AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20523

MEMORANDUM

TO: AA/PPC, Reginald J. Brown

THROUGH: AAA/PPC, Katherine Blakesleeaavél

|
FROM: PPC/PDPR, RichJ& H. Sines

SUBJECT: Middle-Income Country (MC) Strategy Options

This is an information memorandum, with three attachments, that
summarizes alternative policy options for developing an A.I.D.
Middle-Income Country (MC) strategy. PPC has deliberately
changed the ADC acronym for Advanced Developing Country to MC
to distinguish any new strategy from the current situation.
Newly developed statistical tables are included for analyzing
economic, social, political, and budgetary implications of
alternate strategy choices. We intend to continue updating the
data and increasing the amount of central and regional funds
attributed by country.

Four Options: Of the four options presented below, PPC staff
is currently leaning toward Option 2. Option 2 is a variant of
Option 1 and is formed by splitting the MCs into a transitional
group and a more developed group. The transitional group would
receive a portfolio mix of traditional and MC-type projects and
programs, 1ith the mix shifting towards an MC program as the
number of countries successfully pursuing sustained development
grows.

In addition to a no change option, the four options are:

Option l--Create a relatively large group of MCs, program
each according to U.S. interests and MC capabilities, and
provide a high A.I.D. funding level for the MC group.

Option 2--Same as Option 1, but divide the relatively large
group of MCs into transition MCs and more mature MCs using
political, economic, and social criteria to allow a more
evolutionary-~and more politically and bureaucratically
palatable--approach.

Option 3--Select a small group of MCs, use a "LAC-type"
program approach, and provide a low A.I.D. funding level
for the MC group.
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-- Option 4--Graduate MCs from A.I.D. assistance and direct A.I.D.
activities to poverty alleviation in the non-MC poor countries,

The Data and Trip-wires: The tables in Attachment 3, Data Analysis
and Tables i1n Support of a Middle Income Country Strategy for the U.S.
Adgency for International Development, present FY 1989 A.l.D. funding
levels by country to help analyze the budgetary implications of
alternate MC options and selection criteria "trip-wires." The data
are rough estimates and should be used with caution. We continue to
refine the data. They do, however, now provide an improved country
specific U.S.G. funding "snapshot" which appears to be more
comprehensive than that provided in the Congressional Presentation
(CP) because they attribute centrally and regionally controlled funds
by country. They also attribute on a country level Section 416 food
aid which is currently omitted from the CP. Attachment 1 indicates
that many other U.S.G. funding spigots aie also omitted from the CP.

For illustrative purposes, a list of current ADCs (as designated by
the LAC Bureau, plus Thailand and Portugal) are ranked by
International Comparison Program (IPC) estimates of 1987 per capita
GDP using purchasing power parity (PPP) concepts (here after called
"PPP per capita") and presented in Table 1 of Attachment 3 with rough
estimates of FY 1989 U.S.G. non-military support. For comparative
purposes, a conventional ranking of countries according to 1987 per
capita GNP also is included in Table 2. Table 3 provides a list of
countries ranked by "PPP per capita." Because of its success in
removing artificial economic distortions, the PPP per capita criteria
in Table 3 has been used here to rank order relevant countries and to
create a large group of MCs. The "trip-wire" used tuv define the set
of countries designated as MCs is arbitrary. For illustrative
purposes, a PPP level of $1,000 is used to distinguish developing
countries from MCs. We could select any other "trip-wire." For
example, a "trip-wire" of 10 percent of the U.S. FPP per capita level
would fall between Morocco and Papua New Guinea (see Table 3).

Rough estimates of A.I.D. support are provided in the tables, but they
are incomplete and include estimates of country-specific obligations
based in certain cases (e.g., S&T) on expenditure data. Because of a
problem of comparability of different types of data, the
country-specific budget estimates omit some large spignts including
housing loan guarantees and support of multilateral financial
institutions. Smaller spigots (e.g., PPC or Science Advisor's office)
were alsc not attributed by country in this exercise examining broad
budget levels. Estimates of U.S.G. non-military support to countries
by economic, social and political sub-groups are presented in Table

4, Table 5 contains a list of countries lacking adequate available
economic and social data. Table 6 contorins the rough data
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disaggregated into DA, ESF, PL480, Washington bureau funds attributed
by country, and a non-A.I.D. major funding spigots category (e.q.,
Peace Corps, Narco-ics, Section 416 food aid, and Cther Economic.)
Table 7 organizes MCs by economic, social, and political criteria and
includes budget data. Data in Table 6 are presented on a regional
basis in Table 8; and the "non-A.I.D. major funding spigots"™ category
of Table 6 is disaggregated in Table 9. Table 10 presents the data
base for the indicators used in the analysis. A rough description of
the funding levels not attributed by country are presented in Table
11. Table 12 disaggregates FY 1989 central and regional bureau data
by funding source: ANE, LAC, AFR, USFDA (foreign disaster
assistance), FVA, DFA, and AEPRP, Table 13 uses recently available
1991 CP Summary Tables on actual obligations to analyze the extent to
which central and regional funds are not attributed by country. Table
14 uses recently available 1991 CP data to compare differences between
requested and actual PL480 budget levels.

Tables Summarizing the Options: Options 1 and 2 could have
far-reaching consequences for A.I.D.'s approach to development. For
Option 1, see the second illustrative summary budget in Table I and,
for Option 2, its further decomposition in Table II. For comparison,
examine Table III whick summarizes the current program (no change),
and the implications of reducing or eliminating the current ADC
program (Options 3 and 4, respectively.)

Option 1: For example:

-- Many developing countries would be classified as MCs.
The U.S. and MCs would become partners in development.

MC programs would emphasize mutual U.S.-MC responsibility for
managing activities based on a private U.S.-MC "fund" in countries
slated for large programs, and private joint commissions or
partnerships in countries with small programs. Regional or global
"funds" or other trans-country collaboration structures (e.g., a
center for privatigation or technology sourcing) could also be
established and operated by A.I.D./W in support of this MC
strategy. The emphasis would be on using limited official U.S.G.
funds to leverage other private and public funds into core areas,
which in an MC-type activity would include:

International economic integration;

Global public goods (e.g., environmental protection,
narcotics control, AIDS research and educati»n, and
cooperative research in science and technology):
Democratic institutions; and

Poverty reduction with the primary burden borne by the MCs
themselves.
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Table I

Option 1l: Large Group of MCs, High A.I.D. Funding

Could Lead To A Substantially Different A.I.D. Program

These Two 1989 Budget Summaries Show That Different
Economic Development Measures or Alternate Tripwires

Can Lead to Substantially Different MC Program Sizes:

The First Would Result in a Modest MC Program (7.8%), But
The Second Would Substantially Augment the MC Program (50.4%)
and Could Change the Character of A.I.D.*

World Bank Tripwires*¥* Arbitrary Tripwires

of $1,070 and $3,845 of $1,000 and $5,000

GNP Per Capita PPP Per Capita

Country # of Total $ of Tot. # of Total $ of Tot.
Category Countries Assistance Assist. Countries Assistance Assist.
(Millions) (Millions)

Developing 82 $3,945 57.6 34 $930 13.6
MCs 39 $543 7.9 $3,447

Industrial 40 $1,231 $1,291

Budget
Attributed 161*** 5,719 5,668
Not Attributed 1,121 1,172

Total Budget $6,840 $6,840

See p. 20 of Attachment 3 for the table's source.

In the first budget summary, a 1987 GNP per capita tripwire of
$1,070 divides "developing™ countries from MCs; countries with GNP
per capita above $3,845 are classified as "industrial."™ Portugal,
a current ADC but with a $5,597 PPP per capita, would be classified
as an industrial country.

This summary is based on countries with available GNP and PPP per
capita statistics., See p. 34 of Attachment 3 for an explanation of
differences in country coverage.

Part of A.I.D.'s budget still needs to be attributed by country.
Part of A.I.D.'s budget will probably never be attributed by
country.
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Table II

Option 2: Split Large MC Group in Option 1 Using
Economic, Social, and Political Criteria

MC Programs Would Be More Flexible and
Depend on Country Circumstances

Budget Summary Based on
PPP Per Capita With MCs Determined by
Social, Political, and Economic Criteria¥*
PPP Per Capita
Country # of Total ¢ of Tot.
Category Countries Assistance Assist.
(Millions)

DEVEIOPING. e eesaeeessessosensnnssssnsssesel $930 13.6

MCS**-.oouooolllc.l.ca.o-o.l.o-o..o.c!.oo- $3’447

High Political Importance***
High Econ & High Soc 659
Low Econ & High Soc 657
High Econ & Low Soc 639
Low Econ or Low Sock****
Sub-Total High Political..
Low Political Importance***
High Econ & High Soc
Low Econ & High Soc
High Econ & Low Soc
Low Soc & Low Econ***%*
Sub-Total Low Political...

Inadequate Data..ceeeevens
Industrialized....eiveeeeteesecnosnnnennas
Total Funds
Attributed by Country 25,668
Not Attributed by Country 1,172

TOtA]l BUAGEL svv s eveseeenonnnosnsosnonssasnosess$6,840 1

This 1989 summary table, by presenting an alternate selection of
politically important countries, provides for budgetary purposes a
contrast to the classification outlined in Table 7 on p. 41 of
Attachment 3. Portugal is classified as an industrial country and
has a Physical Quality of Life Index (PQLI) of 91, a 1987 GNP per
capita of $2,830, and a 1989 A.I.D. budget request (plus central
and regional bureau attributions) of $60.5 million,

The MCs in this classification are




Footnotes for Table II (cont.)

High Political Importance

High Econ & High Soc (Indonesia, Dominican Republic, Philippines,
China, Thailand, Tunisia, Colombia, Costa Rica, Turkey, Brazil,
Greece, Mexico, Korea, and Poland)

Low Econ & High Soc (El salvador, Guatemala, Nicaragua, Panama,
South Africa, Honduras, and Jordan)

High Econ & Low Soc (India, Pakistan, and Morocco)

Low Econ or Low Soc (Bolivia and Egypt)

Low Political Importance

High Econ & High Soc (Sri Lanka, Syria, Mauritius, Trinidad &
Tobago, and Malaysia)
Low Econ & High Suc (Zimbabwe, Lesotho, Botswana, Jamaica,

Parguay, Algeria, Ecuador, Peru, Venezuela, Argentina, and
Chile)

High Econ & Low Soc

Low Soc & Low Econ (Senegal, Cote d'Ivoire, Cameroon, Yemen,

Papua New Guinea, and Gabon)

MCs With Inadequate Data (Fiji, Guyana, Iran, Iraq, Romania,

Suriname, Swaziland, and the West Bank/Gaza)

These changes differ from the classifications in Table 7 on page 41 of
Attachment 3 by the following shifts:

* k%

* k k%

To Low Pol, High Econ, and High Soc (Sri Lanka, Mauritius, Syria,

Trinidad and Tobago, and Malaysia)
To Low Econ, High Soc, and High Pol (Honduras, Jordan, El

Salvador, Guatemala, Nicaragua, Panama, and South Africa)
To High Econ, Low Soc, and High Pol (Morocco, Pakistan, and India)
To Low Econ, Low Soc, and High Pol (Bolivia and Egypt)

Country inclusion is determined by economic and social
indicators, and political judgements. In this exercise, the
tripwires for determining MCs are: a PPP per capita (a measure
of economic development) between $1,000 and $5,000. An indicator
of poor social welfare is a PQLI (a measure of social
development) less than or equal 60. A poor state of the economy
would be measured by any one of the following economic
indicators: 1) an annual averadge growth in per capita GNP,
1965-87 (a measure of sustained economic growth and productivity
increase), less than 1.3 percent; 2) an external public debt
service as a percent of exports (a measure of external financial
stability) greater than 35 percent; or 3) manufactured exports as
a percent of total exports (a measure of international economic
integration) less than or equal 20. See Table 4 and page 20 of
Attachment 3.

Countries with low social and economic indicators might be
considered transitional MCs and contain a relative large portion
of traditional A.I.D. programs.




Table III

No Change, Option 3 (Small Group of MCs, Low Funding Levels),
and Option 4 (Graduate MCs and Direct A.I.D. Activities
Toward Poverty Alleviation)*

Minimal Impact Unless ADC Tripwires Are More Inclusive
No Change: A.I.D. Currently Has Few ADCs and
$185 Million Attributed to ADCs
Option 3 Would Lower the $185 Million ADC Attributions

Option 4 would Eliminate the $185 Million ADC Attributions

# of Total ¢ of Tot.

Category Countries Assistance Assist.

(Millions)

Total Attributed §5,668 82.9
ADCs (with Portugal & Thailand) 8 $185 2.7
Other 121 $5,483 80.2

Total Not Attributed 1,172 17.1

Total A.I.D. Budget 129 §6,840* 100.0

These statistics omit military exXpenditures and most non-A.I.D.
USG agency budgetary support, with the exception of USDA Section
406 food aid. See Attachment 1 for an example of non-A.I.D.
science and technology support from other USG agencies in Latin
America. This summary is based on countries for which GNP and PPP
per capita statistics were available., See Tables 1 and 3, and
page 20 of Attachment 3.
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The fund would support program coordination, management
assistance, training, technology/information acquisition, and
finance (e.g., guarantees, mixed credits) activities,

In MCs with sustained development, MC program success would be
measured by continued program efficiency and good performance, and the
speed of transition of A.I.D. responsibilies to appropriate U.S. and
host country private sector entities, host country agencies, and
non-A.I.D. U.S.G. counterparts.

A.I.D.'s MC programs, would be flexible, avoiding the strictures
of functional accounts and sector allocations.

A.I.D. MC direct hire staff would be small and would have
different skills--these staff would be aggressive innovative
"entrepreneurial®™ managers familiar with modern information
sourcing and networking systems and with broad work experence.

Option 2: This option is a more natural evolution which, in contrast
to Option 1, permits a more gradual shift in resources that would be
more acceptable bureaucratically and politically. This option uses
social, political, and economic criteria to separate the large group
of MCs created in Option 1 into two or more subgroups. See Table II.
A major subgroup would be those mature MCs which have normal or better
economic and social indicators plus those in which the U.S. has
significant political interests. A.,I.D. programs (usually large ones)
focused on U.S. interests and MC capabilities would be undertaken for
countries in this group. The MC implementation approach in Option 1
would be used in most of these countries. However in some MCs in this
group A.I.D. may choose to continue a mixture of conventional and
MC-type programming approaches (e.g., Nicaragua).

A single additional subgroup of less mature and politically important
MCs could be created. 0Or, other subgroups of the total MC group could
be specified: MCs with special economic problems, MCs with particular
social problems, and MCs with both economic and social problems.
A.I.D. programs could be tailored to deal with problem areas in each
subgroup of countries. A.I.D. conventional and MC-type approaches
could be used in MCs in these other subgroups. As each of the MCs in
these subgroups further matures, the MC approach would be increasingly
emphasized.

Option 2 would be smoother than Option 1 and would allow

-- A more appropriate mixture of MC and traditional A.I.D. programs.

-- A.I.D. to more gradually reduce direct hire staff and shift its
skill mix toward the substantially different needs of an MC
program.
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Option 3: Countries now, or anticipated in the very near future to
be, designated by their bureaus as ADCs are ranked by PPP per capita
in Table 1 with rough estimates of FY 1989 U.S.G. non-military
support. Again, reasonably accurate data on support by recipient
country are not available. Although influenced by economic and social
criteria, the current ADC d:signations listed in Table 1 are purely
judgmental, are influenced by political considerations, and are taken
on a country-by-country basis., See Table III for a summary table.

Option 3 has limited consequences for A.I.D.'s approach to
development. MC funding based on the current ADC formulation would be
rather small. 1In these designated ADCs, the assistance program
content probably would be similar to that described in Option 1; it
would be dominated by MC needs and available sources of funding from
AID/W central bureaus, other U.S. and MC public and private funding
sources, and other donors. All funding spigots would be recognized as
part of each MC "program."™ Option 3's central characteristic would be
to separate MC programs from A.I.D.'s "mainstream"™ development
assistance programs.

Option 4: Economic or social criteria would be used to create a group
of MCs that would immediately graduate from A.I.D. assistance. The
trigger for change could be a single clear criterion or a set of
criteria governed by a political process. For example, A.I.D. might
select a $1,000 per capita PPP level, or some other arbitrarily chosen
level, as a "trip-wire"; countries ranked above this level would
graduate from A.I.D. assistance programs. U.S.-graduate country
relationships would be managed by other U.S.G. agencies. A.I.D. would
focus heavily on poverty reduction in non-MC poor countries. As in
Option 3, becoming an MC would occur during equal 35 percent (a
measure external economic stability); and manufactured exports as a
percent of total exports greater than or equal 20 percent (a measure
of economic integration into international markets).

A.I.D.'s conventional development planning. The standard A.I.D.
development program would change into a more collaborative one while
the nation is still classified as a developing country. See Table III
for a summary table,

current Direction: Pros and cons of each option are provided in
Attachment 2., Because of the net advantages of Option 2 summarized
above and in Attachment 2, PPC staff are leaning toward Option 2 for
further developing an MC strategy.




ATTACHMENT 1

A.I.D. Support for a Global Public Good:
The Case of Mutually Beneficial
U.S.-MC Collaboration on Science and Technology

In addition to its attribution gaps and other omissions, the
congressional Presentation (CP) fails to include a whole range of
U.S.G. support for some global public goods. One example is
collaborative research. In Latin America alone, no less than 15
U.S.G. agencies listed below are funding mutually beneficial
collaborative research. Most is not included in the CP despite its
important implications for U.S.-MC relations and U.S.G. support.
A.I.D. could fill an important monitoring or clearing-house void in
this activity and lessen the inefficiency and redundancy of U.S.
public and private sector support for this activity.

