,235
25 5 years 367,500 43,235
15 2 years 231,525 27,238
3 1 year 66,150 7,782
5 2 years 77,175 9,079
8 3 months 70,560 - 8, 301
7 3 months 61, 740 7,264
5 6 months 88, 200 10,376
4 4 weeks 58, 800 6,918
3 12 weeks 26,250 - 3,088
1 l year 22,050 2,594
2 3 months 17, 640 2,075
2 2 years 22,050 2,594
4 1 year 44,100 5,188
4 1 year 88, 200 10,376
20 9 weeks 168, 000 19, 765
2 6 months 42, 000 4,941
2 1 year 44,100 5,188
4 6 months 84, 000 9, 882
2 6 months 42,000 4,941
143 1,989,540 234, 060
19 - 4
24 257, 040 30,240
25 367,500 43,235
25 367, 500 43,235
25 367,500 43,235
25 367,500 43,235
25 - 367,500 43,235
15 . ¥
5 77,175 9,080
3 Y
1 .
1 . al
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Field of Training

Health Planning Admn,

Health Ed., Diploma

B.Sc. Nursing (Post Basic)

Construction Management
Sub-Total:

TOTAL:

Estimated Cost

No, Duration Indian Rupees $ Equiv. *
1 22,050 2,595
. Y ’
pA 22,050 2,595
3 L8l
203 2,215,815 260,685 Y
346 4,205, 355 494, 745

g —— _—======

FOOTNQOTES

* @ Rs.8.50= $1.00

a/ Fully funded in prior year.

LT=Long Term (9 months or more)
ST= Short Term(Less than nine months)



ACTIVITY TITLE

DEGISION UNIT DECISION PACKAGE |BUDGET YEAR
TABLE IVB : 386 INDIA MINIMUM FY 1980
THIRD COUNTRY TRAINING IN INDIA ks sarieation [Faiac GaCiGATION TOTAL COST
ACTIVITY BUDGET
ATA FY 1976 N/A Open
D . PROJECT NUMBER APPROPRIATION DATE PPR/REVISION DATE LABYT PAR  |DATE NEXT PAR
- SFCA 2
. ESTIMATED U, S, DOLLAR COST (§ 000) _
Pyy 19 78 cvy 18 79 BY? i §0
ACTIVITY INPUTS oBLS — | EXPEN_|PIPE— FUNGING opLi- JexPEnY PIPE— w oBLI- |EXPEN-|PIPE~
GATION |DiTURE | LINE FRe $0) GATION |DITURH LINE FRLS0) [SATION [DITURE |LINE
4l0= FINARCED ToTAL- 1514 {323 | 191 |FY79-83 | 400 |400 [191 |FY80-84 | 500 |475 {216
Nepalese Training in India 514 323 191 (FY79-83 400 (400 {191 {FY80-84 500 |475 216
HC AND OTHéR DONOR TOTAL- 1 H: .;'r ; 1
: PR
i il Bl it
N/A. #-.‘ li‘ﬁs P -: ] T
ki :=:-§3r_- plf, [T
[T B H s
"?s*g- flt it e
O e
% PERSONNEL WORKYEARS (XX, X) - PERSONNEL FARTICIPANTS PROGRAMMED FOOTNOTES
FUND ING FISCAL. YEAR INTENSITY TYPE ::gg::ﬁ:::}\c — FISC::L YEA‘:G 2/ SPECial FOreign
1978|1979 [1980 | 1981 {1082 evond[” ] sk IR e ——— Currency
“EROGHI [X] meowm | s | suorT- TERM Appropriation
ToY CapR~ ) _ 1 TYPE | LONG- TERM )
* OEFReIG 2. 0120 2.0 12. 0 2.0 ":] Low & SHORT— TERM ”
AID 1320— 8 (32— 78) . . o
*Workyears represent Non-Mission Specific Personnel in the OFE Budget.



INDIA: FY 80 ABS

TABLE IV-A

+

'

ACTIVITY DATA -- NARRATIVE

Activity Title: PL-480, TITLE I -

BY Obligations: $27,400, 000

Decigion Package: ""Mark"
Budget Year: FY 1980

1. Purpose: To increase availabilities and
moderate price increases of basic food
commodities required by the mass of poor
consumers, and to generate budgetary
resources for GOI development programs.

2. Background: While India's three successive
good foodgrain harvests have reduced the
need for Title I agsistance to moderate levels,
particular items of mass consumption con-
tinue in short supply. Chief among these is
vegetable oil, of which annual imports are
nearing one million tons. Further background
and description is provided in the Title I
Proposal in this ABS submission,

3. DBeneficiaries: Vegetable oil is, after food-
grains, the primary source of calories in

the Indian diet. The wide fluctuations in availability
and price of recent years has caused hardship
particularly to the poor,

Current Year Program: 60, 000 metric tons of
vegetable oil, :

Budget Year Program: The same level of 60, 000

tons of vegetable 0il is proposed. This level is
justified in the Title I Proposal. As a "Minimum
Decision Package'' level, 50, 000 tons is suggested,
The Mission does not believe, however, that
reducing the level below FY 78 and FY 79 is
consistent with the policy of increasing AID resource
flows to India,



ACTIVITY TITLE DECISION UNIT DECISION PACKAGE |BUDGET YEAR
TABLE IVB . PL - 480 TITLE I i 326 " INDIA MINIMUM FY 1980
- NITIAL OBLIGATIO LIGATIO TOTAL COST
ACTIV'TY BUDGET ATION FINAL. OBLIGATION A
DATA N/A /7 N—
PROJECT NUMBER APPROPRIATION DATE PP/REVISION DATE LAST PA DATE NEXT PAR
. ESTIMATED U, S, DOLLAR COST (§ 000)
Pyy 1978 cvl 19 79 BY? 19 80
ACTIVITY INPUTS oaLl - {EXPEN~{ PIPE— EUNDING oBLI~ |expend PiPe— F.;‘-"i’;ﬁgﬁna oBLI- |expEN-|PIPE~
GATION |DITURE | LINE (FR—TO) GATION [DITURH LINE (FReq0) [SATION IDITURE |LINE
AlD- FINANCED TOTAEL~ .
e 27,800127,800{ - FY79 p7,400 p7,400 - FYso 2,850 §22,850) -
Vegetable oil 27,800 27,800] - FY79 7,400 7,400 FY80 p2,850 [22,850) -
HC AND OTHER DOMOR TOTAL—~ SECIELINARURETY (FE OF PROJEG
' illides sHEcdt U b g N/A
g}-gi‘f H y !
Canada i i it !
Y Hik i
NG i
SAGR )
(Hi-H Y i
185 I
HeE AT s by "' L ok
PERSONNEL. WORKYEARS (XX, X) PERSONNEL PARTICIPANTS PROGRAMMED FOOTNOTES
FiSCAL YEAR INTENSITY TYPE AzNONCONTRAC FlS5CAL YEAR
FUNDING
BzCONTRACT 19 18 19
19 78 [ 1879 1980 | 08] L_—l HiGH TYPE | LONG— TERM
AGCAUNT [] meoum A SHORT —~ TERM
oy Qpn_ ) TYPE | LONG~ TERM
OREsadlE| 0.2 | 0.2 ] 0.2 0.2 0,210.2 Low 5 | snorT- TERM '

AlD 1330—8 (3= 78)
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ACTIVITY TITLE

DECISION UMTT

DECISIDN PACKAGE

BUDGET YEAR

TABLE IVB 386 INDIA MARK _FY 1980
UDGET PL - 480 TITLE I INITIAL OBLIGATION |FINAL OBLIGATION TOTAL COBT
ACT!;XI.'FYAB 4 N/A N/A Open
PROJECT NUMRBER APPROPRIATION DATE PP/REVISION DATE LAST PAR DATE MEXT PAR
. . ESTIMATED U, S, DOLLAR COST (§ 000} R
‘ PYY 19 78 oYy 19779 . BY? = 19 20
ReTviTY mReTe [o5kion [Exnms [oine | BHHPEE  Jomtic, [SYRSEd DIRET|  WERISs [eRwis. [SiRSAe|DINE
AlD~ FINANCED TOTAL~
27,800}27,800} - FY79 27,4000 27404 - FY80 p7,400 P7,400) -
Vegetable oil 27,800|27,800) - FY79 27,4000 27400 - FY80 27,400 27,400 -

HC AND OTHER DONOR

Canada

TOTAL—

e
135y
et

MED

FOOTNOTES

PERSONNEL WORKYEARS (XX, X) - FPERSONNEL
FISCAL YEAR INTENSITY TYPE AzNOMCONTRACT FISCAL YEAR
FUNDING " BzCONTRACT 1o 19 t9
19 78 | 1079 |:1980 {12 81|10 82 E,YONED HIGH TYPE | LONG— TERM
_FF!UGRA¥ D MEDIUM A SHORT —~ TERM
Toy (NoN—) , TYPE | LONG— TERM
OPERATINE]I 0,2 | 0.2 |0.2 0.2 |0.2710.2 _@ Low B SHORT- TERM i

AlID 1330--8 (3— 78)




Activity Title:

INDIA FY 80 ABS
TABLE IV-A

ACTIVITY DATA -- NARRATIVE

BY Obligations: $ 108, 786, 000

PL-480 TITLE II - VOLAGS PROGRAMS

Decision Package: '"Minimum!''

Budget Year: FY 1980

-1, Purpose: To utilize Title II resources to support

projects that {(a) improve the effective income of
those who participate; (b) reach and improve the
lives of the poor; {c) support humanitarian and
relief activities and resolve the urgent needs of
the destitute and those affected by disasters,

Background: The PL-480 Title II Voluntary

Agency program has been operating in India

since 1951, It is linked with those USG policy

and strategy and objectives that support programs
designed to improve the lives of poor peope.

Title I activities address projects in food pro-

duction, nutrition, health, rural development and

education. The program provides varying degrees

of support to a broad array of projects, each of
which addresses a definite need in priority
sectors. These include (a) development pro-
jects such as food for work projects in irrigation,
construction of rural roads, low-cost housing,
land clearing, afforestation and slum clearance;
(b) maternal child health projects and provide
support for applied nutrition programs, integ-
rated child development programs, integrated
rural health schemes and day care centers;

(c} school Iunch programs, which play an
important role in the GOI's effort to improve
child nutrition, increase both matriculation

and attendance at school and improved learning
ability of students, CARE works with State

LL



Table IV-A {Contd.)

PL-480 Title II VolAps Programs

Governments, CRS and CWS/LWR support pro-
grams of counterpart private agencies.

Progress To-date: Since initiating the Title II

program in India, many millions of poor people
have received 6.7 million metric tons of Title II
commodities worth US$ L. 3 billion. An effective 5.
and efficient administrative and logistic system
has been developed by the US VolAgs and their
Indian counterpart agencies to implement projects
that reach the poor. On any given day in FY-78,
some 200, 000 projects were receiving part of
their resource needs from the Title II program.
be

Beneficiaries: The Mission recommended mini-

mum package for FY 1980 will reach the following
recipients: (a2) 6,9 million in MCH programs,
attending pregnant and nursing mothers in the vul-
nerable groups and infants and preschool children;
(b) 11 million children in the mid-day-meals pro-
gram, which reaches children aged 6 through 14
throughout the country; (c) approximately 0.7

million adults participating in food for work
projects that provide employment and address
local development objectives; (d) 200, 000
participants in other child feeding and individual
health cases.

Current Year Program: The Mission recom-
mended PL-480 Title II program in FY-79 will
channel 512, 000 metric tons of Title H com-

‘modities to approximately 19. 7 million poor,

who will participate in well over 200, 000
projects throughout the country,

Budget Year Program: The minimum package
budget year Title Il program would continue
activities at the recommended FY-79 level
with the exception of CARE FFW projects,
which would be eliminated on the assumption
that GOI commodities will be made available
for the state programs now supported by
CARE. This minimum package would channel
433, 059 MTs of commodities to 18. 8 million
recipients participating in projects located
throughout the country.

N
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INDIA ¥Y 80 ABS

Activity Title:

TABLE IV-A

0

ACTIVITY DATA -- NARRATIVE

BY Obligations: $ 135,400, 000

PL-480 TITLE II - VOLAGS PROGRAMS

Decision Package: '"Mark"

Budget Year: FY 1980

1

Purpose: To utilize Title II resources to support
projects that (a) improve the effective income of
those who participate; (b) reach and improve the
lives of the poor; (¢) support humanitarian and
relief activities and resolve the urgent needs of
the destitute and those affected by disasters.

Background: The PL-480 Title H voluntary
Agency program has been operating ‘in India

since 1951, It is linked with those USG policy and
strategy objectives that support programs designed
to improve the lives of poor people, Title II
activities address projects in food production,
nutrition, health, rural development and education,
The program provides varying degrees of support
to a broad array of projects, each of which
addresses a definite need in priority sectors.
These include: (a) development projects such

as food for work projects in irrigation,
construction of rural roads, low-cost
housing, land clearing, afforestation

and slum clearance; (b) maternal child
health prejects that provide support for
applied nutrition programs, integrated
child development programs, integrated
rural health schemes and day care centers;
(c) school lunch programs, which play

an important role in the GOI's effort to
improve child nutrition, increase both
matriculation and attendance at school
and improved learning ability of students.
CARE works with state governments.
CRS and CWS/LWR support programs of
counterpart private agencies.

Progress To-date: The Missioh's recom




Table IV-A (Contd.)
PL.-480 Title II - VolAgs Programs

mended mark package for FY-80 will operate 5.
with the same purpose, background and pro- :
gress to-date statements as presented in the
minimum package. '
4 — 6.
Beneficiaries: Mission's mark program in
FY-80 will reach 7.9 million recipients in
maternal child health program which are
targeted at pregnant and nursing mothers
and their infants and preschool children in
the vulnerable group; (b) mid-day-meals
program - 12,1 million children age 6 thru
14 are the targets of the Mark mid-day meal
program; (c) 1. 7 million adult laborers -
participating in food for work projects that
provide employment and address local deve-
lopment objectives are the targets of the
FFW program and (d) 230, 000 orphans,
institutional health cases, abandoned, aged,
and infirm persons are targeted to be
reached in the individual health cases and
other child feeding programs.

Current Year Program: The Missgion's

current year package is the same as
presented in the minimum package.

Budget Year Program: The Mission's

mark package for the budget year will |
utilize 571, 269, 000 tons of Title IT
commodities worth US$ 135, 368, 000 in
1980 and would assist almost 22 million
recipients participating in projects

located throughout the country. The

mark level includes continuation of CARE
FFW programs close to reduced FY-79
levels, on the assumption that government-

- supplied programs will not yet be able to

substitute for the CARE resource, and that
a workable commodity exchange arrange-
ment can be instituted with the GOI,

T8
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INDIA: FY 80 ABS

- Activity Title:

TABLE IV-A

ACTIVITY DATA -- NARRATIVE

PROGRAM.

BY Obligations: § 26,438, 000

PL-480 TITLE II - CLUSA VEGOIL. DEVELOPMENT

Decision Package: "Minimum"

Budget Year: FY 1980

Purpose : To establish a major program of buil-
ding integrated oilseed producers cooperatives
through use of PL-480 Title Il resources, with
the objective of improving small farmers income
and stabilizing vegetable oil supply and price for
consumers.

Background; Next to foodgrains, the most im-

portant source of calories in the mass Indian

diet is vegetable oil. In recent years, oil has

been in chronic short supply and subject to erratic
price increases. India expects to import close to
one million tons of vegetable oil this year to ensure
supplies. The GOI has also initiated a major ten

year program to increase domestic production,

which relies heavily on small farm cooperatives.
. \

The project supports GOI and U, S. strategy
of assisting poor farmers by improving their
production and income.

