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THE PROCESS OF EVALUATION
 

1. DEVELOPMENT OF THE RESEARCH DESIGN. 

2. SELECTION OF THE AREAS FOR INTERVIEWING.
 

3. SELECTION OF THE FARMERS TO BE INTERVIEWED,
 

4. PREPARATION OF THE QUESTIONNAIRES,
 

5. SELECTION AND TRAINING OF INTERVIEWERS, 

6, INTERVIEWING STRATEGY, 

7, DATA PROCESSING. 
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9. 	 INTERPRETATION OF RESULTS. 
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EXPER1;MENTAL TREATMENTS TO BE MEASURED IN BVE EVALUATION
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BASIC FEATURES OF EXPERIMENTAL DESIGN
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EXPERIMENTAL DESIGN AS USED INBVE EVALUATION
 
ORIENTE AREA -SPANISH SPEAKING
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MEASURES CHANGE: 

1. OVER TIME FOR THREE YEARS 

2. BY EXPERIMENTAL TREATMENTS 

3. BY GEOGRAPHICAL AREA 
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MONTHLY TIME SAMPLE-SURVEYS
 

AS USED-IN BVE EVALUATIONS
 
ORIENTE AREA - SPANISH SPEAKING
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'1 OVER TIME FOR THREE YEARS.
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3. BY GEOGRAPHICAL AREA. 

4. By MONTH FOR IMMEDIATE FEEDBACK TO PROGRAM AND TO
HELP EXPLAIN LONG TERM CHANGES,
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EXPERIMENTAL DESIGN AS USED INBVE EVALUATION 
OCCIDENTE AREA - QUICHE SPEAKING 
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7 CROSS CULTURAL MEASURL-r0i AS USED INBVE EVALUATION 
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9 /3 19 74 1975 19 76 

I I I 

i ! 
clF-I 

I 
I[ . 

Ii 
I 

I 
I , I 

X2f 

EXPERIMENTAL TREATMENTS I I I II 

C2 

RMA X3I 

EM/I 
B 

!I 
I 

MEASURES CHANGE: 

1, OVER TIME FOR I 
THREE YEARS, 

2. BY EXPERIMENTAL I 
TREATMENTS, C3 

3, BY GEOGRAPHICAL AREA. 
4. By MONTH IN TIME I 

SAMPLES, I 

5. ACROSS CULTURES [5u 

. 

I 

I 

>15 

I 

I 
I 

I 



INTERVIEWS CONDUCTED AS PART OF BVE EVALUATION
 

YEAR 
 I 
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NUMBER OF INTERVIEWS
 

DURING LIFE OF PROJECT:
 
APPROXIMATELY 10,250 SEPARATE INTERVIEWS 
WITH 1561 FARMERS 
IN 119 VILLAGES 
IN 14 TREATMENT AREAS 
IN 5 MAJOR GEOGRAPHICAL AREAS, AND
 
IN 2 CONTRASTING CULTURES$
 



RESULTS OF EVALUATION
 

I. WHAT CHANGES EXPECTED?
 

11 WHAT LEVEL OF CHANGE? 

liE, WHO CHANGES? 

IV- HOW MUCH AND WITH WHICH TREATMENTS? 
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RESULTS OF EVALUATION
 

1, WHAT CHANGES EXPECTED: 

--AGRICULTURAL PRACTICES 

-- ALSO --EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 

-IEALTH PRACTICES 

--DIET 

--HOME IMPROVEMENTS 



RESULTS OF EVALUATION
 

II, 
WHAT LEVEL OF CHANGES
 
K - KNOWLEDGE 
 "I KNOW THAT 200 POUNDS OF COMPLETE


FERTILIZER SHOULD BE APPLIED PER
MANZANA AT THE TIME CORN IS PLANTED,"

A - ATTITUDES 
 "I FEEL THAT IT IS BEST TO USE 200
POUN"DS OF COMPLETE FERTILIZER PER
MANZANA AT THE TIIE CORN IS PLANTED
AND PLAN TO USE Ir IF I CAN GET
FERTILIZER AND CREDIT,

P - PRACTICES 
 "I USED 200 POUNDS OF COMPLETE FERTILIZER


PER MANZANA AT THE TIME CORN WAS PLANTED
EXACTLY AS WAS RECOMMENDED 'BY RADIO QUEZADA
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COMPARISON OF I(NOI4LEDGE, ATTITUDES AND 
USE OF RECOMMENDED PRACTICES 1974
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RESULTS OF EVALUATION
 

III- WHO CHANGES?
 

--OLD/YOUNG
 

-'SPANISH-SPEAKING/QUICHE-SPEAKING
 

--LITERATE/ILLITERATE
 

--LARGER FARMS/SMALLER FARMS
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CHARACTERISTICS OF SUBSISTENCE FARMERS
 

PARTICIPATING INBVE EVALUATION
 

LANGUAGE SPOKEN 


LITERATE () 


ATTENDED SCHOOL () 


AVERAGE YEARS OF SCHOOL ATTENDED (ATTENDERS) 


LISTEN TO RADIO DAILY () 


SANITARY TOILET FACILITIES(%) 


FULL-TIME FARMERS () 


OWN LAND () 


AMOUNT OF LAND OWNED (ACRES) 


USE INSECTICIDES () 


AVERAGE CORN YIELD (BUSHEL/ACRE) 


USE CREDIT () 


USE FERTILIZER () 


ORIENTF CIE
 

SPANISH QUICHE
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8 10
 

100 98
 

81 99
 

5 4
 
37 29
 

11 19
 

18 25
 

11 15
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RESULTS OF EVALUATION
 
IV- WITH WHICH TREATMENTS?
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NEW KN KEDGE OF RECOMMENDED PRACTICES REPORTED 1974
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500 

FAVORABLE ATTITDES TOWARD RECOMMENDED PRACTICES REPORTED 1974
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USE OF RECOMMENDED PRACTICES REPORTED 1974
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Selected Materials for Annual Review 

from 

Preliminary Report Series 

BASIC VILLAGE EDUCATION PROJECT
 

GUATEMALA
 

Report ' 
n this series are working papers prepared
for circulation to a limited audience for comment
and suggestions. Although the reports are writtenby specific individuals associated with the Project,contributions of the entire Project Staff are grate­fully acknowledged. Contents are tentative and not 
to be quoted. 

