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~ ALLIANCF FOR PROGRF.SS IN NORTHEAST BRAZIL 

INTRODUCTION 

The Northeast Is Brazilos oldest and most 

hIstorIc re~lon. The Portu~uese explorer Pedro 

Alvar es Cabral rlrst dIscovered BrazIl In 1500 

near what Is today Salvador,Bahla. ColonIzatIon 

or the area be~an In 1532 and It has been contin

uously occupied ever since. Yet, remarkably little 

is known about the Northeast and statistical info

rmation 1s hl~hly Inadequate. The purpose of this 

pape Is to present helpfUl backF.raund materIal 

and statistical annexes to introduce the reader 

to The Land; The People; The Fconomy; Social 

Problems; BrazilIan errorts to meet the problems 

of the Northeast (particularly throu~h SUDENF. -

the Superintendency for the Development or the 

orthaast) and the United states EconomIc Aid 

Program in Northeast Brazil. 
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THF. ALLIANCF FOR PROGRFSS IN NORTHEAST BRAZIL 

THF LAND 

The Brazilian "Northeast" has been variously derlned. 

For some it is the "PolYp'on of Droup:hts",an area defIned 

by le~islation which contains about 1,000 square kilometers 

(lar~er than Texas and about 10% or the area of Brazil) 

Includin~ portions or the States or Piau!, Ceara, RIo 

Grande do Norte, Paraiba, Pernambuco, Ala~oas, Ser~ipe, 

Bahia and twenty-t wo municipalities ot Northern Minas 

Gerais (see map and Annex 1). This semi-arid area has 

been p1avued by recurr ent drouvhts and rloods, which 

have brouvht ~reat economic losses and human misery. 

The area under the jurisdict10n or SupENE (see p) 

consists of the entirety of the states enumerated above, 

plus the state or Maranhao, and contains about 1,600,000 

square kilome ters. Maranhio, Ser~ipe and Bahia, trom 

the ~eo~raphical viewpoint, are rrequently re~arded as 

tallin~ outside Northeast BrazIl, but were included 

within the SUDENE area ot jurisdiction because their 

ecolop:ioa1, s ooial and economic conditions are sImilar 

to those of the Northeastern states. In particular, the 

state of Maranhao was included within the SUDF.NE juris~ 

diction because of the possi bilities it otfers for 

mI~ration to the surplus population of Northeastern st tes. 
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3. 

For purposes of the briefin~ paper the Northeast is 

defined as the SUDFNE area, minus the twenty-two municip

alities of Minas Gerais. This arbitrary decision has been 

made in or~er to facilitate statistical comparisons (it 

is not possible to obtain separate statistics on this 

small section of Minas Gerais). Even so,such statistical 

material as is available on the Northeast is sparce, in

complete and frequently inaccurate. 

For purposes of this paper then,the nine states of 

the Northeast contain 1,548,672 square kilometers ( or 

680,000 square miles) representin~ 18.2% of the total 

area of Brazil. The Northeast is la~~er than France, 

Spain and Portu~al combined, and the only countries of 

South America which exceed the Northeast 1n size are 

Ar~entina, Bolivia and Peru. The lar~est of the states 

of the Northeast is Bahia, with an area of 561,026 square 

kilometers and the smallest is Ser~ipe,with 21,994 square 

kilometers. (See Annex 2). 

Lying between latitudes 1° South and 18° South, the 

Northeast lies entirely within the tropics. The presence 

or lack of rainfall is of critical si~ificance for the 

Northeast, and from this standpoint the area can be 

divided climatically between the Zona da Mata and the 

Zona da Caatinga. 

The Zona da Mata is a narrow coastal strlp,be~innln~ 

near Natal in Rio Grande do Norte, and widenin~ to the 

south. The area was ori~lnal1y covered with hi~h tropical 

forests, most of which were destroyed by colonists. The 
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zone is characterized by ample and usually re~ular rainfall, 

averap-'in~ over 1,000 millimeters (over 50 ft
) per year. The 

rainy season lasts from February to Au~ust, with a precipita

tion durinJl these months of up to lOti per month. The re<;ldish 

or yellowish clay soils have been historically used for the 

production ot export crops, primarily su~ar cane, on lar~e 

fazendas. (More intorma~lon on the Zona da Mata appears 

below in the economic section). 

The Zona de Caatin~a is divided in two sub-areas 0 the 

Agreste, a transition zone between the Mata and the dry area; 

and the Sertao, a very dry area ~enerally coincldin~ with the 

Poly~on ot Drouv.hts. These sub-divisions are not very clear

ly defined, and climatic conditions can vary ~reatly within 

the sub-divisions. 

The Zona da Caat1n~a reaches to the coast in Rio Grande 

-do Norte and Ceara. Its ve~etation is characterized by 

sparse, low, thorny, deciduous trees, with isolated isl nds 

of mata ve~etation in hi~her elevation. The zone has very 

irre~lar raintall, with drou~hts occurin~ on an avera~e of 

every 7.) years. The most recent drou~ht occurred in 1958-

1959, so that one ml~ht anticipate another drouv.ht about 

1965. The soil is course and porous, and does not hold 

rainfall near the surface. The more fertile areas are used 

for crops, particularly lon~ staple cotton, and other areas 

are used as larve oattle ranches and subsistence farmers . 

(More information on the Zona da Caatin~ appears below in 

the economio seotion). 
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THE PEOPLE 

In 1963 the estimated population of the Northeast 

is 23,858,000 (or 31% of the total population or Brazil) 

and the population is 1ncreas1n~ at a rate of about 2.5% 

per year. The Northeast is relatively densely populated 

with an avera~e of 16 people per square kilometer (as O!,

posed to 10 people per square kilometer for Brazil as a 

whole). Density varies from 6 people per square k.lometer 

in Piau! to 47 people per square kilometer in Ala~oas 

(for population statistics see Annex 3). Sixty per cent 

of the population lives within 100 miles of the coast in 

the Zona da Mata. 

As in the rest of Brazil, the predominant ethnic 

~roups are PortupUese, Indian and Ne~ros. However, the 

proportion of the latter two elements probably runs far 

hi~her in the Northeast than in the east and south of 

Brazil. The area is nominally 95% catholic. 

While Brazil as a whole is 55% urban and 45% rural, 

the Northeast is only 34% urban and 66% rural. As would be 

expected, the urban population is ~reate8t where indust

rialization and commerce have pro~essed (45% in Pernambu

co) and least in the economically least developed areas 

(24% in Piaut). In recent years there has been sizeable 
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m1~ration from rural areas to the Cities, particularly 

the capital c1t1es of the states, which now contain 13% 

of the populatIon of the states. It is estl~ted that 

by 1990 the oapIta1 oities will oontain 16% of the 

populatIon of the Northeastern states. (See Annex 4). 

About 150,000 people leave rural areas each yea 

of which about 100,000 ~o to urban areas in the North

east, and $0,000 leave the Northeast. These mi~ration 

fiuures vary . vreatly from year to year, dependIn« 

chiefly on climatIc and economic condItions. 
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THE ECONOMY 

As indicated above, most of the basie economic 

and social problems of the Northeast are directly 

related to the nature and utilization of the land 
A 

and the predominant role of a~ricu1ture in the life 

of the Northeast. In 1960, while the Northeast con

tributed only l6~ of Brazil's total Gross National 

Product, it contributed 22% of the nation's a~ricult .. 

ural product but only 8% of its industrial product. 

(See Annex 5). An understandin~ of the NortheastOs ' 

a~rarian structure is therefore prerequisite to an 

understandin~ its social, economic and development 

problems. 

Economy in the Zona da Mata The narrow coastal 

"Zona da Mata" strip, nev:er penetratinpo inland more 

than 70 miles is .by far the most produc.tive ap:ricu1t

ural re~ion. It encompasses almost the totality of 

the better soils, and its abundant rainfall. 

For more than three centuries, however, the 

ttZona da Mata" has been dominated by the lati.f\1ndia 

of su~ar cane. Production based on extensive family 

landho1din~s and 1arp'e masses of cheap hand labor has 

characterized the su~ar economy since early colonial 

times. As 10n~ as the external (export) demand for 

su~ar was expandin~, the su~ar economy prospered, 



ShortBpe of 
FoOd production 

absorbin~ manpower and land at constant or inereas n~ 

productivity levels. The impulse for ~ro th, hich the 

economy of the humid strip once received from 8u~ar 

exports, has, however, now lon~ since been exhausted 

althou~h today the Northeast still produces almost 

40% of Brazilos su~ar (See Annex 6). Dependent upon 

costly ~overnmental subsidies for its continued exist-

enoe, the su~ar economy is now unable to absorb the 

population increases of the re~ion. Because the income 

from su~ar production is small, and concentrated main

ly in the hands of the owners, the wa~es ~enerated by 

su~ar have been insufficient to ensure a market for 

~eneral consumption ~oods. As a result, there has 

been no si~ificant transit on to produotion of 

su~ar for an internal market, nor has there developed 

an adequate consumer base for industrialization. 

The traditional institutions and praotices of 

su~ar economy pose still other problems for the develop

ment of the Northeast: Centuries-lon~ specialization in 

su~ar cane, allowing as it did only sUbsistence food 

production by the laborers, has severely inhibited the 

product on of food commodities in the coastal zone. The 

resultin~ chronic food shorta~es in the coastal zone are 

reflected in hiah food prices. Unable to produce all 

his food requirements, and unable to purchase in the 

hip'h-pr.iced market what he doesnvt produce, the labol'er 

is foroed into a lower standard of living, his energy 
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is lowered and his susceptibility to disease increased. 