Project Description: The project plan has

been developed along the lines of the success-
ful Operation Flood I which utilized donated
food resources, the sale of which capitalized
the formation of milk producers cooperatives.
These techniques have been adapted to re-
solve similar problems in the oilseed-vegoil
sector, The traditional problems of the oil-
seed producers include requirements for high
investment per hectare, lack of inputs
{including irrigation, credit, fertilizer,
pesticides and improved seeds) and a highly
unstable market place.

£8
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Table IV-A {Contd.)
PL,-480 Title II - CLUSA VegQil Development Program

-

The project will address these problems by establish-

Beneficiaries: The target groups for

4,
ing cooperatives and demonstration farms at the this program are both small and marginal
villapge level to demonstrate proper techniques and-. farmers and poor consumers who derive
act as the focal point for improving farm inputs. At an important part of their daily caloric
the regional level, oilseed processing and regional needs from vegoil.
farms will be formed, again on a cooperative basis,
to backstop the village cooperatives, and market 5. Current Year Program: Activities will
vegoil in a stabilizing manner. Supplementary acti- be initiated in planning, cooperative
vities in planning, manpower development, and re- formation, formation of demonstration
lated industries such as hand-picked and selected farms, inputs for farmers, production
groundnuts will be undertaken. The program also and marketing of vegoil. These activities
envisions agronomic centers where research in will be supported through sale of 10, 000
management, marketing, production and processing metric tons of donated vegoil in FY-78
can be conducted in cooperation with appropriate and 30, 000 metric tons in FY 79, Addi-
national and international organizations, ' tional quantities are expected to be made

available from Canadian aid.

Project commodities will be donated through the - :
Cooperative League of the USA (CLUSA), which has 6. DBudget Year Program: The budget year

been assisting the cooperative oilseed sector in India
for many years.- A companion FY-78 OPG with

. CLUSA will provide technical and management
assistance to the project. The primary Indian coop-
erating institution is the National Dairy Development
Board, which handled the successful Operation Flood
program,

(FY-80) will substantially complete the
first phase of the program. During this
phase, the planning and manpower deve-
lopment programs will be well under way
and feedback will have identified success-
ful methods for adapting Operation Flood I
techniques to the oilseed vegoil sector.
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PIL.-480 Title II - CLUSA VepOil Development Program

7.

Some 850 demonstration farms will be operational,
providing service to village farmers. Fight district
farms will be in operation by the end of the first
phase, backstopping village demonstration farms
with mobile teams, training sessions, and adminis-
trative overviews, improving and stabilizing oilseed
productivity.

One or two existing units for crushing and solvent
extraction will be acquired and one agronomic
center constructed. .

Approximately 37, 500 MT of vegoil will be supplied.
It should be noted that the Mission will be able to
quantify each year's specific activities when PI,-480
Title II commodities are actually called forward.
Adjustments will be made in call forwards, depending
on program progress,

_Major OQutputs: At the end of project, it is anti-
cipated that 8, 000 village level producers coop-
eratives will be operational. These local coop-
eratives will be federated into National Federation
of Oilseed Producers Cooperatives.

Eight district farms will field 50

mobile teams to form and backstop village
cooperatives. The program will be
complete with two or three area agrono-
mic centers, providing management,
planning, production and marketing unit
facilities with continuous feedback to
identify and resolve problems in the
oilseed sector,
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INDIA: FY 80 ABS

DECISION UNIT OVERVIEW

Introduction. This ABS is submitted at a time when U. S. long-

‘range asgistance strategy for the re-establishment of develop-

ment aid to India is in process of being formulated. An
independent strategy team completed extensive discussions with
Indian policy makers and academics in March 1978 and is
preparing its report. - The team's preliminary findings and
recommendations were taken into account in this submission.
Earlier, at the beginning of January, President Carter's address
to the Indian Parliament mentioned the following development
areas for possible collaboration: grain storage and buffer stocks;
intensified agricultural research through university collaboration
and applied research projects; regional Eastern waters planning;
development of energy resources, especially solar energy; space
technology for remote sensing; and increased scholarly exchanges.
Several of our proposed activities would contribute to these areas.
We have also been guided by the Administration's plans for the
general expansion of U. S. bilateral assistance levels in the
coming years, '

We believe a consensus has been developed on the nature if not
the specific content of a2 development assistance program over
the long term. It must first be genuinely.collaborative and

‘supportive of Indian plans and initiatives., Development policy

leverage is not our focus. Our membership in the India
Consortium provides the opportunity to express our views in a
multi-lateral context. The new Government's development
orientation, as expressed in the draft Sixth Plan surmnmarized
below, is in fact closely consonant with AID's mandate. Qur
approach has been to identify with the Indians those '"Mandate'
areas where they desire collaboration, and where the 1. S, has
strong capabilities to contribute,

Secondly, India's very considerable experience and capability

in development matters, the predominant involvement of the
World Bank and other substantial donors, and the nature of our
bi-lateral relationships make appropriate a low profile U, S.
agsistance program. We should thus use proven Indian institu-
tions to channel major blocks of our assistance funding to
priority areas, allowing a lower level of USAID staff involvement,



and we should avoid a proliferation of small projects. The well-
established U, S. voluntary agencies in India are also a promising
channel for development assistance in certain areas.

Finally, the program should be of sufficient magnitude to demon-
strate concrete U.S. support for India's development, re-
establish our position as a significant net contributor of resources
within the Consortium, and be commensurate with U. S, support
worldwide for the alleviation of poverty and encouragement of free
societies,

Long-range Goal. With the above considerations in mind, we pro-

pose the following substantive long range goals for the bi-lateral
assistance program among Indian development priorities: the
achievement of food security and increased levels of nutrition;
raising the level of economic activity in agriculture, broadly
shared, to substantially reduce rural underemployment; achieving
a more favorable balance between population and developed
resources in support of an increased quality of life in rural areas.
We believe India has a reasonable chance of reaching these goals
through her own efforts, although at the slow pace obliged by a
conservative social system and open politics. We believe U. S.
support and collaboration in these areas, together with other
donors, can increase the chances of success to a considerable
extent.

GOI development goals, as stated in the Draft Five Year Plan
1978-83 (Sixth Plan), are centered on the same priorities, but are
expressed more broadly, covering sections and aspects of develop-
ment outside our recommended program. The Draft Plan has
recently been approved in principle, and represents an authoritative
statement of country commitment and review of past performance.
Its principal objectives are: (a) the removal of unemployment and
significant underemployment; (b) an appreciable rise in the standard
of living of the poorest sections of the population; and (c) provision
by the State of some of the basic needs of the poor, such as potable
water, adult literacy, elementary education, health care, rural
roads, rural housing, and urban slum services. (The latter
"Minimum Needs'' program is further described in the PL 480
Title II section of the ABS.) A moderately higher economic growth
rate of 4. 7 per cent is targeted, a reduction in disparities of



8Y

incomes and wealth, and continued progress towards India's self-
reliance; i. e., a diminishing proportionate reliance on net foreign
assistance. The Plan projects, explicitly for the first time, that
the percentage of the population below a defined poverty line can
be reduced from the current 46 per cent to 38 per cent by 1983, °
and 27 per cent by 1988. The Plan's predominant approach to
such objectives is through increasing productive employment and
income among the mass of the rural population., For this, the key
measures proposed are a rapid acceleration of irrigation, develop-
ment of rural industries, and the extension of the supporting power
network. The thrust of the Plan is therefore on agriculture/rural
development, to which the proposed bi-lateral assistance program
is directed. ' ¢

In regard to ASIA Bureau goals of achieving a 4.2 per cent growth
rate in foodgrain production by 1990, and replacement fertility
levels by 2000, these are in excess of Plan projections, and, we
believe, not realistic targets for India. The Plan projects an
average annual foodgrain growth rate of 3 per cent under normal
weather conditions over its term. This assumes a massive
increase in irrigation potential by 17 million hectares, 15 million
additional hectares in high yielding varieties, and a 3.6 million
ton increase in fertilizer (NPK) utilization., These estimates seem
sufficiently ambitious when compared to the previous decade's
actual foodgrains growth rate of 1. 85 per cent. Population growth
rates are projected to decrease to 1. 7 per cent at the end of the
Sixth Plan, and 1.4 per cent by 1988. To achieve replacement
level fertility, it has been estimated that at least 65 per cent of
reproductive-age couples must practice contraception, compared
to 25 per cent currently, To achieve the 65 per cent level in
twenty years is conceivable, but extremely problematic in view

of the increasging numbers entering the reprodﬁctive age group.,

QOur projected long-range bi-lateral assistance levels total $1.5
billion over the period FY 80-84. Our judgement is that a level

of $1 - 1.5 billion would meet the basic considerations discussed

in paragraph 1, above, Although India's needs are vast, much
higher levels could well exceed absorptive capacity for the type

of program we envisage. It should also be noted that the Sixth

Plan makes a point of self-reliance, and that although GOI develop-
ment expenditures are to increase by 75 per cent, projected foreign
assistance commitment levels are at approximately current levels.
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Qur proposed levels include the assumption that well over half
of AID's resources will be channeled through established GOI
intermediate credit institutions engaged in agricultural/rural
development. For FY 80 we are recommending the ""mark"
program level of $181 million, and regard the ”proPOBed”
level as a high option.

Our projections also assume that the bulk of AID dollar re-
sources will be applied to local cost financing. We see no other
way of supporting rural development activities that reach the
poor majority. GOI budget resources are a primary constraint
to implementation of its ambitious and well-targeted develop-
ment plans. We therefore propose to finance up to two-thirds
of local project costs in projects directly benefiting small
farmers and the rural poor, such as medium-scale irrigation
projects, and half of local costs in less direct beneficiary
preojects such as grain storage. The allocation of U. S, -owned
excess currencies to GOI-budgeted programs is not aid, since
no transfer of resources takes place. The allocation of such
currencies is an appropriate mechanism, however, to mobilize -
Indian resources to private development activities that would
otherwise not occur., GOI approval of such allocations ig, of
course, required. We are proposing one such Special Foreign
Currency grant for private institutions engaged in rural health
activities.

Our projections include a dollar grant versus loan element
averaging about 10 per cent. We believe this is necessary and

. appropriate for beginning activities in Title XII and other

scientific exchange programs, and for rural health and population
activities. This is consistent with other bi-lateral donor practice
in India. We have, however, provided for some lending in these
areas in the latter part of the period,

Major Objectives. Mission objectives in the sense of explicit

statements of intended long term results can only be outlined at
this time. Two-thirds of our proposed long-term dollar funding
is directed to increased irrigation, including credit and electrifi-
cation for pumpsets. This is in support of the Sixth Plan target
of increasing irrigation potential by 17 million hectares, of which .

-7 million hectares is through groundwater development. These
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targets may be taken as the objective, although our proposed
contribution to surface irrigation projects is relatively small,
Further quantification of the objective in terms of the goal of
food security and rural employment should be developed.
Related to the same goal is a major new PL-480 Title II
program with the objective of reorganizing a predominant share
of the edible oil sector through cooperatives. Its production,
income, and employment targets have been quantified,

Central to food security is the GOI objective of holding a 10-12
million ton buffer stock of foadgrains. A proposed grain
storage loan to bring storage capacity to the required level,
plus the projected supply of PL-480 Title I wheat when needed
in future years, is in support of this program objective.

Our proposed activities in the health and population sector are
in support of the Government's new integrated rural health and
family welfare effort, which has specified objectives under the
Minimum Needs program. We cannot, however, quantify long-
term Mission objectives above the individual project level at this
time. Our project proposals in this area are, in fact, still
tentative., We have discussed them with the GOI, but have not
yet had a definitive reaction. The GOI is still developing and
testing new approaches in this sector, and we will have to await
a consensus. '

An objective that cuts across-all our long range goals is increased
scientific and technological transfer through collaborative activ-
ities with the large Indian scientific and academic community. The
Indo-T.S, Joint Commission and Title XII provide the framework
for such activities, within which we propose to support those of
priority AID mandate interest. Proposed grant projects for collab-
orative agricultural research between U.S. and Indian agricultural
universities, and for the application of science and technology
{including social science)} to rural development fall under this
objective. The latter project includes an emphasis on new sources
of rural energy. Toward the same objective, the Mission will play
a facilitating role for Indian collaboration in selected AID/W world-
wide and regional activities directly contributing to our program
interests. ' '



Our continued high level of PL-480 Title II support for the pro-
grams of the well-established and effective U. S. voluntary
agencies in India also represents a major crosscutting contri-
bution to all program goals; namely, those concerned with
nutrition, rural employment, and increased quality of rural life.
Objectives are quantified in the Title II section of the ABS. At
this time we are not proposing a co-financing project for supple-
mentary Volag activities, since GOI policy on the Volag's role
in non-food projects is unclear, .

Alternative program mixes in relation to the above objectives
are discussed in the following Decision Package narrative,

Since we are formulating a new development assistance program,
we cannot discuss accomplishments toward our program goals,
GOI accomplishments and shortcomings under the Fifth Plan are
extensively reviewed in the Sixth Plan document. It should be
noted that in regard toc measurement of progress in quality of
life, the Indian Central Statistical Organization intends to publish
an annual Review of Social Trends, including indicators of change
in poverty levels, malnutrition, education, family planning
acceptance, electrification, access to services, housing, public
safety, employment and income.

Commentary on Operating Expense and Workforce. The USAID
staff for the last several years has been occupied with a variety
of activities: managing the largest PL 480 voluntary agency
program in the World, a Title I sales program, a large Cooley
Loan portfolio which has required extensive rescheduling and
litigation,. a2 sizeable third country training program in India for
Nepal, and several remaining grant projects financed by U, S. -
owned loczl currency. These functions continue as 2 major new
AID development assistance program recommences. '

For planning purposes only, this Submission projects an increase
in direct-hire American staff from 6 in mid-FY 1978 to 20 in

FY 1980, and an operating budget increase from $1. 1 million in
FY 1978 to $2. 3 million in FY 1980. Much of the expense is for
start-up costs such as purchase of household furnishings and
equipment, and vehicles; some, of course, will be continuing -



salaries, rentals and increased operational travel. Although the
percentage increase appears high, we believe the magnitude of
resources is modest to manage the recommended program for
FY 1980. As a matter of Mission policy, the permanent resident
staff of Americans will be kept small, supplemented by TDY
agsistance when needed. It is anticipated that the American staff
will number 10 at the end of FY 78, Thereafter, individual

~position increases will be recommended under MODE based on
demonstrated need.
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FY 1980 ANNUAL BUDGET SUBMISSION
(in $000)

16

DECISION UNIT: INDIA DECISION PACKAGE: MINIMUM

ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION: Highest priority goes to the PL 480 voluntary agency program which has operated
in India since 1951, (The Mission recommends continuation even if there is no Development Assistance
program,) Ongoing irrigation and oilseed projects would continue although the momentum of rural electrifica-
tion efforts would be :mterrupted. A new Agricultural Research and Education Project will reintroduce U, S,
agricultural university technology support to India's agricultural development programs. Two new health pro-
jects will assist public and private health institutions with dollar and special foreign currency support to’

increase their rural outreach programs, Malaria Control and Science & Technology collaborative activies
will continue,

RESOURCE REQUIREMENTS FY 1980
FY 1978 FY 1979 THIS ° CUMULATIVE
PACKAGE TOTAL
Food and Nutrition 30, 000 81, 000 60, 000 60, 000
Population - _ - l 6,000 6, 000
Health 28,000 10, 000 37,000 37,000
Education - - - -
Selected Development Activities 2,000 o 3,000 ’ 3,000
Total Program: 60, 000 91, 000 106, 000 106, 000
PL1. 480 Title I {hon-add) {27, 800) (27, 400) (22, 850) (22, 850)
PL 480 Title II (non-add) (112, 277) (140, 221) (135, 224) (135,224)
Operational Program Grants (OPGs) { 930) (825) - -
Special Foreign Currency Appropriations* (13, 650) - (20, 000) (20, 000)
Employment - Full-time Permanent )
U.S. Direct Hire 10 1 7% 203k 20%%
Foreign Nationals 43 49 53 53
TDY - USDH 10 14 17 17
Total (Nos.) 63 80 90 90
FIVE YEAR PROJECTIONS FY8&o0 FY81 FY82 FY83 FY84
Program 106, 000 289,000 - 300,000 342,000 375, 000
Personnel (in workyears} ) .
Mission - US 20.0 23.0 24.0 24.0 25.0
FN 53.0 56,0 57.0 57.0 60.0
TDY - USDH 1.9 2.0 2,0 2.0 2.0

*Excludes SFCA costs of Third Country Training in India in support of USAID/Nepal, **includes two IDIs.