A brief scenario for A.I.D.'s changing role in support of science and
technology which has important benefits for both the U.S. and A.I.D.
recipients could be for A.I.D. to shift its science and technology
focus during a country's development towards

. First, directly sponsoring activities that benefit the
developing country without much consideration of its
short-run implicatons for the U.S.,

Second, sponsoring regionally based activities that mutually
benefit the U.S. and developing countries in the region,

. Third, sponsoring mutually beneficial in-country U.S.-MC
activities,

. Fourth, monitoring and serving as a clearing house to
mutually beneficial U.S.-MC science and technology activity,

. Fifth, passing on country clearing house responsibilities for
these activities to a more suitable U.S. government entity.

. Finally, maintaining linkages with A.I.D. "graduates" that

could support mutually beneficial science and technology
activities of A.I.D.'s remaining "poorer" clientele,

Numerous sophisticated collaborative U.S.-MC S&T activities
collectively benefit the U.S., MCs, and others. Currently, U.S.
support originates from public funded programs, private U.S.
foundations, multinationals, key initiatives (e.g., Alliance for
Progress), and bilateral programs. These collaborative S&T projects
offer the U.S. 1) a unique research environment (e.g., a locale not
found in the U.S., a highly educated scientific elite, and in some
cases an advanced scientific capability in certain diciplines), 2) an
opportunity to work together on projects that mutually benefit both
countries and which have a positive effect on U.S.-MC relations, and
3) a chance to leverage scarce funds,




S&T activities in Latin America alone are currently funded by at least
15 U.S. government agencies: A.I.D., National Science Foundation
(NSF), Department of Energy (DOE), National Aeronautics and Space
Administration (NASA), National Institute of Health (NIH), U.S.
Geological Survey (USGS), National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration (NOAA), Fish and Wildlife Services (FSW), National
Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST), U.S. Department of
Agriculture (USDA), U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT), Bureau of
Reclamation, U.S. Air Force, National Park Service (NPS), Nuclear
Regulatory Commission (NRC), and the Environmental Protection Agency

(EPA).




ATTACHMENT 2

Pros and Cons of Each Option

Option l: Large group of MCs, high A.I.D. funding

Pros cons

Appeals to wider audience; Classifies many dissimilar
Facilitates A.I.D programming countries as MCs;

outside conventional guidelines; Pulls A.I.D. away from its direct
Openly deals with MCs in terms focus on poverty alleviation;

of U.S. interests; Substantially changes A.I.D.
Helps MCs become more responsible; operations and staffing;
Creates more mature (collaborative) A.I.D. gives up direct leverage

relationship with MCs; its resources could provide;
Emphasizes collaboration among A.I.D. is not well prepared to

private sector entities; carry out activities in many
May make A.I.D.'s program more MC areas;

cost effective; A.I.D. envisioned MC activities
Lowers A.I.D.'s profile in MCs; overlap with those of many
Complements other U.S.G. endeavors The current program in some

by viewing the A.I.D. program developing countries will be

from a longer-run NSC-type reduced under this option,

perspective rather than on creating political difficulties

an immediate crisis basis.

Option 2: Split large group in Option 1 into transitional and more
advanced MCs

The pros and cons for this option are very similar to those for Option
1. Additional pros and cons are:

Pros cons
Provides a framework for A.I.D. Introduces a wide mixture of A.I.D.
to assist effectively in the conventional and MC-type program-
numerous countries that have ming among MCs, diminishing the
a mixture of advanced and still meaning of MC status for A.I.D.'s
"developing" sectors; own development activities and
Establishes a policy for A.I.D. reducing the impact of MC status
assistance in moving countries on U.S.-MC relationships;
to mature MC stature; Tends of obfuscate the significance
More politically acceptable within of the MC approach for OMB,
A.I.D. because it allows MCs Congress, and others who will
to be classified fairly and it need to support appropriate

allows missions to shift gradually (larger) funding levels for MC
to an MC approach in MCs; activities;




Option 2:

Split large group in Option 1 into transitional and more

advanced MCs (Continued)

Pros

More politically acceptable by
MCs, Congress, and other U.S.G.
agencies because A.I.D.'s MC
strategy would emphasize a
transition from its present
conventional programs to a new

MC focus and approach without en-

dangering the potential of this
new initiative;
Reduces tne intensity of some of

the "cons" in Option 1 by allow-

ing a more gradual and ex-
periential transition to MC
programming--e.gq., requires
less abrupt changes in A.I.D.'s
operations and staffing.
Creates fewer bureaucratic
problems in restructuring an
A.I.D. program toward an MC
program that focuses on inter-
national economic integration,
global public goods, democratic
institutions, and internally
funded poverty reduction.

Cons

Results in some MCs being treated

quite differently from others
which could have political
ramifications;

If s~veral MC subgroups are estab-

iished, it will require sub-
stantial effort to classify

each MC as part of a certain
subgroup. This effort could be
avoided if only two MC subgroups
are created or if special
economic or social problems

in MCs are dealt with through
normal MC program planning
procedures in Option 1;

Reduces the intensity of some of

the "pros" in Option 1 by allow-
ing a mixture of conventional and
MC programming among MCs--e.d.,
conventional and MC programming
is not likely to result in the
same emphasis on collaboration
among private sector entities as
the MC approach.

Option 3: Small group of MCs, low funding levels

Pros

Minimal changes in existing MCs;

Establishes clear structure for
managing MC programs that does
not require changes in A.I.D.
operations;

Is easily presented to OMB and
Congress;

Reduces A.I.D. assistance costs
in MCs;

Enables A.I.D. to concentrate on
development which it is most
prepared to accomplish;

Reduces thre potential for friction

betwezn A.I.D., and other U.S.G.
agencies over MC strategy &
operations;

cons

Doesn't provide program and

policy direction for U.S.-MC
relationships when they are
most important--during
transition toward graduation;

Does not seek achievement of

significant development results
in MCs;

Makes it undesirable for

developing countries to seek
MC status;:

Success of MC programs depends

substantially upon the skill of
a single individual--the A.I.D.
Representative,




Option 3: Small group of MCs,

low funding levels (Continued)

Pros

Has the potential to accomplish a
relatively large amount in MCs
with a few resources;

Lowers A.I.D.'s profile in MCs;

Creates mature U.S.-MC relationship

treating MCs as fully capable

of dealing with their own develop-~

ment problems.

cons

Option 4: Graduate MCs and direct A.I.D. activities toward

poverty alleviation

Pros

Allows A.I.D. to concentrate on
helping poor countries achieve
their development objectives--

a task it is best prepared to
undertake

Does not require alteration of
A.I.D.'s existing structure,
operations, and development
policies;

Easily presented to OMB & Congress;

Reduces A.I.D. assistance costs
in MCs;

Lessens the potential for friction
between A.I.D. and other U.S.G.
agencies over MC strategy and
operations.

cons

No specific program and and
policy direction for U.S.-MC
relationships when they
are most important.

Does not seek achievement of
significant development results
in MCs;

Undesirable for developing
countries to seek MC status;
Other U.S.G. agencies will not be
as sensitive to both U.S. and

MC concerns as A.I.D.




ATTACHMENT 3

Statistical Tables
for

Examining Alternative Options
in an
A.I.D. Middle-Income Country (MC)
Assistance Strategy




Table 1, -- GNP Per Capnita, Purchasing Power Parity Per Canics, ard
A.I.D. FY 1939 Countryv Budeget Peguests Plus Pegioral,
Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable bv Country fos
A.I.D.'s Current Advanced Developing Countries:

A I.D. FY 1=
Country Budg
Requests Plus
Regional,
Central Bureau
1987 1987 and "Other"
PPP per GNP per Funds Allocablie
Countryv capita%%* capita bv Country

($) ($) (Million $)

o
S
=]

pl
-
-

Thailand 2576 850 37.625
Paraguay 2603 990 4,634
Colombia 3524 1240 17.523
Brazil 4307 2020 11.797
Mexico 4624 1830 49,643

Chile 4862 1310 3.1
Uruguay 5063 2190 0.32
Portugal 5597 2830 60.51

-
4

9
3
0

Total of A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Requests Plus

Regional Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable

by Country (Million $§) for A.I.D.'s Current Advanced

Developing Countries 185 234

*See Footnote 1.

** The "PPP" data in this table are International Comparison Program
(ICP) estimates of per capita GDP developed through using Purchasing
Power Parity (PPP) concepts (hereafter called "PPP per capita").
Information concerning the methodology used is contained in Summers,
Robert and Alan Heston, "A New Set of International Comparisons of Real
Product and Price Levels Estimates for 130 Countries. 1950-1985," Review

of Income and Wealth 34, 1: 1-25 and supplemental diskette, 1988.




Footnote 1 for Table 1l:
Sources and explanation:

Per Capita GNP Data: The World Bank, World Development Repor:
1989, Table 1, page 164, and Box A.l, page 230; where World
Bank GNP data are unavailable, GNP data are drawn from the

Overseas Development Council, Growth, Exports, & Jobs in a

Changing World Economy Agenda 1988: U.S. Policy and the
Developing Countries, Table D-1 pp. 246 ff. 1987 per Capita
GDP is expressed in terms of Purchasing Power Parity (PPP):

U.S. Agency for International Development, Development and the
National Interest, Table 1, page 132. "PPP" data represent
International Comparison Program (ICP) estimates of per capita
GDP developed through using Purchasing Power Parity (PPP)
concepts (hereafter called "PPP per capita"). Information
concerning the methodology used is contained in Summers, Robert
and Alan Heston, "A New Set of International Comparisons of
Real Product and Price Levels Estimates for 130 Countries.
1950-1985," Review of Income and Wealth 34, 1: 1-25 and
supplemental diskette, 1988. 1987 PPP data are used except in
the cases of Afghanistan, Angola, Burkina Faso, Chad, the
Dominican Republic, Greece, Guinea, Hungary, Iran, Iraq,
Mozambique, Oman, Poland, Romania, Somalia, the Soviet Union,
Suriname, Swaziland, Uganda, and Yugoslavia, where 1985 data
from Summers, Robert and Alan Heston, "A New Set of
International Comparisons of Real Product and Price Levels
Estimates for 130 Countries. 1950-1985," Review of Income and
Wealth 34, 1: 1-25, 1988 Tables 3 and 4 are used. Israel’s
1987 PPP per capita and GNP per capita are used for East
Jerusalem, while Jordan's 1987 PPP per capita and GNP per
capita are used for the West Bank/Gaza.

A.I.D. FY 1989 budget request figures for DA, ESF, PL480 Title
I and Title 2 are from the U.S. Agency for International
Development, Congressional Presentatjon, Fiscal Year 1989, Main
Volume, pp. 500 £f£. See Tables 6, 8 and 9 for a breakdown of
the data making up the "Total - Country FY 1989 Budget Requests
Plus Regional, Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable by
Country."

"Other" funds allocable by country are those funds requested
for Peace Corps, Narcotics, and "Other Economic," plus Section
416 Approvals Scheduled for Shipment in FY 1989. Data for
Peace Corps, Narcotics, and "Other Economic" were obtained from
the U.S. Agency for International Development, Congressional




Footnote 1 for Table 1 (continued)

Presentation, Fiscal Year 1989, Main Volume, pp. 300 £f. Da:za
for Section 416 Approvals were made available by A.I.D. staf

A breakdown of the data making up these "Other" funds is
provided in Table 9.

A.I1.D. regional and central bureau FY 1989 funds were allocac
to each A.I.D. recipient country by staff in A.I.D.'s regicna
and central bureaus. These regional and central fund
allocations plus the amounts included in the "Other" column
were added to A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget requests for DA,
ESF, and PL480 Titles I and II for each country to determine
the total country FY 1989 budget requests plus regional,
central bureau and "Other" funds allocable by country.

ed
.
L

Data from S&T were made available to Devres as expenditures.
Data from other sources were made available as obligations;
where data were not labeled, Devres staff included it as
obligations. This mixing of expenditures and obligations is an
aggregation of different types of data. However, it uses the
only data made available and does provide an indication of
A.1.D. regional and central bureau funds allocable by country.

D.’'s total FY 1989 budget request for DA, ESF, PL480 Titles
II, Peace Corps, Narcotics and "Other Economic"--see the

S. Agency for International Development, Congressional
Presentation, Fiscal Year 1989, Main Volume, p. 514--plus
Section 416 Approvals Scheduled for Shipment in FY 1989 was
$6.840 billion ($6.691 billion total bilateral assistance plus
$0.148 billion in Section 416 Approvals) as shown in Table 11.
Of this amount, $5.719 billion ($5.571 billion alloczble to
countries plus $0.148 billion of Section 416) or 83 percent was
allocable to individual countries using the above method.

A.T.
I &
U.




Table 2. «- A.I.D. FY 1989 Countrv Budpe: Requests Plus Regianal,
Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable bv Counzrv fer
Developing, Middle and Industrisliced Countries Arraved by
1987 GNP per Capita*

Developing Countries /GNP per capita <= 10710\

A LD, FY 15983
Country Buriget
Rejuests Plus
Regional, Central

1987 1987 Bureau and 'Other’

PPP per GNP per Funds Allocable
Country capita®™* capita bv Country

($) (%) (Million §)
Micronesia -- -- 1.992
Ethiopia 44 130 10.402
Bhutan -- 150 --
Chad 254 150 20.505
Zaire 220 150 57.158
Bangladesh 883 160 138.308
Cambodia/Cambodian Resistance - 160 5.000
Guinea-Bissau -- 160 3.723
Malawi 476 160 36.230
Nepal 722 160 17.858
Lao PDR -- 170 --
Mozambique 528 170 54.305
Tanzania 405 180 14.008
Burkina Faso 377 190 10.217
Burma 752 190 14.209
Madagascar 634 210 18.834
Mali 543 210 31.191
Gambia, The 736 220 6.455
Viet Nam -- 220 -
Burundi 450 250 4,043
Zambia 717 250 18.614
Niger 452 260 25.437
Uganda 347 260 11.349
Afghanistan 609 280 45,303
Sao Tome/Principe -- 1' 280 0.505

* See Footnote 2.

*%* The "PPP" data in this table are International Comparison Program
(ICP) estimates of per capita GDP developed through using Purchasing
Power Parity (PPP) concepts (hereafter called "PPP per capita").
Information concerning the methodology used is contained in Summers,
Robert and Alan Heston, "A New Set of International Comparisons of Real
Product and Price Levels Estimates for 130 Countries. 1950-1985,

view of Income and Wea 34, 1: 1-25 and supplemental diskette,
1988.




Table 2. -- A1

FY 1989 Counrtrv Budget Reguests Plus Regi-nal Jenty.:

Rureau and "Other" Funds Allncable by Countrv for

Developing, Middle and Industrizlized Councries Arraved by
1387 CNP per Capitza (continued)

Developing “ountries (GNP per capita <= 177°0) (continued)

1987

PPP per
Countr capita

($)
China, People’s Rep. 2444
Maldives --
Somalia 348
Togo 670
India 1053
Rwanda 571
Sierra Leone 480
Benin 665
Guinea 452
Central African Republic 591
Kenya 794
Sudan 750
Equatorial Guinea, Rep. of --
Pakistan 1585
Haiti 775
Comoros -
Lesotho 1585
Nigeria 668
Ghana 481
Guyana 1654
Sri Lanka 2053
Solomon Islands --
Yemen, PDR --
Mauritania 840
Indonesia 1660
Liberia 696
Tuvalu --
Kiribati --
Cape Verde --
Senegal 1068

1987

GNP per
capita

($)

290
290
290
290
300

300
300
310
320
330

330
330
340
350
360

370
370
370
390
390

400
420
420
440
450

450
450
480
500
520

A.I.D. FY 1289
Country Budget:
Requests Plus
Regional, Cencral
Bureau and 'Other’
Funds Allocable
by Country

(Million §)

1.350
33,300
9.668
161.530

11.182
g.445
3.503

17.015
5.921

72.878
90.972
2.255
389.939
38.085

1.376
16.162
43.767
23.218

4.004

47.269
1.114
9.065

70.748

26.117
.070
.394

4,658

49.367




Table 2. -- A.I.D. FY 1989 Countrv Budret Requests Plus Regi~ral

Central Bureau_and

"Other" Funds Allocable bv Councry £

Developing, Middle and Industrialiczed Countries Arraved -
1987 GNP per Capita (continued)

Developing ~ohun+ries (GNP per capita <= 1070)

Country

Western Samoa
Bolivia
Zimbabwe
Philippines
Yemen Arab Rep.

Morocco

Egypt, Arab Rep.
Papua New Guinea
Swaziland

Tonga

Dominican Republic
Cote d'Ivoire
Honduras

Nicaragua

Angola

Thailand
El Salvador

Congo, People’'s Rep.