The result is a lowerin~ of his a~ricultural product 

iv1ty. The present labor productivity of the su~ar 

worker of Northeast Brazil is estimated to be 30 times 

10 er than his counterpart in Hawaii. 

Since the su~ar economy is unable to absorb its 

population increases, excess labor - almost always un

skilled, illiterate, and undernourished - flows to the 

ur an coastal centers, or adds to a large body of un

employed a~ricultural laborers. Cheap labor in abundance 

is thus constantly available to the su~ar economy, 

removin~ all incentive for tecbnolo~ical advance, and 

in this manner stabilizin~ the present backwardness of 

su ar production. It is estimated that the crop yield 

per acre in the Northeast is 30% lower than that of the 

Center-South of Brazil and 50% lower than that of Flo

rida. In the Northeast it requires 3.6 man days to 

produce a ton of su~ar, as opposed to 1.2 man days in 

Sao Paulo. 

Economl in the hinterland Extending over the 

~rea er part of the Northeast, the semi-arid hinterland 

has, since its earliest occupation, been devoted to low

yield sUbsistence farminF and the raisin~ of cattle. The 

hinterland is divided into two principal sub-areas. In

land from the coastal suvar zone, is a narro -hill" sub

area !mown as the "a$treste". It is the "avreste" that 

small tenant farmers en~a~e in sUbsistence farminp' which 

- - -----
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produces the majority 01' the toodstuffs ~rown in 

the Northeast. Extendinlt trom the "ap:reste fl across 

the vast interior to the Amazon basin s t he sub

area mown as the ttsertao". It is here that the 

leather-clad vaqueiro tends the extensive herds of 

cattle as they roam the brush-covered landscape. 

Drou~ht, in varyin~ de~rees of intensity, i s 

a constant 01' 1if'e in both the "ap'reste" and the 

ttsertao", in some years reachinp: epio proportions . 

The social and eoonomic effects 01' drOll~ht have 

~rown increasin~ly in reoent decades. 

As the su~ar economy of' the coastal zone de 

clined, excess su~ar laborers mi~rated into the 

hInterland, provldin~ a 1ar~e cheap labor base f'or 

the development of' tree-cotton production. As t he 

population 01' the hinterland Was thus inoreased, 

~reater demands were placed on the f'ood supply, 

f'orcin~ the occupation and cultivation of' lands 

less suited tor a~ricu1ture and more subject to 

drou~ht. Recent improvement in transportation ta

cilities have stimulated an even more intens i ve 

utilization of' land resources and some dep'ree of' 

productive specialiZation, makin~ possible a 

further ~rowth of' population and a~gravat1n~ the 

present imbalance between usable resources and the 

animal and human demands. Though there has been a 
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yearly mi~ration from the hinterland to the cities 

on the coast, this has merely made the urban cen

ters, already swollen with the excess population 

of the su~ar zone, more dependent on the eaken

in~ structure of tood production in the hinterland. 

Strained beyond its capacities, a minor 

reduction in rainfall is enou~h to disrupt all 

economic activity in the semi-arid hinterland. 

Social calamity, affeotin~ all the Northeast, 

is the usual result. In 1951, tor ex~ple, a 

year of severe drou~ht,a~rioultural production 

in the Northeast declined by one-third; this 

indicates an even ~reater · reduotion 1n tood 

production in the semi-arid area, since n the 

humid zone drou~ht is either non-existent or 

much more beni~. Hundreds ot thousands ot 

families, ted previously by SUbsistence a~r1-

culture, become dependend on the re~ional market 

tor the supply ot prime tood needs. Sinoe the 

market was uncapable ot meetin~ ur~ent demand, 

tood prices sky-rooketed, and lar~e numbers of 

people were reduoed to a sub-human level ot 

existence. 

Ironioally, ~overnment relief measures, osten 

sibly de8i~ed to meet the problems of drou~ht, have 

tailed in the attempt, ~d have indireotly contri

buted to an a~«ravatlan ot drou~ht ettects. Reliet 
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expenditures have been substantial but di ected 

mainly at work projects - the buildin~ of dams 

and roads. Notwithstandin~ the fact that almost 

7 million cubic meters of water have been dammed 

as a result of relief projects, the Northeast 

has less than 10,000 hectares of irri~ated land, 

of little si"nificance in the production of rood, 

a1thou~h water accumulation has favored the sur-

vival of cattle. But one effect of these projects 

has been the retention of the excess population 

(estimated at 5 - 7 million people) in the revion 

without improvinv the food supply- The net effect 

is to set the stave for an even worse situation at 

the onsouvht of the next serious drou~ht. 

12. 

The poverty of the Northeast is amply illustrated 

by income statistics. In 1960 the Northeast produced 

CR$304,235,000,000 or only 16% of the ~ross national 

product of Brazil, a1thou~h it contains 31% of 

Brazil's population. Pernambuco and Bahia produced 

3.4% and 4.6% respectively of the nation's ross 

national product, while fiaui produced only 0.5%. 

The avera~e annual per capita income in the Northeast 

in 1960 was only CR$13,095($68 at the then preva 1 n~ 

exchanve rate)or less than half of the CR$27,005 

averave for Brazil as a whole. Averava par capita 

income fluctuated widely by states fram a hi~h of 
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CR$16,l~4 P r capita 1n Pernambuco to a low of 

CR$7.710 in Piau1. Wealth is very unevenly distributed 

- it is estimate that 2.5% of the inhabitants receive ~.O% 

of the re~ional income. In contrast,the avera~e i ncome of 

su~ar cane workers(at the start of 1962)was CR$85.5 per 

day. Averaue per capita income fluctuated widely by 

states from a hi~h of CR$l6,194 per capi t a in Pernambuco 

to a low of CR~7.7l0 in Piaui. (See Annex 7). 

Despite its underdeveloped nature, the Northeast nas , 
contributed ureatly to Brazil's forei~n commerce. In 1960, 

for example, the Northeast eXported 23% of the value of 

Brazil's exports,whlle importinp only 5%(See Annex 8). 

Yet, the Northeast has not proved attractive to fore~1un 

investment - in 1~59, 1960 and 1~61 only 2% of forei~n 

investment in Brazil took place in the Northeast (See 

Annex 9). 

As stated above, the economy of the Northeast is 

dominated by a~ricultural production. In 1960 about 70% 

of the econom1cally active population of the Northeast 

was in a~ricultre, producln~ 22% of the value of Brazil 

s a~ricultural product. Su~ar, corn, maniOC, beans and 

cocoa accounted for about 45% of a~rlcultural income 

in the Northeast in 1958, of which supar and cotton 

accounted for 27~. 

Much of the industry of the Northeast 1s 

directly related to a~ricultural production - the 

Northeast's leadin2 industries are textile manufact-

urin~, su~ar rerinin~, oilseed crushin~ tobacco • 

products. Industry in the Northeast produces only 

8% of the pross national product. (For additional 
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statistics on the econoMY or the Northeast,wh1ch 

h1~hliv.ht its poverty and underdeveloped nature 

see Annexes 5 and 10) • 

14· 



J;,lvinp: 
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SOCIAL PROBLEMS 

The principal effects of the defective 

ap:rarian structure in the coastal and hInter

land areas oonver~e on the cities. The cities 

have increased in population by more than 50% 
durinp: the last decade. These mip:ratlons to 

the cities are not a result of job opportunit.es 

or better livinp: conditions in the urban areas, 

but are prompted by the poverty and incapacity 

of the avrartan structure to provide employment 

or livelihood for a p:rowinv population. These 

recent camers to the city are forced to occupy 

15. 

a mar~inal economic position in urban life. They 

dwell on the outskirts of the city, on the vast 

marsh areas, and in the sprawlin~ mocambos so 

typical in all the cities of the Northeast. They 

live without an adequate water supply, without 

jobs, without education, w~thout even minImal 

health facilittes. In Robbe's phrase, their life 

is "nasty, brutish and short". The hardier survive, 

the weak die. In Recife it is esti ted that 60% ot 

the cIty's population lives in slums, and 40% of 

the "workinp:" populatIon is unemployed or under

employed. 

Extreme poverty in the countrys de and crowd 
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in~ in the cities have bred disease. Health condi

tions in the Northeast are the worst in Brazil and 

amon~ the worst in the world. Estimated life expect~ 

ancy is 35 years, and approximately a third of all 

babies die before the ave of one (as opposed to 3% 
in the U.S.). Of those that live and are fortunate 

enou~h to attend school, a majority suffer from mal

nutrition and 70% are infected with parasites. Amollv.' 

all a~es tuberculosis, intestinal parasites, schisto

somiasis, syphilis, d1phteria, small pox, typhoid 

fever, rabies, malaria and dietary deticienciea 

pose serious health problems. Water and sewa~e are 

inadequate and frequently polluted. (See Annex 11). 

Illiteracy avera~es about 70% in the a~e ~roup 

over 10 in the Northeast. Only 32% of school a~e 

chIldren actually attend school,as opposed to 43% 
for Brazil as a whole. There are 101 students ot 

school a~e per primary school teacher in the 

Northeast as opposed to only 67 in the rest of 

Brazil (See Annex 12). 

Dissatisfaction is naturally ~rowinv., not only 

in the Cities, but also in the country side where 

the nrevolution of ris1n~ expectations" 1s beinp: 

fanned into actual revolution by extremist leaders, 

such as Francisco Juliao and other demap:o~es. 

