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MEMORANDUM

TO: AA/PPC, Reginald J. Brown

THROUGH: AAA/PPC, Ratherine Blakesle
All 

FROM: PPC/PDPR, Richard 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. PPG 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, ith 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:

— Qpt_i°n 1—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.

V
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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 in Support o'f a Middle Income Country Strategy for the U.S. 
Agency for International Development, present FY 1989 A.I.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 are 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 to 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. PPP 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 spigots including 
housing loan guarantees and support of multilateral financial 
institutions. Smaller spigots (e.g., PPC or Science Advisor's office) 
were also 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 contains 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.g., 
Peace Corps, Narcotics, Section 416 food aid, and Other 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, APR, 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 which 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 privatization 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:

1) International economic integration;
2) Global public goods (e.g., environmental protection, 

narcotics control, AIDS research and education, and 
cooperative research in science and technology);

3) Democratic institutions; and
4) Poverty reduction with the primary burden borne by the MCs 

themselves.
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Table I

Option 1; 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** 
of $1,070 and $3,845 
___GNP Per Capita_____

Arbitrary Tripwires 
of $1,000 and $5,000 
____PPP Per Capita

Country # of Total % of Tot. # of Total % of Tot.
Category Countries Assistance Assist. Countries Assistance Assist.

(Millions) (Millions)

Developing

MCS

Industrial

Budget

82

39

40

Attributed 161*** 
Not Attributed

Total Budget

$3

$1

,945

$543

,231

$5,719 
$1,121

$6 ,840

57

7

18

83 
16

100

.6

.9

.0

.5****

.5

.0

34

56

39

129***

$3

$1

If
$6

$930

,447

,291

,668
7T7T

,840

13

50

18

.6

.4

.9

82.9****
I7TT

100 .0

**

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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Country 
Category

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

f of
Countries

Developing................................34

MCs**. ................................... .5_6

High Political Importance***
High Econ & High Soc 14 
Low Econ & High Soc 7 
High Econ & Low Soc 3 
Low Econ or Low Soc**** 2 

Sub-Total High Political.. 26
Low Political Importance***

High Econ & High Soc 5 
Low Econ & High Soc 11 
High Econ & Low Soc 0 
Low Soc & Low Econ**** 6 

Sub-Total Low Political... 22

Total % ofrot 
Assistance Assist. 
(Millions)

$930 

$3,447

13.6

50.4

Inadequate Data........... 8

Industrialized........................... 39

Total Funds
Attributed by Country 
Not Attributed by Country

129 55,668
51,172

Total Budget...................................$6,840 100.0

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
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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 Soc (Zimbabwe, Lesotho, Botswana, Jamaica,

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

High Econ & Low Soc 
Low Soc & Low Econ (Senegal, Cote d'lvoire, 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:

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 average 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.
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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

ADCs (with Portugal & Thailand) 
Other

Total Not Attributed 

Total A.I.D. Budget

8 
121

129

$5,668

$185 
$5,483

$1,172

$6,840*

82.9

2.7 
80.2

17.1

100.0

These statistics omit military expenditures 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. Or, 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 designations 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. In 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 (NFS), Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission (NRC), and the Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA).



ATTACHMENT 2 

Pros and Cons of Each Option

Option 1: Large group of MCs, high A.I.D. funding

Pros Cons

Appeals to wider audience;
Facilitates A.I.D programming 
outside conventional guidelines;

Openly deals with MCs in terms 
of U.S. interests;

Helps MCs become more responsible;
Creates more mature (collaborative) 

relationship with MCS;
Emphasizes collaboration among 

private sector entities;
May make A.I.D.'s program more 

cost effective;
Lowers A.I.D.'s profile in MCs;
Complements other U.S.G. endeavors 

by viewing the A.I.D. program 
from a longer-run NSC-type 
perspective rather than on 
an immediate crisis basis.

Classifies many dissimilar
countries as MCs; 

Pulls A.I.D. away from its direct
focus on poverty alleviation;
Substantially changes A.I.D.
operations and staffing; 

A.I.D. gives up direct leverage
its resources could provide; 

A.I.D. is not well prepared to
carry out activities in many
MC areas; 

A.I.D. envisioned MC activities
overlap with those of many 

The current program in some
developing countries will be
reduced under this option,
creating political difficulties

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

Provides a framework for A.I.D. 
to assist effectively in the 
numerous countries that have 
a mixture of advanced and still 
"developing" sectors;

Establishes a policy for A.I.D. 
assistance in moving countries 
to mature MC stature;

More politically acceptable within 
A.I.D. because it allows MCs 
to be classified fairly and it 
allows missions to shift gradually 
to an MC approach in MCs;

Cons

Introduces a wide mixture of A.I.D. 
conventional and MC-type program­ 
ming among MCs, diminishing the 
meaning of MC status for A.I.D.'s 
own development activities and 
reducing the impact of MC status 
on U.S.-MC relationships;

Tends of obfuscate the significance 
of the MC approach for 0MB, 
Congress, and others who will 
need to support appropriate 
(larger) funding levels for MC 
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 the intensity of some of 
the "cons" in Option 1 by allow­ 
ing a more gradual and ex­ 
periential transition to MC 
programming—e.g., 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 several MC subgroups are estab­ 
lished, 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 p"oblems 
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.g., 
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 Cons

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 0MB 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 the potential for friction
between A.I.D. and other U.S.G.
agencies over MC strategy &
operations;

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 Cons

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.

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 0MB & 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 stitus; 

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, -- GN'P Per Caolca, Purchasing Poypr . Parity Per C^ifa. -ir.ci 
A.I.D. FY Iv39 Country Budget Requests Plus Regional. 
Central Bureau..and. "Oeher" Funds Allocable by Country fox* 
A.I.D.'s Current Advanced Developing Countries-''

A.I.D. FY l.-S? 
Country Budget 
Requests Plus 
Regional, 
Central Bureau 
and "Other" 
Funds Allocable

Country capita'"* capita bv Country __
(Million $)"

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 3.179
Uruguay 5063 2190 0.323
Portugal 5597 2830 60.510

1987 1987
PPP per GN'P per
capita'"* capita
($) ($)

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

*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 1: 

Sources and explanation:

Per Capita GNP Data: The World Bank, World Development Report 
1989. Table 1, page 164, and Box A.I, 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-l 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 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. 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. 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 
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, 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 allocable to 
countries plus $0.148 billion of Section 416) or 83 percent was 
allocable to individual countries using the above method.



Table 2. - - A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Requests Plus Regional.
Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable by Counrry fcr 
Developing. Middle and Industzriglized Countries Arrayed rv, 
1987 GNTP per Capita*

Developing Countries (GN'P per capita <

Country

Micronesia
Ethiopia
Bhutan
Chad
Zaire

Bangladesh
Cambodia/Cambodian Resistance
Guinea-Bissau
Malawi
Nepal

Lao PDR 
Mozambique 
Tanzania 
Burkina Faso 
Burma

Madagascar
Mali
Gambia, The 
Viet Nam 
Burundi

Zambia
Niger
Uganda
Afghanistan
Sao Tome/Principe

4:4

254
220

883

476
722

528
405
377
752

634
543
736

450

717
452
347
609

1987 
GNP per 
capita 
($)

130
150
150
150

160
160
160
160
160

170
170
180
190
190

210
210
220
220
250

250
260
260
280
280

A.I.P. "Y 1989 
Country Bv^et: 
Requests Plus 
Regional, Central 
Bureau and 'Other' 
Funds Allocable 
bv Country_______
(Million $)

1.992
10.402

20.50: 
57.158

138.308
5.000
3.723

36.230
17.858

54.305
14.008
10.217
14.209

18.834
31.191
6.455

4.043

18.614
25.437
11.349
45.303
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, 
"Review of Income and Wealth 34, 1: 1-25 and supplemental diskette, 
1988.



Table 2. -- A._!. . FY 1989 Cour.trv Budget Requests Plus Regi.T.al. :er.rr 
Bureau and "Other" Funds Mineable bv Country for 
Developing. Middle and Induscrialized Countries Arrayed by 
19J7 GN? per Capita (continued)

Developing C-v-ir-.tr ies CGNP per capita <- IC^O) (concinued)

A.I.D. FY 19S9 
Country Budget 
Requests Plus 
Regional, Central

1987 1987 Bureau and 'Other' 
PPP per GN'P per Funds Allocable

Country capita capita bv Country______
($) ($) (Million $)

China, People's Rep. 2444 290 1.350
Maldives -- 290
Somalia 348 290 33.300
Togo 670 290 9.668
India 1053 300 161.530

Rwanda 571 300 11.162
Sierra Leone 480 300 9.445
Benin 665 310 3.503
Guinea 452 320 17.015
Central African Republic 591 330 5.921

Kenya 794 330 72.878
Sudan 750 330 90.972
Equatorial Guinea, Rep. of -- 340 2.255
Pakistan 1585 350 389.939
Haiti 775 360 38.085

Comoros -- 370 1.376
Lesotho 1585 370 16.162
Nigeria 668 370 43.767
Ghana 481 390 23.218
Guyana 1654 390 4.004

Sri Lanka 2053 400 47.269
Solomon Islands -- 420 1.114
Yemen, PDR -- " 420
Mauritania 840 ' 440 9.065
Indonesia 1660 450 70.748

Liberia 696 450 26.117
Tuvalu -- 450 .070
Kiribati -- 480 .394
Cape Verde -- 500 4.658
Senegal 1068 520 49.367



Table 2. -- A.I.D. FY 1989 Cour.try Budget Requests Plus Rerl~r.il,
General Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable bv Cour.try f< r 
Developing. Middle and Industrialized Countries Arrayed '"• 
1987 GNP per Capita (continued)

Developing Countries fG.SP per capita <- IT'0) (continued)

A.I.D. Pi' 19S9 
Country Budget 
Requests Plus 
Regional, Central

1987 1987 Bureau and 'Other' 
PPP per GNP per Funds Allocable

Country capita capita bv Country______
(?) (?) (Million $)

Western Samoa -- 550 1.284
Bolivia 1380 580 92.982
Zimbabwe 1184 580 5.095
Philippines 1878 590 165.289
Yemen Arab Rep. 1466 590 29.537

Morocco 1761 610 87.373
Egypt, Arab Rep. 1357 680 992.752
Papua New Guinea 1843 700 3.228
Swaziland 1187 700 8.534
Tonga -- 720 .594

Dominican Republic 1753 730 78.714
Cote d'lvoire 1123 740 3.032
Honduras 1119 810 152.504
Nicaragua 2209 830
Angola 609 840 .237

Thailand 2576 850 37.625
El Salvador 1733 860 293.336
Congo, People's Rep. 756 870 .788
Vanuatu -- 880 .855
Jamaica 2506 940 77.578

Guatemala 1957 950 147.094
Cuba -- 960 .011
Cameroon 1381 970 23.498
Paraguay 2603 " 990 4.634
St. Vincent -- '' 1000 .060

Ecuador 2687 1040 35.338 
Botswana 2496 1050 12.558

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)



Table 2. -- A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budr.et Reauescs Plus Peglrr.-il.
General Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable by •>••.::• trv f><r 
Developing. Middle and Industrialized Countries Arrayed u \ 
1987 GN'P per Capita (continued)

Middle Countries dCT^ < GXP per capita <"- 38451

A.I.D. FT 19 S 5 
Countrv Budget 
Requests Plus 
Regional, Central

1987 1987 Bureau and 'Other' 
PPP per GNP per Funds Allocable 

Country capita capita bv Country______
($) (?) (Million $)

Djibouti -- 1180 3.385
Tunisia 2741 1180 35.490
Turkey 3781 1210 73,803
Belize -- 1240 13.191
Colombia 3524 1240 17.523

Chile 4862 1310 3.179
Grenada -- 1340 .068
St. Lucia -- 1400 .107
Dominica -- 1440 .366
Peru 3129 1470 61.528

Mauritius 2617 1490 2.071
Jordan 3161 1560 37.604
West Bank/Gaza 3161 1560 13.902
Fiji 3558 1570 1.594
Costa Rica 3760 1610 103.390

Syrian Arab Rep. 2900 1640 .010
St. Kitts-Nevis -- 1700 .036
Malaysia 3849 1810 .296
Mexico 4624 1830 49.643
South Africa, Rep. of 4981 1890 25.873

Poland 4913 1930 12.159
Iraq 2813 1970 .003
Brazil 4307 2020 11.797
Lebanon -- " 2150 4.616
Uruguay 5063 '' 2190 .323

Hungary 5765 2240
Panama 4009 2240 .225
Suriname 3522 2270 .001
Argentina 4647 2390 .544
Yugoslavia 5063 2480



Table 2. -- A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Requests Plus Rer.->r.al.
Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable by Country for 
Developing, Middle ar.d Industrialized Countries Arrayed • v 
1987 GNP per Capita (continued)

Middle Cour-rri.es '10"0 < GNP per capita <•» 33-.;) (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 bv Country______
($) ($) (Million $)

Antigua and Barbuda -- 2540 1.493
Algeria 2633 2680 .046
Korea, Republic 4832 2690 .478
Gabon 2068 2700 2.457
Portugal 5597 2830 60.510

Seychelles -- 3120 3.610
Venezuela 4306 3230 1.290
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) 542.676



Table 2. -- A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Requests Plus Region-il.
Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable by Courrry fc 
Developing. Mid_dle and Industrialized Countries Arrayed 
1987 GNP per Capita (continued)

Industrialized Countries ( GN7 P per capita > 3845)

Country

Greece
Malta
Trinidad and Tobago
Cyprus
Romania

Barbados
Libya 
Oman 
Spain 
Ireland

Saudi Arabia 
E. Jerusalem 
Israel
Soviet Union 
New Zealand

Singapore 
Hong Kong 
Bahrain 
Bahamas 
Italy

United Kingdom
Australia
Belgium
Netherlands
Austria

France
Germany, Fed. Republic
Finland
Kuwait
Denmark

1987
PPP per
capita .
($)

4464
7775
3664
7910
4273

7927

7792
8989
8566

8320
9182
9182
6266

10541

12790
13906
11142

10682

12191
11782
13140
12661
12386

13961
14370
12795
13843
15119

1987
GNP per
capita
(?)

4020
4190
4210
5200
5200

5350
5460
5810
6010
6120

6200
6800
6800
7120
7750

7940
8070
9240

10280
10350

10420
11100
11480

" 11860
' 11980

12790
14400
14470
14610
14930

A.I.D. FY 1989
Country Budget
Requests Plus
Regional, Central
Bureau and 'Other'
Funds Allocable
bv Countrv
(Million $)

.598

.426
3.001

.302

15.055

.003

.011
1,210.593

1.637

.214

.071

.001

.001

--

- _

.002



Table 2. -- A^I.D... FY 1989 Country Budget Requests Plus Regional,
Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable by Country for 
Developing, Middle and Industrialized Countries Arrayed b\ 
1987 GNP per Capita (continued)

Industrialized 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 Country______
(Million $)

Canada 
Brunei 
Sweden 
Japan 
United Arab Emirates

Iceland 
Norway
United States 
Luxembourg 
Switzerland

16375

13780
13135
12191

13324
15940
17615
15247
15403

15160
15390
15550
15760
15830

16600
17190
18530
18550
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)

.001

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
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Footnote 2 for Table 2:

Sources and explanation:

Per Capita GNP Data: The World Bank, World Development: Report 
1989. Table 1, page 164, and Box A.I, 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 1938: U.S. Policy and the 
Developing Countries. Table D-l 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 Sunniers, 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. 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.