Vanuatu
Jamaica

Guatemala
Cuba
Cameroon
Paraguay
S«. Vincent

Ecuador
Botswana

1987
PPP per

capita

(%)

1380
1184
1878
1466

1761
1357
1843
1187

1753
1123
1119
2209

609

2576
1733
756

- -

2506

1857

1381
2603

2687
2496

(continued)

A I.D. FY 1983
Country Budget
Requests Flus
Regional, Central

Total of A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Requests Plus
Regional, Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable
by Country for Developing Countries (using GNP)

1987 Bureau and ’'Other’

GNP per Funds Allocable
capita bv _Countrv
($) (Million $)

550 1.284

580 92.982

580 5.095

590 165.289

590 29.537

610 87.373

680 992.752

700 3.228

700 8.534

720 .394

730 78.714

740 3.032

810 152.504

830 --

840 .237

850 37.625

860 293,336

870 .788

880 .855

940 77.578

950 147.09¢4

960 .011

970 23.498

. 990 4.634

' 1000 .060

1040 35.338

1050 12.558

3,944,578




Table 2. -- A.I.D. FY 1989 Counzrv Budrget Reguests Plus Regi-rs31
Central Bureau and "Ocher" Funds Allocable by Teurcry £y
Developing, Middle and Induscrislized Countries Arrasved »v
1987 GNP per Capita {(continued)

Middle Countries (107N < GNP per capica <= 2945)

A I.D, FY L%
Country Budg
Requests Plus
Regional, Central
1987 1987 Bureau and ’'Cther’
PPP per GNP per Funds Allocable
Country capita capita bv_Country
($) ($) (Million §)

Djibouti 1180 3
Tunisia 1180 35,
Turkey 1210 73,
Belize 1240 13.
Colombia 1240 17.

Chile 1310 3.
Grenada 1340
St. Lucia 1400
Dominica 1440
Peru 1470

Mauritius 1490
Jordan 1560
West Bank/Gaza 1560
Fiji 1570
Costa Rica 1610

Syrian Arab Rep. 1640
St. Kitts-Nevis 1700
Malaysia 1810
Mexico 1830
South Africa, Rep. of 1890

Poland 1930
Iraq 1970
Brazil 2020
Lebanon 2150
Uruguay 2190

Hungary 2240
Panama 2240
Suriname 2270
Argentina 2390
Yugoslavia 2480




Table 2. -- A.I.D. FY 1988 Counzrv Budre- Reguests Plus Reginnal,
Central Bureau and "?ther" Funds Allocable by Country fnr
Developing, Middle and Industrialized Countries Arraved ©-
1087 GNP per Capita (continued)

Middle Countries /1070 < GNP per capita <= 32,2) (continued;

A.I.D. FY 1989

Country Budget

Requests Plus

Regional, Central
1987 1987 Bureau and 'Other’
PPP per GNP per Funds Allocable
capita capita by Countrv

($) ($) (Million $)

Antigua and Barbuda -- 2540 1.493
Algeria 2633 2680 .046
Korea, Republic 4832 2690 478
Gabon 2068 2700 457
Portugal 5597 2830 .510

Seychelles «- 3120 .610
Venezuela 4306 3230 .290
Taiwan 5907 3250 .065
Iran, Islamic Rep. 3922 3690 --

Total of A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Requests Plus
Regional, Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable
by Country for Middle Countries (using GNP)




Table 2. -- A.I.D. FY 1989 Countrv Budget Requests Plus Regi-aril,
Central Bureau and "“Other" Funds Allocable bv Zounzry for

Developing, Middle and Industrialized Countries Arraved hv

1987 GNP per Capita (continued)

Industrialired Countries ( GNP per capita > 3845)

AI.D. FY 1989
Country Budget
Requests Plus
Regional, Central

1987 1987 Bureau and 'Other’

PPP per GNP per Funds Allocable
Country capita capita by _Councryv

($ ($ (Million $)
Greece 4464 4020 .598
Malta 7775 4190 --
Trinidad and Tobago 3664 4210 426
Cyprus 7910 5200 3.001
Romania 4273 5200 --
Barbados 7927 5350 .302
Libya -- 5460 --
Oman 7792 5810 15.055
Spain 8989 6010 --
Ireland 8566 6120 -
Saudi Arabia 8320 6200 .003
E. Jerusalem 9182 6800 .011
Israel 9182 6800 1,210.593
Soviet Union 6266 7120 1.637
New Zealand 10541 7750 --
Singapore 12790 7940 .214
Hong Kong 13906 8070 .071
Bahrain 11142 9240 .001
Bahamas -- 10280 .001
Italy 10682 10350 --
United Kingdom 12191 10420 --
Australia 11782 11100 --
Belgium 13140 11480 -
Netherlands 12661 ** 11860 --
Austria 12386 ' 11980 --
France 13961 12790 --
Germany, Fed. Republic 14370 14400 --
Finland 12795 14470 .-
Kuwait 13843 14610 .002
Denmark 15119 14930 .-




Table 2. -- A.I.D. FY 1989 Countrv Budget Requests Plus Regionil,

Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable by Country for

Developing, Middle and Industrialized Countries Arraved b

1987 GNP per Capita (continued)

Industrialiced Countries ( GNP per capita > 3845) (continued)

A.I.D. FY 1989
Country Budget
Requests Plus

Regional, Central

1987 1987 Bureau and 'Other’

PPP per GNP per Funds Allocable
Country capita capita by _Countrv

($) ($) (Million §)
Canada 16375 15160 --
Brunei -- 15390 --
Sweden 13780 15550 --
Japan 13135 15760 --
United Arab Emirates 12191 15830 .001
Iceland 13324 16600 --
Norway 15940 17190 --
United States 17615 18530 --
Luxembourg 15247 18550 --
Switzerland 15403 21330 --

Total of A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Requests Plus
Regional, Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable
by Country for Industrialized Countries (using GNP) 1.231.916

Grand Total of A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Requests

Plus Regional, Central Bureau and "Other" Funds

Allocable by Country for Developing Countries,

Middle Countries and Industrialized Countries

(using GNP) 5,719.170

10




Footnote 2 for Table 2:

Sources and explanation:

Per Capita GNP Data: The World Bank, World Development Repor:
1989, Table 1, page 164, and Box A.l, page 230; where World
Bank GNP data are unavailable, GNP data are drawn from the
Overseas Development Council, Growth, Exports, & Jobs in a
Changing World Economy Agenda 1988: U.S. Policy and the
Developing Countries, Table D-1 pp. 246 £f. 1987 per Capita
GDP is expressed in terms of Purchasing Power Parity (PPP):
U.S. Agency for International Development, Development and the
National Interest, Table 1, page 132. "PPP" data represent
International Comparison Program (ICP) estimates of per capita
GDP developed through using Purchasing Power Parity (PPP)
concepts (hereafter called "PPP per capita"). Information
concerning the methodology used is contained in Summers, Robert
and Alan Heston, "A New Set of International Comparisons of
Real Product and Price Levels Estimates for 130 Countries.
1950-1985," Review of Income and Wealth 34, 1: 1-25 and
supplemental diskette, 1988. 1987 PPP data are used except in
the cases of Afghanistan, Angola, Burkina Faso, Chad, the
Dominican Republic, Greece, Guinea, Hungary, Iran, Irag,
Mozambique, Oman, Poland, Romania, Somalia, the Soviet Union,
Suriname, Swaziland, Uganda, and Yugoslavia, where 1985 data
from Summers, Robert and Alan Heston, "A New Set of
International Comparisons of Real Product and Price Levels
Estimates for 130 Countries. 1950-1985," Review of Income and
Wealth 34, 1: 1-25, 1988 Tables 3 and 4 are used. Israel’s
1987 PPP per capita and GNP per capita are used for East
Jerusalem, while Jordan's 1987 PPP per capita and GNP per
capita are used for the West Bank/Gaza.

A.I.D. FY 1989 budget request figures for DA, ESF, PL48B0 Title
I and Title 2 are from the U.S. Agency for International
Development, Congressional Presentation, Fiscal Year 1989, Main
Volume, pp. 500 ff. See Tables 6, 8 and 9 for a breakdown of
the data making up the "Total - Country FY 1989 Budget Requests
Plus Regional, Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable by
Country."

"Other"” funds allocable by country are those funds requested
for Peace Corps, Narcotics, and "Other Economic," plus Section
416 Approvals Scheduled for Shlpmenc in FY 1989. Data for
Peace Corps, Narcotics, and "Other Economic" were obtained from
the U.S. Agency for International Development, Congressional
Presentation, Fiscal Year 1989 Main Volume, pp. 500 ff. Data
for Section 416 Approvals were made available by A.I.D. staff.
A breakdown of the data making up these "Other" funds is
provided in Table 9.




Footnote 2 for Table 2: (continued)

A.I.D. regional and central bureau FY 1989 funds were allocated
to each A.I.D. recipient country by staff in A.I.D.’s regional

and central bureaus. These regional and central fund
allocations plus the amounts included in the "Other" column
were added to A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget requests for DA,
ESF, and PL480 Titles I and II for each country to determine
the total country FY 1989 budget requests plus regional,
central bureau and "Other" funds allocable by country.

Data from S&T were made available to Devres as expenditures.
Data from other sources were made available as obligations;
where data were not labeled, Devres staff included it as
obligations. This mixing of expenditures and obligations is an
aggregation of different types of data. However, it uses the
only data made available and does provide an indication of
A.I.D. regional and central bureau funds allocable by country.

A.I.D.’'s total FY 1989 budget request for DA, ESF, PL480 Titles
I & II, Peace Corps, Narcotics and "Other Economic”"--see the
U.S. Agency for International Development, Congressiocnal
Presentation, Fiscal Year 1989. Main Volume, p. 514--plus
Section 416 Approvals Scheduled for Shipment in FY 1989 was
$6.840 billion ($6.691 billion total bilateral assistance plus
$0.148 billion in Section 416 Approvals) as shown in Table 11.

Of this amount, $5.719 billion ($5.571 billion allocable to
countries plus $0.148 billion of Section 416) or 83 percent was
allocable to individual countries using the above method.

The per capita GNP levels for defining MCs are based on Devres
staff estimates using World Bank cut-offs for loans and
concessional assistance. The upper limit for IBRD Loans is
$3,845 in per capita GNP (1987 Dollars). The World Bank has
also established an upper limit of $1,070 in per capita GNP
(1987 Dollars) for eligibility for Development Credits.
However, because Development Credits are scarce, they are
provided only to countries with per capita GNP of $580 or less.




Table 3. -- A.T7.D. FY 1989 Countrv Budre:s Requests Pius Pecicnmi)
Cenzral Bureau and "Other" Funds Allccable wHyv Taur=u-
for Developing, Middle and Industriaslized Courcries
Arraved bv 1987 Purchasing Power Per Capita Ircore™

Developing Countries (PPP per capita <= $1 000)

A.I.D. FY 1989
Country Budget
Reques*ts Plus
Regional, Central
1987 1987 Bureau and ’'Octher
PPP per GNP per Funds Allocable
Country capita** capita by Countryv
($) ($) (Million §)

Zaire 220 150 57.
Chad 254 150 20.
Uganda 347 260 11.
Somalia 348 290 33.
Burkina Faso 377 190 10.

Tanzania 405 180 14.
Burundi 450 250 G4
Guinea 452 320 17.
Niger 452 260 25.
Ethiopia 454 130 10.

Malawi 476 160 36.
Sierra Leone 480 300 9.
Ghana 481 390 23.
Mozambique 528 170 54,
Mali 543 210 31.

Rwanda 571 300 11.
Central African Republic 591 330 5.
Afghanistan 609 280 45.
Angola 609 840

Madagascar 634 210 18.

Benin 665 310 3.
Nigeria 668 370 43,
Togo 670 290 9.
Liberia 696 450 26.
Zambia 717 250 18.

* See Footnote 3.

** The "PPP" data in this table are International Comparison Program
(ICP) estimates of per capita GDP developed through using Purchasing
Power Parity (PPP) concepts (hereafter called "PPP per capita").
Information concerning the methodology used is contained in Summers,
Robert and Alan Heston, "A New Set of International Comparisons of Real
Product and Price Levels Estimates for 130 Countries, 1950-1985,

"Review of Income and Wealth 34, 1: 1-25 and supplemental diskette,
1988,
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Table 3. -- A.I.D. FY 1989 Countrv Budget Requests Plus Regional Cer=y:;

=

Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable bv Countrv for

Developing, Middle and Industrialized Councries Arraved hv

1987Purchasing Power Per Capita Income (continued)

Develoring Truntries (PPP per capita <= $1 000

1987
PPP per

Country cavita

1987

(continued,

GNP per

capi

ta

A.I.D, FY 19289
Country Budget
Requests Plus
Regional, Central
Bureau and 'Other’
Funds Allocable
by Countryv

($)

Nepal 722
Gambia, The 736
Sudan 750
Burma 752
Congo, People'’s Rep. 756

Haiti 775
Kenya 794
Mauritania 840
Bangladesh 883

(8

160
220
330
190
870

360
330
440
160

(Million §)

17.

6.
90.
14,

38.

72,
9
138

Total of A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Requests Plus
Regional Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable by
Country for Developing Countries (using PPP)




Table 3, -- A.7.D. FY 1989 Counzry Budget Requests Plus Regional,
Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable by Courntry f£r
Developing, Middle and Industrialized Countries Arraved %
1987 Purchasing Power Per Capita Income (continued)

cr
I

Middle Countries (81.000 < PPP ner capita <= $5. 000

A I.D. FY L33
Countryv Budge:
Requests Plus
Regional, Central
1987 Bureau and ’'Other’
GNP per Funds Allocable
Country capita_ by Country
($) (Million $)

India 300 161.
Senegal 520 49.
Honduras 810 152,
Cote d’Ivoire 740 3.
Zimbabwe 580 5.

Swaziland 700 8.
Egypt, Arab Rep. 680

Bolivia 580 92.
Cameroon 970 23.
Yemen Arab Rep. 590 29.

Lesotho 370 16.
Pakistan 350
Guyana 390 4,

Indonesia 450 7
El Salvador 860

Dominican Republic 730 78.
Morocco 610 87.
Papua New Guinea 700 3.
Philippines 590
Guatemala 950

Sri Lanka 400
Gabon 2700
China, People'’s Rep. 290
Nicaragua 830
Botswana " 1050

Jamaica 940
Thailand 850
Paraguay 990
Mauritius 1490
Algeria 2680




Table 3., -- A.I.D. FY 1989 Coun:trv Budget Requests Plus Baesinsral
Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable bv Tcuncrv
Daveloping, Middle and Industrialized Counrries Arrave
1687 Purchasing Power Per Capita Income (continued)

Middle Countries “$1 000 < PPP per capita <= §5.000) (contirnued)

A.I.D. FY 1989
Country EBudge:
Requests Plus
Regional, Central
1987 1987 Bureau and 'Other’
PPP per GNP per Funds Allocable
Country capita capita by Countryv

($) (% (Million §)

Ecuador 2687 1040 35.
Tunisia 2741 1180 35,
Iraq 2813 1970

Syrian Arab Rep. 2900 1640 .
Peru 3129 1470 61.

Jordan 3161 1560 37.
West Bank/Gaza 3161 1560 13,
Suriname 3522 2270

Colombia 3524 1240 17.
Fiji 3558 1570 1.

Trinidad and Tobago 3664 4210
Costa Rica 3760 1610
Turkey 3781 1210
Malaysia 3849 1810
Iran, Islamic Rep. 3922 3690

Panama 4009 2240
Romania 4273 5200
Venezuela 4306 3230
Brazil 4307 2020
Greece 4464 4020

Mexico 4624 1830
Argentina 4647 2390
Korea, Republic 4832 2690
Chile 4862 1310
Poland 4913 1930

South Africa, Rep. of 4981 1890
Total of A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Requests Plus

Regional, Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable
by Country for Middle Countries (using PPP) 3.447.050




Table 3. -- A.I.D. FY 1689 Countrv Budget Requests Plus Regioral Terwi -]
Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable bv Countrv for
Developin Middle and Industrialized Countries Arraved hv

1687 Purchasing Power Per Capita Income (continued;

Irdustriarlired Countries (PPP per capita > 500M0)

A.I.D. FY 1%89
Country Budget
Requests Plus
Regional, Central
1987 Bureau and ’'Othery’
GNP per Funds Allocable
Country capita bv Countrv
($) (Million §)

Uruguay 2190
Yugoslavia 2480
Portugal 2830
Hungary 2240
Taiwan 3250

Soviet Union 7120
Malta 4190
Oman 5810
Cyprus 5200

Barbados 5350

Saudi Arabia 6200
Ireland 6120
Spain 6010
E. Jerusalem 6800
Israel 6800

New Zealand 7750
Italy 10350
Bahrain 9240
Australia 11100
United Arab Emirates 15830

United Kingdom 10420
Austria 11980
Netherlands ' 11860
Singapore ' 7940
Finland 14470

Japan 15760
Belgium 11480
Iceland 16600
Sweden 15550
Kuwait 14610




FY 1989 rCountrv Bndger Reaquests Plus B inrgl
al Buregu and "Orher" Furdg Allocahle hy Tounryps Fas
oping, Middie and Irduscrialized Tountries Avvaved '
Purchasing Power Per Carirza Tncome rcontinued

Industrialized “euntries (PPP rer carita » SPON) [lcontinued:

A I.D. FY 1-83

Country Budget

Requests Plus

Regional, Central
1987 1987 Bureau and ‘Other!’
PPP per GNP per Funds Allocable
capita capita by _Country

($) ($) (Million $)

Hong Kong 13906 8070
France 13961 12790
Germany, Fed. Republic 14370 14400
Denmark 15119 14930
Luxembourg 15247 18550

Switzerland 15403 21330
Norway 15940 17190
Canada 16375 15160
United States 17615 18530

Total of A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Requests Plus
Regional, Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable
by Country for Industrialized Countries (using PPP) 1,291 789

Total of A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Requests Plus

Regional, Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable

by Country for for Developing Countries, Middle

Countries and Industrialized Countries (using PPP) 2.668.406




Footnote 3 for Table 3:
Sources and explanation:

Per Capita GNP Data: The World Bank, World Deveiopment Perrv=
1989, Table 1, page 164, and Box A.l, page 230; where world
Bank GNP data are unavailable, GNP data are drawn from the
Overseas Development Council, Growth, Exports, & Jobhs in a
Changing World Economy Agenda 1988: U.S. Policy and the
Developing Countries, Table D-1 pp. 246 ££. 1987 per Capit
GDP is expressed in terms of Purchasing Power Parity (PPP):
U.S. Agency for International Development, Development and the
National Interest, Table 1, page 132, "PPP" data represent
International Comparison Program (ICP) estimates of per capita
GDP developed through using Purchasing Power Parity (PPP)
concepts (hereafter called "PPP per capita"). Information
concerning the methodology used is contained in Summers, Rober:
and Alan Heston, "A New Set of International Comparisons of
Real Product and Price Levels Estimates for 130 Countries,.
1950-1985," Review of Income and Wealth 34, 1: 1-25 and
supplemental diskette, 1988. 1987 PPP data are used except in
the cases of Afghanistan, Angola, Burkina Faso, Chad, the
Dominican Republic, Greece, Guinea, Hungary, Iran, Iraq,
Mozambique, Oman, Poland, Romania, Somalia, the Soviet Union,
Suriname, Swaziland, Uganda, and Yugoslavia, where 1985 data
from Summers, Robert and Alan Heston, "A New Set of
International Comparisons of Real Product and Price Levels
Estimates for 130 Countries. 1950-1985," Review of Income and
Wealth 34, 1: 1-25, 1988 Tables 3 and 4 are used. 1Israel'’s
1987 PPP per capita and GNP per capita are used for East
Jerusalem, while Jordan’'s 1987 PPP per capita and GNP per
capita are used for the West Bank/Gaza. The per capita PPP
levels used to define MCs are Devres staff estimates.