Violence of the lett is rrequent1y matched by 

violence of the ri~ht in the form ot lock-o ts or 

strike breakin~, with a ~eneral lessenin~ of 
espect for law ar£d order. 
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A~ain8t this baok~round of economic bacl ard

ness and human m sery, the federal Fovernment has 

sho increased in erest in the Northeaat,particular 

17 dur1n~ the decade 1950-1960. Federal vovernment 

expenditures, hich were double tax collection in 

9$0, noreas d to tour times tax collection by 

1960. As indicated above, ~overnmental action in 

the Northeast haa traditionally been aimed at dam 

constr~ctlon to hold flood waters primarily for 

cattle dur1n~ the dry season) rather than for .. l'rip:a

tlon. In addit on, various relief measures were 

dopted tor the human population. The latter mess e 

served to reta n people in the already over populat~d 

area,thereby compound1n~ the problem. 

SUDENE (The SUperintendency for the Development 

ot the Northeast) as created on December 15, 1959 

with the pass ~e of law N° 3.692 to plan and coordin

ate publio and private investments in the Northeast 

and thereby speed up economic development of the 

orthaast; SU is directly subordinate to the 

President of Brazil, and s its prinCipal head

quarters in Recite, ith branch offices in Rio, 

Brasilia, Salvador and Teresina. 
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The veneral ~idelines of SUDENE at the time 

it was created, were: 

1. Intensification of industrial investment to 

afford opportunities for work in urban areas here 

under-employment is prevalent; and to alter the re

~ional economic structure. 

2e Transformation of the a~rarian structure of 

the humid coastal zone to utilize lands more intens· 

ively, improve productivity of su~ar cane, and 

promote production of foodstuffs by family units. 

3. Pro~ressive transformation ot the economy 

of the semi-arid zones to promote productivity and 

better land use. 

4. Development of new a~ricultural lands, 

includin~ those of Southern Bahia and Maranbio. 

The powers ~iven to SUDENE under Law N° 3.692 

are very broad, and include the followin~: 

1. Supervision, ooordination, and control of 

the preparatIon and execution of projeots of fede181 

a~enc1es in the re~ion related to development of 

the Northeast; 

2. Execution, either directly or by a~reement, 

of projects relate to development of the Northeast; 

3. Coordination of national and fore ~n 

technical assistanoe provrams in the Northeast. 

SUDFNE is voverned by a Deliberative Council 

consisting of 26 members - a) the Governors or 
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their nominees from the nine states of the North

east plus Minas Gerais; b) representatives of 

ei~ht Federal Ministries - A~rIculture; Educatio 

and Culture, Finance; Health; Labor; Industry and 

Commerce; TransportatIon and Public Works; and 

Mininp and Energy; c) representatives of the 

Bank for Fconomic Development (BNOE); Bank 

19. 

of Brazil; Bank of the Northeast of Brazil; the Sao 

Francisco Hydroelectric Company (CHFSF); and the 

General Staff of the Armsd Forces; d) the Super

intendent of SUDRNF; the General Director of the 

National Departament of Works Against Drou~hts 

(DNOCS); and tbe Superintendent of the Sao Fran

cisco Valley Commission (DVSF). Decisions are 

made by a majority vote. 

The Superintendent of SUDENE is Dr. Celso 

Furtado,who formerly also served as Minister of the 

Plan, and his deputy is Dr.Francisco de Oliveira 

(See list of principal SUDFNE personnel at Annex 13) • 

SUDF.NF. is required to operate under multi-an

nual guidin~ plans, which are annually revised and 

assi~ prIorities and allocations of tunds, for 

works within the Northeast. These vuidinp plans 

allocate both SUDENE's resources (not less than 

2% of federal revenues) and resources of other 

federal a~encies for work in the United States. 
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In 1961 SUDENF issued its Five Year Development 

Plan (1961-1965). The plan oonoentrated primarily 1n 

the follow1n~ fields of aotiv1ties: Hi«hways,eleotrl0 

power, a~rloulture settlement and irri~ation, market-

1n~ and fisheries, the textile industry, and a variety 

ot sooial oultural measures, with primary emphasiS on 

hi~ways (See Annex 14). The estimated coat ot the 

projects totalled CR$228 billion, of whioh CR$l)S 

billion was to be provided from estimated bud~etary 

resouroes, and CR$93 billion remained to be finanoed 

(presumably trom deficit flnanoin~ or forei~ assist~ 

ance). The dooument was a plan, rather than a bud~et, 

and was never ratified by the Brazilian Con~ress. 

The first Sta~e ot the Master Plan for the 

years 1961-1962 (but inoludinv plans in same cases 

throuvh 1965) ditfered little from the Five Year 

Plan. primary emphasis was placed on economio infra

struoture with C8$8.6 billion for roads and eleotric 

pover out of CR$1).6 billion to be applied 10 1962. 

Other important areas are reconstruction ot the 

aPTioultural eoonomy, and improvements 1n water SUpm 

ply. In addition, some CR$6.7 billion Was appropriated 

to other federal a~enoles for works on roads and 

eleotricity in the Northeast. (For detailed information 

see Annex 14). 
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Tbe Secono Sta"e of the Master Plan completes 

the five year plannln" process be~ with the 

1961-65 Master Plan and submitted to Con~ress 

contalnln~ estimated requIrements for 1963, 1964 

and 1965; total1in~ CR$212.8 billion for the three 

years. The composItion of the Second Stave as 

submitted dIffered considerably from the FIrst 

StaRe - Infra-structure investments accounted 

for 75~ of the First Sta~e, but only 46% of the 

Seoond sta"e. Industrial investment increased 

from l5~ of the First Sta~e to 29% of the Second, 

pre-investments (partIcularly education) increased 

from 5~ to 15% and social welfare from 5% to 15%. 

Thus it can be seen tba t SUD"F'NE has an increasing 

aWareness of the importance of improvinv the 

human oonditions and capabilIties of the 

population 8S bein~ as important as deve1opin~ 

economic infrastructure (See Annex 14). 

The Second Sta~e Was 8i~ed into law in 

June 1963. (Details of the law are not yet 

known but will be issued as a chan~in~ sheet 

to this document). 
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THF: UNITED STATES ECONOMIC AID PROGRAM 

The United States had already been prov1dinv 

economic assistance to the Northeast (particularly 

in the form of a~ricultural extension) throuph its 

aid pro~ram to Brazil. However, creation of SUDFNE, 

increasin~ U.S. awareness of the problems of the 

Northeast and a visit by Dr. Furtado to the United 

States in the summer of 1961 led to the dispatch of 

a Northeast Brazil Survey Team, headed by Ambassador 

Marvin Bohan. to study problems of the area. 

The survey which was released in February 1962, 

~ecommended a series of Short term measures totallinv 

a US contribution of $14,670,000 and the cruzeiro equi

valent of $18,330,000 and a BraZilian cruzeiro contri

bution equivalent to $25 million. The short-term 

pro~am called for construction of community water 

supply facilities, labor centers, community development 

projects, rural community electrification, literacy 

trainin~, CCC camps, and mobile health units (See 

Annex 15). 

The study team also made a series of recommendations 

to be implemented over a five-year period, totallin~ a 

US contribution of $122,940,000 in dollar loans and 
I 

i31,026,OOO in dollar ~rants as well as the cruzeiro 

equivalent of $35,000,000 in loans and ~56J854,000 

in ~lants; and a Brazilian contribution equivalent to 
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$296,397,000. The five-year pro~ram called for activities 

in the fields of irrlpatlon, road, power, education, labor 

and manpower, mlpratlon, community water supply, health 

centers, aprloultural production and distribution, fisheries, 

and oolleotion ot basic information ot research (See Annex 

1$). In addition, tine report disoussed the need for a U.S. 

oontribution of $1$0,000,000 to the settlement of Nordes-
, 

tinos in Goias and Mato Grosso. 

On 13 April 1962 Seoretary of State Rusk and 

Porei~ Minister Dentas si~ed an a~reement tor the 

Promotion ot Eoonomio and Soolal Development in the 

Brazilian Northeast. For projeots intended to aohieve 

speed7 results in meetinp aome of the most ur~ent needs 

of the people ot the Northeast, the US a~reed to provide 

not to exceed $33,000,000 in US dollars or the cruzeiro 

equivalent (ot which not to exceed $14,670,000 was to 

be supplied as dollar prants or loans and the equivalent 

ot 018,330,000 was to be provided in PL 480 cruzeiros). 

Brazil pled~d not le88 than CR$7,9$0,000(which equalled 

2$,000,000 at the then prevall1D~ rate of excban~)from 

national, state and lIlImicipal sources. Thus, for the 

short-run program, the Agreement adopted the tundln~ 

totals recommended in the Northeast Surve7 Team Report. 

For tbe first two years'actlvities under lon~

term development projects the US a~reed to provide not 

to exceed $98,000,000 in US dollars or the cruZeiro equi

valent (ot which not to exceed $62,000,000 was to be sup

plied in the torm of dollar ~rants and loans and the 
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equivalent of $36,000,000 from PL 480 in cruzeiros 

The Government of Brazil pled~ed not less than 

CR$37,$OO,OOO from national, state and municipal 

sources plue additional funds, subject to the 

appropriation of funds by the Brazilian Con~ress. 

Fundin~ beyond the initial two years Was to be 

considered at a later date, and take into considera-

tion: 

• satisfactory accomplishment durin~ the f rst 

years; 

b. appropriate priority for the Northeast within 

Brazil's national development pro~ram; and 

c. ~eneral measures taken by Brazil to contain 

inflation while assur1n~ a rapid rate of ~ro tho 

As in the cese of the short-ran~e pro~ram, the 

the Northeast Survey Team Report. 

The Agreement stipulated that the US would 

establish a speCial USAID office in the Northeast, 

and that the USAID could nSi~ a~reements with SUDENE 

or other appropriate a~encles or organizations in ac

cordance with applicable regulations 000 Activities 

under these projects may be administered by SUDENE 

or by such other a~ency or or~anizatlon as may be 

mutually a~reed. In such cases as may be des ~ted 

by the Government of the United States of Brazll,other 

8p.encies may be authorized to enter into project and 
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other a~reements under this A~reement direotly with 

USAID and be authorized to receive loans or ~rants". 