11



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, 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 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.

12



Table 3. -- A.I.D. FY 198Q Country Budget Requests Plu? ! 
Central Bureau ind "Other" Fup.ds Allocahle b 
for Developing, Middle and Industrialized Co 
Arr aved bv 1987 Purchasing Power Per Capita

es

Developing Countries (PPP per capita <= $1.000)

Country

Zaire 
Chad 
Uganda 
Somalia 
Burkina Faso

Tanzania
Burundi
Guinea
Niger
Ethiopia

Malawi 
Sierra Leone 
Ghana 
Mozambique 
Mali

Rwanda
Central African Republic
Afghanistan
Angola
Madagascar

Benin
Nigeria
Togo
Liberia
Zambia

1987 
GNP per 
capita

150
150
260
290
190

180
250
320
260
130

160
300
390
170
210

300
330
280
840
210

310
370
290
450
250

A.I.D. FY 1989 
Country Budget 
Reques-.s Plus 
Regional, Central 
Bureau and 'Other 
Funds Allocable 
by Country_______
(Million $)

57.158
20.505
11.349
33.300
10.217

14.008
4.043

17.015
25.437
10.402

36.230
9.445

23.218
54.305
31.191

11.162
5.921

45.303
.237

18.834

3.503
43.767
9.668

26.117
18.614

* 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 Country Budget Requests Plus Regional.Cer 
Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable by Country for 
Developing, Middle and Industrialized Countries Arrayed 
1987purchasing Power Per Capita Income (continued)

Developing Countries ''?PP per capita <- $1.000). (continued.,

A.I.D. FY 1989 
Country Budget 
Requests Plus 
Regional, Central 
Bureau and 'Other' 
Funds Allocable 
bv Country________
(Million $)

Country

Nepal
Gambia, The
Sudan
Burma
Congo, People's Rep.

Haiti 
Kenya
Mauritania 
Bangladesh

1987 
PPP per 
capita 
($)

722
736
750
752
756

775
794
840
883

1987 
GNP per 
capita 
($)

160
220
330
190
870

360
330
440
160

17.858
6.455

90.972
14.209

.788

38.085
72.878
9.065

138.308

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) 929.567
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Table 3. -- A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Requests Plus Rer,ior..il.
Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable by Country f 
Developing. Middle and Industrialized Countries Arrayed 
1987 Purchasing Power Per Capita Income (continued)

Middle Cour.rrries C$1.000 < PPP per capita <= $5,000).

Country

India 
Senegal 
Honduras 
Cote d'lvoire 
Zimbabwe

Swaziland
Egypt, Arab Rep.
Bolivia
Cameroon
Yemen Arab Rep.

Lesotho 
Pakistan 
Guyana 
Indonesia 
El Salvador

Dominican Republic
Morocco
Papua New Guinea
Philippines
Guatemala

Sri Lanka
Gabon
China, People's Rep.
Nicaragua
Botswana

Jamaica
Thailand
Paraguay
Mauritius
Algeria

A.I.D. FY 1 :< 3 9 
Country Budget 
Requests Plus 
Regional, Central

1987 1987 Bureau and 'Other' 
PPP per GNP per Funds Allocable 
capita capita by Country________
(?) (?) (Million $)

1053 300 161.530
1068 520 49.367
1119 810 152.504
1123 740 3.032
1184 580 5.095

1187 700 8.584
1357 680 992.752
1380 580 92.982
1381 970 23.498
1466 590 29.537

1585 370 16.162
1585 350 389.939
1654 390 4.004
1660 450 70.748
1733 860 293.336

1753 730 78.714
1761 610 87.373
1843 700 3.228
1878 590 165.289
1957 950 147.094

2053 400 47.269
2068 2700 2.457
2124 290 1.350 
2209 " 830
2496 ' 1050 12.558

2506 940 77.578
2576 850 37.625
2603 990 4.634
2617 1490 2.071
2633 2680 .046
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Table 3. -- A.I.D. FY 1989 Cov.r.trv Budget Requests Plus Regicr.i 1,
Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable by Country f:-r 
Developing. Middle and Industrialized Countries Arrayed h- 
1987 Purchasing POWPT Per Capita Income (continued)

Middle Countries ''$1,000 < PPP per capita <- $5,000) (continued)

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

1987 1987 Bureau and 'Other 
PPP per GNP per Funds Allocable 

Country capita capita by Country______
($) (?) (Million $)

Ecuador 2687 1040 35.338
Tunisia 2741 1180 35.490
Iraq 2813 1970 .003
Syrian Arab Rep. 2900 1640 .010
Peru 3129 1470 61.528

Jordan 3161 1560 37.604
West Bank/Gaza 3161 1560 13.902
Suriname 3522 2270 .001
Colombia 3524 1240 17.523
Fiji 3558 1570 1.594

Trinidad and Tobago 3664 4210 .426
Costa Rica 3760 1610 103.390
Turkey 3781 1210 73.803
Malaysia 3849 1810 .296
Iran, Islamic Rep. 3922 3690

Panama 4009 2240 .225
Romania 4273 5200
Venezuela 4306 3230 1.290
Brazil 4307 2020 11.797
Greece 4464 4020 .598

Mexico 4624 1830 49.643
Argentina 4647 2390 .544
Korea, Republic 4832 2690 .478
Chile 4862 " 1310 3.179
Poland 4913 ' 1930 12.159

South Africa, Rep. of 4981 1890 25.873

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
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Table 3. -- A.I.D. FY 1 Q 89 Country Budget Requests Plus Regiorvil. "prrv. 
Bvireau and "Other" Funds Allocable bv Country for 
Developing, Middle and Industrialized Countries Arrayed hy 
I98 7 Purchasing Power Per Capita Income (continued;

Industrialized Countries (PPP per capita > 50^0)

Country

Uruguay
Yugoslavia
Portugal
Hungary
Taiwan

Soviet Union
Malta
Oman
Cyprus
Barbados

Saudi Arabia
Ireland
Spain
E. Jerusalem
Israel

New Zealand
Italy
Bahrain
Australia
United Arab Emirates

United Kingdom
Austria
Netherlands
Singapore
Finland

Japan
Belgium
Iceland
Sweden
Kuwait

1987
PPP per
capita
<$)

5063
5063
5597
5765
5907

6266
7775
7792
7910
7927

8320
8566
8989
9182
9182

10541
10682
11142
11782
12191

12191
12386
12661
12790
12795

13135
13140
13324
13780
13843

1987
GNP per
capita
($)

2190
2480
2830
2240
3250

7120
4190
5810
5200
5350

6200
6120
6010
6800
6800

7750
10350
9240

11100
15830

10420
11980

" 11860
•' 7940

14470

15760
11480
16600
15550
14610

A.I.D. FY 1?S9
Country Budget
Requests Plus
Regional, Central
Bureau and 'Other'
Funds Allocable
bv Countrv
(Million $)

.323

60.510

.065

1.637

15.055
3.001
.302

.003

.011
1,210.593

„ _

.001

.001

.214
--

_ _
--

.002

17



Table 3. -- A.I.D. FY JQ8Q Cour.rvv S'idgec Requests Plus ?^:-':" 
Cpp.tral Bureau and "Orhpf" F-irds Allocabjp by "/•"ir 
Developing. Middle ar.d Industrialized Countries Av 
I 31 *? Purchasing Fewer Per Capita Income i,c o r. tir.ueJ >

Industrialized Councrles (PPP rcr c.irlta > 5 AQO) (continueJ-

Country

Hong Kong
France
Germany, Fed. Republic
Denmark
Luxembourg

Switzerland 
Norway 
Canada 
United States

1987
PPP per 
capita
<$)

13906
13961
14370
15119
15247

1987
GNP per 
capita
(?)

8070
12790
14400
14930
18550

A.I.D. FY 1-8?
Country Budget 
Requests Plus 
Regional, Central 
Bureau and 'Other'
Funds Allocable 
bv Countrv
(Million $)

.071

15403
15940
16375
17615

21330
17190
15160
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) 5.668.406
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Footnote 3 for Table 3: 

Sources and explanation:

Per Capita GNP Data: The World Bank, World Development PerT- 
1Q89. Table 1, page 164, and Box A.I, page 230; where Vorid 
Bank GNP data are unavailable, GNP data are dravn from the 
Overseas Development Council, Growth, Exports, & Jobs in a 
Changing World Economy Agenda 1988: U.S. Policy and the 
Developing Countries. Table D-l 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, 
Surinarae, 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. 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, 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. Data for 
Peace Corps, Narcotics, and "Other1 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.
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FooCnoce 3 for Table 3: <continued.

A.I.D. regional and central bureau FY 1989 funds were allc:.": : 
to each A.I.D. recipient country by staff in A.I.D.'s re-si.: .1 
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 2A, 
ESF, and PL480 Titles I and II for each country to .icrer^ir-.- 
the total country FY 1989 budget requests plus r«gi-:.al, 
central bureau and "Other" funds allocable by ccur.tirv

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.

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, Congressional 
Presentation. Fiscal Year 1989. Main Volume, p. 514--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.I.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.

CUP Countrt«» PPF Countrl«i

» of
Cat««err Countries

MCa

Ind.

Total

•2

3*

Total X of Tot. » of Total I of Tot.
Assistance Assist Countries Assistance Assist.
(Thousand $) (Thousand $)

S3,9**.S7I

5*2.676

1.231.916

S5. 719. 170

57.6

7.9

}8.0

83.5

34

56

39

129

$ 929,567

3,447.050

1.291. 719

$5,661.40*

13.6

50. A

18.9

82.9



Footnote 3 for Table 3: ''continued,!

MCs in the PPP grouping (Table 3) chac were noc included as M Ts ir. :: 
GN? grouping (Table 2) are:

Middle Countries fSl.OOO < PPP per capita <- $5.000)

Country

India 
Senegal 
Honduras 
Cote d'lvoire 
Zimbabwe

Swaziland 
Egypt, Arab Rep. 
Bolivia 
Cameroon 
Yemen Arab Rep.

Lesotho 
Pakistan 
Guyana 
Indonesia 
El Salvador

Dominican Republic
Morocco
Papua New Guinea
Philippines
Guatemala

Sri Lanka
China, People's Rep.
Nicaragua
Botswana
Jamaica

Thailand
Paraguay
Ecuador
Trinidad and Tobago
Romania

1987
PPP pet
capita
(?)

1053
1068
1119
1123
1184

1187
1357
1380
1381
1466

1585
1585
1654
1660
1733

1753
1761
1843
1878
1957

2053
2124
2209
2496
2506

2576
2603
2687
3664
4273

1987
GNP per
capita
($)

300
520
tO

740
580

700
680
580
970
590

370
350
390
450
860

730
610
700
590
950

400
290
830

1050
940

850
990

1040
4210
5200

A.I.D. FT 19S9
Country Budget
Requests Plus
Regional, Central
Bureau and 'Other'
Funds Allocable
bv Count rv
(Million $)

161.530
49.367
152,504

3.032
5.095

8.584
992.752
92.982
23.498
29.537

16.162
389.939
4.004
70.748

293.336

78.714
87.373
3.228

165.289
147.094

47.269
1.350

12.558
77.578

37.625
4.634
35.338

.426
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Footnote 3 f">r Table 3: t, continued»

Middle f"our.rries -$1,000 < PPP per capita <•- $5.000) i, continue a

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 C our, try______

($)
Country

Greece 4464

(Million $) 

4020 .598

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) 2,992.144

Five countries included as MCs in the GNP grouping (Table 2) shifted 
into the industrialized countr5.es category in the PPP grouping (Table 
3). These countries are:

Industrialized Countries (PPP per capita > 50001

Country

Uruguay
Yugoslavia
Portugal
Hungary
Taiwan

1987 
PPP per 
capita 
($)

5063
5063
5597
5765
5907

1987 
GNP per 
capita 
($)

2190
2480
2830
2240
3250

A.I.D. FY 1989 
Country Budget 
Requests Plus 
Regional, Central 
Bureau and 'Other' 
Funds Allocable 
by Country______
(Million $)

.323

60.510

.065

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)
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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 no- 
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)

Country

Djibouti 
Belize 
Grenada 
St. Lucia 
Dominica

St. Kitts-Nevis
Lebanon
Antigua and Barbuda
Seychelles

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

1987 1987 Bureau and 'Other 1 
PPP per GNP per Funds Allocable 
capita capita by Country______ 
($) ($) (Million $)

1180 3.385
1240 13.191
1340 .068
1400 .107
1440 .366

1700 .036
2150 4.616
2540 1.493
3120 3.610

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 26.872

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
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3 for Table 3: (continued)

In Table 2 the MCs tonal of A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget Requests 
was $542.676 million. As shown in the small table above, this tot 
reduced by $60.898 million for countries that shifted into the Foo 
industrialized category in Table 3 and by $26.872 million for cour. 
which were not included in Table 3 because no PPP data was availab 
leaving $454.906 million. The additional countries included as MC 
Table 3 add $2,992.144 million to this amount for a grand total of 
$3,447.050 million.
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Table 4. -- Categories of .MCs based on Table 3's PPP Analysis as Determined bv ~ i ::'•--.-•-•• r 
Economic and Social Indicators Including A.I.D. Pir 1989 Country B'.idr.rr 
Requests Plus Regional. Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable hv "c :r.rry 
for Each Country and Category*

Category 1: MCs with Normal or Better Economic and Social Indicators and Other "Is '"••-•-.- 
U.S. has Important Political Interests

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 
> 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______
($)

Indonesia
Dominican Republic
Philippines
Sri Lanka
China, People's Rep.