FY 1980 ANNUAL BUDGET SUBMISSION

Decision UNIT: India DECISION PACKAGE: MINIMUM

Short-term Objectives

Maintenance of a $100 million program in addition to PL 480 Title I and II commodities will
keep the U. 5. a positive contributor. within the India Consortium. (A PL 480 flow alone would make India a
small net provider of foreign exchange to the U.S. Government after payment of its outstanding loan incre-
ments, ) AID would continue support of one element of its three prong strategy for assistance to the GOI's
irrigation efforts (credit, power and construction). A modest start would be made toward assisting the GOI
in its chosen strategy of integrated health delivery as the best method of slowing population growth,

Impact on Major Objectives

With the ipitiation of the new Agricultural Research & Education Project and additional
support for science and technology, the Mission will be providing specifically-targetted scientific and
technical collaboration with regard to key development problems such as alternative energy sources and
agricultural development. Support for the GOI's major emphasis on irrigation will be more modest and less
direct than desired. '

Other Information

If a Development Assistance program for India were not approved, the U.S. Government would
appear to be withdrawing support for India's development program within the Consortium. AID's rationale
would also come in question regarding one of the world's largest poor countries -- especially when India's
self-help targets are increasingly aimed at the specific groups outlined in A, 1. D. 's mandate. At the minimum
level, although irrigation-oriented credit support would continue, support for the electrification element of
the strategy would falter and no new starts would be made on direct support for irrigation construction
projects. This minimum program, now in the third year of a reintroduced AID program, will require modest
increased staffing levels to accommodate the larger portfolio.



w
FY 1980 ANNUAL BUDGET SUBMISSION (=P
(in $000)

DECISION PACKAGE: MARK

INDIA AL LTS
(Recommended Level)

DECISION UNIT:

ACTIVE DESCRIPTION: USAID will help to finance a medium irrigation project in the State of Rajasthan; an
additional increment will be made to the Rural Electrification loan initiated during FY 1979. Modest increment
will be added to the EL 480 voluntary agency programs and Title I sales.

FY 1980

RESOURCE REQUIREMENTS FY 1978 FY 1979 THIS CUMULATIVE
PACKAGE TOTAL
Food and Nutrition 30, 000 81, 000 75, 000 135, 000
Population - - - . 6, 000
Health 28, 000 10, 000 - .37, 000
Education - - - -
Selected Development Activities 2,000 - - 3,000
Total Program 60, 000 91, 000 75, 000 181, 000
PL. 480 Title I (non-add) (27, 800) (27, 400) (4,550) (27, 400)
(of which Title III) - - - -
PL 480 Title II (non-~add) . (112,277) . (140, 221) (26,582} (161, 806)
Operational Program Grants (OPGs){non-add) {930) (825) - -
Special Foreign Currency Appropriation¥* {13, 650) ~ - (20, 000)
Employment - Full-time Permanent
U.S. Direct Hire 10 17%% 2 22%%
Foreign Nationals 43 49 2 55
TDY - USDH 10 14 - 17
Total (Nos,) 63 80 i_ 94
FIVE YEAR PROJECTIONS FY 80 FY 81 FY 82 FY 83 FY 84
Program 181,000 304,000 " 300,000 342,000 375,000
Personnel (in workyears)
Mission - US 22.0 23.0 24,0 24.0 25.0
- FN 55.0 56,0 57.0 57.0 _ 60,0
TDY - USDH 1.9 2.0 2,0 2.0 2.0

*Excludes SFCA costs of Third Country Training in India in support of USAID/Nepa.l
%% Includes two IDIs.



FY 1980 ANNUAL BUDGET SUBMISSION

DECISION UNIT: India _ DECISION PACKAGE: MARK
{(Recommended Level)

Short-term Objectivés

A Mark-level program will permit continuation of USAID's overall program of assistance to the GOI's
irrigation program, one of the key elements of its new Five Year Plan. Uninterrupted support to the Rural
Electrification Corporation will permit steady expansion of rural programs aimed at electrification of pump

_sets,

The Rajasthan irrigation loan will show USAID's commitment to direct support of the GOI's irriga- -
tion efforts.

CARE and CRS will be able to support modest increases in public and private nutrition progxlams,
and CARE will continue to help state governments to mount food for work programs if the GOI take over of
support is not phased in as quickly as hoped. The Title I sales program would be kept at its present level.

Impact on Major Objectives

The U.S. commitment to support for the GOI's irrigation strategy will become more apparent.
There also will be a modest element of resource transfer to assist the overall development plan.

Other Information

Two USDH would be added if this level is approved, an additional loan officer to assist with a
growing, more complex project portfolio, and another agricultural officer to provide planning and backstopping
efforts as well as broader technical depth,

%
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FY 1980 ANNUAL BUDGET SUBMISSION (o%
(in $000)
DECISION UNIT: INDIA DECISION PACKAGE: PROPOSED
' ‘ (High Option Level)

ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION: As a shelf item in FY 80, we include a grain storage loan which will assist the GOl
to attain its targeted level of permanent grain reserve storage, Two téntative OPG proposals would permit

the Cooperative League (CLUSA) to assist in a consumer cooperative women's program, and in cooperatlve
communications,

FY 1980
RESOURCE REQUIREMENTS ' FyYy 1978 FY 1979 THIS CUMULATIVE
_PACKAGE TOTAL
Food and Nutrition 30, 000 81, 000 38, 000 173, 000
Population _ - - - ‘ 6, 000
Health 28, 000 10, 0090 - 37,000
Education - . .- - -
Selected Development Activities 2,000 - - 3,000
Total Program 60, 000 91,000 38,000 219,000
PL 480 Title I (non-add) t27,800) (27,400) - (27, 400)
(of which Title III) - - - -
PL 480 Title II (non-add) (112,277) (140,221 - (161, 806)
Operational Program Grants {OPGs) (non-add) (930) (825) {(360) (360)
Special Foreign Currency Appropriation* (13, 650) | - - (20,000)
Employment - Full-time Permanent _
U.S. Direct Hire 10 17%% s T 2%k
Foreign Nationals 43 49 - 55
TDY - USDH 10 14 . - - 17
Total {(Nos,) 63 80O - 94
FIVE YEAR PROJECTIONS | TY 80 FY 81 FY 82  FYB83 FY 84
Program 219,000 266, 000 300,000 342,000 375,000
Personnel (in workyears)
Mission - US 22,0 23,0 -24.0 24,0 25,0
- FN 55.0 56.0 57.0 57.0 60.0
- USDH 1.9 2,0 2.0 2.0 2.0

* Excludes SFCA costs of Third Country Training in India in support of USAID /Nepal,
** Includes two IDIs.



" FY 1980 ANNUAL BUDGET SUBMISSION

DECISION UNIT: India : DECISION PACKAGE: PROPOSED

(High Option Level)
Short-term Objectives

Both Executive and Congressional Branches of the U. S, Government have declared an interest in
assisting the GOI to increase its grain storage capacity in view of its recent good harvests and desire to

build a permanent reserve as insurance against poor crop years, This loan has lower priority only
because the proposed recipient already has an ambitious program of construction and may well not be able
to take on this project during FY 1980. It therefore appears as a shelf item for FY 80, with the expectation
that it will more likely be financed in FY 8l. The OPGs are illustrative of the type we would like to
consider after we have developed a joint position with the GOI. Ag a matter of policy, however, we do not
expect to see a proliferation of smail OPGs, especially those involving resident American personnel,

Impact on Major Objectives

The cumulative impact of this proposed program will be to support the GOI in its highest priority
programs of increasing assured crop production through greater irrigation. It provides a modest level of
resource transfer after GOI debt service on prior U.S. aid programs, and follows through if possible on
strong U,S. interest in helping to provide adequate grain storage facilities for India's crops. Support is
provided for scientific collaboration in high priority research areas such as alternative energy sources and
agriculture,

Other Information

A number of alternate program mixes could be proposed for India, The simplest might be a
commodity import program in support of a competent Government proposing a five year plan for 1978-83
which is aimed directly at A, I.D.'s own goals: i. e, '""the removal of umemployment and significant under-
employment; an appreciable rise in the standard of living of the poorest sections of the population; and
provision by the State of some of ;the basic needs of the people in these income groups,....! Such a
commodity import program (together with the PL 480 voluntary agency program) could be managed by a
much smaller AID staff. It would not be consistent with current AID programming direction, however, and
would provide no technology transfer.

. The Mission also could propose a larger number of technically-oriented prbjects. However, this
would require both a larger USAID staff and larger numbers of longer-term contractors. We do not believe
this is an appropriate mode of operation in India, Instead we are pProposing a.mix of some larger resource-
transfer projects in support of competent institutions which are making significant contributions to agriculture

production and rural development, plus a limited number of projects targeted at short term technical collabora-
tion on specific problems. Such a program can be managed by a USAID staff of moderate size and is well
suited to a country such as India. ‘

w0
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TRANSACTION CODE} A

BUREAY CODE;

04

TABLE V . PROPOSED PROGRAM RANKING

DEQISION UNIT

NAME OF DEGISION PACKAGE SET

386 INDIA
DECISION PACKAGES/PROGRAM ACTIVITY/SUPPORT ITEM RESOURCE REQUIREMENTS
RANK o WO:;K:EES.SF%‘}%XN; X7 PROGR, hsoF)UNDlNG
DESCRIPTION A::::-P‘Ep?fg ..:L'h;ls:;:';a_s:—‘;’;__. :zgg::_': INCREMENTICUMULATIVE
DECISION PACKAGE - MINIMUM 2/ ‘
1 PL 480 Title II - CARE, CRS, CWS/LWR M [ 8.7 |o0.4 |02 [10d,786)
2 0464, Gujarat Medium Irrigation (L0) [FN L 1.0 0.1 |0.1 -
3 0462, Rural Electrification (Lo) |FN L 1.6 0.1 0.1 -
IA Operational Program Grants (OPGs) (GO) |FN M 1.8 - 5.7 &/ -
5 PL 480 Title II CLUSA VegOil M 1.6 0.1 - (26,438)
6 0466, Agricultural Development Credit (LO) {FN L 1.6 0.1 0.3 52,000 | 52,000
7 0470, Agricultural Research and Education (av) Isv | ® | 2.1 - 5,0 | 8,000 60,000
8 | 0465, Application of Sci.&Tech.to Rural Dev, (@) |sp |M Jo0.9 {01 |1.29/]| 3,000] 63,000
9 0455, Malaria Control (Lo) {HE L 0.8 0.2 |o0.1 23,000 | 86,000
10 AID/W-funded Agri/Bural Dev. Activities M 1.5 - - -
11 0468, Integrated Rural Health Support (GN) IHE/PN| L 1.9 0.2 - 20,000 {106,000
12 | 0469, Private Inst. Rural Health Support (GN) |sFca | L 1.6 - - (20,000)
13 0406, St.John's Medical College & Hospital (GO) |sFcA | M 0.6 - - -
14 AID/W-funded Pop,/Health Activities M 0.9 - - -
15 PL 480 Title I L 0.2 - - (22,850)
16 0454, Foodgrain Storage (IN) L 2.0 0.1 0.1 -
17 New Projecls Dev./Sector Analyses M 2.0 0.5 1.0 -
Summary by Personnel Intensity: Low (8 Activitie}) {10.7) 1(0.8) t0.7) [137,850)
Medium {8 " ) (1g.0) |{1.1) {8.1) [138,224)
High (1 ) (2.1) - 5.0) {(8,000)
Total: &/ (30.8) [(1.9) {13.8) [284,074)] 106,000
See footnotes on next page,

ALD 1330—9 (3— 79)



TRANSACTION CODE?Y

A

BUREAU CODE; 04

TABLE V - PROPOSED PROGRAM RANKING

DECISION UNIT

386

INDIA

NAME OF DECISION PACKAGE SET

DECGISION PACKAGES/PROGRAM ACTIVITY/SUPPORT ITEM

RESOURCE REQUIREMENTS

WORKYEARS IXX. 23] PROGRQI\B UNDING

RANK ND 0. FRO
APPROP) - PROGRAM i
DESCRIPTION AceT Eggg‘f ms::a:ms:zv Acc"“:"' (NOREMENTISUMULATIVE
DECISION PACKAGE - MARK (Recommended ) &/
18 0467, Rajasthan Medium Irrigation (LN) |FN M 2.3 - - 35,000 | 141,000
19 0462, Rural Electrification (10) |FN L 0.2 - - 40,000 | 181,000
20 PL 480 Title II - CARE, CRS, CWS/LWR M 0.7 - - (26,582
21 PL 480 Title I L - - - (4,550)
Summary by Persomnel Intensity: Low (2 Activities) (0.2) |( - ) % -) (44,550)
Medium(2 " ) (3.0) |(-_ (-) |(61,582)
Cumulative Totel (34.0) [ (1.9) K13.8) (390,206} 181,000
[DECISION PACKAGE - PROPOSED (High Option)
22 D454, Foodgrain Storage (LN) |FN L 0.2 - - 38,000 { 219,000
23 Operational Program Grants (OPGs) (aN) [FN M 0.2 - 0.8 ¥ (360)
Summary by Personnel Intensity: Low (1 Activity) (0.2) [(-) K-) (38,000)
Medium(lT " ) (0.2) {( =) Xo,8) (360)
Cumulative Total : (34.4) [(1.9) [14.6) l(428,566)] 219,000
a/ PDS-funded except where indicated,
b/ OPG Project funded; illustrative. =
g/ Project-funded,
d/ Includes 1,0 workyears funded from project,
g/ Excludes SFCA costs of Third Country Training
in India in support of USAID/Nepal,
[y
(]
i-_-

ALD 1330~ 9 (3— 78)



MISSION OPERATING EXPENSE FUNDED PERSONNEL. REQUIREMENTS
rk years xx.x)

Fy 78 FY 79 FY 80 FY 80 FY 80
MISSION SPECIFIC PERSONNEL Estimated Actual Estimated Mark Minimum Proposed
USDH | FNDH | CONT |)f USDH ) FNDH | CONT ||t SDH{ FNDH| CONT B USDH| FNDH|] CONT [§ USDH] FNDIi | CONT
Directly Related to Activities* 3,9 {13.1 - 8.0 19.0 - 11.4) 22,6} - 3.8 | 21.0 - 11.6 | 22.8 -
Policy,Direction & Management 2.4 | 3.8 5.0 | 5.0 6.6| 7.4 6.2 7.0 m 6.6 | 7.2
Financial Management 1.0 ] 8.0 2,0 | 8,0 2.0} 8.0 2.0 8.0 2.¢| 8.0
Mission Support - | 9.6 - 0.0 - { 10,0 - |10.0 - J10.0
101's - - 2,0 - 2.0 - 2.0 - 2.0 -
OTHER (Specify) Attorney - { 2.0 2.0 -] 2.0 - 2.0 - | 2.0
TOTAL 7.3 ]36.5 - 17.0 |44.0 - 22,0f 50,0 - 20,0 { 48,0 - 22,0 ] 50.0 -
*k Total Total Total Total Total
END OF YEAR CEILING 10 1H 38 =l 4s 17 1taa || 61 22 14 s0|= 72 20 |+ 48 |2} 68 22 |+ sol=] 72
NON-MISSION SPECIFIC PERSONNEL
s ] 0 3.0 Il - 0
Auditor General & IIS - 3.0 - 3.0 " 3. B * 3.
Other (Specify): Third Country "
Training Branch _ 2.0 . 2.0 u _ 2.0 . 2.0 _ 2.0
TOTAL - 5.0 - 5-0 - 5.0 H - 5.0 - 5.0
Total Total Total Total Total
END OF YEAR CEILING - s e s S s 1 s -+l s =l s - osi=ls - s e s

*From Table V.