A.I.D. FY 1989 budget request figures for DA, ESF, PL480 Title
I

and Title 2 are from the USAID, Congressjonal Presentation,
Fiscal Year 1989, Main Volume, pp. 500 ff. See Tables 6, 8 and

9 for a breakdown of the data making up the "Total - Country FY
1689 Budget Requests Plus Regional, Central Bureau and "Other"
Funds Allocable by Country.”

"Other" funds allocable by country are those funds requested
for Peace Corps, Narcotics, and "Other Economic," plus Section
416 Approvals Scheduled for Shipment in FY 1989. Data for
Peace Corps, Narcotics, and "Other Economic" were obtained from
the U.S. Agency for International Development, Congressional
Presentation, Fiscal Year 1989, Majin Volume, pp. 500 ff. Data
for Section 416 Approvals were made available by A.I.D. staff.
A breakdown of the data making up these "Other" funds is
provided in Table 9.




Footnote 3 for Table 3: :continued.

A,I.D. regional and central bureau FY 1989 funds were
to each A.I.D. recipient country by staff in A.I.D3.'s
and central bureaus. These regional and central fund
allocations plus the amounts included in the "Qther” R
were added to A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget requests r TA,
ESF, and PL480 Titles I and II for each country o Jetermirs
the total country FY 1989 budget requests plus regiiial,
central bureau and "Other" funds allocable by councrv

oy

2 ey
-

Data from S&T were made available to Devres as expend res.
Data from other sources were made available as obligations
where data were not labeled, Devres staff included iz as
obligations. This mixing of expenditures and obligations is an
aggregation of different types of data. However, it uses the
only data made available and does provide an indication of
A.I.D. regional and central bureau funds allocable by country

for analytical purposes.

-
-
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A.I.D.'s total FY 1989 budget request for DA, ESF, PL380 Titles
I & 11, Peace Corps, Narcotics and "Other Economic"--see the
U.S. Agency for International Development, Congressional
Presentation, Fiscal Year 1989, Main Volume, p. 5l4--plus
Section 416 Approvals Scheduled for Shipment in FY 1989 as
provided by A.I.D. staff was $6.840 billion ($6.691 billion
Total Bilate al Aid plus $0.148 billion in Section 416
Approvals) as shown in Table 11. Of this amount, $5.668
billion (83 percent) was allocable to the individual countries
included in Table 3 using the above method.

Table 3 includes only those countries for which PPP data were
available. Since per capita PPP data were not available for
all countries, Tables 2 and 3 do not include an identical list
of countries. Table 5 includes those countries for which PPP
data were not available. The countries in Table 5 received
$0.058 billion from A.I.D., or 0.9 percent of A.I.D.'s total
bilateral assistance.

Assistance provided under A.I1.D.'s total FY 1989 budget request
for DA, ESF, PL480 Titles I & II, Peace Corps, Narcotics and
"Other Economic¢" plus Section 416 Approvals Scheduled for
Shipment in FY 1989 would have been distributed among
Developing, Middle and Industrialized countries as follows
using GNP (see Table 2) and PPP,

GNP _Countries PPP Countries

# of Total X of Tot. # of Total X of Tot.
Catesgory Couptries Asgistance Assist Countries Assistance Assist.
(Thousand §) (Thousand §)
82 $3,944.578 . § 529,567

3y 542.676 . 3,447.050
40 1,231.916 . 1,291.789
§3.219.17¢ . §5,668.406




Fuoznore 3 for Table 3: tco

MCs in the PPP grouping (Table 3) that were not included as MIs in .
GNP grouping (Table ) are:

Middle Countries ($1.000 < PPP per capita <= $5,000)

A.I.D.

Country

Requests [lus

Regional, Central
1987 1987 Bureau and 'Ocher’
PPP per GNP per runds Allocable

Coungry capita capita by Country

($) ($) (Million §)

India 1053 300 161,
Senegal 1068 520 49,
Honduras 1119 0 152,
Cote d’lIvoire 1123 740 3.
Zimbabwe 1184 580 5.

Swaziland 1187 700 8.
Egypt, Arab Rep. 1357 680

Bolivia 1380 580 92.
Cameroon 1381 970 23.
Yemen Arab Rep. 1466 590 29.

Lesotho 1585 370 16.
Pakistan 1585 350

Guyana 1654 390 4,
Indonesia 1660 450 70.
El Salvador 1733 860

Dominican Republic 1753 730 78.
Morocco 1761 610 87.
Papua New Guinea 1843 700 3.
Philippines 1878 590
Guatemala 1957 950

Sri Lanka 2053 400
China, People’s Rep. 2124 290
Nicaragua 2209 830
Botswana 2496 1050
Jamaica 2506 940

Thailand 2576 850
Paraguay 2603 990
Ecuador 2687 1040
Trinidad and Tobago 3664 4210
Romar.ia 4273 5200




Foornote 3 for Table 3: (concinued.

Middle Countries

A.I.D. FY 1989
Country Budget
Requests Plus
Regional, Centra
1987 1987 Bureau and 'Cther’
PPP per GNP per Funds Allocable
capita capita by Counzyy

) ($) (Million §)

Greece 4464 4020

Total of A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Requests Plus
Regional Central Bureau and "Other Funds Allocable
by Country (Million §) for MCs in the PPP grouping
(Table 3) that were not included as MCs in the GNP
grouping (Table 2)

Five countries included as MCs in the GNP grouping (Table 2) shifced
into the industrialized countries category in the PPP grouping (Table
3). These countries are:

Industrialized Countries (PPP per capita > 5000)

A.I.D. FY 1989
Country Budget
Requests Plus
Regional, Central
1987 1987 Bureau and ’'Other’
PPP per GNP per Funds Allocable
Country capita capita by Country
($) ($) (Million §)

Uruguay 5063 2190
Yugoslavia 5063 2480
Portugal 5597 2830
Hungary 5765 2240
Taiwan 5907 3250

Total of A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Requests Plus
Regional Central Bureau and "Other Funds Allocable

by Country (Million $) for countries included as MCs
in the GNP grouping (Table 2) which shifted into the
industrialized countries category in the PPP grouping
(Table 3)




Footnote 3 for Table 3: (continued)

Nine countries included as MCs in the GNP grouping (Table 2) were not
included in the PPP grouping (Table 3) at all because PPP data were not
available for them (see Table 5 for a listing of all countries for which
PPP data were not available). These countries are:

Middle Countries (1070 < GNP per capita <= 3845)

A.I.D. FY 1989
Country Budget
Requests Plus
Regional, Central
1987 1987 Bureau and ‘Other’
PPP per GNP per Funds Allocable
Country capita capita by Coun-ry
($ ($) (Million §)

Djibouti 1180 3.385
Belize 1240 13.191
Grenada ) 1340 .068
St. Lucia 1400 .107
Dominica 1440 .366

St. Kitts-Nevis 1700 .036
Lebanon 2150 .616
Antigua and Barbuda 2540 .493
Seychelles 3120 .610

Total of A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Requests Plus
Regional Central Bureau and "Other Funds Allocable
by Country (Million §) for countries included as MCs
in the GNP grouping (Table 2) which were not included
in the PPP grouping (Table 3) at all because PPP data
were not available for them

Tables 2 and 3 may be reconciled as follows:

Table 2, Total A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Req., etc.
for MCs based on GNP 542.676

Total A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Req., etc. for MCs
in Table 3 not included as MCs in Table 2. 2,992.144
Total A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Req., etc. for MCs
in Table 2 which are industrialized countries in Table 3 (60.898)

Total A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Req., etc. for MCs
in Table 2 not included in Table 3 due to lack of PPP (26.872)

Table 3, Total A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Req., etc.
for MCs based on PPP 3,447,050




3 for Table 3: (continued)

In Table 2 the MCs total of A.I1.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Rejuests. w1
was $542.676 million. As shown in the small table above, this toza. i:
reduced by $60.898 million for countries that shifted into the Footrno:«
industrialized category in Table 3 and by $26.872 million for counzriz.
which were not included in Table 3 because no PPP data was available,
leaving $454.906 million. The additional countries included as MTs in
Table 3 add $2,992.144 million to this amount for a grand total of
$3,447.050 million.




Table 4. -- Categories of MCs based on Table 3's PPP Analvsis as Determired by Zi&7a-n- -
Economic and Social Indicators Including A.I1.D. FY 1989 Countrv Budsr=<
Requests Plus Regional, Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable hv "o in=sve

for Each Country and Categorv¥*

Category 1: MCs with Normal or Better Economic and Social Indicators and Other 7
U.S. has Important Political Interests

V]
1

MCs with Normal or Better Economic and Social Indicators
o $1,000 < PPP per capita £ $5,000, and
o Physical Quality of Life Index (PQLI) > 60, and

o Annual average growth in per capita GNP, 1965-87
2 1.3 percent, and

o Stability: External public debt service as a percentage of exports < 35
percent, and
o Integration: Manufactured exports as a percentage of total exports > 20
percent,
A.I.D. FY 1989
Country Budget
Requests Plus
Regional, Central
1987 1987 Bureau and ’'Other’
PPP per GNP per Funds Allocable
Country PQLI capita%** capita by Country
($) ($) (Million §)
Indonesia 63 1660 450 70.748
Dominican Republic 75 1753 730 78.714
Philippines 79 1878 590 165.289
Sri Lanka 87 2053 400 47.269
China, People’s Rep. 80 2124 290 1.350
Thailand 82 2576 850 37.625
Mauritius 83 2617 1490 2.071
Tunisia 66 2741 1180 35.490
Syrian Arab Rep. 71 2600 1640 .010
Colombia 82 3524 1240 17.523

*See Footnote 4, ‘

** The "PPP" data in this table are International Comparison Program (ICP) estimates of
per capita GDP developed through using Purchasing Power Parity (PPP) concepts (hereafter
called "PPP per capita"). Information concerning the methodology used is contained in
Summers, Robert and Alan Heston, "A New Set of International Comparisons of Real Product
and Price Levels Estimates for 130 Countries. 1950-1985," Review of Income and Wealth 34,
1: 1-25 and supplemental diskette, 1988.

25




EaS

Table 4, -- Categories of MCs based on Table 3's PPP Analvsis as Deterrined

Economic and Social Indicators Including A.I.D. FY 1989 Countrv &.i-~-

Requests Plus Regional, Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocgble kv Trur=- -

for Each Countrv and Category* (continued)

Category 1: MCs with Normal or Better Economic and Social Indicators and Other M73

U.S. has Important Political Interests (continued)

MCs with Normal or Better Economic and Social Indicators (continued)

A.T.D. FY 1989
Country Budget
Requests Plus
Regional, Central

1987 1987 Bureau and 'Other’

PPP per GNP per Funds Allocable
Country PQLI capita** capita by _Country

(%) ($) (Million §)
Trinidad and Tobago 90 3664 4210 .426
Costa Rica 94 3760 1610 103.390
Turkey 73 3781 1210 73.803
Malaysia 81 3849 1810 .296
Brazil 77 4307 2020 11.797
Greace 97 4464 4020 .598
Mexico 84 4624 1830 49,643
Korea, Republic 86 4832 2690 478
Poland 91 4913 1930 12.159

Total A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Requests Plus

Regional, Central Bureau and 'Other’'Funds Allocable

by Country to MCs with Normal or Better Economic

and Social Indicators 208.679
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Table 4. -- Categories of MCs Based on Table 3's PPP Analysis as Determined bv Ti:7-
Economic and Social Indicators_ Including A.I.D. FY 1989 Councry Budre:
Requests Plus Regional, Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocsgble *v
for Each Countryv and Category (continued)

Category 1l: MCs With Normal or Better Economic and Social Indicators and Qther M7
U.S. has Important Political Interests (continued)

Other M_s Where U.S. has Important Political Interests¥*

A.I.D. FY 1989
Country Budget
Requests Plus
Regional, Central
1987 1987 Bureau and ‘Other’
PPP per GNP per Funds Allocable
PQLI capita capita_ by Countrv

($) ($) (Million $)

India 55 1053 300 161.530
Egypt, Arab Rep. 60 1357 680 992,752
Pakistan 43 1585 350 389.939
El Salvador 74 1733 860 293,336
Guatemala 64 1957 850 147 .094

Nicaragua 74 2209 830 --
Panama 90 4009 2240 .225
South Africa, Rep. of 66 4981 1890 .873
Portugal 91 5597 2830 .510

Total A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Requests Plus
Regional, Central Bureau and ’'Other’'Funds Allocable
by Country to MCs Where U.S. has Important Political

Interests 2,071 .259

*These MCs were selected by Devres Staff.




RSN

-- Categories of MCs Based on Table 3's PPP Analvsis as Determined hv
Economic and Social Indicators Including A.I.D. FY 1989 Countryv Budrecs

Requests Plus Regional, Central Bureau and_ "Other" Funds Allocable hv Teurers
for Each Countrv and Category (continued)

Category 2: MCs with Low Economic and Normal or Better Social
Indicators

o $1,000 < PPP per capita £ $5,000, and
Physical Quality of Life > 60, but

Annual average growth in per capita GNP, 1965-87
< 1.3 percent, or

Stability: External public debt service as a percentage of total
exports > 35 perceat, or

Integration: Manufactured exports as a percentage of total exports < 20
percent,

A.I.D. FY 1989
Country Budget
Requests Plus
Regional, Central
1987 1987 Bureau and ‘Other’
PPP per GNP per Funds Allocable
Country POLT capita capita by Country
(8 (8 (Million §)

Honduras 67 1119 810 152.504
Zimbabwe 67 1184 580 5.095
Lesotho 61 1585 370 16.162
Botswana 66 2496 1050 12.558
Jamaica 92 2506 940 77.578

Paraguay 83 2603 990 4.634
Algeria 62 2633 2680 .046
Ecuador 79 2687 1040 35.338
Peru 71 3129 1470 61.528
Jordan 77 3161 1560 37.604

Venezuela 87 4306 3230 1.290
Argentina 90 4647 2390 .544
Chile 91 4862 1310 3.179

Total A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Requests Plus

Regional, Central Bureau and 'Other’Funds Allocable

by Country to MCs with Low Economic and Normal or

Better Social Indicators 408.060




Table 4. -- Categories of MCs Based on Table 3’'s PPP Analvsis as Derermined »+w 1.7 v« -
Economic and Social Indicators Including A.T.D. FY 1989 Countrwy Buara-
Requests Plus Regional, Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable ' “nures

for Each Country and Category (continued)

Category 3: MCs with Normal or Better Economic and low Socjial
Indicators

o $1,000 < PPP per capita < $5,000, and

o Annual average growth in per capita GNP, 1965-87,
> 1.3 percent, and

o Stability: External public debt service as a percentage of tota
exports < 35 percent, and

o Integration: Manufactured exports as a percentage of total expor:ss > 20
percent, but

o Physical Quality of Life < 60.