Thailand
Mauritius
Tunisia
Syrian Arab Rep.
Colombia

($) ($) (Million $)

63 1660 450 70.748
75 1753 730 78.714
79 1878 590 165.289
87 2053 400 47.269
80 2124 290 1.350

82 2576 850 37.625
83 2617 1490 2.071
66 2741 1180 35.490
71 2900 1640 .010
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.
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Table 4. -- Categories of MCs based on Table 3's PPP Analysis as Determined u y 
Economic and Social Indicators Including A.I.D. FY 1989 Country £•.; 
Requests Plus Regional. Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable 
for Each Country and Category* (continued)

Category 1: MCs with Normal or Better Economic and Social Indicators and Othe: 
U.S. has Important Political Interests (continued)

Country

Trinidad and Tobago
Costa Rica
Turkey
Malaysia
Brazil

Greece
Mexico
Korea, Republic
Poland

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

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

1987 Bureau and 'Other' 
GNP per Funds Allocable 

PQLI capita** capita by Country______
($) (Million $)

90 3664 4210 .426
94 3760 1610 103.390
73 3781 1210 73.803
81 3849 1810 .296
77 4307 2020 11.797

97 4464 4020 .598
84 4624 1830 49.643
86 4832 2690 .478
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 708.679
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Table 4. -- Categories of MCs Based on Table 3's PPP Analysis as Determined b 
Economic and Social Indicators Including A.I.D. FY 1989 Country S 
Requests Plus Regional. Central Bureau and "Other" Funds.. Allocabl
for Each Country and Category (continued)

Category 1: MCs Uith Normal or Better Economic and Social Indicators and Oth 
U.S. has Important Political Interests (continued)

Other M^s Where U.S. has Important Political Interests*

Country

India
Egypt, Arab Rep.
Pakistan
El Salvador
Guatemala

Nicaragua
Panama
South Africa, Rep. of
Portugal

55
60
43
74
64

74
90
66
91

1937 
PPP per 
capita 
($)

1053
1357
1585
1733
1957

2209
4009
4981
5597

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

1987 Bureau and 'Other' 
GNP per Funds Allocable 
capita bv Country______ 
($)

300
680
350
860
950

830
2240
1890
2830

(Million $)

161.530
992.752
389.939
293.336
147.094

.225
25.873
60.510

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.
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Table 4, -- Categories of MCs Based on Table 3's PPP Analysis as Detenr.ir.ed by "I 
Economic and Social Indicators Including A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Ev.'-'.-.et 
Requests.._Plus Regional, Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable hy 
for Each Country and Category (continued)

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

Country

Honduras
Zimbabwe
Lesotho
Botswana
Jamaica

Paraguay
Algeria
Ecuador
Peru
Jordan

Venezuela 
Argentina 
Chile

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

o Physical Quality of Life > 60, but

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

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

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

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

1987 Bureau and 'Other' 
GNP per Funds Allocable

PQLI capita capita by Country______
($) (Million $)

67
67
61
66
92

83
62
79
71
77

87
90
91

1987 
PPP per 
capita 
($)

1119
1184
1585
2496
2506

2603
2633
2687
3129
3161

4306
4647
4862

810 152.504
580 5.095
370 16.162

1050 12.558
940 77.578

990 4.634
2680 .046
1040 35.338
1470 61.528
1560 37.604

3*230 1.290
2390 .544
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
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Table 4. -- Categories of MCs Based on Table 3's PPP Analysis as Dererrr.lned '"••• L:r':' :••••- 
Economic and Social Indicators Including A.I.D. FY 1989 Country E'.:'i-~---r 
Requests Plus Regional. Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable '-•_•• "-.".rrry 
for Each Country and Category (continued)

Category 3: MCs with Normal or Better Economic and Low Social 
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 total 
exports < 35 percent, and

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

Country

Morocco

o Physical Quality of Life < 60.

POLI

54

1987 
PPP per 
capita

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

1987 Bureau and 'Other' 
GNP per Funds Allocable 
capita by Country_______
($)

1761 610

(Million $)

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 87.37
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Table 4. -- Categories of MCs Based on Table 3's PPP Analysis as Detern-lr.ed '-••• 'it; 
Economic and Social Indicators Including A.I.D. FY 1989 Country B'-KVrt: 
Requests Plus Regional. Central Bureau and "Other" Funds Allocable '-•• 
for Each Country and Category (continued)

Category 4: MCs with Low Economic and Social Indicators

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

o Physical Quality of Life < 60, and

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

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

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

Country

Senegal
Cote d'lvoire
Bolivia
Cameroon
Yemen Arab Rep.

Papua New Guinea 
Gabon

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

POLI

36
49
59
58
28

54
54

1987
PPP per 
capita 
($)

1068
1123
1380
1381
1466

1843
2068

1987
GNP per 
capita 
($)

520
740
580
970
590

700
2700

A.I.D. FY 1989
Country Budget 
Requests Plus 
Regional, Central 
Bureau and 'Other'
Funds Allocable 
bv Countrv
(Million $)

49.367
3.032

92.982
23.498
29.537

3.228
2.457
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Table 4. -- Categories of MCs Based on Table 3's PPP Analysis as Determined bv 
Economic and Social Indicators Including A.I.D. FY 1989 Country B'r. 
Requests Plus Regional. Central Bureau and "Ocher" Funds Allocahle
for Each Country and Category (continued)

Category 5: Countries for which Economic Data Were Not Available 

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

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

o Stability: External public debt service as a percentage of tota" 
exports data unavailable, or

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

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

1987 Bureau and 'Other' 
GNP per Funds Allocable 
capita,, by CountryCountry

Fiji
Guyana
Iran, Islamic Rep.
Iraq
Romania

Suriname 
Swaziland 
West Bank/Gaza

PQLI

83
86
59
62
91

84
56
77

1987 
PPP per 
capita

3558
1654
3922
2813
4273

3522
1187
3161

($)
1570
390

3690
1970
5200

2270
700

1560

(Million $)

1,594
4.004

.003

.001
8.584

13.902

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
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Footnote 4 for Table 4:

Sources and explanation:

Per Capita GNP Data: The World Bank, World Development Report 
1989. Table 1, page 164, and Box A.I, 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-l pp. 246 ff. 1987 per Capita 
GDP is expressed in terms of Purchasing Power Parity (PPP): 
U.S. Agency for International Development, Development and rhe 
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 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
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Footnote 4 for Table 4: ^continued}

information available from the World Development ?er°rr !'J -'J , 
Table 1, page 1C*. 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, PL480 Titlu 
I and Title 2 are from the U.S. Agency for International 
Development, Congressional Presentation. Fiscal Year 19°.9. .'-!i:r 
Volume. pp. 500 ff. See Tables 6, 8 and 9 for a breakdown cf 
the data making up the "Total - Country FY 19S9 Budget Requi-ats 
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 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 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.I.D. regional and central bureau funds allocable by country 
for analytical purposes.
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A.I.D. FY 1989 
Country Budget 
Requests Plus 
Regional, Central

Antigua and Barbuda
Bahamas
Belize
Bhutan
Brunei

Cambodia/Cambodian Resistance
Cape Verde
Comoros
Cuba
Djibouti

Dominica
Equatorial Guinea, Rep. of
Grenada
Guinea-Bissau
Kiribati

Lao PDR
Lebanon
Libya
Maldives
Micronesia

Sao Tome/Principe 
Seychelles 
Solomon Islands 
St. Vincent 
St. Kitts-Nevis

St. Lucia 
Tonga 
Tuvalu 
Vanuatu 
Viet Nam

Western Samoa 
Yemen, PDR

POL:

86
89
86
26
41

50
65
57
98
31

88
38
86
29

. -

79
66
67

1987
GN'P per
c,ir>itq•'§)

2540
10280
1240
150

15390

160
500
370
960

1180

1440
340

1340
160
480

170
2150
5460
290

Bureau an
Funds All
bv Co'intr
(Million

1.

13.

5.
4.
1.

3.

2.

3.
•

4.

d 'Other'
ocable
v
$.'

-93
0?1
191

000
658
376
Oil
385

366
255
068
723
394

_ _

616

69
88
51
84
85

85
60

42
80

86
39

280
3120
420
1000
1700

1400
720
450
480
220

550
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

*See Footnote 5.

1.992

.505
3.610
1.114
.060
.036

.107

.594

.070

.855

1.284
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Footnote 5 for Table 5: 

Source and explanation:

Per Capita GNP Data: The World Bank, World Development Rer^rr 
1989. Table 1, page 164, and Box A.I, page 230; where World 
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. Policy and the 
Developing Countries. Table D-l 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 Countries, 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 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, 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.

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 
for analytical purposes.
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Table t --AID rv 1919 Country Budget Requests Plus Ri-glonal Central Bureau and other fluids Allocdble by Country 
(Million I)

COUNTRY

Afghanistan 
Algeria 
Angola 
Antigua and Barbuda 
Argentina

Austria 
Bahamas 
Cahraln 
Bangladesh
Barbados

Belize
Benin
Bolivia
Botswana
Brazil
Brunei
Burkina Faso
Burma
Burundi
Cambodia

cambodlan Resistance
Cameroon
Cape verde
Central African Republic
Chad

Chile
China people's Rep
Colombia

'£' Comoros
Cr* Congo. People s Rep

Costa Rica ' *
Cote d'lvolre
Cuba
Cyprus
Oil bout 1

Dominica
Dominican r.epubllc
Ecuador
Egypt. Arab Rep
El Salvador

Equatorial Guinea Rep of
Ethiopia
E lerusalem
FIJI
Finland

Gabon
Gambia. The
Ghana
Greece
Grenada

Gua 1 ema 1 a
Gti l nea
Gulnea-Bi ssau
Guyana
IUIII

1*17 
PPP per 
cap (1)

to*
2*33
to*
4*47

1231*

11142 
•13

7*27

tt5
1310
249*
4307

377
752
450

l)«l

591
254

4862
2444
3524

756

3760
1123

7*10

1753
2617
1357
1733

454
9112
3551
12795

2068
736
411

4464

1957
452

1654
775

1917
Of per 
cap (t)

210 
2610 
• 40 
2540 
2390

11*10 
10210 
9240 
160

9350

1240
310
510
1050
2020

15390
190
1*0
250
160

970
500
3)0
ISO

1310
290
1240
370
170

1610
740
960
5200
II 10

1440
730
1040
610
•60

340
130

6100
1570

14470

2700
220
390

4020
1340

950
320
160
)')0
)6G

Count ry

DA fSf

22 

54

7

22
t

2
7
2

II
2
2
t

0
0

12
0

20
16

67

1

3
1

34
12
2

J-i

500 22 500 

500

400 2 000

270 25 000
000

500
000
500

5 000
000
500
000
000 10 000

700
500

000 70 000
500

3 000
3 200

311 25 000
720 * 000

115 000
700 115 000

000

500
000

000 80 000
0111,
000

150

FV 1989 Budget Requests

Subtotal cc
DA tSF IV 

P14IO PI 4 10 PI 410 A
Title i Title 2 lilies 142 cc

60 000 15 476

1 196
17 000 12 69*

4 272

1 590

2 601

15 000

25 000 3 261
0 510

170 000 1 622
35 000 4 771

5 131

0 921
6 000 4 891

IB OOU 5 075
3 UlH>

U S40
4 111)11

6 71 1

45 000 

129 976

9 400
1 196

76 966
• 000

6 772
7 000
2 500

5 000
II 000
4 090
2 000
II 60'.

0 700
0 500

97 000
0 500

3 000
3 200

73 516
26 2)0

916 622
292 471

1 000
5 •)•

4 478
IB 198

117 075
15 01)0
2 540
4 1)1)0

II 911

1 1 
1

glonal 4 other -- it i 
ntral Bureau Peac? Corps R g 
191* Funds Narcullcs B t 

locable by Srttlon 416 1 u 
unlry other economic L f

0 
0
0
i
0

0 
0
1
0

1
0
6
1

to

3
0
0

1
0
1
1
3
1
7
0
0

2
2
0
0
0

0
2
3
*
0

0
0
0
0

0
0
1
a
0

6
t
u
u
4

303 
046 
2)7 
493 
544

001 
001 
332
302

279
314
01*
107
1*7

445
209
701

911
214
279
065

l'9
)50
52)
270
211

»79
5)2
Oil
001
115

36*
770
140
1)0
165

27)
81)
Oil
04*

'181
921
26)
598
068

154
051)
]|)2
IMI4
t./'l

2
1

10
)
1

7
0

)
0
2
0

10
0

]

2
5

U
)

1

2
1
2

1
il
I"

!