2$. 

Finally, the US a~reed to cooperate with Brazil 1n 

obtain1n~ and tncreas1n~ the interest of other fr1er 

ly natIons and international a~encies in particIpat1n~ 

in pro~rams tor Northeast Brazil (For text ot Ap.reement 

see Annex 16). 

Less than a month after the 8i~ture of the North-

east A~eement the US povernment be~an to or~anize 

USAID/Northeast Brazil in Recife, startin~ with a 

Direotor and Pro~ram Officer, plus empl07ees alread7 

1n the Northeast workin~ on established pro~rams. In 

April 1963 the USAlD stafting pattern showed 78 

Americans and 193 Brazilians and an on-board stren~th 

of 48 US direct hire techniCians, plus 7 Americans on 

contraot and 13 short-term temporar7 duty personnel 

from Rio, Washin~ton and other USAlDs (See Annex 17 

tor staftin~ pattern summary). 

The USAID contains three major pro~ram operatI ons 

divisions and a number ot starf oftices. The major 

operatln~ dIvisions are: 

1. The Ottice of Rural Development and Food 

Pro~ramsJ 

2. The Ottice ot Public Works, Industry and 

Natural Resources Develop~entJ 

3. The Ottice ot Human Resources Development~ 
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The Staf~ o~fices include the assistant Controllerus 

office, Executive office and office of Developmsnt Plana 

n1n~. A Public Affairs staff (USIS) is directly attached 

to the USAID, and a public Safety Advisor receives 

administrative support. Finally, the re~ional Peace 

Corps representative maintains close liaison. (See 

or~anization chart at Annex 17). There is also a small 

Northeast Liaison oftice in Rio which is intended to 

smooth coordination between USAID/Brazil and USA1D/ 

Northeast/Brazil. 

The USAID/Northeast Pro~ram tor PI 196) and 1964 i s 

based primarily on the Northeast Survey Team Report, 68 

modified in the livht of operatin~ experience.The USAID 

prop'ram as set forth in the Brazil Country Assistance 

provram of December 1962 is oriented around three 

major ~oals: 

A. To raise to at least minimum acceptable levels 

the basic conditions of li~e in communities of the 

Northeast. Included w1thin this ~oal are pro~rams of 

Community Health, Commun1ty Water Supply, Rural Com

mun1ty Eleotrificat10n, Community Development,Housin~ 

and Food for Peace • 

B. To provide information, through research, on the 

basic characteristics and problems of the Horthe st; to 



~ 

, 

improve the human resource base throu~h education 

pro~rams to assist 10 developin~ the eoonomic infra

structure or the Northeast, and to better utilize natural 

resources. Included within this ~oal is a Natural 

Resouroe Survey and pro~rams in the fields ot Eoonomic 

and Social Researoh and Plannin~, Roads, Eleotric Power 

Industrial Development, Elementary Education, Basio 

Eduoat~on, A"ricultural Education, Industrial Vocational 

Eduoation and Geolo~ical Education. 

c. To encoura~e the improvement of land use and condi

tions ot land tenure, while inoreas1n~ a~ricultural 

production. Included within this v.oal are prop-rams in 

A~ricult~al Research and Extension, Production and 

Marketin~, Flsehries, Water Resources, and Resettlement 

and Colonization. 

A summary ot the proposed tund1n~, by Goal Plan appears 

below: (For details see Annex 18) 

Goal Plan A 

Goal Plan B 

Goal Plan C 

Techn.Support 

Total 

n 1963 
(in thousands ot dollars) 
$ Grants $ Loans CRi Grants 

2,2.35 8,000 11,8$0 

4,660 25,000 7,600 

1,565 .3,000 1,500 

900 - -
9,600 .36,000 20,950 

CRt Loans " 

9,900 

10,000 

2,500 

22,400 
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28. 

Ace OMPLISBMENTS TO OA TE 

As of June 30, 1963 USAID aotivities in Northeast 

Brazil had passed from the "toolino.'-up" to the "1:.ake-offtl 

sta~e in program development and implementation. Project 

a~reements obli~tion~ CR$4,979,OOO,000 1n ~rant cruzeiros 

and dollar vrant ob1ivatlons total1Ina t5,049,796 were 

recorded durin~ Flscal Year 1963. The first lar~e-scale 

cruzeIro loan of 10.8 billion cruzeiros was made to 

SUDENF to finance major elementary education pro".rams 

in four Northeastern states, and before December 1963 

similar pro~ram8 should be In effeot in each state of 

the Northeast. Two dollar loans totallln~ $5,400,000 

were authorized tor private industrial projects, and 

dollar loan applloations for roads and power totallln2 

$31,939,000 were developed by USAID durln~ the: Fiscal 

Year and submitted to Washin~ton tor consideration. 

Obllvations to date have been conoen~rated in the fields 
t 

of Elementary Eduoation, Community Water Supply, Industry, 

Housin~ and CommunIty Health (for details see Annex 19) 

It is anticipated, however. tht durln~ FY 196~ obll~ational 

emphasis will shift from the short-ran~e Impact pro~ram 

directed at improvinv basic 1lvin~ conditions towards 

lon~-ran"'e pro".rams aimed at developin~ economic infra

structure and the rural economy_ 

Impressive as the record is when one considers the 

Northeast A~reement was si~ed only in April 1962,USAID 

hopes to maintain and increase the pace of ctlvlty. 



Durinu this period, the USAID has had to estab11sh and 

staff the mission, develop its pro~ram, establish work

in~ relationships with SUDF.NF. and other Brazilian a~encies, 

and develop complex fUndinv procedures. These are 

contiDUin~ problems, but ones on which the USAID 1s 

constantly workin~ so that it can make a maximum 

contribution to the Alliance tor Progress. 

The reader 1s invited to address any questions 

directly to USAID/Northeast Brazil which can provide 

more detailed information on the Northeast, SUDF.NE, 

and USAID proP.Tams and projects that it was possible 

to contain in this brief introduction to the Alliance 

for Provress in Northeast Brazil. 
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AREA UNDER SUDENE JURISDICTION AND POLYGON OF DROUGHTS 
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t'ob"'OfJ of Drou;:;h~~s By Area 

Area (Km2' l~ ... ·ea Hi thin the Polygon 
of State Kn2 % of State ~ of P olygorl 

Alagoas ';.;7,73l ' I""! r.'" ~.::.,,,-ob L4.23 ]. .31 

En.hia 561,026 320,211 57.08 34.17 , 
148,016 1133,526 Ceara 92.21.; lL,.57 

Paruibl3. 56,372 55,119 97.78 5.88 

p.,r:r.arnbu (:'0 98,281 87,/.81.; 89.01 9.3/f , 
Piaui 250,934 207,0J.9 82.5C 22.09 

Rio Grande do Norte 53,015 ~3,031 90.60 5.13 

Sergipe 21,991: 10,395 1;7.26 1.11 

Litig~ticn Piaui-
Ceara 2,614 2,614 100.00 .28 

Minas Gerais 5P3,2t8 57,328 9.8) 6.12 

Total 1,$03,231 836,993 51,96 100.00 

S0urc~:.Page 15 - Statistical Annual of Brazil, 1962 

<II 



:Polygon of Droughts 

By Numbers of l:llnicipios 

Total No • 
Sta tes of ~~unicipios l"urllcipali ties in Drought Polygon 

Tot,al Entirely Partiall'j" -
Alegoas 69 27, 15 12 

Bahia. 19l 112 87 25 
, 

IM~ Ceara 142 132 10 

Paralba 146 1U; 137 7 

P(;rna.mbuco 102 SO 65 15 

f PiaUl 81 80 71 9 

R.G • do :Korte 8::' 82 69 13 
. , 

SergJpe 62 24 13 11 

Y.inas Gerais 485 22 10 12 

Total 1,369 713 Soc, . ~ 114 

Source Page 14 - Statistical Annual of Brazil, 1962 



Area of States of the Northeast 

Ar ea lon Rat· long Ar ea as 
Square kIn. wi thin l-I"E of Brazil 

A1agoas 27,731 8th .33 

Bahia 561,026 1st 6.59 
, 

Ceara 148,016 4th 1.74 

Maraooao 328,663 2nd 3.86 

Paraiba 56,372 6th .66 

Pernambuco 98,281 5th - 1.16 
. , 

Ploaw. 250,934 3rd 2.95 -
R.G. do Norte 53,015 7th .62 

Sergipe 21,994 9'th .26 

( 
I 

In 1itigat~on between Piaulo 

and Cear:) 2,614 10th .03 

Total for NE 1,548,672 ... -

Total for Brazil 8,511;965 - -
, 

NE as % Brazil 18.20% 

Source: Page 12 - Statistical Annual of Brazil 



Population (est 1963) 

Rating Population Per 
Population within NE Square Km 

Alagoas 1,325,000 7th 47 

Bahia 6,359,000 1st 11 
, 

3,540,000 3rd Ceara 23 

Maranh&o 2,839,000 4th 8 

ParaU>a. 2,080,000 5th 37 

Pernambu.co 4,372,000 '- 2nd 44 

Piau! 1,329,000 6th 6 

R.G. do Norte 1,214,000 8th 22 

Sergipe 796,000 -9th 
" 