A.I.D. FY 1989
Country Budget
Requests Plus
Regional, Central

1987 1987 Bureau and 'Other’

PPP per GNP per Funds Allocable
Country POLI capita capita by Country

($) ($) (Million §$)
Morocco 54 1761 610 87.373

Total A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Requests Plus

Regional, Central Bureau and ’'Other’'Funds Allocable

by Country to MCs with Low Social and Normal or

Better Economic Indicators 87.373
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Table 4. -- Categories of MCs Based on Table 3's PPP Analvsis as Determined -w "i:f..-.. -
Economic and Social Indicators Including A.I.D. FY 1989 Coungry BRuicss
Requests Plus Repional, Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocahle ™«
for Each Country and Categorv (continued)

Category 4: MCs with Low Economic and Social Indicators

$1,000 < PPP per capita £ $5,000, and
Physical Quality of Life £ 60, and

Annual average growth in per capita GNP, 1965-87,
< 1.3 percent, or

Stability: External public debt service as a percentage of total
exports > 35 percent, or

Integration: Manufactured exports as a percentage of total exports < 29
percent,

A, I.D. FY 1989
Country Budget
Requests Plus
Regional, Central
1987 1987 Bureau and 'Other’
PPP per GNP per Funds Allocable
Country PQLI capita capita by Countryv
($) ($) (Million §)

Senegal 36 1068 520 49.367
Cote d'Ivoire 49 1123 740 3.032
Bolivia 59 1380 580 92.982
Cameroon 58 1381 970 23.498
Yemen Arab Rep. 28 1466 590 29.537

Papua New Guinea 54 1843 700 3.228
Gabon 54 2068 2700 2.457

Total A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Requests Plus

Regional, Central Bureau and 'Other’Funds Allocable

by Country to MCs with Low Social and Low Economic

Indicators 204,101




Table 4., -- Categories of MCs Based on Table 3's PPP Analvsis as Determined bhw " iéraw.
Economic and Social Indicators Including A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Bud-«
Requests Plus Regional, Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocakle *-
for Each Country and Categorv (continued)

Category 5: Countries for which Economic_Data Were Not Available

$1,000 < PPP per capita < $5,000, but

Annual average growth in per capita GNP, 1965-87,
data unavailable, or

Stability: External public debt service as a percentage of total
exports data unavailable, or

Integration: Manufactured exports as a percentage of total
exports data unavailable.

A.I.D. FY 1989
Country Budget
Requests Plus
Regional, Central
1987 1987 Bureau and 'Other’
PPP per GNP per Funds Allocable
Country POLI capita capita by Countryv
($) (% (Million §)

Fiji 83 3558 1570 1.594
Guyana 86 1654 390 4,004
Iran, Islamic Rep. 59 3922 3690 .-
Iraq 62 2813 1970 .003
Romania 91 4273 5200 . .-

Suriname 84 3522 2270 .001
Swaziland 56 1187 700 8.584
West Bank/Gaza 77 3161 1560

Total A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Requests
Plus Regional, Central Bureau and ‘Other’Funds
Allocable by Country to Countries for which
Social and Economic Data Were Not Available’

Grand Total of A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget

Requests Plus Regional, Central Bureau and

'Other’'Funds Allocable by Country for Categories

1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 to Countries for which

Economic Data Were Not Available. 3,507,560




for Table 4:

Sources and explanation:

Per Capita GNP Data: The World Bank, World Development Repnr:
1989, Table 1, page 164, and Box A.l, page 230; where World
Bank GNP data are unavailable, GNP data are drawn from the
Overseas Development Council, Growth, Exports, & Jobs ip a
Changing World Economv Agenda 1988: U.S. Policy and the
Developing Countries, Table D-1 pp. 246 ff. 1987 per Capita
GDP is expressed in terms of Purchasing Power Parity (PPP):
U.S. Agency for International Development, Development and :the
National Interest, Table 1, page 132. "PPP" data represent
International Comparison Program (ICP) estimates of per capita
GDP developed through using Purchasing Power Parity (PPP)
concepts (hereafter called "FPP per capita"). Information
concerning the methodology used is contained in Summers, Robertc
and Alan Heston, "A New Set of International Comparisons of
Real Product and Price Levels Estimates for 130 Countries,
1950-1985," Review of Income and Wealth 34, 1: 1-25 and
supplemental diskette, 1988. 1987 PPP data are used except in
the cases of Afghanistan, Angola, Burkina Faso, Chad, the
Dominican Republic, Greece, Guinea, Hungary, Iran, Iraq,
Mozambique, Oman, Poland, Romania, Somalia, the Soviet Union,
Suriname, Swaziland, Uganda, and Yugoslavia, where 1985 data
from Summers, Robert and Alan Heston, "A New Set of
International Comparisons of Real Product and Price Levels
Estimates for 130 Countries. 1950-1985," Review of Income and
Wealth 34, 1: 1-25, 1988 Tables 3 and 4 are used. Israel’s
1987 PPP per capita and GNP per capita are used for East
Jerusalem, while Jordan’s 1987 PPP per capita and GNP per
capita are used for the West Bank/Gaza.

Physical Quality of Life Index (PQLI) data are from the
Overseas Development Council, Growth, Exports, & Jobs in a

Changing World Economy Agenda 1988: U.S. Policy and the
Developing Countries, pp. 246 ff.

Data concerning average annual growth rate, external public
debt as a percentage of exports of goods and services, and
machinery, transport equipment and other manufacturers as a
percent of total exports are from The World Bank, World
Development Report 1989, Table 1, page 164; the per capita PPP
levels and other criteria used to define MCs are Devres staff
estimates.

The 58 countries included in Table 4 are the 57 countries
classified as MCs in Table 3 plus Portugal, which was included
due to its political importance. Portugal'’s inclusion in Table
4, Category 1 accounts for the difference between the "Grand
Total" in Table 4 and the Total for assistance allocable to
Middle Countries in Table 3 ($3,507.560 - Portugal'’s $60.510 =
$3,447.050). Detailed analysis of these countries was based on




Fooznote 4 for Table +: (continued)

information available from the world Development Pepnye 15-%,
Table 1, page if%. Table 10 shows the countries and data

available used in the analysis. Category 5 of Table 4 lists
the MCs for which detailed economic data were not available.

A.I.D. FY 1989 budget request figures for DA, ESF, PLi80 Ti:tle
I and Title 2 are from the U.S. Agency for International
Development, Congressional Presentation, Fiscal Year 1388 ain
Volume, pp. 500 ff. See Tables 6, 8 and 9 for a breakdown c?f
the data making up the "Total - Country FY 1989 Budget Requests
Plus Regional, Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable by
Country."

"Other" funds allocable by country are those funds requested
for Peace Corps, Narcotics, and "Other Economic,” plus Section
416 Approvals Scheduled for Shipment in FY 1989. Data for
Peace Corps, Narcotics, and "Other Economic" were obtained from
the U.S. Agency for International Development, Congressional
Presentation, Fiscal Year 1989, Main Volume, pp. 500 f£. Data
for Section 416 Approvals were made available by A.I.D. staff.
A breakdown of the data making up these "Other" funds is
provided in Table 9.

A.I.D. regional and central bureau FY 1989 funds allocable by
countries were collected from multiple sources in A.I.D./W.
Data from S&T were made available to Devres as expenditures.
Data from other sources were made available as obligations;
where data were not labeled, Devres staff included it as

obligations. This mixing of expenditures and obligations is an
aggregation of different types of data. However, it uses the
only data made available and does provide an indication of
A.I1.D. regional and central bureau funds allocable by country
for analytical purposes.




Table 3, .. 1 reyipg Fop owhiah POD Maey VTaen Nos Ay
sy Kapdans Doy eovg PLig Dagdangl o Taree _‘,,j‘;t.m
rlg Allamqgred T T e s
A.I.D. FY 1989
Country Budget
Requests Plus
Regional, Central
1687 Bureau and 'Ccher’
GNP per Funds Allccable
fountry POLT capita by Connsry
78D Million §
Antigua and Barbuda 86 2540 1,493
Bahamas 89 10280 021
Belize 86 240 13.191
Bhutan 26 150 --
Brunei 41 15390 --
Cambodia/Cambodian Resistance 50 160 5.000
Cape Verde 65 500 4,658
Comoros 57 370 1.376
Cuba 98 960 .011
Djibouti 31 1180 3.385
Dominica 88 1440 .366
Equatorial Guinea, Rep. of 38 340 2.255
Grenada 86 1340 .068
Guinea-Bissau 29 160 3.723
Kiribati -- 480 .3%94
Lao PDR -- 170 --
Lebanon 79 2150 4.616
Libya 66 5460 --
Maldives 67 290 --
Micronesia -- -- 1.992
Sao Tome/Principe 69 280 .505
Seychelles 88 3120 3.610
Solomon Islands 51 420 1.114
St. Vincent 84 1000 .060
St. Kitts-Nevis 85 1700 .036
St. Lucia 85 1400 .107
Tonga 60 720 .594
Tuvalu -- 450 .070
Vanuatu 42 880 .855
Viet Nam 80 220 --
Western Samoa 86 550 1.284
Yemen, PDR 39 420 --
Total A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Requests
Plus Regional, Central Bureau and ’'Other’Funds
Allocable by Country to Countries for which PPP
Data Were Not Available 50, 764

*See Footnote 5.
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Footnote 5 for Table 5:
Source and explanation:

Per Capita GNP Data: The World Bank, World Development Reprnr=
1989, Table 1, page 164, and Box A.l, page 230; where VWorld
Bank GNP data are unavailable, GNP data are drawn from the
Overseas Development Council, Growth. Exports, & Jobs ir a
Changing World Economy Agenda 1988: U.S. Policv ard <the
Developing Countries, Table D-1 pp. 246 ff; Israel’s 1987 PPP
per capita and GNP per capita are used for East Jerusalem,
while Jordan's 1987 PPP per capita and GNP per capita are used
for the West Bank/Gaza.

Physical Quality of Life Index (PQLI) data are from the
Overseas Development Council, Growth, Exports, & Jobs in a
Changing World Economy Agenda 1988: U.S. Policy and the
Developing Countrjes, pp. 246 ff. Jordan'’s PQLI is used for
the West Bank/Gaza.

A.I.D. FY 1989 budget request figures for DA, ESF, PL480 Title
I and Title 2 are from the USAID, Congressional Presentation.
Fiscal Year 1989, Main Volume, pp. 500 f£. See Tables 6, 8 and
9 for a breakdown of the data making up the "Total - Country FY
1989 Budget Requests Plus Regional, Central Bureau and "Other"
Funds Allocable by Country."

"Other" funds allocable by country are those funds requested
for Peace Corps, Narcotics, and "Other Economic," plus Section
416 Approvals Scheduled for Shipment in FY 1989 as provided by
A.I.D. staff. Data for Peace Corps, Narcotics, and "Other
Economic" were obtained from the U.S. Agency for International
Development, Corigressional Presentation, Fiscal Year 1989, Main
Volume, pp. 500 £f. Data for Section 416 Approvals were made
available by A.I.D. staff. A breakdown of the data making up
these "Other" funds is provided in Table 9.

A.1.D. regional and central bureau FY 1989 funds were allocated
to each A.I.D. recipient country by staff in A.I.D.'s regional
and central bureaus. These regional and central fund
allocations plus the amounts included in the "Other" column
were added to A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget requests for DA,
ESF, and PL480 Titles I and II fog‘each country to determine
the total country FY 1989 budget requests plus regional,
central bureau and "Other" funds allocable by country.

Data from S&T were made available to Devres as expenditures.
Data from other sources were made available as obligations;
where data were not labeled, Devres staff included it as
obligations. This mixing of expenditures and obligations is an
aggregation of different types of data. However, it uses the
only data made available and does provide an indication of
A.I.D. regional and central bureau funds allocable by country
for analytical purposes.
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Table 6 -- A 1 D fY 1989 Country Budget Requests Plus Reglonal Central Bureau and Other funds Allocabie by tountry
{mlllion 9

Total - ¢ suntry

Country £y 1989 Budget Requests Py 1989 Buljet
B e et A LR e L e L e Regiomal & other ~- Reqursts Plus
Subtotat Central Buseau Peacr (oIps Regivnal cential
1987 1987 DA ESF Iy 31989 Funds Narcotics Buteay aud othes
PPP per e per PLASO PLABO PL4BD Allocable by Section 416 futids Al abte
COUNTRY cap ($) cap (%) DA (3% Title 3 Title 2 Tities 3+ & 2 Country other gconumic Ly (uuntiy
Alghanistan 609 280 22 500 22 500 45 000 0 30} 43 )
Atgeria 263 2680 0 046 0 04b
Angola 609 840 0 237 0 237
Antigua and Sarbuda 2540 1 493 1 49}
Argentina 4647 2390 0 544 U 544
Austrla 12386 11980
Sahamas 10280 a 001 0 v
Gahrain 11142 9240 0 00} o oM
sangladesh 88) 160 54 500 60 000 15 476 129 976 8 332 138 U8
Sasbados 7927 $350 o oz 0 Ju2
selize 1240 7 400 2 000 9 400 t 2719 2 512 1) 191
senin 665 310 1 196 1196 0 )14 1 993 3 S0}
soilivia 1380 580 22 270 25 000 17 000 12 696 76 966 6 Di6 10 000 92 982
Sotswana 2496 1050 & 000 8 000 1107 3} 451 12 598
srazid 4307 2020 10 197 1 500 13y 397
Brunel 15390
surkina faso 377 190 2 500 4 272 6 772 3 a4 1 07
Burma 752 190 7 000 7 000 0 209 7 unn 14 209
surund| 450 250 2 500 2 500 0 708 0 835 4 04)
Cambodia 160
Cambodian Resistance 5 000 5 0U0 L]
Cameroon 1381 970 18 000 18 000 1911 3 s8r 2} <38
Cape verde 500 2 500 1 590 4 090 0 2% 0 ¥3a 4 658
Centrat alrican Republic 591 330 2 000 2 000 t 218 1 6e2 5 41
Cchad 254 150 6 000 10 000 1 608 I8 603 1 065 0 833 W 50s
chite 4862 1310 3179 329
China People’s Rep 2444 290 1350 1 350
Colombia 3524 1240 7 523 10 ULy 17 =23
Comofos 370 a 700 0 700 0 270 0 st 1170
Ccongo, People s Rep 756 870 Q 500 0 500 0 288 [Tand ¥
- a
Costa Rica s 3760 1610 12 000 70 000 5 000 97 000 2 979 ) 4Nl 103 390
Cote d’ivolre 1123 740 o 500 0 500 2501 3 ud2
Cuba 960 0 01 Q o1t
Cyprus 7910 5200 3 000 3 ooo 0 oot 3 oo
D) ibouti 1180 3 200 3} 200 0 185 3 s
pominica 1440 0 366 0 6o
Dominican fepublic 1753 730 20 218 25 000 25 000 3 208 73 586 2770 2 158 78 714
Ecuador 2687 1040 16 720 9 000 0 5t0 26 230 3 840 5 los 35 3136
Egypt. Arab Rep 1357 680 ¢i5 Q00 170 GO0 622 986 622 ¢ 1Y0 N2 Y52
€1 salvador 1733 860 67 700 185 000 35 o000 47 292 47t 0 865 293 1136
Equatorial Guinea Rep of 340 1 000 1 000 o 273 o 982 2 25%
Ethiopla 454 130 5 338 5 838 o 8313 3 5% 10 a7
E Jetusalem 9182 65800 0 on 0 o1t
Fi)l 3558 1570 0 G4 T S4d 1504
Finland 12795 14470
Gahon 2068 2700 0 w81 PN M P
Gambia. The 736 220 3 5s00 0 a8 4 428 0 42 1 oton toats
Chana 48 390 8 000 6 000 4 898 18 898 2 1u) 2 unT Is 218
Greece 4464 4020 0 598 TR
Grenada 1340 0 0us u uLs
Guatemaia 1957 950 34 000 30 000 18 GO0 5 075 137 075 b 154 3 arn 147 4144
cinca 452 320 12 000 3 oun 15 000 1 gs0 a e (IS 1
Guinca-Bissau 160 2 6oo U 540 2 540 0 uR TELY] LI
Guyana 1654 vo 4 uou 4 0no 0 e 4 o4
Wil 775 Jut 25 150 6 781 31yt 4t [T WL




Table 6. -- A 1.D. FY 1989 Counlry Sudget Requesis Plus Regional,  central Bureau and oOther funds Allocable by Country (centinued)
imittion §)

lotal tountsy
Country Fy 1989 Budgel Regquests £y 1989 Huntyet
Regional & other -- Requests Plus
Subtotal Central sureau  Peace Corps, Reglonal  central
1987 1987 DA. ESF fYy 1989 Funds Narcotics Bureau and Other
PPP per e per PLABO PLASO FL4R0 Altocable by section 41s ftunds allotable
COUNTRY cap. (8) cap. (%) DA Title Title 2 Tities 1+ & 2 Country Other EconomicC by Countsy

Honduras [13L) 810 40.000 12 000 3.122 142 122 S 694 504

Mon? Kong 13906 8070 (22
and 13324 16600

indla 1053 300 35 500 81 567 117 067 39 248 530

Indonesia 450 45.000 5 627 60 627 748

trag 1970 0o}
trefand 120

tsrael 6000 1200 000

Jamaica 9240 . 72 Sa9 578
Jordan 1560 18 000

Kenya 30 46 283
Kiribati 480

Korea, Republic

Kuwa it

Lebanon

Lesotho
Libya
Luxemsbourg
madagascar
malawl

malaysia

Maldives

mall 14 139
salta

Mauritania 5 554
sauritius 1 500
nexico

micronesia

Morocco 82 500

mozamb i que 19 487
Nepal 12 000
Nicaragua

Niges 18 000
Nigeria 11 500

e

oman t5 000
Pakistan . . 380.000
ranama

Papua New Gulnea

Paraguay

939
225
223
634

528
289
159
510
162

Peru
Philippines
Poland

Pottugal
Rwanda

—-0O0e® N=OsO N

505
[(13)
7
uid
445

Sao Tome/Principe
Saudi Arabla
Senegal
Seychelles

Slerra Leone

0 214
Pt
3) o

Singapore
Solomon isiands
Somalia

-0 ooccoo
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Table 6. -- A.1.D Fvy 1989 Country Budget Requests Plus Regional, Central sureau and “other” Funds Allocable by Country {(continued)

(mitiion §)

countey £y 1989 Budget Requests

Reglonal & other ™ -~
Subtotai central Sureau  Peace Corps,
1987 1987 DA, ESF £Y 1909 Funds Narcotics
ePP per QP per PL4SO PLARO PLASO allocable by section 416