512
99)
000
451
600

urn)
1 35

587
1)4
642
• H

llttj
4Ub

4 1 1

151
261

9(2
.'51

"i4ti

1*1.
Im,
u'.7

Al '•
•l» '•

«•< 1

'• 14

1 - . , ,i.ir>
989 Hu 1 Kt 
I'SIS I' UK 
'mAl ( nil ral
au ,i!i,i tiint-r
•. tl l,i ablr 
'.lllltly

45 ID) 
0 046 
0 2)7 
1 49) 
0 544

U MM 
0 001 

1)1 1UI
0 102

1 ) 191
) -iO)

92 912
12 55I
II 797

10 21'
14 .'i|9
4 04)

5 |i, ID
2) 448
4 651
5 921

20 MI5

) 179
1 150

17 ".21
1 176
U ?•«

10) I'M)
3 0)2
0 Oil
1 001
) )I5

0 166
71 7 14
)5 ))«

912 ?52
29) ))6

2 255
10 4U7
U HI 1
1 '> 14

.• 4 ,:
1, 4' *«

21 .'18
II V48
u ut,e

14 ' 1144
1 • H '•

i .' 1
4 11,14

"" ""•''
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table *. — A.I.O FV I»M Count ly Budget Requests Plus Regional. Cent ill Bureau and 'other' Funds Allocable by Countiy (continued)
(Million I)

COUNTRY

south Africa. Rep. of
Soviet union
Spain
Sri Lanka
St. KlttS-NCVll

St. lucla
St. Vincent
Sudan
Surl nave
Swaziland
Syrian Arab Rep.
Ta l»an
Tanzania
Thailand
TOffO

Tonga
Trinidad and Tobago
Tunisia
Turkey
Tuvalu
Uganda
United Arab Cnlrates
Uruguay
Vanuatu
Venezuela
vest lank/Gaza
western sa»a
ve«en. PM
Ye«en Arab Rep
Yugoslavia
Zaire " •
Zambia
Zimbabwe

Total

IM7 
PPP per 
cap. (»>

4*(l
4244
1*1*
2053

750
3522
11*7

2*00
5*07
405
2574
470

3444
2741
37(1

347
121*1
5043

4304

3141

1464
5063

220
717
1114

I*t7
CNP per 
cap. (()

1190
7120
4010
400
1700

1400
1000
130
2270
700

1440
3250
1(0
(SO
2*0

720
4210
11(0
1210
450

260
15(30
21*0
((0
3230

1560
550
420
590

24(0

150
250
5(0

country FY 19(9 Budget Requests
Subtotal
OA. CSF 

PL4(0 PI 410 PL4IO 
OA tSF Title 1 Title 2 Titles 1 4 2

21.600 3 300 24 900

24. (00 14 000 0 194 42 *94

15.000 12 000 40 000 1 474 4( 474

4.500 6 500

10.000 0 616 10 616
16 000 5 000 21 000
1.750 2.424 4 174

12 500 10.000 22 500
70 000 70 000

( 000 ( 000

21 500 5 000 24 500

33 000 16 000 0 220 49 220
7.000 10 000 17 000

*46.2*2 3207 300 644 000 224 617 5042 209

Regional 4 
Central lureau
FY 1*19 Funds
Al locable by 
Country

0 *73
1 437

3 571
0 034

0 107
0 060

22 496
0 001
0 *42

0 010
0 065
1 *I7
* 712
1 05(

0 001
0 426
1 513
3 053

3 349
0 001
0 323
0 155
0 290

13 902
0 034

1 576

3 516
1 614
5 095

347 *2(

Other --
Peace Corps. 
Narcotics 
Section 416 
Other Economic

0 704

1 142

1 475
6 913
2 436

0 593

II 477
0 750
0 010

1 UOO

1 250

1 4fa 1

4 422

329 03)

lotal - Cciund'y 
FV 1919 Budget
Requests Plus 
Regional Cential 
Ruirau and other 
runds Al locable 
by Courlliy

25 «73
1 637

47 269
0 036

0 107
0 060

90 972
0 001
a 514
0 010
0 065
14 001
37 625
* 66(

0 594
0 426

)5 490
73 an)
0 070

II 349
0 001
0 321
0 155
1 290

1) 902
1 it*

21 5)7

57 151
II 614
5 095

5719 170



Footnote 6 for Table 6: 

Source and explanation:

Per Capita GNP Data: The World Bank, World Development Reporr 
1989, Table 1, page 164, and Box A.I, 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-l 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 
Deve1opment, 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 Rsgional, 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, 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.

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" colurr.r 
were added to A.I.D. FY 1989 Country Budget requests for D~ 
ESF, and PL480 Titles I and II for each country to decerir.i- 
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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HCs with Normal or Better Economic and Social Indicacors Other MCs VTiere U.S. has Important Political Ir.re

1987 1987 
PPP per GNP per 

Country POU. capui" cipua

Indonesia
Dominican Republic
Phi I ippines
Sri Linm
thinj, People't «ep.

Thailand
Mauri tius
Tunisia
Syrian Arab Rep.
Coloiicia

Trinidad and Tobago
Coata Rica
Turkey
H laysia
1 ajll

G eece
M xico
1C rea, Republic
Poland

MCs with Low Economic and

Country PQll

Honduras 67
Zimbabwe 67
Lesotho 61
lotiwana 6*
Jamaica 92

Paraguay 83
Algeria 62
Ecuador 79
Peru 71
Jerdan 77

Venezuela 87
Arfentina 90 
Chile 91

-- — —— — - . — _,~. . . . -

MCs with Nomal or Better

Country poif

63 1660
75 1753
79 1S78
57 2053
80 2124

82 2576
83 2617
66 2741
71 2900
82 3524

90 3664
94 3760
73 3781
81 3849
77 4307

97 4464
84 4624
86 4832
91 4913

450
730
590
-00
290

850
1490
1180
1640
1240

4210
1610
1210
1810
2020

4020
1830
2690
1930

Normal or Better

1987
PPP par
capita.
(*)

1119
1184
1585
2496
2506

2603
2633
2687
312?
3161

4306 
4647
4862

Econoaic

in?
MP ptr 
capita

1987

Funds Allocable 
bv Country
(Million t)

70.74J
78.714

165.289
'•7.269

1.350

37.625
2.071

35.490
.010

17.523

.426
103.390
73.803

.296
11.797

.598
49.643

.478
12.159

708.679

Country

India
Egypt, Arab Rep.
Paktctjvi,
El Salvador
Guatemala

Nicaragua
Panama
South Africa, Rep. of
Portugal

Social Indicators MCs with Low

1987 
fff per 

POU capita

55
60
43
7.
64

74
90
66
91

1053
1357
1585
'.733
1957

2209
4009
4981
5597

Social and Low

GNP ptr Funds Allocable
capita by Country Country POlt

(S) (Million t)

810
580
370

1050
940

990
2680
1040
1470
1560

3230 
9loni3yu 
1310

and Low

1987

152.504 Senttal
5.095 Cote d'lvoire

16.162 lolivia
12.558 Cameroon
77.578 Yte»n Arab «tp.

4.634 Papua Neu Guinea
.046 Gabon

35.338
61.528
37.604

1 .290

3.175
——— MCs where

408.060™"™"~

Social Indicators ,.., OT
Guyana 1*
Iran. lilaajic Dap. 59

SUP ptr Fun*. Allocable ln* • *J 
cjolla bv Country »caav>it »1

(*) («) (Million*} 
Surtnaiat 14

Morecce 54 1761 *10 87 373 Swaziland 56
Uett lank/Gaza 77

87.371

36
49
59
58
26

54
54

Economic

1987
PPP ptr
capita 
(*>

3551
1*54
3922
2813 
4273

3522
1117
31*1

1987
PPP per
capita
(I)

1068
1123
1380
1381
1466

1843
2068

1087 
GUP per Funas Allocable

(»)

3fO
6JO
350
860
950

830
2240
1890
2830

Mi. lion 1}

161.53:
992.752
227 939
273.326
K7.C9.

..
.225

25.873
fO.510

_ ———

2. 07". 259

Economic Indicators

1987
GNP per
capi ta
(I)

520
740
580
970
590

700
2700

Data are Not

1987
GUP ptr
capi ta 
(t)

1570
3*0

3*90
1970 
5200

2270
700

15M

Funds Allocable
bv Country
{Million I)

49.367
3.032

92.982
23.498
29.537

3.228
' .457

204.101

Available

Funds Allocable
bv Country 
(Million S)

1.594
4.004

• •
.003

.001
8.584

13.902

28.068

*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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lable •. — A i o Regional fv Butf'ji'l Requests Plus Regional Central iufrau and Older funds allociblf by Countty

COUNTRY

Angola
ten In
totswana
lurklna Faso
•urundl
Cameroon
Cape Verde
central African Republic
Chad
Comoros
Congo. People'i (ep.
Cole d'lvolre
Ollboutl
Equatorial Guinea. Rep. ol
Ethiopia
Gabon
Gambia. The
Ghana
Guinea
Gulnea-tlssau
Kenya
Lesotho
Liberia
Madagascar
Malawi
aail
Mauritania
Mauritius
Mozambique
Niger
Nigeria . •
Rwanda
Sao Tome/Pr Inclpe
Senegal
seychel les
Sierra Leone
Somalia
South Air lea. Rep. ol
Sudan
Swaziland
Tanzania
Togo
Uganda
Zaire
Zambia
Zimbabwe
Total country Allocation
Regional Programs
AEPRP
Air lea Regional
Disaster Reserve
local cost Support
Saliel Regional
S Air lea Reglonal/SADCC

total Regional Programs

filial tffjlml AIK
So.' Immune I

1417 
ppp per 
cap. (S)

604
tts
2446
377
450

1311

541
254

756
1123

454

2011
736
411
452

744
ISIS
194
634
476

543
140

2617
521
452

ttl
571

lOtl

410
341

4411
750
1117

405
670
347
220
717

1114

1417
GM> per 
cap. (I)

140
310
1050
140
250

470
SOO
330
ISO
370

170
740
1110
340
130

2700
220
340
320
ItO

330
370
450
210
ItO

210
440
1440
170
210

370
300
210
520

3120

300
240
1140
330
700

110
240
260
ISO
250

SIO

Country

DA ESF

1
2

000
500

(Million t) 

FV 1414 Budget Requests

P1410
Illle I

PI 410
Title 2

1 196

4 272
2.500

II
2
2
t
0

0
0

1

3
t
12
2

30
10
10
II
IS

17
3
1

15
II

II
I
0

22

0
4

21
IS
t

10
3
1
33
7

~34b

50
63

50

Ib)

510

.000

.500

.000

.000 10.000

.700

500
.500

3.200
.000

SOO
000
000
000

000 10 000
000
000 7 000
000
.000

000
000soo
000
000

SOO
000
.300
000 10 000

3.000

500
000 23 000
tOO 3 300
.000 12.000
.500

000
750
000
000
000

350 II 500

000
650

nno

l>50

nno HI 5nn

t ooo
3 000

3 000

s ooo
5 000

s ooo

4 000
2 000

40 000

16 000
10 000

101 000

III! (100

1 590

2 iOI

5 131

0 921
4 141

0 540

1 213
2 656

2 021

2 134
2 554

4 417

1 261

2 445
0 06)

0 774

1 47*

0 616
2 424

0 220

46 346

46 34b

. —————————— I
Subtotal c
DA ESF F
PI 410 A
lilies 1 t 2 c

t 196
1 000
i 772
1 500

II 000
4 090
2 000
II 601
0 700

o soo
0 SOO
3 200
1 000
5 131

4 421
II 191
IS 000
2 540

46 213
12 656
22 000
II 021
15 000

14 139
5 554
1 500

19 417
II 000

II SOO
4 261
0 300

39 495
3 063

S 274
24 000
24 400
61 476
t SOO

10 616
6 174
1 000

44 220
17 000

"575 fib

50 000
63 650

50 OUO

Ib) b50

7 IB B4b

total Country 
IV 1919 Budget 

eglonal 1 'othei — Requests plus 
entral Bureau Peace Corps Regional Central 
v 1914 Funds Narcotics Buieau anil other 
llocable by section 416 funds Allocable 
:ountry other Economic by country

0
0
i
3
0

t
0
1
1
0

0
2
0
0
0

0
0
2
t
0

23
t
1
0
5

12
1
0
4
3

32
1
0
6
0

0
1
0

22
0

1
t
3
3
1

5
^159

I0<»

237
314
107
445
701

411
234
274
065
270

211
532
us
273
• 13

Oil
921
263
050
302

366
297
406
106
797

9)4
336
571
905
513

267
413
205
563
264

414
646
473
496
442

417
051
349
516
614

045

701

7111

1 49)
3 451

0 1)5

3 517
0 334
2 642
0 134
0 406

0 412
3 751

2 376
1 lOb
2 057
0 965
0 111

3 221
2 209
2 711

15 43)

4 III
2 175

29 91)
3 154

0 411

3 301
0 '.J

3 117
2 >04

1 142

1 475
2 4)6

4 422

100 lib

IU'1 llr<

0 2)7
3 503
12 551
10 217
4 043

23 441
4 651
5 921

20 505
1 376

0 711
3 032
3 3>5
2 255

10 402

2 457
6 455
23 211
17 015
3 723

72 171
16 Ib2
2b 1 17
II I )4
36 2)0

11 191
9 Ob5
2 07 1

54 J05
25 4)7

4) 767
1 1 162
0 505

44 367
3 610

4 445
33 300
25 173
10 972
I 514

14 ooa
4 b(>»

1 1 )49
57 158
II b!4

5 015

(144 II U

1144 III)



COUNTRY

Afghanistan
Algeria
Austria
lahraln
•anfladesh
Ihutan
•runel
luiaa
caabodla
Caabodlan tes Is lance
China. People's lep.
Cyprus
fgypt. Arab tep.
f. lerusalea
Mil
f Inland
Greece
Hong Kong 
Iceland
India
Indonesia
Iraq
Ireland
Israel
lot din
Kiribati
Korea, lepubllc
Kuwait
lao PD*
Lebanon
Luneabourg
Malaysia
Maldives
Malta
Micronesia
Morocco
Nepal
(•an
Pakistan
Papua New Guinea
Philippines
Poland
Portugal
Saudi Arabia
Singapore
Solo4«on islands
Soviet onion
Spain
Sri Lanka
Syr lan Arab Kep
Taiwan
Ilia II and
Tonga
Tunisia
Tuikev
Tuvalu
United Aiab (MI talcs
Vanuatu
west (l.ink/(Hi/a
western Samoa

1*17
PPP per
cap. (1)

to*
2*33
1231*
11142

• 13

752

2444
7*10
1357
»II2
1551

127*5
44*4
13*0* 
13324
1053

lt*0
2(13
•5t(
*II2
31*1

4132
13143

• 15247
314*

7775

17*1
722

77*2
1515
l«43

I i7,
4*13
5597
1320
12790

*26*
• 919
2053
2*00

5907
257*

2741
3711

12191

3161

1*17
GNP per
cap. (*) DA

210 22.500
2*10
11910
*240
1*0 54.500

150
153*0

1*0 7.000
1*0

2*0
5200
*IO

tioo
1570

14470
4020
•070 
IktOO
300 35 . 500

450 45.000
1*70
*I20
*IOO
15*0

410
2*90
14610

170
2150

11550
mo
2*0

41*0

*IO 12 500
ItO 12.000

5110
350 50.000
700

590 15.000
1930 3.225
2130
6200
7*40

420
7120
6010
400 26 100
1640

3250
150 16 ODD
720

1 IDO
1210

450
151130
• BO
1560
550

Hull lion »>

Country rv 1*19 ludget Hequests

Subtotal
DA ISf

PL4IO IM4IO PI 410
ESF Title i Title 2 Titles t a 2

22 500 45 000

60 000 15 47* 12* 97*

7 000

5 000 5 000

3 000 3 000
•15 000 170.000 1.622 91* *22

•1 5*7 117 067

10 000 5 *27 to *27

1200 000 1200 000
II 000 II 000

0 300 0 300

15 000 40 000 15 000 12 500
12 000

15 000 15 000
250.000 10 000 310.000

124 000 12 651 151 651
3 225

60 500 60 500

16 000 0 194 42 994

5 000 21 000

12 500 10 (101) 2? 500
70 000 70 000

«eglo>ial a oilier -- 
Centiai Bureau Peace corps.
fv 1*19 funds Narcotics
Allocable by section 41*
Country other Icono4ilc