%% Includes IDI's
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OPERATING EXPENSE BUDGET PAGE 1 OF 4

; ) ‘F Y 1980 .
EXPENSE CATEGORY LINE{OBJECT :’é{ﬁﬁﬁ . FY 1978 ©OFY 1979 HARK MINIHUM PROPOSED
NO.§ CLASS 10 UNITS 3 N1TS ] UHITE]  § UNLTS] $ UNITS [ ]
PERSONNEL 01 739.5 1,282.6 1,575.6 1,441.2 1,575.6
U.S. Direct liice 02 USDHl Workyears 7.3 | 483.9 | ir.2| oess.af22.3)1,243.2 1,114.6 1,243.2
V.8, Citizens Basic Pay . 0 110 USDIl Workyears 7.3 271.3 17,2 539.1 [ 22.3 718.6
Part-time, Temp. U.8. Bagsic Pay 04 112 UsSDll Workyears
Differential Pay a5 116 USDH Workyears 7.3 33.4 17,2 107.8 | 22.3 143.7
Living Allowances 06 118 USDH Workyears )
Other Pay 07 119 - 5.3 12.0
Bducation Allcwances 08 126 Ho. of Dependents 7 17.9 22 86,9137 122.7
Retirement 09 120 USDH Workyears 7.3 19,0 “17.2 37,794 22.3 50,3
Transportation/Travel 10 107.3 174.4 184.1
Post _Assignment - Travel 11 212 Ho. of Movements 6 19,7 11 35,31 9 31,5
lome Leave 12 112 No. of Movements 3 15.9 1 4,21 5 39.1
~_Past Assigrment /liome Leave Freight i3 ¥ ] : 53.1 B2.9 70.9
R& R g 14 215 No, of Hovements 2 6.5 14 32.01 7 20.4
Education Travel 15 215 No. of Movements 2 4,1 1 2,2
Medical Travel 16 215 8,0 20.0 20.0
Other Travel 17 215
Other Personnel Benefits 18 129 9.7 20,5 23.8
Local Employees - 19 FNDI Workyeers 42,2 | 255.6 | 49.6  297.21 56.0] 332.4 326. 6 332.4
Basic Pay : 20 114 FRDH Workyears 41.5 222.9 49, 275.3}§ 55.0 307.6
Overtime, Holiday Pay 21 115 FNDIl Workyears 0.7 1.8 0. 1.8y 1.0 2.4
Other Pay 22 k18 120 FNDH Workyears 41,5 14.5 49, 17.9§ 55.0 20,0
Personnel Benefits 23 128 129 FNDH Workyears b7 2.2 2.4
Benefits for Former Personnel 24 13 11,7
Contract Personnel 25 HWorkyears
| PASA Techniclans 26 258 Workyears -
Other Reimbursabtle Details 27 111 Morkyears -
Experts and Consultants 28 113 Workyears
Other Techalcians 29 255 Workyears
HOUSING 10 152.4 281.9 317.3 259.9 317.3
Acquisitien of Land and Structures 31 320 M. of Residentlal thits

£Cr
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OPERATING EXPEWSE BULGET ©  PAGE 2 OF 4
EXPENSE FY 1980
EXPENSE CATEGORY LINE|UBJECT RELATED FY 1978 FY 1979 HARK HINIHUN | PROFOSED
NO. | GLASS. T0 UNITS[ _ § URI15]__§  [umits|__§  [uniis UNITS[ ¥
IIOUSING Continued
Rent 32 | 235 ]| Mo.oF Restdential Units | 9 46.1 16 93.3 21§ 151.3
Utilities EX) 235 b, of Residentlal Wnits 9 11.8 16 24.0 21 31.5
Renovation 34 259 M. of Residertial Uniks )
_Maintenance 35 | 259 | Total Syuave.Ress | 9 | 2.2 16 3.6 21 5.6
___ BResldeuntial Furnishings and Equipment 36 © 57,6 )/ -108,5 1/ - 0.8 1
Additiong to Inventory 37 318 Mo, of Rasidential hits { 10 40.8 1/] 17 . 89,1 22 61,6 1
Replacement k) It 13,8 16.4 16,4
Transportation 39 22 3.0 3.0 2.5
Quarters Allowance 40 122 1Z7]No. of Residential Units 12.6 36.1 31.0
Misslon Director 41 ‘ 22.1 16.4 17.6
Rent 42 235 8.0 8,0 8.0
Utilities 43 235 2.1 1.5 1.5
Rencvation of Residence 1) 259
Maintenance of Residence 45 259 1.5 0.5 1.2
Supplies and Materials 46 § 26 0.9 0.9 1.4
Furniture Procurement 41 an
Official Residence Allowance 48 254 o 0.4 2,0 2.0
- Representation Allowance 49 §_252 1,2 2.0 ; 2.0
Vehicles e 50 e .
_ Acquisition 51 iz 5 7.0
Operation/Haintenance 52 259 ' 1.0 1.5 1.5
Fertion of Lines 31-52 for Program Funded People | 53
OFFICE OPERATIONS 54 256.7 430.0 443,7 438.7 443,7
Acquisition of Land and Structures 55 320 ,
Rent 56 234
Urilities ’ 51 234
Renovat ions 58 T 259
Building Maintenance 59 259
Office Furnishings and Equipment 60 18.0 27.4 26.4
Additions fo Inventory 61 310 4.0 14,7 15.7
Replacement ' 62 310 14.0 12.7 10.7
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OPERATIRG EXPENSE BUDGET

PACE 3 OF &4

| EXPENSE CATEGORY LIRE|OBIECT ﬁiiﬂiﬁ FY 1976 |  FY 1979 HARK ]F Yumllm?n 0| PROPOSED
[ NO.) CLASS. 0 unLTS|  § niis] UNLTB]  §  [uniTs]  §  luwits| §
OFFICE OPERATIONS Continued
Other Eculpment 61 119 19.0 43,1 15.4
Transportation (Freight) 64 22 3.9 11.0 10.1
Gommunications 65 1 230 5,0 6,0 8.0
Security (Guard Services) 66 259 2,2 12,3 15.0
Printing and Reproduction 67 24 0,5 2,0 2.5
Operational Travel 68 78.1 140.0 154.0
International 69 210 35.6 81.0 93,0
Domestic 70 210 42,5 59,0 61.0
Charter{Contract Transportation 71 259
Vehicles 712 15,0 16.5
Addition 13 312 Ho. of Vehicles 2 15, 1 5.5
Replacement T4 312 Ho. of Vehicles 2 11.0
Malntenance 15 259 No. of Vehicles
Automotive Supplies and Materials 16 26 No. of Vehicles
Other Supplies and Materials 71 26 5.1 9,2 9.2
FAAS 78 2517 114.6 143.2 164.,7
Other U,S. Government Reimbursements 19 258
Other 80 259 10.3 20.8 21.9 -
Portion of Lines 55-80 for Program Funded People B!

oCT



- QPERATING EXPEWSE BUDGET PACE &4 OF &4

s
[0 )
[=f9
LINE FY IT980
EXPENSE CATEGORY =
ND, FY 1978 FY 1919 BARK BINIMUM FPROPOSED
T -
TOTAL OTERATING EXPENSE BUDGET 82 1,148.6 1,994.5 2,336.6 : 2,139.8 2,336.6
Reconclliation
Deduct from dtem 82 1tems not Funded from
Mission's allotment:
Object Class 11 Bl 330.0 665.9 862.3
Object Class 12 84 25.5 52.2 69.2
Object Class 13 85
Net FAAS (from line 78) a6 114,6 143,2 164,7
Other - Explain on Attachment (Storage) 87 5.5 6.0
Net Allotment Recuirements . 88 678.5 1,127.7 1,234,4 .
Operational Year Allotment Requlrement . '
by Quarter .
Flrst Quarter 89 483.6
Second Quarter . 90 214,8
Third Quarter 91 184.1
Fourth Quarter 92 ' 245,32
1/ 1Includes expendable suppliecs and materials for residences as follows:
ADDITIONAL SCHEDULES AND ANALYSES Attac
ached Line No. FY 78  FY 79  FY 80
Yes No
36 & 37 5 9.5 $15.5 $15.4
Use of Trust Funds ' X
ADP Equipment LS b b 1 6 rather than 311. M i there is
Budeet bine 11 Detall b'd These should have been in Object Class 26 rather than . owever, since e
dg__-fl = 55 Detall X no provision in the form for Object Class 26 under "Housing" except as applies to
—budgst, Line eta Migalon Director, we have included the costs in Object Class 311.
Budget Line 80 Detail X




Operating Expenses

Details of Categories included in Line 80

Category

Equipment (0ffice & Household) -
Service & Repair

Rﬁg Cleaning & Dyeing

Payroll Costs (ADP - Bangkok)
Medical

Language Traiuiﬁg

ADP ~ Operation & Maintenance

Casual Labor

Total $

FY

1978 1979 13980

$ $ $
4,1 5.0 6.0
1.5 3.0 3.0
1.0 1.3 1.4
1.2 2.5 3.0
0.7 1.5 1.0
0 5.0 5.0
1.8 2.5 2.5
10.3 20.8  21.9

10
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Data on Acquisition, Operations and Use of ADP Equipment

The Mission requests FY 79 Operating Expense funds to purchase
a micro processor with peripherals to perform in-house data
handling related to both operational documentation and evalua-
tion of the $150 million PL 480 Title II program. We plan to
purchase micro processors, i.e., equipment based on US $20 micro
processor chip that drives standard office memory and printing
equipment, Projected cost for the equipment for FY~79 (or FY 78
if possible) is $15,000.

Specific details on utilization of proposed equipment are:
A) Evaluations

The equipment will be used to compile state by state data
of broad but critical factors related to our Title II programs,
including numbers of school, matriculation, beneficiaries in
targeted age group, etc, Similar data will be gathered for
numbers of MCH centers and mumbers/types of Food for Work
projects, Data will be compiled and related to their pertinent
sectors at the state level.

As there are 20 states and territories in the Title II
program with 200,000 projects generating data that arrives at
22 VolAg offices, this must be compiled and analyzed and for-
warded to VolAg headquarters and USAID. Both USAID and the VolAgs
micro processing equipment to track even the broad implications
of the impact of our huge Title II program at state levels,

We also want to develop a small program to track the average
economic profile of participants in the Title II program.
Data will be gathered during both USAID and VolAg field trips.
Micro processing equipment is required to compile and analyze
this data .

The VolAgs and the Mission have agreed to a qualitative
analysis of MCH and FFW programs. Data on the quality of the
Title II programs at consignee and regional office levels will
arrive in New Delhi. Micro processing equipment is required to
compile, collate and analyze this data,
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B) In-house Handling Routine Title IT documentation

The Mission routinely receives from VolAgs massive amounts
of data that must be analyzed to prepare Mission recommenda-
tions on required Title II proposals and reports. These
proposals and reports are complex and require constant review
and analysis. This Mission needs suitable office equipment
to collate, compare and analyze data arriving from VolAgs.

We frequently require specific reports and information
based upon various figures that the VolAgs have given us.,
Manual preparation of these reports is costly and time
consuming. ‘

Almost all of the VolAg reports contain additive factors
that are interrelated to other parts of the program, A
change of one figure is therefore reflected in many different
reports, The retyping of documents due to even & minor change
is costly and time consuming.

The Mission requires a micro procesgor and peripheral
equipment and programs to handle data for the following
reports:

1) Recipient Status Reports

2) Commodity Status Reports

3) Annual Estimates of Requirements

4) Commodity "Arrival Accounting Reports
5) Loss and Damage Reports

6) Claim Action Reports _

7) Annual Budget Submissions

8) Commodity Call Forwards

9) Vessel Arrival Data

3. Report on Obligations and Inventory of ADP Systems:
ADP SYSTEM INVENTORY
Fiscal Year

1978 1979 1980
$§ TF TOT $ TF TOT $§ TF TOT

1. Capital Investments

1
]
H
-
w
1
[
wn
t
L]
1

A. Purchase of ADP Equi;}
B. Purchase of Software - - - - - - - - -
Ce Sub-Total 15 - 15 - - -
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2.

3.

6'

7

ADP SYSTEMS

Personnel °

INVENTORY

Fiscal Year

1978

1979

1980

A. Compensation, benefits,'

trayel
B. Workyears
Cc. Sub-Total

Equipment Rental and
Other Qperating Costs

Ae. ADP Equipment (ADPE)
Rentals -

B. Supplies and Leased
Software

C. Sub-Total

Commercial Services

A. ADP Service Bureau

B. Systems Analysis and
Programming

C. ADPE Maintenance (If
separate from item
3.4) '

D. Sub-Total

Total Obligations - (Sum

of 1C, 2C, 3C, & 4D)

Interagency Services

A, Péyments
B. Offsetting Collections
C. Sub-Total

.

Grand Total - (Sum of 5

plus 6C)

TF

TOT

$

20

20

IF

TOT

20

20

TF

TOoT
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Commentary on Personnel and Operating Expenses

I. Workyears Directly Related to Activities

The Mission, in order to Iimplement our recommended ''Mark"
level program in FY 1980, has included for planning purposes
only an estimateof 1l.4 American and 22.6 Foreign Natjional
workyears directly related to program activities. Although
we project that the "Minimm" package could be implemented
with 3,2 fewer workyears of effort, the high-option "Proposed"
package can be implemented by the '"Mark'" package staff (only
an additional 0.4 workyears is projected at this level.)

One project proposed in the Mark package, Rural Electrifica-
tion, will provide an incremeuntal loan to a project initiated

in FY 1979. The other '"Mark" project, Rajasthan Medium Irri~ -
gation, and the "Proposed” project, Grain Storage, are both

new projects for which project design will begin in the next

few months, We arbitrarily have included the design work for
one project in the Minimum level and for the other in the Mark
level since work will continue on at least one of them in

any event in the anticipation of early FY 1981 obligation.

II. All Mission Personnel

1. Excellent Indian foreign national) professional personnel
are available, The Mission is fortunate to have an Indian
staff of consistent high quality already. We expect to
add additional local staff with similar qualification, the
reason why USAID can expect to operate a large development
asgistance program with a modest staff.

2. It is matter of Mission policy to plan for a small resident
staff of Americans and to rely upon foreign national direct
hire staff and local contractors to the maximum extent possible,
Even the American positions in this ABS will be scrutinized
again by USAID and the Ambassador to assure that they are
absolutely necessary and, if so, require American personnel,
Only then will SPAR s be forwarded to AID/W. USAID plans
to rely heavily upon TDYs for needed short term expertise.

3. This ABS projects an increase of 28 positions, from 49 at

 the beginning of FY 1978 to 77 at the end of FY 1980, as
this USAID reintroduces a development assistance program in
India. All but five workyears of this increase will ‘be
directly related to activities., The five workyears will be
spread among policy, direction and management, financial
management, and mission support. We consgsider this to be a
very reasonable increment even if total American and foreign
national staff requirements vary slightly.
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4, FY 1979 and FY 1980 staffing increases are included in
this ABS for planning purposes only. MODE clearance
will be sought through the Ambassador on a2 case by case
bagis as the new program is approved and implementation
begun, USAID anticipates no difficulty in obtaining MODE
clearance for necessary positions.