36 

I-

Total for NE 23,858,000 16 

Total for Brasil 77,521,000 10 

NE as % of Brazil 31% 160% 

Source: Pages 12 and 25 - Stati~tical Annual of Brazil 



PROJECTION OF ESTIMATED POPULATION NORTHEASTERN STATES 

1960 1965 1970 

Alagoas 1,271,000 1,362,000 1,458,000 

Bahia 5,991,000 6,617 ,000 7,309,000 
~ 

Ceara 3,338,000 3,682,000 4,062,000 

Maranhao 2,493,000 3,097,000 3,849,000 

Paraiba 2,018,000 2,177,000 2,349,000 

Pernambuco 4,137,000 4,536,000 4,973,000 
, 

1,263,000 1,374,000 1,494,000 PiaUl 

R.G. do Norte 1,157,000 1,254,000 1,358,000 

Sergipe 760,000 821,000 887,000 

Total Northeast 22,429,000 24,861,000 27,558,000 

. Total Brazil 70,967.000 82,222,000 95,262-,-000 

NE as % Brazil 31.6% 30.2% 28.9 

Source: Page 25 - Statistical Annual of Brazil, 1962 



• . PROJECTION OF ESTIMATED POPULATION OF CAPITALS 

OF NORTHEASTERN STATES 

As % As % 
1960 State 1965 State 

Alagoas 
, 

- Maceio 170.000 13.3 199,000 14.6 

Bahia - Salvador 656,000 10.9 808,000 12.2 
, 

Ceara - Forta1eza 515,000 15.5 699,000 18.9 

Maranhao - Sao Luiz 160,000 6.4 181,000 5.8 

Paraiba - Joao Pessoa 155,000 7.6 175,000 8.1 

Pernambuco - Recife 797,000 19.2 968,000 21.3 
~ 

Piaui - Teresina 145,000 11.4 179,000 13.0 

R.G. Norte - Natal 163,000 14.0 200,000 16.0 

Sergipe - Aracaju 116,000 11.7 139,000 16.9 

Total 2,877,000 12.8 3,548,000 14.2 
,--

Source: Page 26 - Statistical Annual of Brazil 

As % 
1970 State 

233,000 15.9 

995,000 13.7 

949,000 23.3 

205,000 5.3 

198,000 8.5 

1,175,000 23.6 

222,000 14.9 

247,000 18.1 

167,000 18.8 

4,391,000 16.01 



Population (1960) 

Distribution Between Urban and Rural 
PQw1ation Urbanll % Rural cI G,.p.City 

~- PoPUlation - - -A1agoas 1,271,062 428,228 34 842,83/" 66 170,000 

Bahia 5,990,605 2,083,716 35 3,906,889 65 656,000 
; 

Ceara 3,337,856 1,124,829 34 2,213,027 66 515,000 
.., 

Maranhao 2,492,139 448,509 18 2,043,630 82 160,000 

Paraiba 2,018,023 708,051 35 1,j()9,972 65 155,000 

Pernambuco 4,136,900 1,856,699 45 2,280,211 55 797,000 

Piau! 1,263,368 298,152 24 965,216 76 145,000 

R.G.do Norte 1,157,258 435,lS9 38 722,069 62 163,000 

Sergipe 760,273 295,929 39 464,344 61 116,000 

Total for NE 22,428,873 7,680,681 34 14,748,192 66 2,877,000 

Tot.for Brazil 70,967,185 31,990,938 45 38,976,247 55 

1m as % Brazil 31.6% 24% 38% 

Source: Page 26 - Statistical annual of Brazil. 

l-J Defined as cities and villages. 



Breakdown. by fields of Activity of Gross National Product 

Total ~ Commerce 

Alagoas 17,193 9,148 1,826 

Bahia 89,340 38,52.8 13,6<)8 
, 

40,182 18,351 5,766 Ceara 
... 

22,962 12,610 3,060 l-1a:;.anhao 

Paraiba 29,120 18,41~ 3,616 

Perna'nbuco 66,993 23,991 11,19.4 
, 

9,71 .. 1 ~,406 2,080-Piau~ 

R.G. do Norte 17,564 9,535 2,087 

Sergipe 11,1~0 .4,778 1,899 

Total NE 30L,235 139,761 45,226 

Total Brazil 1,916,L,93 631,167 232,685 

, 

NE as % of Brazil 16% I 22% 19% 

Source: Ppge .198 -: Sta tipticft.1 Annual of Brazil 

Ind. 

2,491 

11,292 

),514 

2,247 

1,811 

10,753 

517 

1,288 

1,1,61 

35,374 

429,728 

8% 

1960 

(Cr$ 1,000,000) 

Transport 
& 

Services Communic. Banlei).g ~ 

1,731 823 187 140 

11,821 5,172 1,935 1,968 

4,703 4,088 575 833 

2,832 1,033 198 120 

2,tf!9 986 290 226 

9,981 3,817 1,359 1,250 

1,44 1;59 152 58 

1,6]L 848 173 162 

1,640 582 115 87 

38,475 17,808 4,931:. 4,844. 

209,590 135,806 5L: ,208 73,992 

18% 13% 9% 7% 

Govt. 

848 

4,926 

2,352 

862 

1,090 

6,950 

625 

1,837 

579 

20,069 

149,315 

13% 



Sugar Production (1961) 

on 0 T s f Can e T ns of Sugar 0 

Usinas Enginos Refine~ie's Mushed Produced 

Alagoas );5 598 29 3,246,700 287,551 

Bahia 16 ),736 16 678,400 63,359 
, 

Ceara 3 4,629 2 31,856 2,455 

Maranhao 15 545 4 314 20 

Paraiba 9 1,269 . 20 507,758 47,353 

Pernambuco 55 1,509 39 9,007,616 780,073 

Piau! 5 1,883 - 9,144 750 

R. G. do Norte 4 490 4 248,091 20,751 

Sergipe 46 56 28 525,822 48,100 

Total NE ·186 14,715 142 14,255,701 1,250,412 

Total Brazil 545 60,389 291 36,578,574 3,354,137 

NE as % Brazil 34.1 24.3 48.7 38.9 37.2 

Source: Page 103 - Statistical Annual of Brazil, 1962 



Gross National Product 

Total Value . Per Capita 

(cr$ 1,000,000) ( cr$ ) 

A1agoas 17,193 13,526 

Bahia 89,340 14,913 
, 

Ceara 1~0 ,182 12,038 
. .. 

Maranhao 22,962 9,214 

Paraiba 29,120 14,430 

Pernambuco 66,993 16,194 

" Piam 9,741 7,710 

Rio Grande do Norte 17,564 15,177 

Sergipe 11,140 14,653 

Total NE 304,235 13,095 

Total Brazil 1,916,493 27,005 

NE as % of Brasil 16% 48% 

Source: Page 197 - Statistical Annual of Brazil 



Foreign Commerce (1960) 

(as recordeq at parts and airports) 

Quanti tz 'tons l Value 
(trfl. ,ooo.l 

Export Import Export Import 

Alagoas 99,035 9,091 1,071,798 146,603 

Bahia 981,533 245,125 16,119,535 2,993,645 
, 

Ceara 61,116 201,792 4,838,187 1,160,299 .. 
Mar8.llh&o 1,583 18,311 21,741 111,554 

Paraiba 75,9.30 76,631 3,001,067 306,868 
-

Pernambuco 498,391 663,067 "7,122,741 5,023,092 

Piau! 5,694 3 8~,551 516 

R.G.doNort~ 16,867 72,40e :!' 897,747 1.02,666 

Sergipe - 210 - 387 
-

Total NE 1,740,149 1,286,638 33,915,367 10,145,630 

Total Brazil: 

10,607,865 15,609,773 147,122,627 ~01,218,687 

NE as % Brazil: 16% 8% 23% 5% 
I 

Source: Page 160 - Statistical AImual of 1n..11 

.' 



Foreign Investments !-1ade in 1959, 60, 61 

( US~~ 1, 000 ) 

A1agoas 561 

Bahia 2,721 

I 

Ceara 460 

Haranhao 

Paraiba 169 

Pernambuco 139 

Piau1 

Rio Grande 
do Norte J.70 

Sergipe 

Total NE 4,220 

Total Brazil 20/t,779 

NE as % of Brazil 1-
'>r;1 
L-, ,; 

Source: Page 156 - Statistical Annual of Brazil 



Mi nera.L 1'lon-me'ta.L. 
Total Prodlolcts Minerals 

Alagoas 1,413 6 210 

Bahia 5,593 29 1,804 
, 

Ceara 559 34 112 .. 
Maranhao 2,366 95 590 

Paraiba. 584 5 72 

Pernambuco 2,684 45 474 
.J' 

PiaUl. 1,162 1 221 

Ro G. do Nort~ 1,126 60 169 

Sergipe 1,851 - 386 

Total for NE 17,338 275 4,0)8 

Total for Brazil 

84,626 1,258 14,809 

20.5 21.9 27.3 

PRELIMINARY RESULTS OF THE INDUSTRIAL CENSUS 

NUMBER OF ESTABLISHMENT (1960) 
Metals ~.LectriCal Transp. 
Working Machinery Appliances Equip. 

14 - - 9 

57 6 1 10 

4 1 - -
13 1 - 3 

2 - - 3 

40 2 - 11 

:3 - - 4 

12 - - 5 

16 3 - 13 

161 13 1 58 

3,879 1,080 605 1.267 

4.1 1.2 .. I 4.6 

Source: Page 72 - Sta.tistical Annual of Brazil, 1962 

, . 

!l2.Q.Q. Furniture 

56 116 

208 509 

13 24 

57 61 

11 55 

84 126 

31 48 

61 90 

45 146 

566 1,175 

8,512 6,094 

6.6 19.2 



( continuation) 

Paper & Pape~' Hydes 
- - - --_ ..... Rubber 

Alagoas - -

BaM s. 38 12 

~ 

Ceara - -
.. 