COUNTRY cap. ($) cap. (%) DA ESF Title Title 2 Titles 1+ 4 2 Country other Economlic
South Atrica. Rep. ot 4981 1890 21.600 3 300 24 900 o 873

Soviel unilon 6266 7120 1637

spain 0989 6010

Sri Lanka 2053 400 26.800 16 000 0 194 42 994 3 573 0 704
St. Kitts-nNevis 1700 0 03¢

St. Lucia 1400 0 107

St. vincent 1000 0 060

Sudan 750 330 15.000 12 000 40 000 1 476 8 476 22 496

Sur inase 3522 2270 0 001

Swaziland 1187 700 6.500 6 500 0 942 1142
Syt ian Afab Rep. %00 1640 o 010

Talwan 5907 3250 0 065

Tanzania 408 180 10.000 0 616 10 616 1917 T 475
Thalland 2576 850 16 000 5 000 21 000 9712 6 913
o0 €70 290 3.750 2.424 6 174 t 058 2 43
Tonga 720 0 001 0 593
Trinldad and Tobago 3664 4210 0 426

Tunisia 748 1180 12 500 10.000 22 500 151 1 477
Turkey EH 1] 1210 70 000 70 000 3 053 0 750
Tuvalu 450 o 010
uUganda 347 260 $ 000 s 000 3 349

united Arab Emirates 12193 15830 0 001

Uruguay 5063 21%0 0 32)

vanuatu 880 0 855

venezuela 4306 3230 0 290 1 uoo
west Bank/Gaza el 1560 13 902

western Samoa 550 0 034 t 250
Yemen, POR 430

vemen Atab Rep 1466 590 21 500 5 000 26 500 1576 1 481
vYugoslavia 5063 2480

>

Zalse h 220 150 33 000 16 00g a 220 43 220 3 516 4 422
Zambla 77 250 7.000 10 000 17 000 t 614

Zimbabwe 1184 580 S 095

Total 946.292 3207 300 664 000 224 617 5042 209 347 928 329 03)
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lotat - Countiy
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by Country

~
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594
420
490
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Footnote 6 for Table 6:

Source and explanation:

Per Capita GNP Data: The World Bank, World Development Repor:
1989, Table 1, page 164, and Box A.l, page 230; where World
Bank GNP data are unavailable, GNP data are drawn from the
Overseas Development Council, Growth, Exports, & Jobs in a

Changing World Economy Agenda 1983: U.S, Policy and the
Developing Countries, Table D-1 pp. 246 ff. 1987 per Capita
GDP is expressed in terms of Purchasing Power Parity (PPP):
U.S. Agency for International Development, Development and the
National Interest, Table 1, page 132, "PPP" data represent
International Comparison Program (ICP) estimates of per capita
GDP developed through using Purchasing Power Parity (PPP)
concepts (hereafter called "PPP per capita"). Information
concerning the methodology used is contained in Summers, Robertc
and Alan Heston, "A New Set of International Comparisons of
Real Product and Price Levels Estimates for 130 Countries,
1950-1985," Review of Income and Wealth 34, 1: 1-25 and
supplemental diskette, 1988. 1987 PPP data are used except in
the cases of Afghanictan, Angola, Burkina Faso, Chad, the
Dominican Republic, Greece, Guinea, Hungary, Iran, Iraq,
Mozambique, Oman, Poland, Romania, Somalia, the Soviet Union,
Suriname, Swaziland, Uganda, and Yugoslavia, where 1985 data
from Summers, Robert and Alan Heston, "A New Set of
International Comparisons of Real Product and Price Levels
Estimates for 130 Countries. 1950-1985," Review of Income and
Wealth 34, 1: 1-25, 1988 Tables 3 and 4 are used. Israel's
1987 PPP per capita and GNP per capita are used for East
Jerusalem, while Jordan’s 1987 PPP per capita and GNP per
capita are used for the West Bank/Gaza.

A.I.D. FY 1989 budget request figures for DA, ESF, PL480 Title
I and Title 2 are from the U.S. Agency for International
Development, Congressional Presentation, Fiscal Year 1989 Main
Volume, pp. 500 ff. See Tables 8 and 9 for an additional
breakdown of the data making up the "Total - Country FY 1989
Budget Requests Plus Regional, Central Bureau and "Other" Funds
Allocable by Country."

"Other" funds allocable by country are those funds requested
for Peace Corps, Narcotics, and "Other Economic," plus Section
416 Approvals Scheduled for Shipment in FY 1989 as provided by
A.I.D. staff. Data for Peace Corps, Narcotics, and "Other
Economic" were obtained from the U.S. Agency for International
Development, Congressjonal Presentatio al Year 1989, Main
Volume, pp. 500 £ff. Data for Section 416 Approvals were made
available by A.I.D. staff. A breakdown of the data making up
these "Other" funds is provided in Table 9.

A.I.D. regional and central bureau FY 1989 funds were allocated
to each A.I.D. recipient country by staff in A.I.D.'s regional
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Footnote 6 for Table 6: (continued)

and central bureaus. These regional and central fund
allocations plus the amounts included in the "Other"
were added to A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget requescts
ESF, and PL480 Titles I and II for each country to de
the total country FY 1989 budget requests plus region
central bureau and "Other" funds allocable by country.

Data from S&T were made available to Devres as expenditures.
Data from other sources were made available as obligations;
where data were not labeled, Devres staff included it as
obligations. This mixing of expenditures and obligations is an
aggregation of different types of data. However, it uses the
only data made available and does provide an indication of
A.I.D. regional and central bureau funds allocable by country
for analytical purposes.

s ovs -,




Tatle --

MCs with Normal or Betrer Economic and Social Indizators

1987 1987 1987 1987
PPP per GNP per Funds Allocable PPP per GNP per Funas Allocebte
Country poL! capita® capite by Country Country oLt capite capite_ by Counrry
[£2] ) (mititon 8) ) (3) (M1 l1on §)
Indonesi s 63 1660 450 7C,748 India 55 1053 320 161,533
pominican Republ ic s 1753 730 72,718 Egypt, Arab Rep, 40 1357 &30 952,752
PRIl IpDINes bt 1ers 590 165.289 Pek1stan 43 1585 350 38% 9319
sr{ Lanks 7 2053 «00 W7.269 El Salvador I 1733 850 293,138
chins, Pecple's Rep, 80 212 290 1.350 Gustemaia 64 1957 950 1W7.0%
_ Thailand a2 2576 850 37.625 Nicarsgua 74 2209 230 -
Mauritius e3 2617 1490 2.67 Poanama 0 4009 2240 .225
Tuniste &6 2741 1180 35,490 South Africa, Rep. of b6 4081 1890 25.873
Syrian Arab Rep. I3 2900 1640 010 Portugst 91 5597 2830 £2,510
colomoia 82 3524 1240 17.523
Trinided and Tobago 90 3664 4210 426 2 074,259
Costa Rica 9% 3760 1610 103.390 ——
Turkey 73 38 1210 73.803
malaysia 3] 3849 1810 .296
srazil ka4 4307 2020 11.797
Greece 97 L4464 4020 .598
Mexico 8 4624 1230 49.643
Kores, Republic 86 4832 2690 478
Potand o1 4913 1930 12.159
708.479
MCs with Low Economic and Normal or Better Social Indicators MCs with Low Social and Low Economic Indicators
1987 1987 1987 1987
PPP per GNP per Funds Allocable PPP per GNP per Funds Allocable
Country T4 cepits. capits by Country Lountry PoLl capita  capita by Coguntry
(3$) ($) (Million §) (%) (s) {Mitiion $)
Hondures &7 1119 810 152.504 Senegal 36 1068 520 49.367
2imbabwe &7 1184 380 5,095 Cote d'iveire 49 1123 740 3.032
Lesotho &1 1588 370 16.162 Solivis 59 1380 580 92.982
Sotswane o6 2496 1050 12.558 Cameroon 58 1381 970 23.498
Jamaica 92 2506 940 77.578 Yemen Arab Rep. 28 1666 590 29.537
Paragusy a3 2603 990 4.634 Papus New Guinea Sé 1843 700 3.228
Algeris 62 2633 2680 046 Gabon 54 2068 2700 ‘457
Ecuador ™ 2687 1040 35.338
Pery n 3129 1470 61.528
Jerdan red 3161 1560 37.604 204,104
Verezuels 14 4306 3230 1.290 .
Argentina 90 L8647 2390 544
Chile 9 4862 1310 3.17¢ . ——— —_
—_— MCs where Economic Data are Not Available
R
408.040
e e e o ——i—
T 1987 1987
PPP per GNP per Funds Ailocable
T— —— Sountry Potl  capits  capite by Country
¢ ‘ (%) ($) (Mitlion $)
MCs with Normal or Better Economic and Low So
v— cial Indicators Fijt ORI 1T SR 1.5%
Guyana 8% 1654 3% 4.004
1987 19087 lren, _lnl-ﬂc Rep. 59 3922 3490 ..
PPP per GNP per Funds Alloccable lreq, 82 2813 1970 -003
Country paLs cARIsE. i . Romenis ” [¥1¢] 5200 -
($) ($) (Million $)
Surinsme [ 3522 2270 .00t
Morecce 54 1761 610 87.373 Swaziland 56 1187 700 8.584
West dank/Geza n” 3161 1560 13.902
87,
ﬂ B.OM
——

*See Footnote 7
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Footnote 7 for Table 7:

Source and explanation:

Table 7 demonstrates graphically the distribution of MCs
presented in Table 4,
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Table 8. -~ A 1 D Reylonal FY 1989 Bucqyet Requests Plus Reglonal  Central Sureau and  Other  Funds Allocable by Countiy °

(mikiion §)
lotal Country

Country FY 1989 Budget Requests 1Y 1939 Buiyer
Reglonal & ‘other  -- Reguests plus
Subtotal Central Bureau Peace Corps Reglonal Central
1987 1987 DA ESF £Y 1989 Funds Narcotics Bureau and Other
PPP per Q® per PL4BO PL430 PL4SO Altocable by Sectlion 416 funds Allocabie
COUNTRY cap. {$) cap. (%) DA €SF litle 1 Titte 2 Titles + & 2 Country Othet Ecopomlc by Country
Angola €09 840 0 237 0 237
aenin 665 o 1196 t 196 Q 314 199 3 50)
Sotswana 2496 1050 8 000 8 000 1107 3 451 12 558
surkina Faso 37 190 2 500 4 272 6 772 3 4465 10 17
surundi 450 230 2.800 2 500 0 708 0 05 4 043
Cameroon [K1]] 970 18.000 18 000 t 911 3 sz 23 498
Cape verde 500 2.500 ' 590 4 090 0 24 0 34 4 58
centval Alrican Repubiic 391 330 2.000 2 000 1 279 2 &2 S 92t
Chad 254 150 $.000 10.000 2 601 18 601 1 085 0 89 20 505
Comoros 70 0.700 0 700 0 270 0 406 1376
Congo, Peopie’s Rep. 756 870 0 500 0 500 0 288 0 788
Cote d'ivoire [RF3) 740 0.500 o %00 2 532 3 032
Djlbout | 1180 3.200 3 200 o 188 3 385
€quatorlal Gulnea, Rep. of 0 1.000 1 000 a 273 0 %2 2 255
Ethiopla 454 130 s 838 5 838 0 813 3751 10 402
CGabon 2068 2700 0 oat 2 376 2 457
Gambla. The 736 220 3 500 0 928 4 428 o 921 1 106 & 455
Ghana 48 3% 8 000 & 000 409 18 890 2 263 2 057 3 e
Guinea 452 320 12 000 3 o000 15 000 t 050 0 965 17 015
Guinea-8tssau 160 2 oco 0 540 2 540 0 102 0 a8i 370
Kenya 794 330 30 000 10 000 5 000 1283 46 283 23 366 3 229 72 878
tesotho 1585 370 10 000 2 656 12 656 v 297 2 209 16 162
Liberia 696 450 10 000 7 ©o00 S 000 22 000 1 406 271N 26 137
sadagascar 634 210 14 000 5 000 2 028 18 028 0 806 T
malawl 476 160 15.000 15 000 5 797 15 433 3o 230
aatt 543 210 12 000 2 139 14 139 12 934 4118 31 191
mauritania 840 440 3 000 2 554 5 554 1336 2175 9 065
sauritius 2617 1490 1 500 1 500 o 571 2071
Mozambique 528 170 15 000 4 487 19 487 4 905 29 913 54 305
Niger 452 260 18 000 18 000 358 3 854 5 437
Nigerla .. 68 370 1t 500 11 500 32 267 4) 767
fiwanda - 571 300 s 000 1 268 9 268 1 483 o 413 162
San Tome/Principe 280 0.300 0 300 0 205 0 505
Senegal 1068 520 27 000 10 000 5 000 2 495 39 495 6 563 3 309 49 367
Seychettes 3120 3.900 0 063 3 063 G i6e Q 2es 1 ei0
slerra Leone 480 3e0 0 500 4 000 0774 s 274 0 4 3 187 9 445
Somalia 348 290 4 000 23 000 2 000 29 000 1 696 2 o04 33 300
South Alrica. Rep. of LT 1890 21 600 3 oo 24 %00 0 %73 25 873
Sudan 750 330 §5.000 12.000 40 000 1.476 68 476 22 496 90 972
Swaziland 1187 700 6.500 6 500 0 942 1142 8 584
Tanzanla 405 180 10 000 0 616 10 616 Va7 1 415 14 008
090 670 %0 3 750 2 424 6 174 t 058 2 436 s 6uh8
Uganda a7 260 8 000 8 000 3 39 11 349
Zalre 220 150 33 000 16 000 0 220 49 220 3 516 4 422 57 158
Zambia 747 250 7 000 t0 000 17 000 1614 I8 614
Timhabwe 1184 580 s 095 5 095
Total Country Atllocation M6 350 81 500 160 000 46 J46 575 190 159 701 109 110 844 013
Regional Programs
AEPRP 50 o0oe 50 000
Atrica megional 63 650 €3 650
Disaster Reserve
Local Cost Suppost
Sahel Regional
S Alrica reglonal/sancC S50 000 50 000
Tatat Regionat Programs 163 bS50 16) bS50
Tatal Region AR 510 0u0 81 500 i o 46 lao 718 846 159 701 . nie 1ty

CSee fualuale §




COUNTRY

Table 8. == A I D Regtonal fv 1989 Budget Reguests Pius Regional

central sureau and "Other

Country Y 1989 Sudget Requests

(mitiion $}

1987
PPP per
cap. (§)

1987
QW per
cap. ($)

PL480O
Titte 1

PL4SO
Titte 2

Subtotal

DA ESF
PLASO

Tities 1 & 2

Reglomal &
Central Bureau
fy 1989 funds
allocable by
Country

other --
Peace Corps.
Narcotics
Section 416
Other tconomic

Afghanistan
Algeria
Austria
Bahrain
sangladesh

Shutan

Srunei

Sursa

Cambodia

Cambodian resistance

China. People’s Rep.
Cyprus

EQypl. Arab mep.