5. There are no personnel included in the ceiling but not
included in the workyear estimates,

6. A three person AAG staff is co-lacated with USAID/New
Delhi. USAID also has a two person Training Branch which
is more than fully occupied with a large Nepalese Third
Country Training Preogram in India as well as other third
country training activities. USAID anticipates adding
2 third foreign national employee in this office as the
bilateral program to India expands.,

ITII. Expensges

1, For MOB purposes we have used the exchange rate of Rs.8.25
equals §1,00 for all the three years. During the past
six months, the rate has fluctuated from Rs, 7.94 to
Rs. 8.66, We, therefore, believe Rs. 8,25 is a realistic
rate. Neo inflation factor has been used in the prepratioen
of our MOB.

2. USAID/India has traditionally provided govermment leased
residences to its U,S, personnel. This is in keeping with
Embassy policies and practices. AID/W concurrence has
been obtained for continued govermment leasing of quarters
at this post,

3. There are significant changes in the expenses for cffice
operations from FY 78 to FY 80. The changes are primarily
due to the planned increases in USDH and FNDH both from

FY 78 to 79 and from FY 79 to 80 as a result of the proposed

resumption of the bilateral economic aid program after a
lapse of over five years. The expansion from a 'holding
operation' to a full-fledged Mission necessaily involves
expenses by way of increases in office space, office
furnishings and equipment, operatiomal travel and other
related items, The estimates that we have made are con-
servative at best, especially where they concern office
space which we have assumed would be made available on a
modest scale within existing U.S. Mission office space
under our FAAS arrangements,
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The increase in our expenses for office operations are in
reasonable proportion to similar increases in personnel
and housing expenses and should not be viewed in isolation,

The factors that define direct hire foreign national bene-
fits include the following:

a, Bonus at 8.337 of annual salary

b. Agency contribution for (SR at 77

€. Agency contribution for Medical and Hospitalization
Insurance at 707% of premium.

In addition, there are severance (three-fourths of a month's
salary for every completed year of service subject to a
maximum of 15 months' salary) and RIF (15 workdays salary

for every year of service) benefits, neither of which has been
included in our budget estimates for FY 79 and 80.

Our operating expenses budget does not include any costs
in support of program funded personnel.
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ork force Requirements - Schedule 2 - New Positlons Thru FY 79'001‘COJHP¥§i8§é§RIzntion 007]

Drect-llire Only .

Tt

L JPosition Title JPP | G | Est. Date Date Employee Required AOSC's for New celling | Hode clearance | Will IDI Remarka
T AL | R | SPAR to be required -on new poaition | required required graduate be
N 0 IYA [ A }sent to AID/W] duty : i 1 1 | assigned to
g ' N]D . . 1 ) 5 i] position 2
7 E ) 1
N 0] Earliest|Latest § Primary}Secondary [Tertiary | Yes |No Yes jNo Yes JNo
0 o T 7 009 010 012 013 014 § o16] 017 019] 020 022} 023
003 5o
g
1 | AG ENGR ADV FR| 3 8/78 10/78 | 12/78 | 089001 } 040125 X X X
2 | PROJ MGR AGRlI FR] 3 8/78 10/78 12/78 | 040115 040123 X X X
3 |} ASST FFP OFF FR} 4 8/78 10/78 12/78 | 030176 X X X
4 | BUD/ACCTG OFF FR| 4 8/78 10/78 12/78 050401 034201 X X X
5 | sEcy Fs| 6 8/78 10/78 12/78 jo3isol X X X
1/ USAID proboses to §ill thi pbsitiol with a U)S, agricuftura] univerhity fJean or depirtmenl chairmar
- through the Tntérgqvérnmenfal Petsojnel Act (JFA) mecha$ism.
Note: Levels pnd positions lisfed 4n thls ABS are|for planu]ng pyrposes pnly.) Each ‘posifion v 11 be
individhally jus{ified ffr MODE cfearance by the Ambadsado: and -thfn re omﬁendeél( ly SPAI} to AID/H.




TABLE VI .. FUNDING FOR SPECIAL CONCERNS D Y INDIA
. OBLIGATIONS (§ 000)
aprroe |Soncern | PV 78 cve 19 =v; 80
PROJECT NUMBER AND TITLE GODE GODE  [onosecT [sPECIAL |PROJ ECT|SPECIAL [PROJECT [SPEGIAL
TOTAL |CONCERN TOTAL | CONCERN TOTAL |[CONCERN
386-0470 Agricultural Research Education (G) FN |RESA 8,000 | 8,000
FN |Xur 8,000 | 8,000
386-0465 Application of Sci. & Tech. to Rural Dev,(G)| 5D ATNL | 2,000 500 3,000 500
sD ENER | 2,000 1,250 3, 000 1,500
sDh RESD 2,000]) 2,000 3,000 3,000
386-0469 Private Inst, Rural Health Support (G} SFCA |PVOL : - 20,000 | 20,000
498-0251 Coop. Oilseed Processing Mgt.Dev. {OPG){ FN |COUS 475 41715
498-0251 Coop. Vegoil Dev, Program (OPG) FN |COUS 455 455
498-0251 Kadana Area Coop. Dev. (OPG) FN CcCOous 400 400
498-0251 Women in Cgoperatives (OPG) FN |COUS 200 200
FN WID 200 200
498-0251 Cooperative Communications (OPG) FN |[COUs 160 160
498.0251 Support for Coops. D_evelopment {OPQ) FN CcOous 200 200
498-0251 International Year of the Child (OPG) FN |PVOU 225 225
¥

AID 1320—-16 {3—78)

LTT



FY 1980 ANNUAL BUDGET SUBMISSION *;
Qo
DECISION UNIT: 386 INDIA
PERIOD COVERED: FY 1979/FY 1980 DATE: May 26, 1978
MISSION ‘EVALUATION SCHEDULE FOR OPERATIONAL YEAR AND BUDGET YEAR'_
(1) " (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
Project Title and Number and Date {Proposed date | Period to be [Identification Remarks
Number/Subject of last PAR/PES | of next PES Covered Special Evaluations a/
Submitted and Purpose for them |

1. Rural Electrifica- _ - : 3/80 FY 79-80 TDY 0.1 WYrs.
tion (# 0462) ' )

2. Gujarat Medium ! - _ 1/80 FY 78-80 . TDY 0.1 WYrs,
Irrigation (# 0464) ‘

3. Agricultural Dev, | - ; 3/80 FY 79-80 | TDY 0.1 WYrs.
Credit (# 0466) . '

4. Malaria Control - 12/79 FY 78-80 ! TDY 0.2 WYrs.
(# 0455)

5. Application of Sci. & - 4/80 FY 78-79 "TDY 0,1 WYrs.
Tech. to Rural Dev. B
(# 0465)

6. PL 480 Title 1I - 1/79 FY 78-79 Special evaluation TDY 0.1 WYrs.
VolAgs Programs : ;

7. PL 480 Title II - 1/80 FY 78-80 TDY 0.1 WYrs,
CLUSA Veg Oil Dev. - '
Program (NDDB)




DECISION UNIT :

386 INDIA

PERIOD COVERED: FY 1979/FY 1980

Migsion Evaluation Schedule for Operational Year

(1)

DATE; May 26, 1978

and Budget Year (Contd. )

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

Project Title and Number and Date | Proposed date] Period to be |Identification Remarks
Number /Subject of last PAR/PES]| of next PES Covered Special Evaluations a/
' Submitted and Purpose for them ;
8. Coop. Oilseed - 1/80 FY 78-80 -
Processing Mgt.
Dev. (OPG -CLUSA)
9. Oilseed Growers - 1/80 FY 78-80 -

Coop. Project
(OPG - CLUSA)

a/ All above projects will require additional contract worker-months, for which PDS funds
have been requested (see PDS Summary Table IV B).

61T
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INDIA: FY 80 ABS

1-

PL 480 TITLE I PROPOSAL

Need for Commodity Credit

A,

Balance of Payments

Reflecting an all-round improvement in the balance of payments
position, gross foreign exchange reserves of India increased
from $3.7 billion at end March 1977 to about $5. 8 billion in
March 1978. India's foreign trade account with the U.S. which
showed a deficit of about $400 million in CY 1976 is estimated

to be about in balance in CY 77 and IFY 1977-78, Overall trade
was slightly positive, showing a $100 million surplus. The
outlook for balance of trade in IFY 1978-79 appears to be good.
Trade with the U. S, is likely to remain in balance, although the
overall balance of trade should show a deficit of several hundred
million, resulting from further liberalization of imports of
essential consumer goods, such as vegetable oils, and of
industrial raw materials and machinery. The size of the deficit
is not likely to be larger since the domestic supply position in
respect to foodgrains and fertilizer continues to be comfortable,
In the recent past, massive imports of these two items plus
petroleum have been responsible for a large deficit in India's
overall balance of trade,.

Notwithstanding the projected small deficit in the balance of trade,
Indiats foreign exchange reserves are expected to riseto-aver

$7. 5 billion by March 1979, mainly owing to increases in net
invisible receipts -~ chiefly remittances from Indians employed

" in the Middle East. World Bank estimates suggest that reserves

will continue to rise to the early 1980s and then decline, The
general improvement in foreign exchange reserves however,
represents an excellent opportunity for India to break away from
its traditional pattern of slow economic growth, poverty and
underemployment. Encouraging such growth through increased
imports and an expansionary domestic economic policy is the
focus of the Bank's recommendations to be discussed at the
Consortium meeting in June 1978,
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Title I assistance to India at this juncture is useful and
desirable to permit the maximum allocation of foreign
exchange for development purposes, and to generate local
budget resources for the same purposes, The lack of such
budget resources is, in fact, the Government's major
constraint in carrying out its new commitments in rural
development, health, and employment for the poor majority.
Also, PL-480 Title I and I remain to date the main vehicle
for U,S. bilateral assistance flows to India; in the absence
of debt relief, assistance under Title I and II contributes to-
wards a net positive resource flow to India. According to
World Bank estimates, there was 2 net negative official
resource transfer from the U.S. to India of about $21. 2 million
in 1977-78, India's debt service payments to the U.S. in
1978-79 are estimated at $164. 3 million and will exceed $170
million in 1979-80. The Mission considers that the main-
tenance of last year's level of Title I assistance, together
with an increased level of assistance proposed under Title IT
for FY80 would ensure against a net negative official flow of
resources. As disbursements for development projects
now envisaged get under way, resource inflow from the U.S.
will increase significantly.

Commodity Supply and Demand

(1) Foodgrains.

The proposed Title I program for FY 80 is limited to the -
financing of imports of vegetable 0il. We see almost no
posszibility for the import of foodgrains on concessional
terms by that date, India has had a record foodgrains
harvest in 1977-78 that is now provisionally estimated at
125 million MT -- 4,2 million tons more than the previous
record of 120. 8 million tons in 1975-76, and about 14 million
tons more than last year!s output,

A large part of this increased cutput is attributable to highly
favorable, above-average rainfall, The south-west monsoon
was consistent, prolonged and evenly distributed, leading to
an all-time high estimated kharif (fall and winter harvested)
output of more than 74 million tons, of which rice alone
accounts for nearly 50 million tons. Winter rains were also
satisfactory, boosting wheat production, (estimated to be
about 31,5 million tons) and leading to a total output of about
51 million tons in the rabi (spring harvested) season.
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While the role of favorable weather is indisputable, at least
a part of the increase in foodgrains production is due to the
increased use of modern inputs -~ fertilizer, high yielding
crop varieties, and irrigation. Consurnption of fertilizer in
1977-78 reached a record level of 4 million tons in terms of
the nutrients NPK, while there was an increase of about

2,2 million hectares in irrigated cropland. Present policies
are directed towards expanding the irrigated area potential
by another 17 million hectares in the next five years with a
view to raising crop yields, The rates of growth in respect
to yields of rice, jowar (sorghum) and pulses need to be
stepped up from their trend rates of 1,14 percent (for rice
and jowar) and 0.1l percent (for pulses). Since pulses have
lost a good deal of area to wheat, its overall production has
been declining at a rate of -0, 26 percent per year, The
vields and production of these predominantly rainfed crops
would likely improve with the expansion of irrigation.

Domestic procurement of foodgrains in 1977-78 is expected to
be at least 10 million tons, comprising 4.0 million tons of
rice and about 6 million tons of wheat, The support price of
wheat was raised this April from Rs, 1100 to Rs,1125 per ton.
Off-take of foodgrains through the fair price shops during

CY 1977 totalled 11, 7 million tons, while imports were
insignificant ~- about 0,4 million tons. No foodgrain import
on a commercial basis is planned for CY 1978.

Foodgrains stocks with the GOI totalled 15, 6 million tons in
April 1978, of which 12 million tons are regarded as buffer
stocks, Further procurement this crop year, minus
distribution, should result in a net increase of at least

4 million tons, bringing stocks to about 20 million MT.
This level of stocks should be sufficient to deal with any
temporary setbacks in production that may occur from the
variability of the monsoonse over the next two years. The
Mission, therefore, sees no basis for programming food-

‘grains for India under Title I in FY80. Over the longer term, |

variable production and the need to maintain buffer stocks
could require annual foodgrain imports averaging 4-5 million
tons in the 1980s. We thus project a possible resumption of
Title I foodgrains in FY 81 and beyond.



123

(2) Vegetable Oil

The commeodity in which Title I assistance is immediately
 bhelpful remains vegetable oil. This sector has been plagued
with variable domestic production, growing imports and
rising prices. Production of oilseeds was poor in 1976-77,
about 11. 2 million tons, while vegetable oil imports were
about 770,000 tons., Production in 1977-78 was 12,1 million tons,
about 8 percent higher, Imports of vegetable 0il in 1977-78
were, however, larger -- almost 1 million tons, - The same
level of imports is likely to be maintained in 1978-79, and
similar large amounts in the early 1980s. UMRs should thus
present no dlfﬁculty

Area, producti.on and yield of oilseeds are highly variable
since these are predominantly rainfed crops, Barely 10 per-
cent of the area producing oilseeds is under irrigation.
Average yields are low: the yields of peanuis, sesame,
rapeseed and mustard -- the three major oilseeds grown in
India ~~ are only 754 kgs, 194 kgs and 528 kgs per hectare,
respectively. Annual variability of yields is about 12 percent
for peanuts, 1l percent for sesame and 10 percent for rapeseed
and mustard, To improve yields and production, the Indian
government has adopted a two-fold strategy: {a) to expand the
area under irrigated summer peanuts which would stabilize
seasonal and yearly variations in output; and (b) to raise the
vield of rapeseed and mustard through plant protection measures.
An ambitious program of organizing growers, processing and
marketing in the cooperative sector has also been instituted,
for which Title II assistance through CLUSA is programmed.
However, the impact of these measures on oilseeds output will
not be significant in the immediate future, and India will need
to import a substantial quantity of vegetable 0il for some time
to come, '

Given this need for continued imports and our desire to attain
a net positive resource flow position, the Mission believes
that Title I assistance of 60,000 MT of vegetable oil to India
-- the same level as in the previous year -- would be justified
in FY 80, Canada is providing grant aid for imports of
30,000 MT of rapeseed oil this year, and assistance of this
order is expected to continue, The proposed Title I level,
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Canadian aid, and Title II shipments through CLUSA would
amount to about 13 percent of imports from all sources in
FY80. 'Title II imports of vegoil for regular Voluntary
agency MCH and school feeding programs, while substantial,
do not increase local market availabilities, If they are
included nevertheless, the concessional percentage is
increased to 16 percent,

We are not requesting an increase in the level of Title I
assistance in view of the favorable balance of payments
situation, and since a substantial increase in oil imports is
envisaged under Title II to support the CLUSA/NDDB
cooperative oilseeds development project,

At the same time, we believe a reduction in Title I level
would be inconsistent with the policy of increasing AID

resource flows to India, .

Developiment Program to which Resources will be applied

Development uses of Title I commodities relate both to {(a) the
direct anti-inflationary effects of increased supplies of basic
consumer goods which are in short supply and subject to violent
price fluctuations, and (b) GOI budget support for development
activities from the local currencies generated, as specified in
the Title I agreement.