~·~aral1.'I-}~lO - -
Fara.i'ba 1 -

Pernambuco 5 2 
, 

Piaui - -
R.G. do r;;orte - 1 

Serhl'ipe 5 -'" .. 

Total for KE 10 ..... ;' 15 551 

Tctal for Brazil 590 ~28 1,705 

1~ E as :;; BraziJ. ~.J (, .e; 
,;0,., 32.3 

- ~"- .. --.~-.~~ 

- ;: 

Chemicals Pharmaceuticals 

36 1 

55 a 
/. 

6 1 

l7 l; 

10 -

31 1 

37 4 

22 1 

19 -

263 21 

1,190 330 

22.1 6.3 

Perfumes, 
S08.pS 

- -- es 

15 

97 

2 

30 

10 

12 

14 

14 

20 

214 

71;}". 

28.7 

Plastics Textiles 

- 271 

- 100 

- 47 

- 5~. 

- 76 

1 11.0 

- 496 

- 59 

- 32 

1 1,275 

21.9 3,41.7 i , 
i 

.l, 36. Sl 

-,---------



( ccntinua tion) 

Printing a.nd 
Clothing Food Products Beverages Tobaco Printing Products Other 

Alagoas 91 L12 69 "0 .// 19 8 

Bahia 257 1,73.5 222 58 112 II , 
Gear; /::'1 ,., .... .., 15 - J 1 ,'.L ~ .').,' 

t·~aranhao 5(\ 1,22L 6(.. 5 19 7 

l'areiba r:;? -'- 2LJ .... t: 
/(.) - 3 -

Pe::-nambuco , 2h7 1,2L5 72 ? 27 18 
I , ., ., Fiaui 10 - ., '7 t::: ., 

20 r-; 
, , it .... ' ,i ... l .L 

~t.G. c1(l l';-:wte 7C LS( 11 .L "'} '-, 8 

8ergipe 11::' 89/ ~c 7 11 11; ... " 

Total feT l\E fl,019 6,636 549 11.3 2f1 104 

1'0 tal f~r Brs.zL 
5,240 26,976 2,/J~,5 207 2,/"10 1,J(11 

I.E as % Brazil 19.4 21, .5 22.Lf 54.5 ' 10.0 7.6 
I 



.. Bur.k and ~nki!E· Establishmert.s (1961) 

. u't .()r~zer \,Ian: a rt 'h d r it 1 
l\umber of Esta.blishments (million of Cr$ 

Alagoas 23 5 

Bahia '?JI. 1,461; 
, 

Ceara 51 3C6 

}liaranhao 15 155 

Paraiba 'It; 
-' .' 110 

Pernambuco S:J '/24 

tI' 
Plam 16 8 

Rio Grande do l{orte ~(; 38 

Sergipe "/ <'4_ 125 

Total NE :;11 2,935 

Tota.l Brazil 1: L,0,218 ..)7 

NE as % of Brazil 0" " ' 

Source: Page 136 - Statir, Lical Amn.fl,l cf Bra:-liJ. 



MINIMUM SALARIES CAPITAL CITIES 

OCTOBER 16, 1961 

Monthly Daily Hourly 
CR$ CR$ CR$ 

A1agoas 8,064 268.80 33.60 

Bahia 10,080 336.00 42.00 
, 

Ceara 8,288 276.30 34.53 

Maranhao 7,616 253.90 31.76 

Paraiba 8,064 268.80 33.60 

Pernambuco 10,080 336.00 42.00 
, 

Piaui 5,600 186.70 23.33 

R.G. do Norte 8,064 268,80 33.60 

Sergipe 8,064 268,80 33.60 

Average for NE 8,213 273.79 34.22 

Average for Brazil 9,944 331.45 41.43 

NE as % Brazil 82.6 82.6 82.6 

Source: Page 192 - Statistical Annual of Brazil, 1962 



Fishing Industry (1960) 

Number of 
Profesiona1 Tons caught Value 
Fishermen (Cr$ 1,000) 

A1agoas 7,486 1~,096 146,307 

Bahia 21,227 8,615 646,923 
, 

Ceara 25,258 15,170 749,108 

Mararmao 32,321 35,634 1,079,205 

Paraiba 5,989 19,085 275,680 

Pernambuco 5,249 4,801 293,841 

Piau! 5,889 1,166 78,738 

R.G.do Norte 8,274 5,655 304,373 

Sergipe 1.,869 1,574 94,250 

Total NE 116,562 95,796 3,668,425 

Total for 
Brazil 239,761 3.30,1/,.0 12,031,768 

NE as % Brasil 49% 29% 30% 

Source: Page 50 - Statistical Annual of B:-HZil 



Kilometers of Roads (1961) 

Federal State Municipal 

Total Paved Unpaved Paved Unpaved 

A1agoas 5,129 234 278 - 2,358 2,259 

Bahia = 32,086 160 3,289 395 3,436 24,806 
, 

12,927 29.3 1,313 16 1,862 Ceara 9,443 
... 

Maranhao 5,352 26 1,315 9 891 3,111 

Paraiba 10,568 255 648 29 1,756 7,900 

Pernambuco 15,572 338 1,;::'58 136 1,340 12,500 
, 

Piam 21,554 111 1,8M+ 11 632 18,955 

R.Godo Norte 8,621 131 730 16 759 6,935 

Sergipe 3,699 6 216 - 1,288 2,189 

Total for NE: 
115,508 1,53L 10,941 612 14,322 88,098 

Total for 
Brazil L.9Q , 550 9,591 25,823 4,5/,2 72,751 386,838 

-< 

NE as % of 
Brazil 23% l/ci 

Of L-:jb ., ") It:' 
... ./9'11'0 19.6% 23% 

SourCE Page 111 - Statis t,ical Annus.l of' Dt'azil 



Number and Types ot Vehicles (1960) 
. 

Automobil~s Buses Trucks 

Alagoas 1,272 334 1,004 

Bahia 12,486 3,835 8,732 
, 

Ceara 7,551 2,491 6,671 .. 
Maranhao 1,063 ~.79 1,285 

Paraiba 2,855 . 1,138 3,040 

Pernambuco 12,599 2,238 6,607 

" Piam. 885 312 807 

R.G. do Norte 1,905 643 1,986 

Sergipe 2,.221 500 1,413 

Total NE 42,837 11,970 31,545 

Total tor Brazil 501,975 79,596 306,329 

NE as % ot Brazil 8.5% 15% 10% 

Source: Page 124 - Statistical Annual ot Brazil 



RAILWAYS ( 1960 ) 

Kilometers of Track/ 
Track/1000 Km 2 10,000 Inhabitants 

A1agoas 17.1 3.8 

Bahia 4.6 4.3 

Ceara 9.4 4.0 

Maranhao 1.5 2.4 

Paraiba 13.7 3.7 

Pernambuco 15.7 3.6 

, 
1.0 1.8 Piaui 

R.G. do Norte 12.0 5.5 

Ser~ipe 13.5 3.9 

Average NE 9.7 3.7 

Average Brazil 17 .2 8.9 

NE as % Brazil 56.3% 41.6% 

Source: Page 108 - Statistical Annual of Brazil, 1962 



. , 

Alagoas 

Bahia 
, 

Ceara 
.. 

Maranhao .. 

Paraiba 

Pernambuco 

Piau! 

Rio Grande do Norte 

Sergipe 

Total NE • 

Total Brazil 

NE as % of Brasil 

Electrical Energy 

Installed Potential (1961) 

Total K'..1 Hydro-electric K'J 

11,505 2,273 

363,927 324,099 

29,126 144 

7,598 -
14,570 3,520 

49,6S0 5,652 

5,912 -
8,214 -
1,426 350 

491,958 336,0)8 

5,205,152 3,808,851 

9.4 8.9 

Source: Page 105 -Statistical Annual of Brazil, 1962 

Thermal KW 

9,232 

39,828 

28,982 

7,598 

11,050 

44,028 

5,912 

8,214 

1,076 

155,920 

1,396,301 

\ 

11.2 



Consll.'Tlption of Electric Energy 

1961 (1000 KWH) 

Total Residential Commercial Indust. Public ~ 
. . 

A1agoas 58,997 10,782 3,907 39,321 4,958 29 

Bahia 283,482 85,524 50,872 102,459 33,297 11,330 
, 

Ceara 74,365 30,384 6,781 29,766 7,290 141+ 

Haranhao 17,807 8,310 341 5,493 2,L24 1,239 

Paraiba 137,495 19,790 6,367 79,715 12,117 19,506 

Pernambuco 434,773 97,351 46,74.1. 243,129 32,948 14,601 

Piau{ 15,U9 7,883 1,61,6 3,375 2,406 139 

Rio G!'ande do 
Norte 23,152 10,121 4,095 3,335 S,t)3 16B 

Sergipe 20,789 2,443 520 16,791 932 103 

Total for NE 1,066,309 272,586 1/·1,27:; 5~3,JS4 101,805 47,259 

Total for Brazil 
19,629,555 4,164,590 2,SOLc,710 9,9L1,046 1,519,509 ,199,700 

I~E as % Brazil 505 605 4.1, 50.3 6.6 3.2 

Source: PagE:: ~05 - Stst.istical AnnuaJ of Brazil, 19E2 



WATER POTENTIAL 

AREAS AND WATER POWER POTENTIAL OF BASINS 

Area Water Potential 

Basin Square Km % Horse Power % 

Amazon 4,787,717 56.25 7,458,000 33.36 

Northeast 884,835 10.40 317,300 1.42 

San Francisco 631,133 7.41 2,380,000 10.64 

East 569,310 6.69 4,072,900 18.22 

Paraguay 345.701 4.06 89,500 .40 
, 

Parana 801,309 10.47 7,053,000 31.54 

Uruguay 178,235 2.09 175,000 .78 

Southeast 223,688 2.63 813,600 3.64 

Total for Brazil 8,511,928 100.00 22,359,300 100.00 

Source: Page 13 - Statistical Annual of Brazil, 1962 



A1agoas 
Bahia 
Cear~ 
Maranhao 
Paraiba 
pernambuco 
Piau! 
R. G. io Nort 
Serg-ipe 

TOTAL NE 

TOTAL Brazi 1 

NE as% Brazi 

Total 

105 
366 
193 -

64 
218 
346 
42 

102 
40 

1,476 

4,882 

30 

COOPERATIVES REGISTERED WITH THE 
MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE 

(1961) 
NUmber of Coops. 