0 303
0 04*

0 001
• 332

0 20* 7 000

1 350
0 001
* 130
0 Oil
O 04* 1 541

0 5*1
0 071

5 215 39 241

10 121
0 003

10 593
1 515 II 019

0 394
0 471
0 002

4 31*

0 2**

1 992

1 **2 2 111
3 636 2 222
0 055
4 261 5 671
1 55* 1 669

• III 5 441
0 300 I 614
0 010
0 003
0 214

0 001 1113
1 637

3 571 0 704
0 010

0 065
9 712 b 911
0 001 0 59 1
1 511 11 477
3 053 U 7'.0

0 U71)
0 OUI
I) MS i
I) 'III/
U 014 1 /Ml

Total (oiinlry
ft 1969 Hol^i'l
Kfl)llfStS PIUS
Kryiofial irnlral
Hurrati and oilier
Minds Atlocable
by country

45 303
0 046

0 001
111 101

14 209

5 000

1 150
3 001

992 752
0 Oil
1 594

0 591
0 071

Ibl 510

70 741
0 001

UIO 59J
17 bU4

0 114
0 471
0 fiJJ

4 bib

0 I'll,

1 992

17 171
17 151
15 055

319 919
3 221

Ib5 2«9
12 159
60 510
0 001
0 214

1 1 14
1 b!7

47 tt.'t
0010

0 0(»'«
17 (,.'•,
0 *-Md
V 4'lt)
7 «il 1

i 11*11
1 (Mil

1 14*.
1 1 •«!!

1 .'fid



COUNTIY

v«Mn Arab tep.
Yugoslavia

Total country Allocation

Alia/Neat cast teglonal 
local cost Support 
South PaclHc
Total leglonal riogra«

Country

l«7 l«7 
fpr per CM* per 
cap (t) cap. (1) DA fSf

Utt MO 21 500 
50*3 1410

HI. 525 2.tlJ 100

22.3*3 12 SOO 

4.000 11 200

5t.lt! 21 700

(«llllon t)

fv IM9 nudgcr Kcquesis
Subtotal 
OA. ESF 

PL4IO PHiO HI 410
title i title 1 Titles I 4 2

S 000 24 500

3VI.OOO 1)2 144 ].4tO 4t«

34 a*3

IS 200
~50"ot3

Central Iurr4u Peace corps 
FY 14(4 Funds Narcotics 
Allocableby Section 4i» 
Country other fcorto«lc

1 57k 1 4»l

105 It3 11* 052

1 11'

1 "it?

IOUI (UIIMII)
fv I9t9 Hudget

Rpgloiul (rnlral 
•uitiiu and other 
funds A| locable 
b> Count i y

2» 537

3 H5 314

Total leilon: AN£

Ui



Table « — A I D leglonal fv 1914 Budget lequesls Plus leglonal. central Bureau and other Hindi Allotible by country (comlnurdl

(Million I) 

Country fv 1919 Budget lequests

COLHTiy

Antigua and larbuda
Argentina
•ananas
•arbados
•el lie

lollvla
(ratll
chile
Col 04* la
cotta I lea

Cuba
Donlnlca
Dominican lepubllc
Ecuador
II Salvador

Grenada
Guatemala
Guyana
Haiti
Honduras

JIM lea
aeilco
Nicaragua
Parana
Paraguay

Peru
St. Kltts-Nevls
St. lucla
SI vlncenl
Sur Inane

Trinidad and Tobago
Uruguay
Venezuela

Total country Allocation

•eglonal Programs

Caribbean Regional
central American leg
IAC Keglonal (Inc. Attain ol
Local cost support
PACA«S
tOCAP

Total leglonal Programs

Tolal region. LAC

1417
PPP per
cap (1)

4*47

7427

1310
4307
41*2
3524
37*0

1753
2*17
1733

1457
1*54

775 000
1114

250*
4*24
2204
4009
2*03

3124

3522

• 3t*4
50*3
430*

justice)

I4«7
Of per
cap .'I)

2540
2340
10210
5350
1240

510
2020
1310
1240
1*10

4*0
1440
730
1040
1*0

1340
450
390

3*0 000
110

440
1130
130

2240
440

1470
1700
1400
1000
2270

4210
2140
3230

DA

7 400

21.270

12.000

20.311
It .720
*7.700

34.000

25.150
40.000

17.514

IS 270

271.417

20.230
23 tOO
24.153

24 500

93 113

371 600

PI 440
ISf Title 1

2 000

25 000 17 000

70.000 IS 000

25 000 25 000
4.000

115.000 35 000

10 000 11.000
4 000

17.000 12 000

25 000 30 000

2 000 It 000

510 000 172 000

15 000
10 000
12.500

37 500

547 500 172 000

Subtotal
DA ISf

PI 410 PI 410
iltle 2 Titles i « 2

9 400

12 t9t 7* 46t

47 000

3 2tl 73 5*6
0 510 2* 230
4.771 242 471

5 075 137 075
4 000

t 7*1 31 931
3.122 142 122

72 519

4 904 43 174

4t 127 1006 544

35 230
33 tOO
37 353

24 500

130 4i3

46 127 1137 227

Regional t

rv I9a4 funds
Al locable by
Country

1 443
0 544
0 001
0 302
1 274

t Olt
10 147
3 174
7 523
2 474

0 Oil
0 36*
2 770
3 440
0 a*5

0 064
* 154
0 004
4 *20
4 141

1 04*
12 431

0 225
2 159

a 354
0 036
0 107
0 0*0
0 001

0 42*
0 323
0 790

42 3*4

12 364

Other --

Narcotics.
Section 41*
other [commie

2 512

to ooo
1 *oo

10 000
3 411

2 351
5 2*1

3 465

1 534
5 694

3 943
37 205

2 475

10 000

1 COO

100 B65

3 704

* 000

9 709

110 574

TOIAl Country
It 1919 Himgrl 
K**qurus I'lus

Bin ran and Other
(utiJi Mtotabte
by (ountry

1 493
0 544
0 001
0 102
13 141

92 912
11 797
3 174

17 523
103 340

0 Oil
0 366

7* 714
35 331

243 33*

0 061
147 094

4 004
31 015

152 504

77 571
49 643

0 225
4 6)4

61 521
0 036
0 107
0 060
0 001

0 426
0 323
1 290

1 119 773

1 I/It 77i

total All Keglons



Footnote 8 for Table 8: 

Source and explanation:

Per Capita GNP Data: The World Bank, World Development Per^rt 
1989, Table 1, page 164, and Box A.I, 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 che 
Developing Countries. Table D-l pp. 246 ff. 1987 per Capita 
GDP is expressed in terms of Purchasing Power Parity (PPP): 
U.S. Agency for International Development, Development and rhe 
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, 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, 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.
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Table 9. -- Detail of "Other" A.1.0. FY 1989 Budget Requests: Peace Corps, Narcotics^ Other Economic and Section 416*
(Hi 1 1 ion S)

1987 1987 
PPP per GNP per Total -- 'Other' 

Country cap. {$) cap. ($) Peace Corps Narcotics Section 416 Other Economic Allocations

Afghanistan
Algeria
Angola
Antigua and Barbuda
Argentina

Australia
Austria
Bahamas
Bahrain
Bangladesh

Barbados
Belgium
Belize
Benin
Bhutan

Bolivia
Botswana
Brazil
Brunei
Burkina Faso

00
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' 1 voire
Cuba
C ypr us
Dl'KIWll k

Oj itxjul 1

609
2633
609

4647

11782
12386

11142
883

7927
13140

665

1380
2496
4307

377

752
450

1381

16375

591
254

4862

2124
3524

756
3760

1123

7910
1S119

280
2680
840
2540
2390

11100
11980
10280
9240
160

5350
11480
1240 2.512
310 1.993
150

580 10.000
1050 3.451
2020 1 .600
15390

190

190 7.000
250 0.835
160

970 3.587

15160
500 0.334
330 2.642
150 0.839

1310

290
1240 10.000
370 0.406
870
1610 3.411

740
960
5^00
14950
1180

2.512
1.993

10.000
3.451
1.600

7.000
0.835

3.587

0.334
P.642
0.839

10.000
0.406

5. .,11

•

*See Footnote 9



Table 9. -- Detail of "Other" A.I.D. FY 1989 Budget Requests: Peace Corps. Narcotics. Other Economic and Section 416*

vo

1987 1987 
PPP per GNP per 

Country cap. ($) cap. ($)

Dominica
Dominican Republic
E. Jerusalem
Ecuador
Egypt. Arab Rep.

El 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.
Iraq

Ireland
Israel
Italy
Jamaica
Japan

Jordan
Kenya
Kiribati
Korea, Republic
Kuwa I t

1753
9182
2687
1357

1733

454
3558
12795

13961
2068
736

14370
481

4464

1957
452

1654
775
1119

13906
5765

13324
1053
1660
3922
2813

8566
9182
10682
2506
13135

3161
794

4832
13845

1440
730

6800
1040
680

860
340
130

1570
.V470

12790
2700
220

14400
390

4020
1340
950
320
160

390
360
810

8070
2240

166GO
300
450

3690
1970

6120
6800
10350
940

15760

1560
330
ABO
2690
14610

(Million S)

Total -- 'Other 1 
Peace Corps Narcotics Section 416 Other Economic Allocations

2.358

3.668 1.600

0.982
3.751

1.548

2.376
1.106

2.057

3.865
0.965
0.881

1.534
5.694

39.248

2.943 1.000

18.019
3.229
0.394

2.358

5.268

O.Vfl?
3.751
1.548

2.376
1.106

2.057

3.865
0.965
0.881

1.534
5.694

39.248

3.943

1C. 019
3..V9
u. 3V-



Table 9. -- Detail of "Other" A.I.D. FT 1989 Budget Requests: Peace Corps. Narcotics. Other Economic and Section 416*

Cn 
O

Country

Lao PDR
Lebanon
Lesotho
Liber ; a
Libya

Luxembourg
Madagascar
Malawi
Malaysia
Maldives

Mali
Malta
Mauritania
Mauritius
Mexico

Micronesia
Morocco
Mozambique
Nepal
Netherlands

New Zealand
Nicaragua
Niger
Nigeria
Norway

Oman
Pakistan
Panama
Papua New Guinea
Paraguay

Peru
Philippines
Poland
Portugal
Romania

Rwanda
Sao Tome/Principe
Saudi Arabia
Senegal
Seychel los

Sierra Leone
Singapore
Solomon Islands
Somalia

1987 
PPP per 
cap. {*)

1585
696

15247
634
476
3849

543
7775
840
2617
4624

1761
528
722

12661

10541
2209
452
668

15940

7792
1585
4009
1843
2603

3129
1878
4913
5597
4273

571

8320
1068

480
12790

348

1987 
GNP per 
cap. ($)

170
2150
370
450

5460

18550
210
160

1810
290

210
4190
440
1490
1830

610
170
160

11860

7750
830
260
370

17190

5810
350

2240
700
990

1470
590
1930
2830
5200

300
280

6200
520
3120

300
7940
420
290

(Million S) 

Peace Corps Narcotics

2.209
2.711

1.628

4.118

2.175

15.000

1.992
2.881

2.222

3.854

0.371 5.300

1.669
2.475

10.000
5.443

0.411

2.8U9
0.283

3.187

1.113

Total -- 'Other' 
Section 416 Other Economic Allocations

2.209
2.711

13.805 1S.43J

4.118

2.175

22.205 37.205

1.992
2.881

29.913 29.913
2.222

3.854

5.671

1.669
2.4^

10.UUO
5.445

8.634 8. 634

U.411

0.500 i.',n9
U..-HS

5.11'.,"

1.1H
?.604 ,'.l:(t;



Table 9. --

Country

Soviet Union
Spain
Sri Lanka
St. Kitts-Nevis
St. Lucia

St. Vincent
Sudan
Sue i name
Swaziland
Sweden

Switzerland
Syrian Arab Rep.
Taiwan
Tanzania
Thailand

Togo
Tonga
Trinidad and Tobago
Tunisia
Turkey

Tuvalu
Uganda
united Arab Emirates
United Kingdom
United States

Uruguay
Vanuatu
Venezuela
Viet Ham
West Bank/Gaza

Western Samoa
Yemen Arab Rep.
Yemen, PDR
Yugoslavia
Zaire

Zambia
Zimbabwe

1987 1987 
PPP per GMP per 
cap. ($) cap. ($}

6266
8989
2053

750
3522
1187

13780

15403
3810
3581
405

2576

670

3664
2741
3781

347
, 12191

12191
17615

5063

4306

3161

1466

5063
220

717
1184

7120
6010
400
1700
1400

1000
330
2270
700

15550

21330
1640
3250
180
850

290
720

4210
1180
1210

450
260

15830
10420
18530

2190
880
3230
220
1560

550
590
420
2480
150

250
580

(Hill ion $)

Total -- 'Other' 
Peace Corps Narcotics Section 416 Other Economic Allocations

0.704

1.142

1.475
3.013 3.900

2.436
0.593

1.808 9.669
0.750

0.070

1.000

1.250
1.461

4.422

0.704

1.142

1.475
6.913

2.436
0.593

11.477
0.750

0.070

1.000

1.P50
1.461

4.4?2

Total 113.535 67.150 148.347 VV.ii'>?



Footnote 9 for Table 9:

Sources and explanation:

Per Capita GNP Data: The World Bank, World Development Report: 
1989. Table 1, page 164, and Box A.I, 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-l 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.

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.