The GOI agreed in the Title I Agreement for vegetable oil signed
on January 27, 1978 to self-help measures with specific emphasis
on contributing directly to development progress in poor rural
areas and on enabling the poor to participate actively in increasing
agricultural production through small farm agriculture. In order
that the targetting can be improved, we suggest that future Agree-
ments limit self-help and currency-~use provisions to the following:

-- crop research, provision of inputs and marketing programs to
increase production of oilseeds, including emphasis on small
farm production

-- expansion of foodgrain storage facilities to handie GOI buffer
stocks efficiently, and promotion of improved storage
practices at the farm level,
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-- research and extension in dry land farming, and assistance
programs for small farmers in drought prone areas.

Several such GOI programs suggest possibilities for initiating
Title II in India. The Mission has explained the new Title III
program to GOI officials and invited participation. Results have
been negative to date, however. From its point of view, the GOI
apparently regards Title III as a step backward towards
reestablishing close U.S. control over counterpart usage. We
will continue to explore the possibilities, but we have no Title III
projects to propose at this time. '

bistribution of Benefity

The expanded GOI programs in which generated currencies would
be utilized would benefit the poor majority. The direct effect of
the commodity assistance would be to increase availabilities of
vegetable 0il, and by moderating prices, benefit the mass of poor
consumers, After foodgrains, vegetable cil is the primary

source of calories in the mass Indian diet,

It should be noted that, at present, imported rapeseed oil alone is
distributed through the Government-licenced Fair Price Shops.
Title I vegetable oil is imported by the State Trading Corporation
on behalf of the GOI and allocated to processing industries, which
sell the product on the open market.
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PL 480 TITLE I AGREEMENTS AND SHIPMENTS

921

Past Year Estimate (FY 78)

Current Year Request (FY 79)

Commodity Agreements Shipments (t:: I;g 01‘:;,1:; Agreements  Shipments | f:?;ol‘;?(‘)
$ (MT) (MT) (MT) $ (MT) (MT) (MT)

VegOil 27.8 60 60 - 27.4 60 60 -
Budget Year Request (FY 80) .

C o

Commodity Agreements Shipments toa;};}’ 1;3{

¥ (MT]  (MT) (MT)
VegOil 27.4 60 60 -
L B

Note: Dollar amounts are in millions,

Commodity figures are in thousands of metric tons.
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Prior Year (CY 1977)

Stock Situation (MT)

VEGETABLE OIL

Actual Year (CY 1979)

Stock Situation (MT)

Beginning Stocks | ' -

Production 2,700, 000
Imports: | 780, 000
Concessional (105, 000)
Non-Concessional (675, 0600)
Consumption 3,380,000
Ending Stocks 100, 000

160, 000
2, 750, 000

900, 000
(155, 000)

(745, 000)
.3, 500, 000

250, 000

leT
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INDIA: FY 80 ABS

- PL 480 TITLE II

I. Summary

The poor and destitute in India continue to be the targets of the
Migsion's recommended 609,000 metric ton PL-480 Title II program

for FY 1980, The program is conducted by U.S. non-profit voluntary
agencies operating throughout India, reaching approximately 22 million
beneficiaries in the vulmerable group who are participating in projects
and activities designed to improve their lives,

In the following sections we provide an overview of:

-those sections of the GOI Draft Sixth Five Year Plan that
closely interrelate with the Title II program. (The Sixth
Plan covers the period April 1, 1978 to March 31, 1983,)

-the proposed VolAg Title II programs for FY 1980 and a
brief description of how each VolAg will operate. (For a
full review see each VolAg's FY 80 Program Plan).

-a review of issues which have influenced the Mission's
recommendations and may well influence achieveable Title II
levels by the time we reach budget year operationms.

One new Title II Cooperating Sponsor, the Cooperative League of
the USA(CLUSA), will be fully operational by 1980. The Mission
hopes to initiate CLUSA's activities in late FY-78. We have
presented the CLUSA program as a separate activity in the decision
package as it is both new and quite different from the traditional
programs implemented by CARE, CRS, and CWS/LWR.

Title II programs in 1980 will reach about 77 of India‘'s population
below the poverty line, or approximately 3.37 of the total population.
The program channels 307 of its resources to MCH recipients, 327 to
school feeding programs and 35% to food for work projects, The
remaining 3% supports other child and individual health feeding
programs.

Overall, USAID estimates that 827 of the recipients are children,
137 are pregnant/lactating mothers or dependents of FFW laborers,
and 57, are adult FFW laborers. Food for Work will continue to
focus primarily on irrigation and dug wells which are critical
elements related to food production and sanitation, The above
percentages delineate the program's focus upon children and their
mothers. As is pointed out in the section describing the GOI's
Sixth Plan, Title II is closely interrelated with GOI goals and
objectives in education, nutrition and minimum human needs.

CLUSA's program has been approved after careful consideration at
the higest GOI levels, Its objective is to develop a system of
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oilseed producers' cooperatives that will have a major impact on
farmer incomes and on prices and availabilities of edible oils
for consumers. i

When reviewing the FY 1980 Title II program it is important to
realize that CARE works closely with the GOI and state governments.
CARE's proposals are in effect part of the GOI Minimum Needs Program.
CRS and CWS/IWR reach school children and MCH recipients that are
primarily outside official GOI programs, although well within the
umbrella of activities that the GOI encourages. '

Title IT Relationships to the
GOI Sixth Plan

In our Annual Budget Submissions for FY-78 and 79, the Mission
outlined the problems of poverty and malnutrition that India
faces and delineated the role of Title II assistance through
American VolAgs. Depending on the norms used, 40 to 60 per cent
of the Indian population falls below the poverty line,

According to the Sixth Plan,using calorie consumption as a norm,
the percentage of population below the poverty linme in 1977-78

is 48 percent in rural areas and 41 percent in urban areas. The
total number of the poor, so defined, would be about 290 milliom,
About 160 million of these fall below 75 percent of the poverty
line, or consume less than 1800 calories per day.

Although the draft Sixth Plan permits comparison of Title II
programs with GOI priorities, attempts to analyze specific Title II
participation with the indicators and targets in the draft Plan
have not been entirely successful, The VolAgs point out that
recipient targets in the Plan for both supplementary feeding and
mid~-day-meals programs include most State projects where VolAgs
participate, but exclude some other State and local programs.
Actual participation in school lunch programs and MCH centers

is thus higher than Draft Plan projections, and accurate percentage
estimates of Title IT contributions cannot be made.

The Mission and VolAgs are developing in-house procedures to add
up and analyze State and local programs, but these have not yet
been completed. )

Within the Sixth Plan, rural employment generation and the Minimum
Needs Program are the elements most closely related to Title II.

The Plan projects a large amount of additional employment through

the expansion of irrigated agriculture and expansion of allied sectors
of dairying, forestry and the fisheries., The Plan would alsc generate
employment through {(a} the expansion of infrastructure and social
services, e.g., road construction, electrification, water supply,
rural schools and community health services, and (b) a large increase
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in the consumption of the poor; such consumption to create additionmal
emp loyment for wage goods which can be produced by labor-intensive
methods, The irrigation, power and housing programs of the Plan

imply a massive increase in comstruction activity with a corresponding
expansion of employment opportunities. The plan document estimates the
creation of employment opportunities on the order of 49,26 million
man-years, This would absorb the estimated expansion of 30 million

in the labour force in the period 1978-83, and a substantial part

of the underemployed backlog.

4 little over & year ago, the G0I's own food-for-work scheme

was conceived to make effective use of the excess reserve of

food stocks built in the country at a considerable cost. Initially,
the GOI offered wheat to States for food-for-work programs with

the provision that the program could operate during the lean seasom
(when farm hands are idle) and only support those ongoing permanent
projects that build infrastructure in the rural economy. As initial
offtakes were limited, the criteria were adjusted to allow support
of food-for-work projects all year and permit States to develop and
support new construction schemes,

For Indian fiscal vear 1978-79, one million tons of wheat have been
allocated by the GOI for creation of permanent community assets and
maintenance work in rural areas.

This Rs. 125 crores (US $147 Millions) budgeted for commodities (at the
issue price of Rs. 125 per quintal) is a very substantial reserve

for State rural and public works programs. This will offset State

funds already budgeted for wages, and these savings are to be applied
to support other State development projects. GOI employment goals
should receive a tremendous boost from this GOI food-for-work program.
In 1979 alone, the scheme proposes to generate 400 million mandays

of employment.

In the Sixth Plan, the Minimum Needs Program is to be dramatically
expanded, with a total outlay of Rs. 4,180 crores (US$ 4.9 billion)
as against Rs. 800 crores (US $941 million) in the Fifth Plan. The
salient features of the revised Minimum Needs Program are:

a. Elementary Education. A far greater priority ig planned for
expansion of elementary education. Plans are to reach about 32
million children, increasing the coverage from 69% in the age
groups 6-14 to 9C%. About one-half of the education budget is
allocated to this objective.

The estimated drop-out rate between grades 1 and 5 presently
approaches 70%. The reasons are largely cultural and economic,
The Draft Plan finds that the bulk of non-attending children

consists of girls, children of scheduled castes and tribes and
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children of other weaker sections such as landless agricultural
laborers. Special efforts will be made to enroll them, including
appointment of more women teachers, free supply of text-books or

even clothing where necessary, provision of mid-day meals, establishment
of ashram schools especially for tribal children and children in
sparsely populated areas, intensive educational propa2ganda among

the people and setting up separate targets for the enrollment of

girls and children of scheduled castes and scheduled tribes.

One of the means identified to improve daily attendance .in elementary
schools is via the mid-day meal program. The Voluntary Agencies have
programmed for FY 80 coverage of over twelve million children under
the mid-day-meal scheme, which comprises 37.5% of the projected
additional enroliment during the Plan pericd, or 9 8% of total
enrollment.

b. Rural Health. The plan acknowledges serious dissatisfaction with
the past health care model, with its undue emphasis on high cost
services, urban hospitals and high level specialists, The Government
ig experimenting with an alternative model, known as the rural health
scheme, The objective is to provide simple and integrated health,
family planning and nutrition services throughout the rural areas,

The scheme calls for: (1) the provision of one part-time community
health worker and one mid-wife (dai) for every village of 1,000;

(2) the availability of a2 health sub-center staffed with two multi-
purpose health workers for every 5,000 people and (3) the establishment
of a fully staffed primary health center for every 50,000 people,.

Each of the country's 105 medical colleges are to be given responsibility
for comprehensive health care in the surrounding area. Upgrading

of 400 primary health centers into 30-bed rural hospitals is also
envisaged by 1983.

Infant and child mortality still represent a tragic loss of human
life in India., Roughly 30 percent of children die before their \
fifth birthday. The cause is usually a combination of poor nutrition
and infectious and parasitic diseases. A major objective of the
rural health scheme is to promote preventive measures such as
immunizations and c¢lean water, along with family planning motivation
and simple cures.

Within this integrated approach, the Voluntary Agencies have programmed
food supplements for nearly eight million preschool and MCH beneficiaries
during FY 80 to support GOI goals.

¢. Drinking Water. Out of a total of nearly 600,000 villages in the
country, only about 64,000 accounting for 107 of the rural populationm,
have safe drinking water. The Plan proposes to provide safe drinking
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water to another 100,000 villages., The Plan also calls for slum
improvement including: a) expansion of water supply and sewerage;

b) paving of streets and c) provision of latrines., Areas inhabited

by scheduled castes, particularly scavengers, are to be given priority.
In this area, the Voluntary Agencies have programmed food-for-work
activities during FY 80, although this is a relatively minor part of
Title II assistance,

d. Rural Roads, All villages with a population of over 1,500 and
above and half the villages with population of 1,000 to 1,500 would

be linked by roads. The Voluntary Agencies have programmed substantial
food-for-work activities, mostly in interior areas, to construct and
improve roads for transportation and marketing facilities,

e, Housing and Urban Development, About 8 million landless workers
will benefit from a scheme for providing developed plots, drinking
water source for every 30 houses, sanitation and some assistance for
materials, The Scheme envisages all the manual work being contributed
by the beneficiaries. Low-cost houses constructed under food-for-work -
schemes are already very popular in the country., The Voluntary Agencies
have therefore programmed low-cost housing schemes for FY 80 under
food-for-work in coordination with district officials.

f. Nutrition. The Draft Plan notes that the nutritional status of
the population can only be improved by increasing food production,
promoting nutrition education and increasing the purchasing power

of the poor so they can afford an adequate diet. Direct nutrition
interventions comprise two major schemes, viz: supplementary nutrition,
and mid-day meals, Supplementary nutrition is designed for preschool
children and expectant and nursing mothers in the weaker sections of
the society. :

The mid-day meals program is targeted at schocl-going children between
ages 6 and 14, The Plan document asserts that the mid-day meals program
attracts children to the school and favorably affects attendence and
drop-outs., It is important to note that under the Plan coverage of the
mid-day meals scheme and the supplementary nutrition program will now

be preferentially extended to areas which have a high proportion of
scheduled castes and scheduled tribe population,

At present, total enrollment in primary schools is asbout 90 Million.
Thtas GOI 1978 achievements of 13 Million mid-day-meals beneficiaries
reach 14,47 of the total students in schools in the 6-14 age group.
Title II assisted 12,2% of the total age group in school, and 84.67%
of the GOI's achievement. Targets for 1980 are to have 102 Million
students enrolled and to provide mid-day meals for 14,6 million, or
14.3%. Title II will assist 12 Million of these, or 11.8% of the
total enrolled age group and 82,2% of the GOI's target,
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Several points are worth noting about these projections: a) a modestly
expanded Title II program none the .legs will be a smaller percentage

of the 1980 GOI effort than is the case in 1978; b) the 1980 GOI goals
understate the size of the 1980 program. Private programs such as
those assisted by CRS are omitted. Many schools have locally sponsored
lunch programs that are not included in the Plan; some States support
for bread, central kitchens, Balahar and nutrition educdtion programs
are not included. Some States give schools a stipend for mid-day

meals based upon attendance; these figures may or may not be included.

According to the Draft Plan, the supplementary nutrition program .
presently covers about 6 million children and mothers., Title II

in this sector reaches over 5 million beneficiaries in FY 78. In

the next five years, about one-fourth of areas with a high concentration
of scheduled castes and scheduled tribes are proposed to be covered

by the Plan Program., Thus, an additional 2,6 Miilion preschool children
and nursing mothers are to be brought under the scheme. TFor FY 80 the
Voluntary Agencies have programmed nearly eight million beneficiaries,
which is 937 of total projected beneficiaries. Again, however, some
State and local MCH programs supported by VolAgs are not included in
Plan projections.

In summary, the Draft Plan document reveals that the GOI has planned
greatly increased activities under the Minimum Needs Program. The
budget amount provided is over 5007% of the previous Plan, The Missiods
Title II projections provide for a gradual increase in participation,
thereby falling in line with the GOI's goals and objectives.

Over the past years, State Government inputs for Title II activities

have increased considerably. Many of the State Governments have initiated
steps for implementation of mid-day meal programs using indigenous
resources, though in a modest scale, Others have used Title II commodity
as a base to produce processed foods for mid-day meal beneficiaries
(examples: Balahar, Sukhada, indigenous foods of Kerala, extruded snacks
in Karnataka, soy fortified flour bread, panjeeree etec.).

The Draft Plan encourages the production of low-cost nutritious food
and intensified uses of fortified foods in support of nutrition
objectives. '

Title II assistance is thus an integral and significant part of

plammed GOI programs to progress in meeting nutritional needs of the
targeted participating population., The approaches of many of these
programs were pioneered by the Voluntary Agencies in India with Title II
resources, and we believe their expansion in current GOI plans deserves
continued support,
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ITI. VolAg Operational Procedures and Plans for FY 80.