Consumers Credi t Producers Other Total Consumers 

55 11 36 3 54,298 2:1,250 
239 20 79 28 154,672 81,380 

67 28 86 12 131,930 27,755 
23 4 34 3 23,790 7,008 
81 58 76 3 91,997 5,802 

175 64 98 9 48,021 3,590 
32 2 7 1 6,505 5,732 
26 31 44 1 38 ,653 2,332 
10 - 30 - 4,281 422 

708 218 490 60 554,147 155,271 

. 2,353 511 1,830 188 1,970,306 983,402 

30 43 27 32 28 16 

Source: Page 269 - Statistical Annual of Brazil, 1962 

~ 

Number of Members 

Credit Producers Other 

19,761 13,080 207 
37,533 27,180 8,579 
21,707 81,551 917 
1,151 15,224 407 

68,989 17,038 168 
40,873 1,987 1,571 

250 523 -
31,749 4,180 392 

- 3,859 -
222,013 164,622 12,241 

547,854 406,645 3~,405 
. -

41 40 38 



DATA ON HEALTH IN THE NORTHEAST 

1 Crude Mortality Rate - 20-30/1000 

2 Infant - 150-500/1000 live births 

Rural infant mortality - 200-300/1000 live births 
1/3 of total deaths due to gastroenteritis, diarrhea, 
dehydration - 1/2 of infant deaths due to same causes 

Annual death under 1 year 

309.+5 in capital cities 

509 +5 in rural areas 

3 Maternal mortality in capital cities - 2.5 - 4.5/1000 live births 

4 Principal causes of death 

Gastroenteritis Senility 

Heart Tetanus 

Trauma-violence Nervous System 

Pneumonia Diabetes 

TB Diphteria 

Parasites Meningitis 

Neo-p1astic Pregnancy comp1. 

Cirrhosis of liver Homicides 

Infections of newborn Intestinal occlusion 

Dysentery 

Syphillis 

TB death rate about 80/100,000 versus 6.5/100,000 in US 

Source: USAID/NE/B Public Health Branch 



NUMBER OF PEOPLE PER PHYSICIAN - (1961) 

State Capital City NQ ell Beds Beds/lOOO 
Inhabitants 

A1agoas 16,937 1,215 2,506 2.0 

Bahia 10,586 592 6,939 1.2 
~ 

Ceara 45,533 1,813 4,631 1.4 

Maranhao 70,682 1,257 1,264 .5 

Paraiba 10,956 656 2,485 1.2 

Pernambuco 21,828 784 9,164 2.2 
~ 

Piaui 18,643 1,537 1,220 1.0 

R.G. do Norte 11,842 1,354 2,374 2.0 

. Sergipe 20,226 1,231 1,553 2.4 

Source: USAID/NE/B Public Health Branch 



tlumbers of Hosp1 tal Beds 

Alagoas l~J3L~O 

Bahia 6,146 
, 

Ceara 5,562 

Haran~o 1,124 

Paraiba 2,377 

Pernambuco 7,598 
, 

Piaui 1,421 

Rio Grande do Norte 2,233 .. 

Sergipe 1,117 

Total 1\1]; 29,418 

Total Brazil 216,378 . 

NE as % of Brazil 13.5 

Source: Page 229 - Statistical Annual of Brazil, 1962 



MOST FREQUENT REPORTED CAUSES OF DEATH 

AMONG 13,107 DEATHS REPORTED IN RECIFE 

1961 

Reported Cause Total NQ 

Gastroenteritis 2,154 

Cardio-Vascu1ar 1,520 

Neo-Nata1 1,708 

Respiratory 1,050 

TB 1,809 

Infectious Disease 678 

Violence-Trauma 635 

Neoplastic Disease 590 

Hepatic Cirrhosis 408 

Syphilis 283 

9,833 

Source: USAID/NE/B Public Health Branch 

Predicted 
Preventable 

1,507 

854 

210 

647 

135 

82 

226 --
3.661 



Live and Dead Dirths 

(1960)..lI 

Dead Births 
as a % of 

Live Births Dead Birt.hs Live Births 

Alagoas 12,815 719 5.9 

Bahia 213,6411. 9,692· 1...6 
, 

25,331 261 1.1 Ceara 

l:eranhao 7,573 187 2.5 

Paraiba 24,295 1,418 5.9 

Pernambuoo 52,377 ·1,600 3.0 

Piau! 9,146 383 4.2 

R.G. do Norte .19,220 801 4.1 

Sergipe 13,070 152 1.2 

Total NE 377,471 15,243 4.0 

Total Brazil 1,475,569 57,198 3.8 

NE as % Brazil 25.5 26.6 

Source: PageJ 36 Statistical Annual of Brazil, 1962 

-11 Ba~sed on partial Information 



PERCENTAGE OF POPULATION OF SCHOOL AGE ATTENDING SCHOOL 

(1960) 
Total Urban & Suburban Rural 

A1agoas 30.90 58,65 18.99 

Bahia 30.20 62.10 15.54 
, 

Ceara 33.70 50.12 26.20 

Maranhao 18.88 56.14 11.62 
, 

Paraiba 32.25 46.70 25.35 

Pernambuco 37.43 54.07 26.14 
, 

29.23 Piaui 69.29 17.99 

R.G. do Norte 46.04 64.55 35.97 

Sergipe 43.93 66.91 31.23 

NE Av. 32.17 57.03 20.95 

Brazil 43.07 68.36 27.47 

Source: SUDENE - Program of Primary Teaching and 
Basic Education for the Northeast - 1962. 



STUDENTS PER TEACHER - 1959 

Total Urban Suburban 

A1agoas 33.4 30.8 41.0 

Bahia 32.8 30.2 37.9 
, 

Ceara 25.4 24.5 12.1 

Maranhao 31.3 29.0 33.9 
, 

Paraiba 30.2 26.3 32.6 

Pernambuco 31.7 32.1 34.1 
, 

Piaui 34.9 34.8 -
R.G. do Norte 31.6 34.9 38.4 

SergJpe 35.7 31.8 42.9 

Total NE 30.9 29.5 33.7 

Total Brazil 28.9 27.8 31.2 

NE as % Brazil 106.9 106.1 108.0 
III 

Source: SUDENE Program of Primary Teaching and Basic 
Education in the Northeast - 1962 

Rural 

35.8 

35.8 

25.9 

33.4 

33.4 

30.8 

35.1 

41.0 

40.9 

32.1 

29.9 

107.3 

I11iteray - Estimate on 1960, of 3,914,000 in pop. 15-49, 
1, 109,000 will be illiterate. 

-" 



CHILDREN FROM 7-14 YEARS OF AGE PER PRIMARY SCHOOL TEACHER (1960) 

Total Urban-Suburban Rural 

A1agoas 113 57 194 

Bahia 114 54 233 

.. 
Ceara 79 51 107 

Maranhao 173 55 297 

Paraiba 96 60 134 

Pernambuco 88 63 122 

.. 
Piaui 128 56 202 

R.G. do Norte 73 49 98 

Sergipe 85 49 138 

Average NE 101 56 159 

Average Brazil 67 41 109 

NE as % Brazil 150.7% 136.5 145.9 

Source: SUD ENE - Program o~ Primary Teaching and BaSic 
Education for the Northeast - 1962 



II"DtTSTRIAT ... Aim AG:1ICULTURAL SCHOOLS 

Basic Industrial Schools Basic A~ricultura1 Schools 
... ~~1.U'll ber Enrolment Number Eru'ollment 

Maranhao 6 307 0 0 

P' , ~au~ 5 372 0 0 
, 

Ceara 4 333 2 227 

R.G. do Norte 4 202 2 149 
! 