E. {elusale.

Fl)

fintand
Greece
mn? Xong
iceland
indla

indonesia
iraq

fretand
tsrael
jordan

Kiribati

Kotea, fepublic
Kuwait

tao POR
tebanon

Luxemboui g
malavsia
maldives
naita
Micronesia

#010CCO
Nepal

oman
Pakistan
Papua New Guinea

Philippines
Potand
Portugal
Saudi Atabia
Singapore

solomon 1sfands
Soviet wnion
Spain

Sri Lanka
Syrian afrab Rep

Tajwan
Thatiand
fonga
Tunisia
Turkey

Tuvalu

mnited aiab tmirales
vanuatu

west fank/carza
weslcin Samoa

609 280
2633 2680
12386 11920
11142 9240
(3] 160

150
15390
190
160

5 000

2%0
5200 3 000
50 815 000
6800

1200 600
18 000

12 500
12.000

15 000

15 000

50.000 250.000

15.000
3.225

124 000
60 500

170.000

40 000

80 000

10 Uoo

15 ¢00

45 000

funds Atlocable by Countiy {continued)

Jotat tountry

Y 1989 Hudyel
Requests Plus
Regronal  ceatral
Bureau ang  Other
tunds Atlocable
by Counisy




Vabie 8. -- A_1.0 Reglonai Fv 1989 Budgel fequests Plus Reglonal Central Busedu and Other  funds Allocable by Countiy (Continued)
(mlition §)

totlal Country

Country FY 1989 Budget Requests Y 1989 Budgesl
Reglonal & other -- Reqguests Plus
Subtotat Cenlral Burcau  Peace Colps Regionat Lentral
1987 1987 DA. ESF FY 1488 funds Nafcosics Buteau and  Other
PP per Qe per PL4RO PL4SO PLASO Allocable by Section 416 funds Altlocable
COUNTRY cap (8) cap. (%) DA ESF Titie Title 2 Titles 1 & 2 Country other fconomic by Countiy
vemen Arabd Rep. 1466 590 24.3%00 5 000 26 500 1576 146 "0 57
vugosiavia 5063 2480
Total Country Altocation 321.525 2,615 800 391,000 132 144 37460 468 71057863 Tii% os2 3 #85 a4
Asla/near gast reglonat 22.36) 12 S00 34 863 1187
Local cost Support
South Paclfic 4.000 1 206 153 200
Total Reglonal Programs T 4s.363 T23 700 750 063 T wed
Total megion: ANE 347.888 2.639 500 3% 000 132 144 3510 532 105 863 120 239 3 685 84
Fo8
tn
- a




Table 8 -- A 1L D Regional Fy 1989 Budget Requests Plus Reglonal  cCentral Bureau and _Other  funds Allocable by Country {continued)
(mitilon §)

Total Country
Country FY 1989 Budget Requests Fy 1989 Binigel
Reglonal & other -- Regquests Plus
Subtotal Centrai Bureau Peace Cosps, Reglonal  central
1987 1987 DA ESf tY 198% Funds Narcotics, sureau and Olher
PPP per GNP per PL4BO Allocable by Section 416 tunds altocable
COUNTRY cap () c2p ‘9 Tities t & 2 Country Other Economic by (auntty

Antigua and sarbuda 2540
Argentina 2390
Sahamas 10200
Satbados 5350
setize 1240

solivia 580
srazit 2020
Chite 1310
Colombia 1240
Costa Rica 1610

Cuba %0
Dominica
Dominican Republic
$.000

Ecuados .
E} salvador 185.000

Grenada

Guatemala 40 000
Guyana

Halt!l

Honduras 19 810 87.000

Jamaica 25 000
mexico

Nicaragua

Panama

Paraguay

Peru

St. Kitts-Nevis
St. tucla

St vincent

Sur iname

Trinldad and Tobago
Uruguay
veneluela

-00 COO0-

Total countiy Altocation . 510 000

-
o

gegional Programs

Car lbbean Regional 20 1S 000 35 230
Central American Reg 23 10 000 31 600
LAC tegional (inc. Adein of justice) 24 12,500 37 353
Local Cost Support

PACARS

ROCAP 24 500 24 500

Total Regional Programs 93 183 37 500 T3e7edd
Total reglon. LAC 371 600 547 500 172 000 46 127 1137 227 189 773

=zzzs=33T zzz=zz==== =gzzz==zz =ss3=z3:s= szzzs=s=zzTs BriETeesS.nd

total All Regions 3268 500 6ba 000 224 617 5186 6405 339 929
x=




Footnote 8 for Table 8:
Source and explanation:

Per Capita GNP Data: The World Bank, World Develorment Peprr:
1989, Table 1, page 164, and Box A.l, page 230; where World
Bank GNP data are unavailable, GNP data are drawn from che
Overseas Development Council, Growth, Exports, & Jobs in a
Changing World Economy Agenda 1988: U.S. Policv and the
Developing Countries, Table D-1 pp. 246 ff. 1987 per Capita
GDP is expressed in terms of Purchasing Power Parity (PPP):
U.S. Agency for International Development, Development and the
National Interest, Table 1, page 132. "PPP" data represent
International Comparison Program (ICP) estimates of per capita
GDP developed through using Purchasing Power Paricy (PPP)
concepts (hereafter called "PPP per capita"). Information
concerning the methodology used is contained in Summers, Robert
and Alan Heston, "A New Set of International Comparisons of
Real Product and Price Levels Estimates for 130 Countries.
1950-1985," Review of Income and Wealth 34, 1: 1-25 and
supplemental diskette, 1988. 1987 PPP data are used except in
the cases of Afghanistan, agola, Burkina Faso, Chad, the
Dominican Republic, Greece, Guinea, Hungary, Iran, Iraq,
Mozambique, Oman, Poland, Romania, Somalia, the Soviet Union,
Suriname, Swaziland, Uganda, and Yugoslavia, where 1985 data
from Summers, Robert and Alan Heston, "A New Set of
International Comparisons of Real Product and Price Levels
Estimates for 130 Countries. 1950-1985," Review of Income and
Wealth 34, 1: 1-25, 1988 Tables 3 and 4 are used. Israel'’s
1987 PPP per capita and GNP per capita are used for East
Jerusalem, while Jordan’s 1987 PPP per capita and GNP per
capita are used for the West Bank/Gaza.

A.I.D. FY 1989 budget request figures for DA, ESF, PL480 Title
I and Title 2 are from the U.S. Agency for International

Development, Congressional Presentation, Fiscal Year 1989, Main
Volume, pp. 500 ff. See Tables 6, 8 and 9 for a breakdown of

the data making up the "Total - Country FY 1989 Budget Requests
Plus Regional, Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable by
Country."

"Other" funds allocable by country are those funds requested
for Peace Corps, Narcotics, and "Other Economic," plus Section
416 Approvals Scheduled for Shipment in FY 1989 as provided by
A.I.D. staff. Data for Peace Corps, Narcotics, and "Other
Economic" were obtained from the U.S. Agency for International
Development, Congressjonal Presentation, Fiscal Year 1989, Main
Volume, pp. 500 ff. Data for Section 416 Approvals were made
available by A.I.D. staff. A breakdown of the data making up
these "Other" funds is provided in Table 9.
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Table 9. -- Detail of “Other® A.1.D. FY 1989 Budget Requests:

Peace Corps, Narcotics, Other Economic and Section 416*

............................

Afghanistan
Algeria

Angola

Antigua and Barbuda
Argentina

Australia
Austria
Bahamas
Bahrain
Sangladesh

Barbados
Belgium
Relize
Senin
Bhutan

Bolivia
Botswana
Brazil
Brunei
Burkina Faso

Burma

Burundi

Cambodia

Cambodian Resistance
Cameroon

Canada

Cape Verde

Central African Republic
Chad

Chile

China, People's Rep.
Colombia

Comoros

Congo, People's Rep.
Costa Rica

Cote d'ivoire
Cuba

Cyprus

Derwnar k
fByibouty

*See footnote 9

1987
PPP per
cap. ($)

609
2633
609
4647

11782
12386

11142
283

7927
13140

665
1380
2496
4307

377

752

450
1381

16375

591

254
4862

2124
3524

756
3760

1123

7910
15119

1987
GNP per
cap. ($)

580
1050
2020

15390

190

190
250
160

970

15160
500
330
150

1310

290
1240
370
870
1610

740
960
5200
14930
1180

(Million $)

Peace Corps

2.512

0.835

3.587

L334
.642
.839

onN O

0.406

3.4

Narcotics

10.000

1.600

7.000

10.000

Section 416

Total -- 'Cther?
Other Economic Allocations

10.000
3.451
1.600

7.000
0.835

3.587

0.334
2.642
0.839

10.uG0
0.406

3.1




Table 9. -- Detail of “Other™ A.I.D. FY 1989 Budget Reguests: Peace Corps, Narcotics, Other Economic and Section 416%

Dominica
Dominican Republic
€. Jerusalem
Ecuador

Egypt, Arab Rep.

€l Salvador

Equatorial Guinea, Rep. of
Ethiopia

Fiji

Finland

France

Gabon

Gambia, The

Germany, Fed. Republic
Ghana

Greece
Grenada
Guatemala
Guinea
Guinea-Bissau

Guyana
Haiti
Honduras
Hong Kong
Hungary

Iceland

India

Indonesia

Iran, Islamic Rep.

lraq

lreland
Israel
[taly
Jamaica
Japan

Jordan

Kenya

Kiribath

Korea, Republic
Kuwait

1987 1987
PPP per GNP per
cap. ($) cap. ($)

730
6800
1040

680

860
340
130
1570
4470

12790
2700
220
14400
390

4020
1340
950
320
160

390
360
810
8070
2240

16660
300
450

3690
1970

6120
6800
10350
940
15760

1560
330
480

2690

14610

(Mitlion $)

Totatl -- ‘'Other’

peace Corps Narcotics Section 416 Other Economic Allocations

0.982
3.751
1.548

3.943

18.019
3.209
u. 3.




Table 9. -- Detail of “"Other" A.1.D. FY 1989 Budget Requests: Peace Corps, Narcotics, Other Economic_and Section 416*
(Miltion §)

1987 1987

PPP per GNP per Total -- *Other*
cap. ($) cap. ($) Corps Narcotics Section 416 Other Economic Allocations

Lao PDR

Lebanon

Lesotho

Liberia 696
Libya

Luxembourg 15247
Madagascar 634
Malawi 476
Malaysia 3849
Maldives

Mali 543
Malta 7775
Mauritania 840
Mauritius 2617
Mexico 4624 15.000

Micronesia

Morocco 1761
Mozambique 528
Nepal 722
Netherlands 12661

New Zealand 10541
Nicaragua 2209
Niger ) 452
Nigeria 668
Norway 15940

Oman 7792
Pakistan 1585 5.671
Panama 4009
Papua New Guinea 1843 1.669
Paraguay 2603 2.475

Peru 3129 10.000
Philippines 1878 5.463
Poland 4913 8.634
Portugal 5597
Romania 4273

Rwanda 571

Sao Tome/Principe

Saudi Arabia 8320

Senegal 1068 5.9
Seychelles 1.,83

Sierra Leone 5.180
Singapore

Solomon tslands 1.113
Somalia RN




Table 9. -- Detail of "Other® A.1.D. FY 1989 Budget Requests: Peace Corps, Narcotics, Other Economic and Section 416*
(Million $)

1987 1987
PPP per GNP per Total -- 'Other!
cap. ($) cap. (%) Peace Corps Narcotics Section 416 Other Economic Allocations

Soviet Union
Spein

Sri Lanka

St. Kitts-Nevis
St. Lucia

St. Vincent

Sudan

Suriname 3522
Swaziland 1187
Sweden 13780

Switzerland 15403
Syrian Arab Rep. 3810
Taiwan 3581
Tanzania 405
Thailand 2576

Togo 670
Tonga

Trinidad and Tobago 3664
Tunisia 2741
Turkey 3781

Tuvalu

Uganda 347
United Arab Emirates .. 12191
United Kingdom ° 12191
United States 17615

Uruguay 5063
Vanuatu

venezuela 4306
Viet Nam

West Bank/Gaza 3161

Western Samoa

Yemen Arab Rep. 1466
Yemen, PDR

Yugoslavia 5063
laire 220

Zambia 717
Zimbabwe 1184

113.535 . 148.347 309,052




Footnote 9 for Table 9:

Sources and explanation:

Per Capita GNP Data: The World Bank, World Development Repor:
1989, Table 1, page 164, and Box A.1l, page 230; where World
Bank GNP data are unavailable, GNP data are drawn from the
Overseas Development Council, Growth, Exports, & Jobs in a
Changing World Economv Agenda 1988: U.S. Policv and the
Developing Countries, Table D-1 pp. 246 ff. 1987 per Capita
GDP is expressed in terms of Purchasing Power Parity (PPP):
U.S. Agency for International Development, Development and the
National Interest, Table 1, page 132. "PPP" data represent
International Comparison Program (ICP) estimates of per capita
GDP developed through using Purchasing Power Parity (PPP)
concepts (hereafter called "PPP per capita"). Information
concerning the methodology used is contained in Summers, Rober:
and Alan Heston, "A New Set of International Comparisons of
Real Product and Price Levels Estimates for 130 Countries.
1950-1985," Review of Income and Wealth 34, 1: 1-25 and
supplemental diskette, 1988. 1987 PPP data are used except in
the cases of Afghanistan, Angola, Burkina Faso, Chad, the
Dominican Republic, Greece, Guinea, Hungary, Iran, Iragq,
Mozambique, Oman, Poland, Romania, Somalia, the Soviet Union,
Suriname, Swaziland, Uganda, and Yugoslavia, where 1985 data
from Summers, Robert and Alan Heston, "A New Set of
International Comparisons of Real Product and Price Levels
Estimates for 130 Countries. 1950-1985," Review of Income and
Wealth 34, 1: 1-25, 1988 Tables 3 and 4 are used. Israel’s
1987 PPP per capita and GNP per capita are used for East
Jerusalem, while Jordan’s 1987 PPP per capita and GNP per
capita are used for the West Bank/Gaza.

Data for Peace Corps, Narcotics, and "Other Economic" were
obtained from the U.S. Agency for Internmational Development,

sjion esentation, Fiscal Year 1989, Main Volume, pp
500 ff. Data for Section 416 Approvals were made available by
A.I.D. staff.
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Jabile 10 -~ Data S@t tor_Analysis ol mCs In lable 4°

wathiinery
Purchasing ixternal public Debt service a= a percent of transport equipment
Power Average averall Miysical - AvESAQE amd other
Pat ity per annuat surpluszaelicit Quality exports ol annual manutactures
caplia Qp growlh sate (percentage of () of Lile goods and services inflatton as a percent
Doillars Dollars  {(percent) ingicators -- --= (QP deflator} of total exports
1987 1987 1965-87 95 1987 1970 1987 19%0-87 1987

Antigua and Barbuda . 2540 06
Sahamas . 10280 oe
Selize 1240 19
stuitan . 150
Siunel . 15390

Cambodia .. 160
Cambodian Resisiance

Cape verde

Comotos 70
Cuba

Djibouti

Dominica

fquatorial Guinea, mep,. of
Grenada

Guinea-sissau

Kiribati
Lao POR
Lebanon
Liva

saldives

micronesia

Sao Tome/Principe
Seychelles
Solomon i13lands
St. Kitts-Nevis

St wucia
St vincent
Tonga
Tuvaily
vanuatu

viet Nam
western Samoa
Yemen, POR
Zaire

Chad

Uganda
Somatia
Surkina Faso
Tanzania
surund}

®ONBO NNO

CGuinea

Niger
Ethiopia
Malawi
Sierra Leone

Chana

mozamb i que

mati

Rwanda

Central Afcican Republic

-ON W VDA

*See footnote 10




Tabie 10 -~ Data Set for Analysls of mCs in Tahie 4 {continued)

CNP per capita Muchinery
Purchasing External Public Debt service as a percent of tran port equipment
Power Average Overall physical Avetage and other
Parity per annual sutptus/deticit Quality Exports of annual minuteciures
caplta coP growth rate ({(percentage of &w) of tile goods and services tntiatjon As a percent
Dollars Dolilars (percent) indicators - (P detlator}  of total exports
987 1987 1965-87 S 1970 1987 1980-87 1987

Alghanistan 280
Angola

Nigeria

Togo
Liberta
Zambla
Nepal
Gambia. The

-ON -

Sudan
Surma
Congo. People’s Rep.
Mty

]
-]
~

ON PP mewy O=O O
vow e

-—0a

Kenya

Mauritania
sangladesh
india

Senegal
Honduras

(- Y-E Y-
OO & OB =

SmNmm wOm

Cote d’ivoire
Zimbabwe
Swaziland

Egypt. Arab Rkep.
Solivia

- NE OAONN SO0 WE

Cameroon

Yemen Arab Rep.
Lesotho
Pakistan
Guyana

M N WO W

WNWN wa

Avwm WO BN QeweD
ome g

1
SNE W DWNOD=

CNNKN ADUON VNeONN BBUAL AUN @ VUWASD ~NBBUA BUN: B NWaO

indonesia

€1 Salvador
Dominican Republic
mojocco

Papua New Guinea

|
O=NOa

1
fOe Vv WENSO
—_-NarO

-—0non
-~Naco

fhilippines

_-anNnA® ONLUL®

LRV N T
LBl O=WNO NENNN

wNaAL

Nicaragua

t
WU W e B0 Nel e

China. People’s Rep.
Sotswana

jamaica

Thailand

Paraguay

-a N

Mauritius
Algeria
E£cuador
Tunisia
tiaq

N SN NweO
F-XU RN
NE LN NuUeD




Furchasing
Power
Parity per

Syrian Arab Rep.
Peru

jo1dan

west Bank/Gaza
Suf iname

c?I?-bla
f
Trinidad and Yobago

Cosia Rrica
Turkey

mataysia

tran. islamic Rep.
Fanama

Rfomania

venezuela

srazit

Gieece

mexico
Argentina
Korea, Republic

Chile

Poland

South Africa, rep. ol
Uruguay

vugaslavia

Portugal
ngary
Tatwan
Soviet union
nsita

oman

CYpsus
Barbados
Saud! Arabia
ireland

Spain

E. jetusaiem
1stael

New Zealand
italy

sahrain

Austialia

United Arab eEmirates
united Kingdom
Austria

Netherlands
Singapore
Finland
japan
Seligium

Tabie 10

W per capita

Average
annual
growth rate
{percent)

1965-87

Dollars
1987

1640
1470
1560
1560
2270

33
0.2

1240
1570
4210
1610
1210

SN WNN .