A. CARE (Cooperative for American Relief Everywhere)

CARE deals exclusively with the State Govermments, which provide

funds tc meet the VolAgency local administrative costs. CARE

operates the largest Title IT programs in India and has offices

in 14 Indien States with New Delhi as headquarters. As CARE works
only through government structures, all CARE projects are in support
of those needs determined by the GOI and the various State Governments
and are a means of realizing GOI objectives. CARE's food-for-work
activities are closely linked with the respective State Government
development plans and are mostly long-term projects, State Governments
provide part of the wages in cash, technical personnel, supervision
end advice, CARE provides Title II commodities.,

CARE imports Title II commodities through six ports of the country.
Working in cooperation with the State Governments, CARE makes every
effort to despatch commodities directly from the ports to interior
consignees. An exception is that bulk shipments of wheat are turned

- over to the Food Corporation of India (¥FCI) which under the "Food
Bank Agreement' deliver wheat on a pound for pound replacement basis
at upcountry storage points, In the case of nutrition programs,
Title II commodities move thru a series of intermediate storage
points at district, block and center level.

The procedural basis for each of the State programs where CARE
operates is the Indo-CARE Agreement established in 1950, Prior

to establishing a program in any State, the State Government
acknowledges the terms of this Agreement in addition to agreeing

to abide by a "List of Provisions" which outlines the mode of
operation for their specific Title II program. Under the Indo-CARE
Agreement the recipient State Government must pay all costs incurred
in the clearance, transport and storage of commodities until they
reach the ultimate consumption point.

The Central Government provides final approval to all State CARE
proposals arfid overall guidance on program directions.

1. Maternal Child Health (MCH). Compared with the Mission-recommended
FY 1979 AER levels, CARE has proposed an increase of 943,900 recipients,
i.e. from 6,292,500 MCH recipients in FY 1979 to 7,236,400 in FY 1980,
Consequently, the total commodity tonnage will increase by 17,797 MT,
from 118,650 MT to 136,447 MI. This is a 157 increase in both
recipients and tonnage over the FY 1979 recommended AER.,

2. School feeding - Mid day meals. In FY 1980 school feeding
recipients have been increased by 1,059,300 from 10,592,400 in
FY 1979 to 11,651,700, The commedity input has also increased
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by 15,342 MT, from 153,426 MT in FY 1979 to 168,768 MI, for this
category. This represents a 10% increase in both commodity and
recipient levels over CARE's Mission-recommended FY 1979 AER.

3. Tood-for-work (FFW). CARE has maintained the FY 1979 AER
level of 78,500 MT and 863,560 recipients., The Mission has
presented a minimum decision package that does not include FFW
in the 1980 program, as it is possible that the GOI will ask
CARE to drop this program to allow more use of GOI wheat.

CRS (Catholic Relief Services)

CRS operates through the Indian Catholic Church hierarchy and
various 'private and quasi-govermmental agencies. CRS administers
its programs through six zonal offices with New Delhi as head-
quarters. Program activities inélude: feeding preschool and
school children, nursing and lactating women, and food-for-work
schemes.

Programs are implemented thru diocese organizations and other
agencies registered in the country. However, CRS also has some
agreements with the State Governments for specific school feeding
programs which are carried out in conjunction with the State
Municipal Corporations (city governments). CRS food-for-work
projects are mostly short-term, and are not necessarily coordinated
with Government plamned programs, They are developed at the
community level and consists of digging or deepening wells,
building low-priced dwelling units, land levelling and improvement
in irrigation for the poorer strata,

CRS has been importing Title II commodities through the three
major ports of the country. Recently, two more ports were being
used, The distribution system functions through a network of

210 consignees through whom foods are channelled to 5,000 distributors
operating programs in various categories, Food is despatched from
the ports to the consignees, who in turn, rélease stocks to the
distributors on the basis of monthly requirements, Under the
Indo~U,S5, Agreement, the GOI provides duty free entry, free
storage and free transportation up to the consignees' godowms.
After the foods are distributed, CRS is required to provide
documentary proof to the GOI that the food has been distributed
free of cost and irrespective of caste and creed,

At the district level, cooperation and technical assistance is
often made available by local government officials and departments.

"In some cases the local government provides funds for administration

and supervision,
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1, Maternal Child Health (MCH). CRS has proposed an increase of
207 (107,000 recipients) in their MCH program over the CRS Mission-
recommended FY 1979 AER. MCH recipients increase from 531,000 to
638,000 with a consequent increase of 5,778 MT of commodities,

from 28,386 MT to 34,164 MT.

2. School feeding - Mid day meals, Compared with the FY 1979 AER,

CRS has programmed 50,700 additional recipients, an 1l.6% increase

from 434,000 to 485,000, with a modest increase of 817 MT in commo=
dity tonnage from 14,267 MT to 15,084 MT,

3. Food-for-work (FFW). An additional 100,000 recipients have
been proposed for coverage under FFW activities over the FY 1979
AER, from 600,000 recipients to 700,000 recipients (16.7%). This
increase will require an additional commodity input of 17,350 MT,
from 87,650 MT in FY 1979 to 105,000 MT in FY 1980,

4, Other child feeding (OCF)., This category has been proposed
for feeding 120,000 recipients. as against 98,336 recipients in
the FY 1979 AER. The additiomal 21,664 recipients will increase
the commodity requirement by 1,690 MT, from 7,670 MT in FY 1979
AFR to 9,360 MT in FY 1980,

5, Individual Health Cases (IHC). Compared with 98,000 IHC
recipients in CRS's Mission-recommended FY 1979 AER, 110,000
recipients have been requested for FY 1980, These additional
12,000 recipients will require 936 MT of commodities, up from
7, 644 MT in FY 1979 AFR to 8,580 MT in FY 1980,

CWS/IWR (Church World Service/Lutheran World Relief)

CWS/IWR administers its Title II operation through its four
administrative offices, with New Delhi as its headquarters office.
Programs are administered through the VolAg's counterpart organi-
zation C.A.S5.A. (Church's Auwxiliary for Social Action) which is
the development arm of the National Christian Council of India.
C.A.S.A. supports programs of emergency reaction activities,
nutrition development, community development, agricultural deve-
lopment and urban slum removal, as well as social action and
community organization. CWS/IWR Title II commodities are normally
channelled through and programmed by this counterpart Agency.
Title II program activities include maternal child health and
food~-for-work.

Importation of Title II commodities by CWS/IWNR is covered by

the Indo-U.S. Agreement, All arrangements for imports, clearance,
handling and forwarding of commodities are handled by C,A.S.A,

The Agency also functions as an agent for the Mennonite Central
Committee and Medical Assistance Program for the importation

of non-food items under the Indo-U.S5. Agreement.
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Title II shipments are received through three major ports of India.
Commodities are shipped from the port to the contact persons
{consignees) and their distributors, Rail~road transportation

for all Title II commoditles is provided by the GOI in accordance
with the Indo-U.S, Agreement. '

While C.A.S.A. programs are not carried out directly through the
government at any level, C,A.S.A. does maintain close contacts

at the State and local levels, All projects operate with the
non-objection of local govermment officials, particularly at

the block and district levels, Frequently, local government
officials provide expertise in the technical planning of projects
like field bunds, percolation and irrigation tanks, irrigation
canals, ete, Such projects are checked at the local level for
consistency with overall block development plans.

CWS/IWR have maintained unchanged FY 1979 Mission-recommended
levels in both MCH and FFW categories for FY 1980. The total
program will reach 150,000 recipients using 15,366 MT of commodities.

Cooperative League of the USA (CLUSA)

CLUSA's PL-480 Title II program is implemented in cooperation
with its counterpart agency, the 0Oilseed and Vegetable 0il Wing
(OVO4) of the National Dairy Development Board (NDDB). The NDDB
has eight years of successful experience implementing Operation
Flood I,cooperative dairy program, and thus has already proven
administrative and logistical infrastructure to undertake proposed
activities in the cooperative wvegoil sector.

Arriving Title II commodities will be received at port, as in
the Operation Flood program, by the Indian Dairy Corporation
(IDC). IDC works in close cooperation with NDDB and shares
gome staff and office facilities,

IDC will handle port formalities and clearances and provide
primary logistics for arriving Title IT vegoil., Both QOVOW
and NDDB will oversee marketing activities and accounting of
funds, but there will be no duplication of efforts.

Ag the Title II Vegoil moves into commercial channels, the funds
generated will be deposited in local branch accounts of NDDB's
cooperating bank, Balances will be transferred currently to
NDDB's central "Special Account”, All withdrawals from this
Special Account must be approved by CLUSA,

Title II Vegoil will be called forward as OVOW identifies planned
activities that have reached the stage where specific obligations
of funds is projected. At that time OVOW presents CLUSA with an
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accounting or reconciliation of expenditures against funds already
received from the Special Account, and a list of new items that
require Title II financing.

CLUSA will calculate call forwards based upon (1) projected project
needs; (2) the reconciliation of previous withdrawals versus actual
expenditures; (3) drawdown experience in the special account and
(4) necessary operational margins. OVOW's Planning/Management
Division will budget and implement program activities as described
in CLUSA's Program Plan. Activities in the first phase of the

8 year program should be substantially complete by the end of 1980;
one agronomic center will be established and operating, and 8
regional farms will be functioning with backstopping mobile teams
which will provide extension service for approximately 830 village
demonstration farms. One or more oilseed vegoil processing plants
will be operational. OVOW's Planning Division will have evaluated
efforts of the first 12 to 15 months of the program and adjustments
and corvective actions will be taken in FY-80 to assure efficient
and functional operations, ’

CLUSA and USAID will monitor the program by visiting project: sites,
including the agronomic center, regional farms, processing plants
and village demonstration farms, At the end of the first phase

of the project, a joint USAID-CLUSA-NDDB team will review the
overall program and make recommendations.

Issues

Following is a discussion of issues that affect the Mission-proposed
FY-80 PL~480 Title II program:

School lunch Program

In the early seventies the USG decided to deemphasize school lunch
programs, giving higher priority at that time to MCH and food for
work proposals on a worldwide basis. This strategy was developed
at a time when Title II resources were scarce (1972-73) and before
minimum levels were legislated for VolAg and WFP Title II programs.
A partial exception to the policy was made in the case of India as
Scheool Lunch represented a large percentage of our program and was
given a high priority by the Govermment, However, in response to
guidance from AID/W, USAID agreed to review the school lunch program
during the preparation of the GOI's Sixth Five Year Plan and to
consider instituting a phase-in of more GOI food contributions and
phase-out of Title II participation during the Sixth Plan period.

USAID and the VolAgs have considered this issue carefully during
the last year during which the GOI has been preparing the new

‘Five Year Plan. rn arriving at our decision to support requests
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for additional recipients in the school lunch program we held a
series of meetings with the VolAgs and the GOI. We found that
schoel lunch continues to enjoy a very high pricrity within the
Ministry of Education and Social Welfare and State Govermments and
has a prominent place in the Sixth Plan, where it is justified

and programmed in both the educational and minimum needs sector.
The Ministry of Education assigns to school lunch the role of
motivating improvements in daily attendance at school; in the
minimum needs program, it is an important activity targeted to
improve nutrition of the most vulnerahle group.

In conversations with the GOI they have pointed out that they provide
more than 50% of the resources required for the school lunch program
and are expanding it rapidly. Our assistance in this area is welcomes
and needed but they leave the levels and long term planning of

Title II participation for us to decdde. The GOI has so far been
unwilling to commit itself to a phase-over program.

CARE negotiates school lunch program®at the state level. CRS
negotiates local inputs at the school level. In both cases
their objectives are to support a program that parents as well
as the GOI enthusiastically endorse as it improves attendance,
improves child nutrition and learning ability and provides
resources for participating families,

VolAgs are hard bargainers in the school lunch program. They
geek local food inputs, including foodgrains, spices and sugar,
and funds for staff, wareshouses, central kitchens, nutrition
education activities, purchase of utensils and vehicles, and to
hold training courses for administrators.

In summary, Title II support for Indian school lunch activities
permits a more rapid expansion of a program strongly endorsed

in the Plan's Minimum Needs Program. It is a decreasing percentage
of an expanding program and does not substitute for GOI efforts.
Thus we endorse a moderate expansion in Title II mid-day-meals

in the FY 80 mark package for school lunch; the minimum FY-80
package would continue the school lunch program at the level the
Mission has recommended for FY-79.

B, Wheat and Food for Work

Three good vears of foodgrain production leave the GOTI with an
abundant supply of foodgrain., The GOI now plans a major effort to
utilize wheat in state-sponsored and implemented foeod for work
programs, One millionm metric tons has been allocated for the
Indian fiscal year 1978-79 (April 1, 1978 to March 31, 1979).

The GOI asked CARE to reduce its food for work levels in FY-78
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c.

so that the States would increasingly draw down GOI stocks. Some
GOI wheat exports have and no doubt will continue te be considered as
the GOI foodgrain stock reaches in excess of 20 million metric tons..
Exports and the stock situation are factors which preclude Title II
shipments of wheat to India in FY-79 and quite probably into FY 1980.
For this reason our minimum package does mot include a CARE FFW
program in 1980, since both CARE and the GOI agree that unless an
exchange or loan agreement can be worked out to preserve their

wheat Food Bank agreements, CARE FFW projects cannot be undertaken.
An important point is that the States will not ask CARE to monitor
or participate in State sponsored food for work projects that use
GOI wheat. CARE is already cutting back on personnel in this area.

For contingency purposeswe have included a CARE FFW program in the
FY-80 "mark" package, but we will not support this in the FY-80
AERs unless substantive changes in the overall outlook occur before
this.

On the other hand, the GOI does not have problemswith CRS and
CWS/IWR's food for work programs, especially since they are
converting these to utilize Title II commodities other then

wheat, Since we cannot predict the complete success of these
commodity conversions at this stage on either the FY 79 or FY 80
program, we have carried the Mission-recommended 1979 FFW levels
over as the minimum package for CRS and C(WS/IWR in FY-80, and we
recommend the VolAgs' proposed plans for FFW in the "mark" package,
As with CARE, we will be prepared to make major changes in FFW
levels as the facts reveal themselves,

The Mission strongly supports FFW projects, They reach the poor
and support grassrcots projects that improve productivity and the
lives of both the Title II recipients and their communities. We
feel the GOI FFW program will have a substantial and beneficial
effect in rural India and will support GOI objectives in employment,
irrigation, land clearing, and afforestation. There may well be
problems, however, in the GOI's expanding its owm program as
rapidly or planned, We will encourage US VolAgs to contribute
insofar as possible in making the total food for work effort a
success.

Mylti-vear Planning

The CLUSA Title II program is an eight vear project. We recommend
this be authorized under the multi-year planning procedure to

assure continued resource availability. CLUSA and their counter-
part, the National Dairy Development Romrd, will enter into subs-

- tantial long term commitments once activities begin, and the multi-

year planning aspect is vital for the success of the program.
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We regret we have not been able to make much head-way in developing
multi-year plang for the traditional VolAg Title II programs., We
would appreciate more guidance from AID/W and examples of how it
has been accomplished in other countries, The VolAgs would like

to plan tonnages and recipients om an increasing scale,with
guaranteed USG commitments. AID/W, on the other hand, often

appears to approach MYP as a tool to phase over and out of

gpecific programs, countries or projects., This is a planning
exercise in which the VolAgs ars not eager to be active participants.
The unwritten long term assumption, endorsed by the Mission and the
recent AID Strategy Team, is that as long as US foods dre available,
we should use them to support worthwhile projects and programs that
carry out the USG policy of assisting the poor and supporting
development programs.

Adequate in-country storage and disincentive effects to
agricultural production.