52



laule 10 -- D.ila Si'l In; Analysis nl MCS In lahle <•

Ul 
U)

Antigua and tarbuda

lei lit
•Milan
• r unel
Canbodla
Caobodlan Resistance
Cape verde
Coooios
Cuba
DHboull
Doalnlca
Iqualorlal Guinea, lep.
cienada
Guinea -llfiau
Kiribati 
lao HM 
Lebanon 
llkya 
aaldlvei
•icronesla
sao loM/PrlncIpe
Seycliel les
So lawn It lands
SI. Klllf-Nevli
SI tucla 
SI vlncenl 
Tonga 
luvalu 
Vanuatu
vlet Na« 
western sanoa 
veaen. PM 
Zaire 
Chad
Uganda 
Sana! la
•urklna Fa so
Tanianla
lurundl

Guinea 
Niger 
Ethiopia 
Mlail 
Sierra Leone
Gliana

Rwanda
Cential Ale lean Republic

•See footnote 10

purchasing 
Power 

pat tty per 
caplla cup 
Dollars

l*«7

220
354

347
341
377
405
450

452
4S2
454
47*
4«0

4tt
531
543
571
59 t

CiNI' per c>i|)l la

Dollars
1*17

2540 
10210 

1240 
ISO 

15390

160

500 
370
tto

1110 
1440 
340 

1340 
UO

410 
170 

2150 
S460 

240

240 
3120 

420 
1700

1400 
1000 
720 
450 
•10

220 
550
420
ISO
ISO

260
2*0
1*0
110
250

320
260
130
160
300

390
170
210
300
530

Average 
anmia I 

growth rate 
(percent)
19*5-17

0 6 
0 *
1 9

0 6

0 1 

-1.9

-23

-0 1 
3 1

3 3

2 3 
1 2

-2 4
-2 0

-1 7
0 3
1 t

-0 4
1 t

-2 2
0 1

1 4
0.2

-1 6

1 6
-0 3

Over a 1 1 I 1 
suiplus/dcl Icl t Q 

(percentage ol <AII») o

1972

-3 •
-2.7

-1 1
0 i
0 3

-5 0

1 4
-6 2
-4 4

-5 t

-2 7

1 
hvslc.il 
ul Illy 
1 llle

1917 1915

116 
19 
• 6
J6 
90

SO

65 
57 
98

31 
10 
38 
• 6 
29

79 
6b 
67

69 
» 
51 
15

>S 
44
60

42

• 0 
• 6

-1 3

-4 4

1 t
-4 *

-10 3
-• 9

0 6

-10 0

39
55
34

51
2*
29
63
41

21
2«
25
37
26

Jt
4 1
28
45
4)

Ulrrnal Pulillc Debt service a-- a pen ml ol

CMC

1*70

4 4
4 2

2 9
2 1
t t
5 3
2 3

4 0
1 1 4
7 1

10 1

5 5

1 4
1 2
5 1

f xpor I s ol 
goods and services

19(7 

0 2

1 9

7 6
4 7
0 7

1 9
0 4
1 7
2 9
3 t

5 1
3 4
6 0
0 5

3 5

1 7
1 0
2 1

1*70

4 4
4 2

2 *
2 1
4 a
5 3
2 3

4 0
II 4

7 1
10 •

5 5

1 4
1 2
5 1

M.tt III HIM > 
1 r .ins|>Dl t t'UUI[)ffi''l

AVflAyf Jltll OIlM'l
annual m.inulaclur rs 
inllatlun as a percrnt

1917 1*10-17 )<»7 

46 5

a i

38 1
12 1

3 9

19 5
• 3

18 5
3a s

31 5
28 4
23 3

19 1

<l 1
II 3
11 I

5 a
5) 5

5 )

95 2
37 8

4 4
It 9

7 5

4 1
1 b

I/ 4
50 0

48 )
11. 't

4 1
4 r>

7 'I

0
b

0
1
1

11
15

1
1

16
59

1

I'l
1

)]



(able 10 — Dau Sft lor Analysis ol *Cs In lahle 4 (continued)

Ui

Afghanistan 
Angola 
Madagascar 
ten In 
Nigeria

Togo 
liberla 
Zaabla 
Nepal 
CaMbU. The
Sudan
luru
Congo. People's lep.
mill
Kenya
Mauritania 
Bangladesh 
India 
Senega I 
Honduras
cote d'lvolre 
Zlababve 
Snail land 
tgypt. Arab lep.
•ollvia
Cameroon 
ve«en Arab lep. 
Lesotho 
Pakistan 
Guyana
Indonesia
El Salvador
Dominican lepubllc
Morocco
Papua Hen Guinea
Philippines 
Guatemala 
Sri lank* 
Gabon 
Nicaragua
China, people's lep.
•o t swana 
taialca 
Thailand 
Paraguay
Mauritius
Algeria
(ciMiior
Tunisia
llaq

Purchasing 
Power 

Par 1 ty per 
capita COP 
Dollars
1917

*09
to*
634
665
661

*70
69*
717
711
73i

750
752
756
775
7*4

• 40
•13
1053
1061
III*

1133
1114
11(7
1357
1310

1311
1466
1515
1515
1654

1660
1733
(753
I7tl
IM3

1179
1957
2053
20*1
220*

2444
249*
250*
257*
2603

2617
2633
2687
2741
2113

GNP

Dollars
1*17

210
• 40
210
310
370

290
450
250
160
220

330
190
170
3*0
130

440
1*0
300
520
110

740
5(0
700
*IO
510

970
590
370
350
340

450
• 60
730
tio
700

MO
450
400
2700
130

290
1050
940
• 50
9*0

1490
2610
1040
IlliO
1970

per capita

Average 
anntia 1 

grooth rate 
(percent)
I**5-I7

-1 1
o 2
i. :

-1 6
-2 1
0 5
1.2

-0 5

4.2
0.5
1.*

-0 4
0 3
1 •

-0.*
0.7

1 0
0 9
2.4
3 5

-0.5

3 •

4 7
2 5

-4 4

4 5
-0 4
2 3
It
O.I

1.7
1 2
3 0
I. 1

-2.5

5.2
1 9

-1 5
3 9
3.4

3 2
3 7
3 2
3 6

Over A 1 1 
sulplus/dellclt 

(percentage of GNP)

1*72

-25

-0 7

1 1
-13 1
-1 2

-0 •
-7 3

-3i»

-K*
-3.4
-2 1
-2 *

-1 •

-2 2
3 5

-6 *

-2 5
-1 0
-0 2
-3 *

-2 0
-2 2
-5 3

-12 *
3 *

-23 1

-4 2
-1 7

-1 2

0 2
-0 9

1*17

-10 3

-5 0
-7 9

-15 •
-7 5

-0 •

-4.*

-1 4
-1 1

-10 •

-6.6

-3 5
-19 9
-2 6
-• 2

-0 9
0 6

-2 0
-* 3
-3 3

-5.0

-1 9
0 1

-It 3

21 2

-2 3
1.5

0 2

2 1

Physical 
Qua 1 1 1 V
ol Llle 
indicators

1915

21
37
57
40
47

48
43
62
36
It

41
71
64
41
56

33
43
55
36
*7

49
67
56
60
5*

5<
21
61
43
16

63
74
75
54
54

79
64
17
54
74

• 0
66
92
12
• 3

aj
6?
79
66
62

internal Public

CMC

1970

3 7
2 4
4 3

3 1
• 1
6 4
3 2

10 7
12 1
II 5
59 4
6 0

3 4

22 2
2 9
2 9

7 1
2 3

31 0
II 3

3 2

4 5
23 5

7 0
3 6
4 4
• 7
1 1

7 5
7 4
10 9
5 7
10 5

1 0
2 B
3 3

1 1 7

3 2
3 9
1 6
19 7

nebi service as a percent 0.

f KPUI 1 S Of
goods and services

19»7

7 7
2 0
3 3

5 5
1 0
6 7
1 2

0 *

10 3
1 0
6 5

9 9
1 1
1 3
6 1
6 0

7 5
6 1

4 6
3.3

2 •
3 1
2 3
3 4

• 2
3 9
3 5
7 9
6 1

* 2
4 2
5 2
2 3
1 2

1 0
5 2
17 3
4 1
4 9

4 3
7 •
5 1
9 9

1*70

3 .7
1 4
4 3

3 1
• 1
* 4
3 2

10 7
12 1
II 5
59 4
t 0

3 4

22 2
2 9
2 9

7 1
2 3

31 0
II 3

3 2

4 5
23 5

7 0
3 6
4 4
1 7
1 1

7 5
7 4
10 *
5 7
10 5

1 0
2 1
3 3

II 7

1 2
3 9
• 6
19 7

1917

35 3
15 9
10 0

14 2
1 5

13 5
9 7

6 1
59 3
11 6
7 0

21 •

II 2
24 2
11 9
21 4
23 0

19 6
23 2

It 5
22 1

15 •*
24 e
4 4

25 9

77 t
19 4

29 9
13 0

23 2
24 9
19 2
5 I

7 1
3 7

26 6
13 6
21 3

6 1
49 U
20 7
ll> t

Avt'l age 
JilntM 1 
Inl I4t Ion

(CUP del Ijlol ) 
1910-17

17 4
8 I
10 1

tt b
1 5

Jt 1
1 1

31 7

t 1
7 9
10 3

9 1
1 1 t
7 7
9 1
4 9

4 4
12 4

9 1
tut a

1 i
1 1 4
12 3
7 1

« •>
Ib 5
Ib J
7 )
4 4

16 7
12 7
II 1
! 6

• 6 6

4 2
a 4
19 4
2 a

21 0

e i
5 b

11 5
» 1

Ml III Ill-It
dan- 1< i t fijiiipmr

.111 Otllt'l
nun I<K I ur es 
.15 [X'lcent

ol lo A 1 ruports 
017

1 1
21

1

a
i
j

72

7
1 1
16
12
17

2
50
69
15
12

9
40

19
2

9
78

67

27
11
22
4<1
b

62
3b
40
1Q
10

70

6b
5)
12

411
1
4

61



table 10 — tula Set tot Analysts ctl MCS In l.ible 4 (com Inurd)

Syrian Arab nep.
Peru
Jordan
west lank/Gaza
Surlnaae
Colombia
fill
TiInldad and lobago
Cosu «lca
Turkey
«alays la 
nan. Kill 
Panama 
(own I a 
Venezuela
Irazll 
Greece

Ic Hep.

Argentina 
Korea. Republic
Chile
Poland
South Alrlca. (ep. ol
Uruguay
Yugoslavia
Portugal 
Hungary 
Taiwan 
Soviet union

own 
Cypius
•arbados 
Saudi Arabia 
Ireland
Spain
t. jerusale*
Israel
Hem Zealand
Italy
•ahraln
Australia
united Arab Ealrates
united Klngdoa
Austria
Netherlands
Singapore
Finland
lapan
lelglua

rui chasing 
Power 

Par 1 ty per 
capita OOP 
Dollars
1917

2900
1129
3161
31*1
3S22

3524
35SI
3664
3760
37(1

3149
3922
400*
4273
4 lot

4307
44*4
4624
4647
4*12

4(62
4913
4911
5063
5063

5597
5765
5907
6266
7775

7792
7910
7927
§320
1566

I9>9
9112
9112
10541
10612

11142
117*2
12191
12191
12316

13661
12790
12795
13115
13140

GNP per Capl la

Dollars
1917

1*40
1470
1560
1560
2270

1240
1570
4210
ItIO
1210

1110
1690
2240
5200
1210

2020
4020
1130
2390
2690

1310
1930
1190
2190
2410

2130
2240
1250
7120
4190

5<IO
5200
5350
6200
6120

6010
6(00
6100
7750
10150

9240
II 100
15130
10420
H9ao
11160
7940
14470
15760
11410

Average uver.nl Physical 
annual surplus/del Icl 1 QlMllly 

growth rate (percentage of CM>) ol Llle

1965-17

1 3
0.2

I.B

2 7
2 2
1 3
1 5
2.6

4.1

2.4

-o'.9

4.1
1 1
2 5
0 1
t 4

0 2
2 0
0 6
1 4
1.7

1 2
1 1

• .0

2.4
4 0
2.0

2 1

2 5
0 9
2.7

I.I

1 7
1.1

2 1
7 2
3 2
4 2
2 6

1972

-3.5
-0 9
-7 t

-2 5

-4 5
-2 2

-9 4
-4 i
-«.5

-0.2

-0 3
-1 7
-2 9
-4 9
-3 9

-11 0

-4 2
-2 5
-0 4

-15 1

-5.5

-0.5

-15 7
-4 0
-• 1

0 3
0 1

-2 7
-0 2

1 3
1 2

-1 9
-4 3

1917 I9t5

-10 9
0 2

-• 4

-0 7

-4 •
-4 2

-1 2
-3 9
-4 2

-2.1

-13 3
-14 4
-9 5

0 5

0 1
-1 '
-4 4
-0 7

-3 6

-5 2

-13 0

-5 2

0 1
0 6

-16 5

-1 2

-1 •
-5 3

-3 2
1 4

-t 0
-4 9

- 10 6

71
71
77
77
14

12
• 3
90
94
73

II
59
90
91
17

77
97
14
90
16

91
91
66
91
91

91
93
94
91

46

95
56
96

98
96
96
96
91

• 1
too
74
97
96

99
91
99
99
97

External public Debt service as a pncenl ol
CNP

1970

II 3
II 6
3 6

II 7

4 6
10 0
21 9

1 1

7.7

2 9

12 5
9 4

21 6
21 6
19 5

19 2

21 7
10 0

t •

2 «

0 6

exports ol 
goods and services

1917

1 5
1 0

II 1

7 0

9 2
4 5
7 0

10 2

7 5

5 9

2 4
7 4
6 4
5 1
10 4

J 9
1 0

5 b
3 5

13 9
12 9

1 4

7 3

2 4

1970

11 3
II 6
3 6

II 7

4 6
10 0
21 9

1 1

7 7

2 9

12 5
9 4

23 6
21 6
19 5

19 2

21 7
10 0

6 •

2 1

0 6

Mil tlinery 
1 1 .III IIHI t e (tulpnicnt 

AW-iagr .liiil oilier 
anmi.il minulac lures 
(nl 1.11 Inn -ti * percent

19*7 19*0-87

16 5
12 5
21 1

33 4

12 1
11 7

14 3

6 5

22 6

26 7
13 9
10 1
45 1
21 9

21 1
14 7

34 4
13 3

17 1
26 7

17 1

t 4

1 1 U
101 5

2 4

21 ;
6 1

IS 6
37 4

1 I

3 3

11 4

Ibb 3
19 7
6* 9

291 7
5 0

21) 6
29 2
1) 1
54 5
57 2

20 8
5 7

-6 5

-2 t
10 2

10 7

159 0
II 5
11 5

7 I
-0 1
5 7
4 3

2 3
1 1
7 2
1 4
5 1

I9B7

27
19
55

21

23
40
67

4(1

13

I

45
54
47
31
92

4
67
7B
44
7«

10
71

7

9
60

7 1

65
25
**

25
lt>
77
87

1,11
71
no
'),*
1 1



Table 10 — D.U.I set lor Analysis ol MCS In ublf «i (continued)