1810
31690
2240
5200
3730

® -

2
2
1
1
2.
4.
2.
0
4,
3
2
]
6.
o
2
0
1
3.
3
3

0120
4020
1830
2390

C s BN NARON bAmAae

NON N O NAN B
NeWM: W COoa O

-- Data Set tor Analysis of mCs

in_table 4 (continurd)

oversall
surplus/deficit
{percentage of ow)

1972 1987

-3.5 -10 9
-0 9 e 2
-7 6 -8 4

vwoe. w o

COoCAN we N

Physical
Quaiity
ol Lile

External Public Debt service as a percent ol

£xports of
guods and services

~

SUWEeNN U N O wao
Mo AaW W N & Yoo

NECERTY- Y- VST FERVEE JE-X-¥- SV
~

» o
NE wn e

Average
amual
tntlation
(P detlator)
1980-87

11 0
1wl s
18

wichiinegy
tean et equipment
and othey
minudactures
4y 12 percent
ot tntal exports
1987

27
19
55




Ceemany, fed. Republic

(X3

Purchasing

Power

Par ity per
caplta GoP
Dollars

1987

13324
13780
13343
13906
13961

14370
15019
15247
15403
15940

16375
17615

e

Dollars

1987

16600
15550
14610

4070
12790

14400
14930
18550
21330
17190

15160
18530

Table 10

- Wehan NOSo

Mu veanow NNOBA

susplus/desicty
(percentage of Ne)

-- Data Set tor Analysts of mCs in lable

txternal Public Debt service as a percent of tran-pust equipment

goods and services

ol total exports
1987

@8 NwNC@

CXYEEE- X
-

2
4
7
7
7
-9
5
3
5

aun
wo




Footnote 10 for Table 10:

Sources and explanation:

Per Capita GNP Data, Average Annual Growth Rate, Overall

Surplus/Deficit, External Public Debt Service, Average Annual

inflation and Machinery and Other Manufactures as a percent cf
ble
ta

Exports: The World Bank, World Development Report 1999, Ta
1, page 164, and Box A.l, page 230; where World Bank GNP da

are unavailable, GNP data are drawn from the Overseas
Development Council, Growth, Exports, & Jobs in a Changing
World Economy Agenda 1988: U.S. Policy and the Developing
Countries, Table D-1 pp. 246 ff. 1987 per Capita GDP is
expressed in terms of Purchasing Power Parity (PPP): U.S.
Agency for International Development, Development and the
National Interest, Table 1, page 132. "PPP" data represent
International Comparison Program (ICP) estimates of per capita
GDP developed through using Purchasing Power Parity (PPP)
concepts (hereafter called "PPP per capita"). Information
concerning the methodology used is contained in Summers, Robert
and Alan Heston, "A New Set of International Comparisons of
Real Product and Price Levels Estimates for 130 Countries,
1950-1985," Review of Income and Wealth 34, 1: 1-25 and
supplemental diskette, 1988. 1987 PPP data are used except in
the cases of Afghanistan, Angola, Burkina Faso, Chad, the
Dominican Republic, Greece, Guinea, Hungary, Iran, Iraq,
Mozambique, Oman, Poland, Romania, Somalia, the Soviet Union,
Suriname, Swaziland, Uganda, and Yugoslavia, where 1985 data
from Summers, Robert and Alan Heston, "A New Set of
International Comparisons of Real Product and Price Levels
Estimates for 130 Countries. 1950-1985," Review of Income and
Wealth 34, 1: 1-25, 1988 Tables 3 and 4 are used. Israel'’'s
1987 PPP per capita and GNP per capita are used for East
Jerusalem, while Jordan’s 1987 PPP per capita and GNP per
capita are used for the West Bank/Gaza.

Physical Quality of Life Index (PQLI) data are from the
Overseas Development Council, Growth, Exports., & Jobs in a
Changing World Economv Agenda 1988: U.S. Policy and the

Developing Countries, pp. 246 ff. Jordan’s PQLI is used for
the West Bank/Gaza.




Table 11, - A.1.0. FY 1989 O%t .§ﬁn, Plus lEloml. Central Sureaw

(Thousand §) Yotat--
Reglona | Country Fy 1909
& Central Actual
Sureau Fy 1989 Ohligations
Funds & Sec. Plus reglonal,
Yotal-— 416 Approvals Central Suresu
FY 1989 CP°s Allocable and “Othes-
Countries Budget Regquests by Country funds

Country Programs
Countries
AFR 633.73 . 793 440
ANE 3,.503.93 3.60%,814
LAC 1.085.204 1,067,568
Subtotal, country Programs 5,272 8% $.570.822
Reglonal Programs
AFR 163,650 93,173
ANE 51.25%0 12,578
LAC 140,392 (19,069) 121,323
Subtotal. Reglonal Programs 353,292 (128,218) 227.074

Subtotai. Reglonald Sureau Programs

Central Programs
(128.97))
(54.012)
€36.72%)
318.38) 518.38)
Subtotat. central Programs 985,814 12!’.7!0) 766,104

Sudtotal. Country, kegional and 6.564,000 [ 6.564.000
Central Programs

Ocob/Reod 25.600 25,000

Subtotal, Country. Regionai. and
Central Programs and Deod/Reod 6.589.000 6.589.000

ASHA, Operating Expe...i:. Other aisc, (239, 149) (239.149)
Subtotal, couﬁtvy- Reglonal, centrod,

ASHA and other aisc. 6,349 851 6,349 851

Trade and Development, Other 34¢ 440 341,440

Total silateral assistance 6.691._291 6. 69¢.29¢

Section 416 Allocated to Countrles 148,347 148,347
Totai silaterat Afd Plus Sec. 418 6.83%.638

Percent of Total Bilateral Assistance
Plus Section 416 Allocadble to countries

Percent of Total Regional and Centrat
Programs Alfocadble to Countriles

Percent of Yotal Reglonal, central, asmw
and Other alsc.. and Trade ang
Development, Other and Sec. 416
Allocable te Commiries




Footnote 11 for Table 11l:
Sources and explanation:

A.I.D. FY 1989 Congressional Presentation budget request tozals
are from the U.S. Agency for International Development,
Congressional Presentation, Fiscal Year 1989, Main Volume, p.
514,

A.I1.D. regional and central bureau FY 1989 funds were allocated
to each A.I.D. recipient country by staff in A.I.D.'s regional

and central bureaus, Data for Section 416 Approvals were made

available by A.I.D. staff,

The regional and central fund allocations plus any amounts
allocable by country in the "Other" funds category were added
to A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget requests for DA, ESF, and
P1L480 Titles I and Il for each country to determine the total
country FY 1989 budget requests plus regional, central bureau
and "Other" funds. See Tables 6, 8 and 9 for a breakdown of
the data making up the "Total - Country FY 1989 Budget Requests
Plus Regional, Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable by
Country."

Data from S&T were made available to Devres as expenditures.
Data from other sources were made available as obligations;
where data were not labeled, Devres staff included it as
obligations. This mixing of expenditures and obligations is an
aggregation of different types of data. However, it uses the
only data made available and does provide an indication of
A.I.D. regional and central bureau funds allocable by country
for analytical purposes.

AFR and LAC have a large percentage of funds unattributable to
specific countries in part because an important portion of
their funds are directed to regional entities -- AEPRP (i.e.
the performance-based fund), South Africa Regional, Africa
Regional and Sahel Regional for AFR, and ROCAP, PACAMS,
Caribbean Regional, Central American Regional and LAC Regional
for LAC.

Of "Total Bilateral Assistance," $1.120 billion cannot be
attributed to countries ($6.691 billion - $5.571 billion). Of
this, $0.227 billion are from Regional Central programs, $0.766
billion are from Central Bureaus (including $0.518 billion in
Central Bureau PL480 funds), $0.025 billion are from
Deobligations/Reobligations, and $0.341 billion are from
miscellaneous categories including Trade and Development and
Migration & Refugee Assistance. A net gain of $0.239 billion
is obtained from the set of miscellaneous categories including
ASHA, Operating Expenses and Housing Guarantees because of
receipts that more than offset the expenditures in the
categories in this grouping. The $0.148 billion of Section 416
Assistance is fully allocable to countries.
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Table 12. -- Reglonal and Central Bureau FY 1989
Funds Allocable by Country *

{Milllions §)

Afghanisten

Algeria

Angola

Antigua and Barbudas

Argentina

Austrla

Bahamas

Bahrata

Bangladesh

Barbados

Belize

Benin

Bolivia

Botsvana

Brazil

Brunel 0

Burkina Faso 0.562 1.100 1.783 3.445

Burma 0.159 0.035 0.015 0.209

Burundl 0.312 0.396 0.708

Cambodia [}

Cambodian Resistance . 0

Cameroon T . 0.955 0.020 0.936 1.911

Cape Verde 0.008 0.019 0.207 0.23¢

Central African Republic 0.857 0.422 1.279

Chad 0.387 0.678 1.065

Chile 2.201 0.978 3.179

China, People’s Rep. 0.050 1.300 1.35

Colombia 3,686 3.837 7.523

Comoros 0.005 0.005 0.260 0.27

Congo, People’s Rep. 0.010 0.189 0.089 0.288

Costa Rlca 1.411 1.145 0.138 0.285 2.979

Cote d'Ivoire 1.508 0.400 0.624 2.532

Cuba . 0.011 0.011

Cyprus 6.001 0.001

Djibouti 0.006 0.040 0.139 0.185

Dominica 0.250 0.116 0.366

Dominlcan Republic 0.269 1.760 0.741 2.77

Ecuador 0.235 2.329 1.276 3.84

Egypt, Arab Rep. 3.717 1.344 1.069 6.13

El Salvador 0.221 0.578 0.066 0.865
* See Footnote 12




Table 12. -- Reglonal and Central Bureau FY 1989
Funds Ailocable by Country (continued)

(Mtllions §)

Equatorial Guinea, Rep. of
Ethiopla

E. Jerusalem

Fijt

Finland

Gabon
Gambla, The
Ghana
Greece
Grenada

Guatemala

Guinea 1.05
Guinea-Bissau 0.302
Guyana 0.004
Haitl 4,620

Honduras 4.688
Hong Kong 0.071
Iceland 2
India 5.215
Indonesia 10.121

Iraq 0.003
Ireland - 0
Iscael . . 10.593
Jamaics . 1.046
Jordan . 1.588

Kenya . 15.000 23.366
Kiribatt 0
Korea, Republic 0.478
Kuwalt 0.002
Lebanon 4.316

Lesotho 1.297
Liberia 1.406
Luxembourg 0
Madagascar 0.806
Malawl 5.797

Malaysia 0.296
Maldlves 0
Mali . 10.000 12 934
Malta o
Mauritanla 1 336
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Table 12. -- Regional and Central Bureau FY 1989

Mauritius

Hexico

Microneslia

Morocco 0.317
Mozamblique

2.856

Nepal 1.183
Nicaragua

Niger

Nigerla

Oman 0.055

Pakistan 0.065
Panama

Papua New Guinea

Paraguay

Percu

0.188

1.451
1.983

Philippines 1.390
Poland

Portugal 0.010
Rwanda

Sao Tome/Principe

(X4

Saudl Arabla -
Senegal

Seychelles

Sierra Leone
Singapore

Solomon Islands
Somalia

South Africa, Rep. of
Soviet Union

Spain

Srl Lanka

St. Kitts-Nevis
St. Lucla

St. Vincent
Sudan

0.949

Suriname
Swaziland
Syclan Arab Rep.
Talwvan

Tanzania

Funds Allocable by Country (continued)

0.397
8.675

1.302
0.038

2.361

2.047
5.133

2.868
0.037
1.199
0.667
5.745

5.263

1.121

0.003
1.832
0.005
0.635
0.214

0.001
0.439
0.013

1.826

0.030

1.692

0.001
0.419
0.010
0.065
1.479

(Mlllions §)

0.

0.
. 662

-0 0

19,

020

313

.010

.166
.012

L0411
.025

.800

.238

.937
.500
.637

.525

3713

0.887

0.060

0.082
0.176
0.400
1.335
0.360
0.601

0.735
0.300

0.052

0.840

0.146

0.175

0.271
0.036
06.077
0.060
1,299

0.394

0.174

0.205

1.194
1.702

0.310
0.205

1.653
0.259
0.263

0.145
0.460

0.044

3.636
0
3.583
32.267
0.055

25.000

4.268
0.225
1.559
2.159
8.354

8.188
0.3
0.01
1.463
0.205

0.003
6.563
0.264
0.984
0.214

0.001
1.696
0.973
1.637

[

3.571
0.036
0.107
0.06
22,496

0 001
0 942

g 01
0 065
1 917
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Table 12. -- Reglonal and Central Bureau FY 1989
Funds Allocable by Country (continued)

(MLllions §)

ANE LAC SeT USFDA FVA DFA AEPRP TOTAL
Thailand 1.502 6.594 0.152 1.464 9.712
Togo 0.568 0.050 0.031 0.409 1.058
Tonga 0.001 0 001
Trinidad and Tobago 0.426 0.426
Tunisia 0.534 0.875 0.036 0.068 1.513
Turkey 0.458 1.895 0.700 3.053
Tuvalu [
Uganda 2.141 0.075 0.978 0.155 3.349
United Arab Emirates 0.001 Q.06
Uruguay 0.173 0.150 0.323
Vanuatu 0.855 0.855
Venezuela 0.184 0.106 0.29
West Bank/Gaza 13.902 13.902
Western Samoa 0.001 0 025 0.008 0.034
Yemen Arab Rep. 0.545 0.991 0.040 1.576
Yugoslavlia [
Zalre 1.864 0 672 0.980 3.516
Zambla 1.079 0.227 0.308 1.614
Zlmbabwe 2.773 1 714 0.608 5.095

‘387672 19.069 128.973 36.725 54,012 20.477 50.000 347 928




Footnote 12 for Table 12:
Sources and explanation:

A.1.D. regional and central bureau FY 1989 funds were alls:
Z.'s ox

to each A.I.D. recipient councry by staff in A.I .
and central bureaus.

eFL

Data from S&T were made available to Devres as expenditures
Data from other sources were made available as obligations;
where data were not labeled, Devres staff included it as
obligations. This mixing of expenditures and obligations
aggregation of different types of data. However, it uses
only data made available and does provide an indication of
A.I.D. regional and central bureau funds allocable by countr
for analytical purposes.
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Rer3innat Country Fy 13a%
& ectral ACtud.
Birwa; Fy 1989 0D Jar ns
Totalea P2t A Sec Biug RAJig RPYa
Fy 14%3 7P ¢ 410 AQT VAN centra g.rway, Py
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PPC J oCa
PRE 0 G0
OFDA (36 72%) 197 43
PL480 T ooex
Science advisor Z 3
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other ¢ 00%
subtotal, Central Programs (219 710) 28 75%
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Section 416 Allocated to Countries 148 347 148 347
Total Silateral Ald Plus Sec 416 7.095 482
AEEERESEEIX
Percent of Total Silateral assistance 7 7%
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Percent ot Total kegional and Central
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Footnote 13 for Table 13:
Sources and explanation:
A.I.D. FY 1989 Actual Obligations totals are from the U.S.

Agency for International Development, Congressional
Presentation, Fiscal Year 1991. Main Volume, p. 236,

A.1.D, regional and central bureau FY 1989 funds were allocatead
to each A.I.D. recipient country by staff in A.1.D.'s regional
and central bureaus. Data for Section 416 Approvals were made
available by A.I.D. staff.

The regional and central fund allocations plus any amounts
allocable by country in the "Other" funds category were added
to A.I.D. FY 1989 Country actual obligations for DA, ESF, and
PL480 Titles I and II for each country to determine the total
country FY 1989 budget requests plus regional, central bureau
and "Other" funds.

Data from S&T were made available to Devres as expenditures.
Data from other sources were made available as obligations;
where data were not labeled, Devres staff included it as
obligations., This mixing of expenditures and obligations is an
aggregation of different types of data. However, it uses the
only data made available and does provide an indication of
A.I1.D. regional and central bureau funds allocable by country
for analytical purposes.

AFR and LAC have a large percentage of funds unattributable to
specific countries in part because an important portion of
their funds are directed to regional entities -- AEPRP (i.e.
the performance-based fund), South Africa Regional, Africa
Regional and Sahel Regional for AFR, and ROCAP, PACAMS,
Caribbean Regional, Central American Regional and LAC Regional
for LAC.

0f "Total Bilateral Assistance,” $0.722 billion cannot be
attributed to countries ($6.947 billion - $6.225 billion). Of
this, $0.213 billion are from Regional Central programs, $0.544
billion are from Central Bureaus (including $0.220 billion in
Central Bureau PL480 funds) and $0.167 billion are from
miscellaneous categories including'ASHA, disaster assistance
and operating expenses. A net gain of $0.203 billion is
obtained from a set of miscellaneous adjustments and receipts.
The $0.148 billion of Section 416 Assistance is fully allocable
to countries.
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Table 14,

COUNTRY

-— nalzsls of the impact of the Variaice Between Requested L 480 funds and Actual £148Q Expendituses (continued)
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COLNIRY

—

copact_of the variance Briween Requested PL480 Funds and Actual Pi480_Expendltures

(miltion 33
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Footnote 14 for Table 14:
Sources and explanation:

A.I.D. FY 1989 Congressional Presentation budget request to:ials
are from the U.S. Agency for International Development,
Congressional Presentation, Fiscal Year 1989, Main Volupe, ».
514,

A.I1.D. regional and central bureau FY 1989 funds were allocated
to each A.I.D. recipient country by staff in A.I.D.’'s regional
and central bureaus. Data for Section 416 Approvals were made
available by A.I.D. staff.

The regional and central fund allocations plus any amounts
allocable by country in the "Other" funds category were added
to A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget requests for DA, ESF, and
PL480 Titles I and II for each country to determine the total
country FY 1989 budget requests plus regional, central bureau
and "Other" funds. See Tables 6, 8 and 9 for a breakdown of
the data making up the "Total - Country FY 1989 Budget Requescts
Plus Regional, Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable by
Country.”

Data from S&T were made available to Devres as expenditures.
Data from other sources were made available as obligations;
where data were not labeled, Devres staff included it as

obligations. This mixing of expenditures and obligations is an
aggregation of different types of data. However, it uses the
only data made available and does provide an indicacion of
A.I1.D. regional and central bureau funds allocable by country
fer analytical purposes.

FY 1989 PL480 budget requests were taken from the Congressional
Presentation, Fiscal Year 1989. Transportion costs for PL 480
were not allocable by country. Actual FY 1989 PL480
expenditures were provided by A.I.D. staff. This actual FY
1982 PL 480 expenditure data includes transportation costs
allocated by countries.

The variance between FY 1989 budget requests and actual FY 1989
expenditures for PL 480 by country is presented in the table.
The impact of the variance on each'country'’'s total allocation
is shown in the table as a percentage of the allocation derived
using PL 480 budget requests.