The VolAgs bhave included specific statements in their FY 80 program
plans.on in~country storage, Title IT is small compared to routine
commercial food imports and much smaller still when compared to the
indigencus food grain industry. The GOI is constructing additional
foodgrain storage at the rate of one million tons annually. We note
that VolAgs have been operating in India for more than 26 years, and
although problems have occured (none in recent years) they were

resolved in a satisfactory and timely manner, We thus do not anticipate
problems with in-country storage. The Agricultural Attache agrees

with this position,

On disincentive effects, moat Title Il food for work projects are
directly related to farming and increased food production. School
lunch and MCH program commodities do not enter the market, but
assure a better educated, healthier adult population capable of
producing more. The GOI contribution to School lunch programs
also offers institutional markets for farmers. We thus do not
feel that Title II in India has disincentive effects on food

_ production, India's record crops over the past three years

emphasize this point,
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. PL 480 TITLE I

SUMMARY OF FUNDING LEVELS BY VOLAG FOR
FY 1979 AND 1980

($000" s)
FY 1979 FY 1980
VolAg Misgion

VolAg Misgsion Recommended Request . | Recommendation
CARE 84,808 | 94, 053 . 94, 053
CRS | 31,719 - 38,770 38,770
CWS/LWR r | 2,544 2, 545‘ 2,545 -
CLUSA 21,150 26,438 26,438
} .

Total: 140, 221 161, 806 161, 806

NOTE: Above figures represent CCC Value of commodities-
and do not include ocean freight,
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PL 480 TITLE &I

SUMMARY OF RECIPIENT LEVELS BY VOLAGS
FOR FY 1979 and 1980

{In Thousand Numbers)

FY 1979 FY 1980
: : VolAg Mission
VolAg Misgsion -Re commendation Request Recommendation
CARE 17,748 19, 751 19, 751
‘CRS 1, 761 2,053 2,053
CWS/LWR 150 . 150 150
CLUSA N.A N.A N.A

Totals 19, 659 21,954 21, 354



144

PL 480 TITLE II

-SUMMARY OF COMMODITY LEVELS BY VOLAG
FOR FY 1979 AND FY 1980

{(In Metric Tons)

FY 1979 ' FY 1980
VolAg Mission
VolAg Mission Recommendation Request Recommendation
CARE 350,576 383, 715 383, 715
CRS 145, 617 172,188 172,188
CWS/LWR 15, 366 18, 366 15, 366
CLUSA 30, 0600 37,500 37, 500

TOTAL: 541, 559 608, 769 608, 769




Pi.. 480 TI TLE Il VOLUNTARY AGENCIES PROGRAM

SUMMARY OF FY 1980 PROPOSED ACTIVITIES

(MISSION RECOMMENDED)

Maternal School Other Feod for Individual
VolAg, &Child Feeding Child Work Health Ofers Total
Health Feeding Cagseg ——
(MCH) (ST) (OCF) (FFW) (IHC)
I. RECIPIENTS (No. of Beneficiaries in '000)
CARE 7,236 1, 652 - 863 -- 19, 751
CRS 638 485 120 700 110 2,053
CWS/LWR 40 - - 10 - 150
CLUSA N.A N.A N.A, N.A N.A N.A
Total: 7,914 12,137 120 1,673 no 21, 954.
IO, CCOMMODITIES {(in Metric Tons)
CARE 136,447 168,768 - 78; 500 - 383, 715
CRS 34,164 15,084 9, 360 105, 000 8,580 172,188 .
CWS/LWR 1,535 S = 13,831 - 15, 366
CLUSA -— - - - -~ 37,500 37,500
Total:172, 146 183,852 9,360 197,331 8,580 37,50 608,769
II. DOLLAR FUNDING (in $ 000/
CARE 41, 314 42,454 -- 10, 285 - 94, 053
CRS 10, 705 4,206 2,582 18, 911 2, 366 38, 770
CWS/LWR- 412 - .- 2,133 - 2, 545
CL.USA - -- -- -- -- %, 438 26,438
Total 52,431 46,660 2,582 31, 329 2,366 %, 438 161,806

1/ Excludes Ocean Freight,

14:

2
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SUMMARY TABLE

P.L. 480 TITLE I
FY 1980

Country: India

Sponsors Name: CARE, CRS, CWS/LWR and CLUSA

A. MATERNAL AND CHILD HEALTH....... . TOTAL RECIPIENTS 7, 914, 000
No. of Recipients (Thousands)
~by Commodity - Name of Commodity KGS Dollars
319,000 W.S.B 5, 718 1,733
1,601, 000 C.S. M. 33,432 15, 350
4,992, 000 - SFB ) 103, 368 19,950
569, 00O SFF 10, 297 2,358
1,534, 000 NFDM : 3,932 2,190
7,380,000 4 OIL . 15, 389 10, 849
. TOTAL MCH - ' | 172, 146 52, 430
B, SCHOOL FEEDING. ....iveveveecans ves..TOTAL RECIPIENTS 12,137, 000
No., of Recipients {Thousands)
~by Commodity Name of Commodity KGS Dollars
150, 000 : w.S5.B. 2,025 613
828, 000 C.S. M., 8, 858 4,066
11, 098, 000 SFB 153,455 29, 617
250,000 SFF 2,913 667
165, 000 ‘ NFDM 30 17
12,112, 000 O1L . 16,571 11, 682

TOTAL SCHOOL FEEDING - - 183, 852 46,662




C.

OTHER CHILD FEEDING............ TOTAL RECIPIENTS 120, 000
!
No. of Recipients . (Thousands)
by Commodity Name of Commuodity KGS - Dollars
60, 000 W.S.B. 1, 080 327
60,000 C.S8.M. 1, 080 496,
_ 120,000 . SFB 6,480 1, 251
120, 000 - OIL 720 508
TOTAL OCF - 9,360 2,582
FOOD FOR WORK ......v0uvees... TOTAL RECIPIENTS 1, 673, 000
No. of Recipients (Thousands)
by Commodity Name of Commodity KGS Dollars
898,000  WHEAT EQUIVALENT 79, 868 9,224
45,000 _ SFB 9, 000 1, 737
730,000 . BULGUR 104, 416 16, 915
810, 000 : OCIL 4, 047 2,853
TOTAL FOOD FOR WORK - 197, 331 31, 329
INDIVIDUAL HEALTH CASES...... TOTAL RECIPIENTS 110, 000
No. of Recipients ' . {Thousands)
by Commodity Name of Commodity KGS Dollars
55, 000 W.S.B. - 990 300
55, 000 C.5. M., 990 454
110, 000 SFB 5, 940 1,146
110, 000 CIL 660 465
TOTAL IHC - 8, 580 2, 365
OTHER
CLUSA QILSEED GROWERS COOPERATIVE .
PROITECT--.-.-.-.---.-----l-cnccnoninToTALR-ECIPIENTS ‘fA‘
No. of Recipients I {Thousands)
by Comimodity Name of Commuodity KGS Dollars
N/A VEG OIL 37,500 26, 438

. TOTAL CTHER - 37, 500 26, 438
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P.L. 480 TITLE I
FY 1980
Country: India
Sponsor's Name: C.A.R.E.

A. MATERNAL AND CHILD HEALTH......... TOTAL RECIPIENTS 7, 236, 000

4

No. of Recipients | (Thousands)
by Commodity Name of Commodity KGS Dollars
1,282 : CSM 27,724 12, 725
4,322 SFR 83,158 16, 049
569 SFF 10, 297 2, 358
1,534 NFDM 3,932 2,190
6, 702 OIL i 11, 336 7,992
TOTAL MCH - . 136, 447 41, 314
B. SCHOOL FEEDING.....000t0treser2s000.. TOTAL RECIPIENTS 11, 652, 000
No. of Recipients
by Commodity Name of Commodity KGS Dollars
678 : CSM 6,833 3,136
10, 698 SFB 144,680 27, 923
165 SFF ‘ 1,608 368
165 NFDM 30 - 17
11, 652 OIL 15, 617 1, 010
TOTAL SCHOOL FEEDING - 168, 768 42, 454

C. FOOD FOR WORK ...vvocsvesneveessss. TOTAL RECIPIENTS 863, 000

f

No. of Recipients

by Commodity Name of Commodity KGS ' Dollars
818 WHEAT EQUIVALENT 69, 500 8, 548
45 ' SFB 9, 000 1,737
- TOTAL FOOD FOR WCRK- 78,500 10, 285

NOTE: Ration level same as FY~79 AER.
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P.L. 480 TITLE I

" FY 1980

;G—;;r_xtrx: India

Sponsor's Name:

Catholfc Relief Services

A, MATERNAL CHILD HEALTH. .., TOTAL RECIPIENTS: 638,000

No. of Recipients (Thousands)
by Commoaodity Name of Commodity Kgs. Dollars
315, 000 W.S.B. 5,670 1, 718
315, 000 C.S. M. 5,670 2,603
630, 000 SF Bulgur 18, 900 3,648
630, 000 OIL 3,780 2,665
Trivandrum Corporation

4, 000 W.S.B. 48 15

4, 000 C.S. M. 48 22

8, 000 OIL 48 34

TOTAL MCH: 34,164 10, 705

SCHOQL FEEDING..... TOTAL RECIPIENTS: 485, 000
No. of Recipients (Thousands)
by Commodity Name of Commeodity KGs. Dollars
150, 000 W.S.B. 2,025 614
150, 000 C.S5.M. 2,025 929
300, 000 OIL 675 476
300, 000 SF BULGUR 8,100 1,563
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SCHOOL FEEDING (Continued}

No. of Recipients (Thousands)
by Commodity Name of Commodity KGs., Dollars
Municipal Corporation Schools
Madras
100, 000 S.F.BULGUR 675 130
100, 000 CIL . 225 158
. NDMC
25, 000 SF FLOUR 225 51
Baroda
60, 000 S.F.FLOUR 1, 080 247
60, 000 Q1L 54 38
TOTAL SF: 15, 084 4, 206

FOOD FOR WORK(FFW)} TOTAL RECIPIENTS: 700, 000

No. of Recipients
by Commodity

700,000
700, 000

(Thousands)
Name of Commeodity KGs., Dollars
BULGUR 101, 500 16, 443
OIL 3,500 2, 468

TOTAL:FFW: 105, 000 18, 911




D. QTHER CHILD FEEDING (OCF) TOTAL RECIPIENTS:_ 120, 000

No. of Recipients : {Thousands)
by Commodity Name of Commodity KGs. Dollars
60, 000 W.S.B. 1,080 327
60, 000 C.8. M. 1, 080 496
120, 000 - S.F. BULGUR 6,480 1, 251
120, 000 . ' Q1L 720 508
TOTAL OCF: 9, 360 2,582

E, INDIVIDUAL HEALTH CASES(IHC) TOTAL RECIPIENTS: 110,000

No. of Recipients (Thousands)

by Commodity Name of Commodity KGs. Dollars
55, 000 | W.Ss.B. 990 300
55, 000 ' C.S. M. 990 454
110, 000 S.F.BULGUR 5, 940 1, 147
110, 000 OIL 660 465

TOTAL IHC. 8,580 2,366




P.L. 480 TITLE II
FY 1980

Country: India -

Sponsor's Name:

Church W'orld Service and Lutheran World Relief .

A, MATERNAL AND CHILD HEALTH,...

No. of Recipients

by Commodity Name of Commodity

.. TOTAL RECIPIENTS 40, 000

40, 000 SF BULGUR
40, 000 OIL

TOTAL MCH -

B. FOOD FOR WORK ..vvv....

No. of Recipients
by Commodity

Name of Commodity

(Thousands)
KGS Dollars
1, 310 253

225 159
1,535 412

«e.. TOTAL RECIPIENTS 110, 000

30, 000 BULGUR WHEAT
80, 000 WHEAT EQUIVALENT
110, 000 OIL '

TOTAL FODOD FOR WORK -

{Thousands)
KGS Dollars
2, 916 472
10, 368 1,275
547 386
13, 831 2,133




P.L. 480 TITLE O
FY 1980

Country: India

Sponsor's Name: Cooperative League of the USA (CLUSA)

- As OTHER....esvevatssercensssess TOTAL RECIPIENTS: N, A.

No. of Recipients _ ' (Thousands)
by Commodity Name of Commodity KGS Dollars
N.A VEG. OIL 37,500 26, 438

TOTAL OTHER -~ - 37,500 26,438

1
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TABLE I

Progrom Anolysis for the Oral and Cundom Sgppligg Needed 10 Achieve Myll Availability -- India

A _Full Supply Anﬁlysis |
1. Married women of reproductive age;lh/

2. 65% of line Al (contr&cepting wonmen required to

achieve replacement fertility)
3. 30% of line Al (contragﬁpting women utilizing
orals and condoms)

4. Annual stock requirements for "full availability"

a. Orals 1/3 of line A3 x 13 monthly cycles
. b, Condoms 2/3 of line A3 x 100 units
B.Annual New Bupply From Non-AID Bilateral Sources
1. Private Commercial Sector ‘
a. Orals
b. Condoms v
2. Other Donors
a, Orals
b. Condoms
3. Bost Country Government Procurement
+ 8. Orals .
b, Condoms 2/
4. Total In-Country Stock
a, Orals
b, Condoms
C.Gap to be Filled to Achieve "Full Availability"
1. Orals (line A4a less 1ine Bia)
2, Condoms (1ine A4b less line Bib)
D.AID Bilateral Supply Objectives
1. Orals '
2. Condoms
E,Total New Supply
1. Orals (1ine Bja plus 1line D1)
2. Condoms (line B4b plus line D2)
F.Remaining Supply Gap
1. Orals (1ine A4a less line K1)
2, Condoms (line A4b less line E2)
G.People Gap .
1. Orals (line F1 divided by 13)
2. Condoms (line F2 divided by 100)
3, Total (1ine Gl plus line G2)

(Figures in Thousands)
(PY-1) (PY) €29) (BY) (BY+1)
1977 1978 1979 1980 1961
107,37 109,975 112,644 115,337 117,810
69,776 71,484 73,218 74,99 76,577
32,204 32,992 33,793 34,600 35,343
139,550 142,965 146,436 149,938 153,153
2,146,933 2,199,466 2,252,867 2,306,733 -2,356,200
1,500 1,500 1,500 10,000 15,000
150,000° 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000
1,500 1,230 1,500 -
200,000  T220,000 244,000 288,000 288,000
3,000 2,730 3,000 10,000 15,000
350,000 370,000 394,000 438,000 438,000
136,550 140,235 143,436 139,938 138,153
1,796,933 1,829,466 1,858,867 1,868,733 1,918,200
3,000 2,730 3,000 10,000 15,000
350,000 370,000 394,000 438,000 438,000
136,550 140,235 143,436 139,938 138,153
1,796,933 1,829,468 1,858,867 1,868,733 1,918,200
10,504 10,787 11,034 10,765 10,627
117,969 18,295 18,589 18,687 19,182
28,473 29,082 29,623 29,452 29,809

191
¥y

(Brs2)
1982
120,190

78,124
36,057

156,247
2,403,800

26,000

150,000

130,247
1,965,800

26,000

438,000

130,247

1,965,800

10,019
19,658
29,6%7
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Footnotes
1/ GOI estimate of married women of reproductive age, 15/45 years. Source: Dept, of
: Family Welfare.
2/ The Indian family Planning program has been heavily sterilization oriented (accountmg
for over 2/3rds of all active users) and is likely to remain 80 in the foreseeable future,
despite the temporary setback suffered by the sterilization. program during IFY 1977.78,
Oral pills are not widely used in India and only about three percent of eligible couples
use condoms currently, GOI's plan, however, is to expand hoth these programs so as
to reach eventyally about 10 percent of eligible couples by orals and 20 percent by condomg,
Hence, these rates have been used in our calculations,
3/ Refers to local production of pilis, Government's plan .4s to expand local production of
pills to 26, 000, 000 cycles by 1981-82,
4/ Refers to annual production of condomas at the private sector factory at Madras, Tamil Nadu.
5/ Refers to annual production of condoms at the Government-owned factory in Trivandrum,
Kerala,
Note; Tables 2 and 3 have been deleted from submission as inapplicable gince AID has no

bilateral population programs in India,