Para~ba 6 2LS 2 201 

Pernambuco 13 1051 4· 259 

A1agoas 7 296 2 221 

Sergipe 7 301 2 200 

Bahia 9 322 1 116 

- - -
Tota.ls 61 3/+32 15 13'73 

Source: ~or.theast Brazil Survey Team Report - Feb. 1962 



MAJOR DIVISIONS AND PERSONNEL OF SUD ENE 

( April 1963 ) 

Office of the Superintendent 

Superintendent - Celso Monteiro Furtado 

Substitute Superintendent - Francisco Maria Cavalcanti de Oliveira 

Legal Advisor - Chief - Fernando Henrique Meneses Oliveira 

Secretariat of the Deliberative Council - Osnario Alifait Lacel 

Division of General Administration - Antonio Pinto 

Department of Internal Activities -

Department of Basic Economic Activities - Antonio Juarez Farias 

Transportation Division - Walter Rocha de Oliveira 

Energy Division - Alvarino de Araujo Pereira 
, 

Carographic Division - Criseu Maur1cio Chaves 

Technical Assistance - Francisco Maria Cavalcanti de Oliveira 

Group for Coordination of the Programs of the Alliance for Progress l[ 
, 

Jose Macedo Lins 

Subterranean Waters - Working Group - Fernando Brito Dantas 

Water Supply - Working Group - Abrahao Fainzilber 

Department of Special Studies - Luiz Felipe Gorjao de Vasconcelos 



Department of Agricultural and Agrarian Policy - Jader Figueredo de Andrade 

Group for the Study of the Jaguaribe Valley - David Kitover 

Mixed Executive Hydrology Group - Humberto Duarte Rangel 

Working Group for the Upper Piranhas - Fernando Limeira de Fran~a 

Group for Irrigation of the S~e Francisco River - Esteven Strauss 

. - , Geological Division - Joao Dalia Filho 

Department for Technical Assistance and Personnel Development -

Nailton de Almeida Santos 

Coordinating Group for Emergency Measures - Glauco Melibeu 

11 Reports directly to Superintendent on policy matters. 



BOHAN REPORT RECOMMENDED 

NORTHEAST BRAZIL SHORT-TERM PROGRAM 

(In dollars) 

.1. Affecting capital cities & 
Urpan centers in the interior: 

Community Water Supply 
Facilities 

II. Affecting the sugar zone and 
rural communi ties: 

Labor Centers 

Community Self-Help Develop
ment Projects 

III. Improving the economic infra
structure: 

Rural Community Electrification 

IV. Assisting new entrants into 
the labor force: 

A. Literacy Training and Manual 
Skills 

B. CCC Camps 

V. Health Measures 
Health Units 

u.s. Contribution 
Cruzeiros 

Dollars (~ Ecuiv.) 

$ 2,555,000 $ 6,000,000 

132,000 33,000 

230,000 * 345,000 

9,070,000 * 4,355,000 

1,400,000 
3S3,000 

900,000 

4,210,000 
2,2S7,OOO 

1,100,000 

Total $14,670,000 $lS,330,000 
Combined Total - $33,000,000 

Brazilian 
ContribUti6nrl 

Major Part 
construction 
costs 

Land & Personnel 

Personnel 

Installation 
and Operation 
Costs 

Construction 
operating costs 

Share Operating 
Costs 

$25,OOO,000**"~ 

* Plus agricultural and non-agricultural surplus and Peace Corps input. 
** Dollar loan, of which at least $5,000,000 is to be used to generate additional 

cruzeiros for this project. 
*** Estimated 

Source - Page 5 - Northeast Brazil Survey Team Report, Feb. 196? 



BOHAN REPORT PROPOSED FIVE-YEAR PLAN 

(in thousand dollars) 

u.S. Contribution_ Brazilian 
Contribution 

Dollars Cruzeiros Payable in 

Loans 

Relieving Drought Conditions 690 
Water (Irrigation) 

Im~roving the Economic Infra-
structure Roads - 23,000 

Power - 24,000 

Im~roving Human Resources 
Education lB,OOO * 
Labor and Manpower -
Migration 250 
Health (Community 

Water Supply) 32,000 * 
Health Centers -

Im~r&v~ng Fo~g §u~ll 
Agricultural Production, 
Distribution and 
Fisheries 25,000 * 

Im~roving Dev~lo~m~nt Pl~nning 
Ind Im~lementltion 

Collection of Basic 
Information and Researct -

TOTALS ~22,94.0 

Reca~itulation 
Total Dollar Require-
ments 153,966 * 
Total US Generated 

Cruzeiro Requirement 91,854 
Total US Contribution 

to the Action Program 245,B20 
within the Northeast 

US Contribution for the 
Settlement o~ Nordes-
tin~s in Goias and Matto 
Grosso 150,000 

Grand total.... 395,820 

Grants 

5,412 

-
-

12,500 
500 
300 

B50 
200 

10,264 

1,000 

31,026 

Loans Grants Cruzeiros 

5,250 1,317 21,310 

22,000 - 23,000 
- - 70,000 

- 39,600 72,000 
BOO 700 3,000 
250 550 2,700 

- - 19,600 
- 1,B75 4,425 

6,700 B,8l2 
l 

75,562 

- 4,000 4,800 

35,000 56,854 296,397 

* Dollar loans to be used to generate 
additional cruzeiros for these 
projects, as follows: 

Education 
Health 
Agriculture 

$ lB,OOO 
12,000 
20,000 
50,000 

Source: PAge 18 - .Kortheast Brazil Survey Tea.m Report, Feb. 1962 

! 



Northeast Staffing - US P@rsonne1 

a/o March 14 

Direct Hire 
Staffing Pattern On Board !DI 

" 

Office of Director 6 6 -
Office of Dev. Planning 13 5 1 

Executive Office 12 7 -
Office Asst. Controller 3 1 -
Rural Dev. Division 22 17 -
Human Resources Div. y 11 9 -
Public Works, Industry and 15 6 -
Natural Res. Div. y 

82 '21 51 21 1 

1I Excludes 2 men .. Giller Contract 

• ?J Excludes BFR TDY Personnel 

Contract 

-
1 

1 

-
-

" 1 

3 

. 

6 

1I Of which approximately 10 positions to be eliminated in near future. 

Source: March 14 Staffing Pattern 

.' ' 

In 
Proc@ss 

" 
-
2 

-
1 

-
1 

6 

10 



Gpal Plan A - Improving 
living conditions 
in NE communities 

1. Community Health 

2. Community water 
Supply and Sewage 

3. Rural Communi ty 
Electrification 

4. Community Develop
ment 

5. Housing 

6. Food for Peace 

Sub-total 

Goal Plan B-Economic and 
Human Infrastruoture 

1. Resource Inventory 

2. Ec and Social 
Research and Plan
ing 

3. Roads 

4. Electric Power 

5. Industrial Developm 

6. Elementary Educatio 

Basic Ed. 

Agr. Ed. 
Ind Voc Ed 
Geological Ed. 

Sub-total 

PROPOSED US ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 
TO NORTHEAST BRAZIL 

(in thousands of dollars) 

F Y 1 963 ! I'Y 196 4 

Dollar 'Dollar Cruzei Cruzei I Dollar Dollar Cruzei ~f?ze -
Grant Loan ro ro Grant Loan ro Loan Grant Loan Grant 

290 - 5,000 - 370 - 2,000 -
560 - 2,500 5,000 330 5,000 1,500 5,000 

1,055 8,000 4,000 - 105 - 1,000 -

140 - 150 - 290 - 650 -
70 - ·100 4,900 85 - 100 5,900 

120 - 100 - 160 - 100 -
2,235 8,000 1l,tj50 9,900 1340 5,000 5,350 10,800 

1,530 - 1,000 - 640 - 2,500 -

730 - 100 - 770 - 1,000 -
590 15,000 - - 845 20,000 - -
85 10,000 - - 65 11,000 - -

ent 320 - - - 300 20,000 - -
n 490 - 5,000 10,00C 490 - 5,000 10,000 

135 500 445 700 -
800 500 1000 ?,OOO 
200 - 500 175 2,000 500 -- - - "l.2t:; - -. -

~,880 25,000 7,600 10900 6055 53,000 11,700 10,000 

l 



CONT. PROPOSED US ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 
TO NORTHEAST BRAZIL 

FY1903 
Cruzei Cruzei - -Dollar Dollal ro ro Dollar Dollar 

Grant Loan Grant Loan Grant Loan 

Goal Plan C- Agriculture 

1. Agricultural Research 
and Extension 455 - 1000 - 410 -

2. Agricultural Production 
and Marketing 165 1000 - - 550 3000 

3. Fisheries 325 - - 500 360 -
4. water Resources and 

Resetlement 455 2000 - 2,000 565 4000 

5. Colonization 185 - 500 - 435 1000 

Sub-total 1,585 3000 1500 2,500 2,320 8000 

Sub-total 8,700 36000 20950 22,400 9,715 66000 

Technical Support 

of USAID /NE/B 900 - - ... 1,285 -

Grand Total 9,600 3600 20950 22,400 111000 66000 
---- --.-"~-----

'll 

FY19b4 

¥~ze.!. ~suze~ 
Grant Loan 

2000 -
- -
- 200 

- 1,000 

500 -
2500 1,200 

19550 22,100 

- -
19550 22,100 

• 



,.. ..; ,. 

'" 
ARREX 19 

USAID/XORTHEAST OBLIGATIONS. 

Goal P1an·A - To Improve Basic Living Conditions in Seriously Depressed Communities 

I (in thousands) 11 
Dollar Grants Dollar Loans Cruzeiro Grants CR. Loans 

Community Health 
Community Water Supply 
Rural Community Electrification 
Community Development 
Housinp-' 
Food for Peace 
Total 

80 
125 

43 
32 
39 

7 
325 

1,720,000 
1,190,000 

400,000 

3,310,000 

Goal Plan B - To Improve the Human. and Economic Resource Base 

Resource Inventory 
Economic and Social Research & 
Roads 
Electric Power· 
Industrial Development 
Elementary Education 
Basic Education 
A~ricu1tura1 Education 
Industrial Vocational Education 
Total 

1 
Planninp' 225 

1,647 

19 
187 

809 
5 

2,893 

,. -
5,400 

1,669;-350 9,814,000 --
1,669,350 9,814,000 

Goal Plan C - To Improve Conditlons'of Land Use and Tenure and Increase the Food Supply 

Ap'ricultura1 Research & Fxtension 88 
A~r1cultural Production and Marketinp' 14 
Fisheries 55 -
Water Resources 449 ' -
Colonization & Resettlement f 27 
Total . 633 -
Technical Support and Other Costs 1,390 -

_ __ _____ J___ _ ______ _ 

Grand Total 5,241 5,400 4,979,350 9,814,000 

1/ may not add because of roundinO'. 