Iceland 
Sweden
KUMll
lung Kong 
Fiance
Cetmny. fed. (epubltc
CenMrli
Luxembourg
Sir) tier land
Mil way
Canada 
united stales

Purchasing
I'ower

Par I ty per 
capita COP 
Dollars 
1917

11124
13710
13141
11906
11961

14170
15119
15247
15401
15940

16375 
17*15

CMC per capita

Dollars
1917

16600 
15550 
14*10 
• 070 
12790

14400
14930
19550
21330
17190

15160
11510

Average overall I'liysic.il
annual suiplus/iKM Icll Quality

growth rate (percentage of CNP) of ille
(percent) ———————————— indicators
19*5-17 1972 !9>7 1965

Internal Public Detii seivUc as a prrcrm ol
a* fxpor t S ol

goods and services

Average 
annual 
Kit la! Ion

3 t 
I <-4 a 
t i
2.7

2 5 
19 
4 ] 
I 4 
1 5

1 7
1.5

-I 2 
17 4

0 7
2 7

0.9 
-I 5

-I 3
-I 5

I 9 
31 5

-I 1
-0 6

-4 I
-3 3

100
99

95
100

97 
9B

99
99

9t 
91

(COP diriuiui)
1917 I9«0-i7

5 0
4 1

Mil IIIIIPIY
lr.in-.|'iif i niuirinu'iit

jiH otticr
manufanurrs
as a pcrrrnt

ol total exports
1917

!l 

77

90

bl 
71

Ul



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 
Exports: The World Bank, World Development Report 1989. Table 
1, page 164, and Box A.I, 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-l 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 Economy Agenda 1988: U.S. Policy and the 
Developing Countries. pp. 246 ff. Jordan's PQLI is used for 
the West Bank/Gaza.
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Table 11. — A.I.Q.
Central bureau

Countries

country Programs

Countries
Art
ANf 
LAC

subtotal, country Programs 
1 Regional Programs

AH
ANf
LAC

Subtotal. Regional Programs 
subtotal. Regional bureau Programs

Central programs
SftT
FVA 
PPC 
PRE
Of DA
PL4*0

subtotal, central Programs1 Subtotal. Country. Regional and 
Central Programs

Oeob/Reob

Subtotal, cointry. Regional, and 
central Pograai and Deob/Reob

ASH*, operating £xpv...c;. other »lsc. 

subtotal, country. Regional, central.
1 ASH* and other alsc.

Trade and Development, other
Total bilateral Assistance

Section 4i* Allocated to Countries
Total bilateral Aid Plus sec. 4i*

Percent of Total bilateral Assistance 
1 Plus Section 41* Allocable to countries
1 Percent ol Total Regional and central 
1 Programs Allocable to Countries
1 Percent ol Total Regional, central. ASMA 
1 . _ and Other «isc.. and Trade and 
1 • r Develooaent. Other and Sec. 4i* 
1 ' Allocable t« countries

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^-^-^p^p^g^pj^p^pj^gj^p^p^pj^p^pg^gjj^gjgjlljjgjgjjjgjjgjl

i«»vw»«na >i

Total —
FV 19*9 CP'f

budget leanest*

433.739 
3.503.451 
1. 0*5.204

5.222.994

1*3. *SO 
51.250 

140.392

355.292

2*4.400 
51.100
S«.400
25.550
*9.9«l 

Sia.3*3

9*5. • 14 

*. 5*4. 000

25.BOO

*. 5*9. 000

(239.149)

*. 349.151

341.440

*. 691. 291

•^•R^MRlB^bVbW

Regional 
* Central
bureau FV 19*9 
Funds * sec. 
4i* Approvals 
Allocable 

by country

159.701 
1.S.M3 
•2.3*4

347.92*

-

(70.477) 
(3a.*72) 
( 19.0*9)

(12*. 21*)

(12*. 973) 
(54.012)

(3*. 725)

<2t9.7l6)

O

*4*.347

•WHklbWbVMJI

Total-
Country FV 19*9 
Actual
Obligations 
Plus Regional. 
Central bureau and -othei- 

Funds

793.440 
3.*09.«t4
1,1*7.54*
5. 57*. 422

93. 173 
12.57* 

121.323

227.074

135.427 
(7.912)
56. -100
25.550 
33.25*

511.3*3 

7**. Ib4 

*.5*4.«00

25.000

•.sag.ooo

(239.149)

«. 349. 151

341.440

*.»9I.29I

14*. 147

*.*39.t3*

.

•••••••^MinVHBIH

Percent ol 
CP Totals 
Allocated 

Countries 1-5T-

43.00% 
75.00% 
14.00%

3*. 00%

49.00% 
10*. 00%

o.*oo%
0.00% 

52 OO%
0.00% 

22. 00 A

0.00%

0.00%

43.00% 1

25.94% 1

12.54% 1



Footnote 11 for Table 11: 

Sources and explanation:

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

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. 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 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. — Regional and Central Bureau FY 1989
Funds Allocable by Country *

ANE

Afghanistan 0.303
Algeria
Angola
Antigua and Barbuda
Argentina

Austria
Bahamas
Bahrain
Bangladesh 4.29*
Barbados

Belize
Benin
Bolivia
Botswana
Brazil

Brunei
Burkina Faso
Burma
Burundi
Cambodia

Cambodlan Resistance
Cameroon " •
Cape Verde
Central African Republic
Chad

Chile
China, People's Rep.
Colombia
Comoros
Congo, People's Rep.

Costa Rica
Cote d'lvolre
Cuba
Cyprus
Djibouti

Dominica
Dominican Republic
Ecuador
Egypt, Arab Rep. 3.717
El Salvador

LAC SIT

0.037

0.028
0.450 0.014

0.001
0.001
3.052
0.302

0.216
0.149

0.165 2.720
0.745

2.252 7.945

0.562
0.159
0.312

0.955
0.008
0.857
0.317

2.201 0.97B

3.486 3.837
0.005
0.010

1.411 1.145
1.508
0.011
0.001
0.006

0.269 1.760
0.235 2.329

1.344
0.221 0.578

(Millions S) 

USFDA

0.009
0.237
1.427
0.010

0.648

0.020
0.081

0.035

0.019

0.050

0.005

0.138

0.040

0.250

FVA

0.038

0.334

1.063

3.050
0.029

1.100
0.015

0.020

1.300

0.1B9

0.285
0.400

0.116
0.741
1.276
1.069
0.066

DFA AEPRP

0.145

0.333

1.783

0.396

0.936
0.207
0.422
0.678

0.260
0.089

0.624

0.139

TOTAL

0.303
0.046
0.237
1.493
0.544

0
0.001
0.001
8.332
0.302

1.279
0.314
6.016
1.107

10.197

0
3.445
0.209
0.708

0

0
1.911
0.234
1.279
1.065

3.179
1.35

7.523
0.27

0.288

2.979
2.532
0.011
0.001
0.185

0.366
2.77
3.84
6.13

0.865

" See Footnote 12



Table 12. — Regional and Central Bureau FY 1989
Funds Ailocabie by Country (continued)

AME LAC

(Millions $) 

S & T USFDA FVA DFA AEPRP TOTAL

I
Ethiopia
E. Jerusalem
FIJI
Finland

Cabon
Gambia, The 
Ghana 
Greece 
Grenada

Guatemala
Guinea
Guinea-Bissau
Guyana
Haiti

Honduras 
Hong Kong 
Iceland 
India 
Indonesia

Iraq
Ireland
Israel
Jamaica
Jordan

Kenya 
Kiribati 
Korea, Republic 
Kuwait 
Lebanon

Lesotho
Liberia
Luxembourg
Madagascar
Malawi

Malaysia
Maldives
Mall
Malta
Mauritania

R«p. of 0.004
0.008

0.041

0.006
0.25*
1.607

0.027

0.665 2.246
0.609
0.008

0.000 0.001
0.206 1.420

0.473 1.722
0.071

1.788 1.637
2.101 6.710

0.003
4

3.668 0.025
0.784

O.ISI 0.629

6.576

0.329 0.104
0.002

0.332
0.981

0.588
3.380

0.296

1.521

0.347

0.805

0.025
0.050
0.025

0.010
0.003
0.025

0.077

0.170
0.005

0.045

0.500

0.317

0.025

0.077

0.011
0.005

0.186
0.471
0.598
0.041

3.243

2.969

2.493

1.790
0.533

6.900
0.092
0.093

1.466

3.816

0.576
0.070

0.049
1.714

0.352

0.1.10

0.269 0.273
0.813
0.011
0.046

0

0.050 0.081
0.431 0.921
0.160 2.263

0.598
0.068

6.154
0.441 1.05
0.284 0.302

0.004
4.620

4.688
0.071

0
5.215

10.121

0.003
0

10.593
1.046
1.585

0.324 15.000 23.366
0

0.478
0.002
4.316

0.389 1.297
0.355 1.406

0
0.169 0.806
0.386 5.797

0.296
0

1.036 10.000 12 934
0

0.502 1 336

.



I«bl* 12. -- Regional «nd Central Bureau ft 1989
Funds ALLocable

ANE

Mauritius
Mexico
Micronesia
Morocco 0.317
Mozambique

Nepal 1.183
Nicaragua
Niger
Nl(*rla
Oman 0.055

Pakistan 0.065
Panama
Papua Hew Guinea
Paraguay
Peru

Philippines 1.390
Poland
Portugal 0.010
Rwanda
Sao Tome/Prlnclpe

Saudi Arabia ' •
Senegal
Seychelles
Sierra Leone
Singapore

Solomon Islands
Somalia
South Africa, Rep. of
Soviet Union
Spain

Sri Lanka 0.949
St. Kltts-Nevls
St. Lucia
St. Vincent
Sudan

Surlname
Swaziland
Syrian Arab Rep.
Taiwan
Tanzania

LAC S

0
2. 856 8

1
0

2

2
S

2
O.ltS 0

1
1.451 0
1.9*3 S

5

I T

.397

.675

.302

.038

.361

.047

.153

.•61

.037

.199

.667

.745

.263

by Country (continued)

(Millions S) 

USFDA FVA DFA AEPRP TOTAL

0

0
4

0

0
0

0
0

0

.020

.313

.662

.010

.166

.012

.041

.025

.800

0

0

0

0
0

1

0

0

0
0

.887

.060

.082

.176

.400

.335

.360

.601

.735

.300

0.174 0.
12.

1.
0.205 4.

3.

1.194 3.
1.702 25.000 32.

0.

4.
0.
1.
2.
8.

8.

571
438

0
992
905

636
0

583
267
055

268
225
559
159
354

188
0.3

0.01
1

0
1
0
0
0

0
0
0

1
0

1
0
0
0
0
1

.121

.003

.832

.005

.635

.214

.001

.439

.013

.826

.030

.692

.001

.419

.010

.065

.479

2

0
0
1

0

19

.238

.937

.500

.637

.525

.373

0

0

0

0

0
0
0
0
1

0

.052

.840

.146

.175

.271

.036

.077

.060

.299

.394

0.310 1.
0.205 0.

0.
1.653 6.
0.259 0.
0.2C3 0.

0.

0.
0.145 1.
0.460 0.

1.

3.
0.
0.
0

0.132 22.

0
0.523 0

0
0

0.044 1

463
205

003
563
264
984
214

001
696
973
637

0

571
036
107
.06
496

001
942
01

065
917



Table 12. -- Regional and Central Bureau FY 1989
Funds Allocable by Country (continued)

Co

ANE LAC

(Millions S) 

S fc T USFDA FVA DFA AEPRP

'3Bt672 19.069 128.973 36.725 54.012 20.477 50.000

TOTAL

Thailand 1.502
Togo
Tonga
Trinidad and Tobago
Tunisia 0.534

Turkey 0.458
Tuvalu
Uganda
United Arab Emirates
Uruguay

Vanuatu
Venezuela
West lank/Gaza 13.902
Western Samoa
Yemen Arab Rep. 0.545

Yugoslavia
Zaire
Zambia
Zimbabwe

6
0
0
0
0

1

2
0

0.173 0

0.184 0

0
0

1
1
2

.594

.568

.001

.426

.875

.895

.141

.001

.150

.106

.001

.991

.864

.079

.773

0.152 1
0.050 0

0.036 0

0

0.075 0

0

0 025 0
0

0
0
1

.464

.031 0.409

.068

.700

.978 0.155

.855

.008

.040

672 0.980
.227 0.308
714 0.608

9. 712
1.058
0 001
0.426
1.513

3.053
0

3.349
0.00.
0.323

0.855
0.29

13.902
0.034
1.576

0
3.516
1.614
5.095

347 928



Footnote 12 for Table 12:

Sources and explanation:

A.I.D. regional and central bureau FY 1989 funds v&re alii:.'-. 
to each A.I.D. recipient country by staff in A.I L'. ' s reri - ;1 
and central bureaus.

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 a 
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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« ' 1 ' . '"4 t "S D» "'

*FR 
«%£
IAC

Regional programs

ASE
IAC

Subtotal Regional Programs
Subtotal Regional Rureau Program

Central Program
S4T 
FVA 
PPC 
PRE 
OFOA 
PL 410
science Advnor 
PRE Housing and urban Dev 
international Training 
Peacekeeping 
other

Subtotal, central Programs
subtotal. Country Regional and 

Central program
ASHA Ooe'ating Expenses other vise

subtotal Country, Rrgiom 1 central. 
ASHA and other »isc

Trade and Development, other
Total lllateral Assistance

Section 4it Allocated to countries
Total lllateral Aid Plus sec ait

'• * r. — !T — •• ' „

'Thousand I

Fv HI" r.9 $ 
ACtua- FV -qn
ooi 'gat ons

100 t3l 
3 121 -03
1 14t HO

5 «77 244

112 7t1 
75 111 
13 7lt

341 ttt

t 218 i)IO

320 145
sa -si
11 313 
It 152 
II 551 

220 071 
10 194 
4 747 
1 tlO 

23 000 
tl t!4

7t4 103

t 113.013

1*7 231

7 150 244

(203.10*)

1. 147. 135

m. . - !• - —————————————— '

total — 
l^jionil Country F> 13

8 i'»i.i FV KM Ob. gai -.05
' J' 1< * SeC PlUS Bej.ijnj
*>* *Ck''iviij centra B.r«j 
« i" ic e ar,a o"n" 
t.v , j""> Funds

•!1 -01 1*0 332 
•:5 1(3 4 035 Sit 
12 364 i 221 2-4

34- 121 t 225 1-2

"0 477) 112 212 
<3I t72) 3i 431 
1 11 Of» t4 717

I '21 211) 213 441

1 121 173) 111 172 
154 012) 4 747 

11 313 
It 152 

I3t 725) 1 11 1*7) 
220 071 
10 114 
4 747 
1 tlO 

25 000
tl t!4

(211 710) 544 313

t 113 013

1t7 231

7.150.244

(203 101)

t. 147. 135

141 347 141 347

7 019 412

Percent of Total lllateral Assistance 
Plus Section 4it Allocable to countries

percent ot Total (egional and central 
Proiraau Allocable to countries

Percent of Total Regional central. ASH* 
and other vise, and Trade and 
oevelOMent. other and sec. 4it 
Allocable to countries

31 5bX
51 49X
12 -ux

43 ux
0 OCX
0 OOX

II- I3X
3 COX
c on 
o on 
3 on 
o on 
o oox

21 75X

See Footnote 13
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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.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. 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.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," $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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lable 14 — Analysis ol I he l«pac

COUNTRY

Afghanistan
Alter la
Angola
Antltua and larbuda
Argentina
Austria
(alia Mas
tahraln
lantladesh
•arkafes
lei lie
ten In
lollvla
•OISMIU
•razll
trunel
luiklna laso
lurau
lurundl
caabodla
cairtiodlan Resistance
Cameroon
cape veide
Central Air lean Republic
Clud
Chile
China People s Rep
Colottila
Comros
Congo. People's lep
Costa lie* ' -
Cole d'lvolre
Cuba
Cyprus
Ollkoull
Oooinlca
Donlnlcan Republic
Ecuador
l«y»t. Arab lep.
El Salvador
Equatorial Guinea, lep. ol
(trtlopla
E Jerusalem
Fill
Finland
Gabon
c.iwhla. Hie
Ghana
Greece
Grenada
Guatemala
Guinea
Gufnea-fllssau
Guyana
mill

(Million I) 
lolal - country
FY 1*1* ludget
Requests Plus Requested
Regional, central 
lureau and 'other' ————————
Funds Allocable Pl4lo PL 410
by country Iltle i Iltle 2

45 303
0 044
0 737
1 4*3
0.544

0 001
0 001

131 30* tO 000 15 474
0 302

1) 1*1
J 903 1 1*4

*2 *«2 17 000 11.4*4
12 551
11.7*7

10 717 4 272
14 20*
4 043

5 000
23 491
4 451 1 590
J 921

10 505 7 601

3 179
1 350

17 523
1 374
0 711

103 3*0 15 000
3 032
0 Oil
3 001
3.315

0 344
7( 714 25 000 3 241
35 331 0 510

9*2 752 170.000 1 422
2*3.334 35.000 4.771

2 255
10 402 5 131
0 Oil
1 5*4

2 457
6 455 0 921

23 211 6 000 4 191
0 591
0 041

147 094 It 000 5 075
17 015 1 000
3 723 0 540
4 004 4 000
4 154

Actual

PI 410 PI 410
Iltle 1 Illle 2

32 *74

2 910

•0 000 22 571

3 439
17 ODD 23 314

1 712
1 403

10 413

0 071

3 012
0 501
5 531

0 104
0 145
0 212

15 000 0 014
5 000 0 435

4 400 4 251
0 703

177 000 0 293
40 000 10 321

4* 000

3 <P22
6 000 14 10*

ia ooo is 519
7 904
0 67b

7 0110
25 '1115

var lan

PL 410
Iltle i

0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0

20
0

0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0

0
5
0
0
0

0
-20 4

0
7
5

0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0

0
-3
0
)
0

ce

PL 4 40
Illle 2

32 974
0

2 91
0
0

0
0
0

7 102
0

0
2 443
10 42
1 712
1 403

0
4 141

0
0 071

0

0
0

1 422
0 501
2 93

0
D

0 106
0 145
0 212

0 014
0 635

0
0
0

0
0 913
0 1*3

-1 329
5 55

0
43 162

0
0
0

0
2 9'14
9 211

0
0

10 464
7 904
0 116

0
25 915

total - Country 
fv 1*19 ftudqrt 
Requests Plus
Regional Central
Bureau and other "
funds Allocable
fay Country 
Adiusted for Actual
PL41D Data

71 27*
0 044
3 147

0 544

0
0 001
0 001
145 41
0 302

13 1*1
5 <44

103 402
14 27
13 4

0
14 351
14 20*
4 121

0

5
23 491

6 01
6 429
2) 4)5

3 179
1 35

17 629
1 521

1

103 474
1 667
0011
3 001
3 315

0 366
59 297
35 531

111 423
303 116

2 255
53 564
0 Oil
1 594

0

7 457
9 449
32 429
0 S9I
0 061

157 558
21 919

) nVI
7 UCI4

32 1 19

Percent (luinqt*
total Cmmtry
Allocations Mum
Requested lu 
Actual Pi 4io
Eipendl ttilrs

72 79X
0 OOX

1227 15X
0 OOX
0 OOX

0 OOX
0 OOX
1* 6QX
o on
0 OOX

6* 74X
II 42%
13 6)1
13 59X

60 MX
0 OOX
1 *)X

o onx
0 OilX

10 SIX
i sax
14 29X

0 OOX
o onx
0 60X
10 54X
lb 9UX

0 01X
115 I5X

0 OOX
0 OOX
0 OUX

0 OOX
-24 t7X

0 55X
0 57X
3 60X

0 OOX
414 94X

0 OOX
0 OOX

0 IM1X
46 JBX
31 1,11.
0 OIIX
0 OUX

7 1 IX
28 82X

) l.'.x
74 'MX

4JJ 2'lX

Sec fouiiioie



fable u. — Analysis ol the impact ol Ihe variance Belapen Requested P1480 funds and Actual P148Q tKpendHuies (continued)

OO

loll Hun J)
total - Country 
IV I9I« ludgel 
Requests Plus Requested 
Regional. Central luceau anil 'Other' ———————
Funds Allocable Ptaio Pi4io

COUNTRY

Honduras
•long Kong
Iceland
India
Indonesia
Iraq
Ireland
Israel
jaw lea
Jordan
Kenya
Kiribati
Korea. Republic
Kuwait
Lebanon
Lesotho
Liberia
LuneaOourg
Madagascar
aala»l
Malaysia
Maldives
•all
•alia
•auillanla
Maur 1 1 lus
•en! co
Micronesia
Morocco
•oiaabtque *
Nepal
Nicaragua
Niger
Niter la
dun
Parisian
Panama
Papua New Guinea
Paraguay
Peru
Philippines
Poland
Portugal
RiMnda
Sao tone/Principe
Saudi Arabia
Senega 1
Seychel les
Sierra leone
Singapore

SoloBon Islands
Sow Ha
South Air lea Rep ol
Soviet mi Ion
Slia 1 11

by country

19]
0

iti
70
0

1110
77
J7

72
0
0
0
4

It
2t

ia
3*

0

)i
9
2

49
1

• 7
34

17

25
41
15

11*
0
3
4

tl

It5
12
40
II
0

0
49
3
9
0

1
13
25

t

title i illle 2

304 12 000 3 122
071

530 II 567
741 10 000 3 tS7

001

3*3
57* 10 000
404

171 3 000 1 21}
114
471
002
tit

It2 2 *St
117 5 ODD

134 3 000 2 021
230

291

HI 2 139

065 2 554

071
to
»92
37] 40 000 15 000
105 4 417

151

437
7t7
035

919 10 000
725
221
t34
521 It 000 9 904

219 12 651
159
510
1*2 1 268
505

001
31.7 5 000 1 4'IO
tlO 0 063
445 4 000 U 774
214

114
300 2 00(1
173
617

Actual variance

P14IO PL4IO PL 4 10
line I lltle 2 lltle i

II ooo 1

129
13 000 t

17 400 *

5 000 2

14

5
10

2
t

7

5

1

44 000 26
21

2

1

•0 000 54
0

15 000 21

20

0
1

5 000 1
0

4 000 6

1

964

• 50
147

t>9

491

I5t

211
010

562
951

017

376

096

001
072

109

927

2*3
361

020

214

154
751

201
14 1
at?

850

t
0
0
0
5

0
0
0

7 4
0

0
0
0
0
0

0
-5
0

-5
0

0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
4
0

0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0-1

0
0
0
u
0

0
0
0
0
0

0
-2
0
0
0

lotat - Cnuntiy
l> 1989 Budge I
Requests Plus 
Regional Central 
Bureau and outer 
lunds Al locable

Pi4io Adjusted lor Actual
lltle 2 PL4IO Data

0

48

9

,

14

2
1

0
9

4

2

I

1 1
16

2

t

54
0

II

7

-1)
1

-0
0
6

1

142
0
0

211
2 52

0
0
0

t!9
0

215
0
0
0

85k

555
0 01

0
514
951

0
0

|i)«
0

• 22

0
096

0
001
515

109
0

927
0
0

261
It]

0
0

lit

556
0
0

114
753

0
294
078
1 1 3

0

0
«55

0
0
U

159
0

209
71

0

1210
94
17

74
0
0
0
19

U
11

14
4t

0

36

II

2
57

;
10]

346
071

0
• 13
2t(

001
0

59]
467
604

093
394
471
002
472

717
127

0
168
III

296
0

019
0

187

OM
739
«?2
174

70 19

19

27
41
15

444
0
3
4

71

172
12
61
to
2

0
49
3

15
0

1
40
25

1

9b7
0

164
7t7
055

202
511
221
614
644

• 45
159

) 51
B48
2SI

00)
117 1
t)H
55
21

II
15
»7)
617

0

Percent dwn;e 
total (nunti> 
Al loC4t Ions I ri
Requested to
Actual PI 480
fapend. liars

4
0

29
10

0

0
22
0

1
0
0
0

321

15
19

-23
27

0

15

31

0
16
0
17
30

11

7
0
0

1]
161
0
0
16

4
0
0-J

it:

0
0
J

t.4
0

0
20

II
U

4 >l\
OUX

I'tX
6 IX

001

on
Oil
00%

67\
oox
onx
oox
84X

IIX
I8X

7 IX
47X

OUX

7 OX

1 IX

onx
)IX
onx
I7X
54X

• IX

5SX
OOX
OOX

92X
33X
OOX
oox
44X

•>7X
OOX
oox
hix
IIX

ItllX
MIX.
IbX
JJl
UOX

mix
VIX
mix
IIIIL



.inpact of Irie variance Bfl»rrn Requested Pi 480 runds and Actual Pt 410 expenditures {continued)

COUNTRY

Sri lanka
SI Kilts-Nevis
SI LucU
Si Vincent
Sudan

Surinam
&»a?l land
Syr (an Arab Rep
Taiwan
Tanzania

Thailand
1090
Tonga
Trinidad and Tobago
Tunisia

Turkey
T uva 1 u
Uganda
United Arab falrates
Uruguay

Vanuatu
Venezuela
west Dank /Gaza
western Samua
Yemen Arab Hep

Yugoslavia
Zaire
7a*dla
Zimbabwe

(million tl

Total - Country
rr I419 Budget
Requests Plus Requested
Reglon.il. central 
Bureau and Other* —————————
Funds Allocable Pt4to Pt4io
by country Title 1 Title 2

47 26* It 000 0 194
0 036
0 107
0 060

40 472 40 000 1 47*

0 001
• SI4
0 010
0 065
14 001 0 61*

27 *25
4 *6« 2 424
0.5*4
0 426

35 4*0 10 000

73 103
0 070
II 344
0 001
0 323

0 155
1 290

13 402
1 214

29 537 5 000

57 151 16 000 0 220
It 614 10 000
5 095

Actual varlan

PL4IO PI 4 §0 PL4IO
Title I Title 2 Title I

3t 000 6 t76 20
0
0
0

30 000 34 365 -10

0
0 351 0

0
0
0

1 412 C
5 669 0

0
0

25 000 15

0
0

6 000 1 069 t
0
0

0
0

2 513 0
0

10 000 0411 5

0
31 000 0 416 15
10 000 0

0

ce

PI 4 to
Title 1

6 6t2
0
0
0

32.119

0
0 351

0
0

-0 tit

t 412
3 J4S

0
0
0

0
0

1 Of.9
0
0

0
0

2 513
0

0 411

0
0 t96

0
0

lotal - country
FY 1489 Budget
Requests Plus
Regional., central
lureau and other'
runds Allocable
by country 
A<l|uste<) lor Actual
PL4tO DaU

73 451
0 036
0 107
0 Ot

113 Itl

0 001
1.435
0 01

0 Ot5
13 392

34 107
12 413
0 544
0 4It
50 44

73 "03
0 07

11 411
0 001
0 323

0 155
1 29

It 415
1 284

34 441

0
77 154
II 614
5 095

Percent change
Total Country
Allocations Pro* 
veouested to
Actual P14IO
Expenditures

5t 45%
0 00%
0 00%
0 00%

25 16*

0 00%
4 09%
0 00%
0 00%

-4 40%

3 94%
33 5t%
0 00%
0 00%

42 27%

0 00%
0 00%

62 29%
0 00%
0 00%

0 00%
0 00%
II 01%
0 00%
11 12%

27 46%
0 D0%
0 00%

164 000 217 (It 741 000 613 547 77 000 4*5 711



Footnote 14 for Table 16 

Sources and explanation:

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

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. 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 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.

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 
1989 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.
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