Government of Guatemala
 

Academy for Educational Development 

United States Agency for International Development
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BASIC VILLAGE EDUCATION*
 

Guatemala's national development plan encompasses many programs to
 
help rural families improve their education, agriculture, living conditions, 
and communities. Using traditional extension methods, the number of fam­
ilies reached by such programs is limited. A much larger proportion of 
the rural population can be served, however, if the efforts of agents, 
promoters, teachers, etc., can be reinforced through use of modern commun­
ications techniques. 

The Basic Village Education Project (BVE) is an experimental program 
of n6n.-formal adult education which does not initially require literacy. 
It seeks to determine the effectiveness and relative costs of selected 
combinations of communications media that have potential for use in develop­
ment programs where resources are limited. 

The primary audience for BVE is the small, often illiterate subsistence 
farmer. Program content stresses information that will help that farmer 
to improve his production and income from basic grain crops. When fully 
operational, the Project will include matched experimental and control. 
areas in eastern Guatemala (Oriente) and in the Quiche-speaking Indian 
Bighlands of western Guatemala (Occidente). 

Evaluation 

The first step in evaluation of the Basic Village Education Program
 
is a baseline study to establish present knowledge, attitudes, farming

practices, production, and income of farmers. Additional characteristics
 
relating to communications, nutrition, health, mobility, and living con­
ditions are also included in te study. That information provides the
 
base against which change induced by the Program can be measured.
 

Ba~el.ine data for the 1974 area of action were obtained by interviewing
approximately ' DO farmers from fifteen communities in the experimental area,
and more than 100 farmers from five communities in the control area. Names 
of farmers to be included in the sample were drawn from the census lists, 
using standard statistical procedures. 

*The Basic Village Education Project is jointly fulded by the Govern­
ment of Guatemala and the United States Agency for International Development
ini accordance with terms of an agreement between the two governments. It 
is administered in Guatemala by, the Guatemalan Ministry of Education in 
collaboration with the Ministries of Agriculture and Health. Foreign
personnel and other technical assi.stance is provided by the Academy for 
Educational Development supported under contract No. AID/CH/la-C-73-19
with the United States Agency for International Development. Responsibility 
for an independent evaluation of the Project rests with the University of 
South Florida through a sub-contract with the Academy for Educational 
Development. 
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The study was conducted in two phases. All farmers in the samplewere interviewed In September 1973, to obtain general information.
months later, the same farmers were interviewed again to obtain more 
Two
 

information about agriculture in tle areas. At tile timeinterview, every of the secondfifth person in the sample was also interviewed in depth

by an agronomist.*
 

Purpose of the Working Papers
 

The working papers represent an intermediate step in
of reporting the findings the processfrom this unique experimental program in non­formal education. These papers are circulated to a limited audiencecomments and suggestions. forAt a later date necessary revisions and correc­tions will be made so that the papers can be circulated tothrough the Academy a wider audiencefor Educational Development. or other suitable publishing
outlets. 

*Taken from: 
 "Basic Village Education: An Experiment in Non-Formal
Adult Education" Guatemala City-: Programa de Educacion Basica Rural,April, 1974, pp. 1, 2 and 4. 
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PART II 

BIASIC VILLAriE V'DI]CAIO~ N1.1GiAT2"ArA: 

EVALUATI1:0oiio; l~EPW .Y1 INl jOHOflMAf. r-UCATIOZT 

}11sEPOP.T OF IPST YEAPS'S PPOCTESS 

Thomas A. Rich 
1.2gar G. "Altemnan 

JULY 197T, 
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I. THE EVALUATION CO!PONElIT: AN OVEf.VIEI OF 1973-.711 

A. Prorram Requirements 

The Basic Vil] are Education Pro.ject (BVE) is an experimental nrogrem of 

inforration rnd a,-ricultural e(ducation for the rural adult in Guaktemala. The 
objective of' the exieriment is to determine the cffectiveness and relative costs 
of different miies of cc.unic!tions ,media, use-C to supn).eri'nt the wor- of exten­

sion ar(ents; (lirnited in nunber) in influenein ,change in agricultural practices 
and prodnction anon,-, th6 Latdino (Sraninh speaking) and. Indians (Quiche speaking) 
of rural. Guatemala. 

The objective of the services to be provided by evaluation component is to 
easure the differenti a]. effectiven.s. of the series of communications treatments 

with respet to changes in 'Knowledpe, attitude, practice and production about 
agrJiculture on the ivtrt of the rural Gatemalan family, particularay the m1ale 
farmer. The evaluation is directed toward those chanres between the exiperimental 
and cont;rcl areas chosen by AT.) and the Government of Cuatemala with the assistance 
of the eva].uation component for the BVE Project and towarej cbanfges within the 
e):ncr2Jrental areas subjected to the following three different lcvels of treatment, 
each treatment area includ.ing five villages with populations of approximately 125 
faini]. es: 

Treatment No. 1 - Radio broadcasts alone. 

Treatment No. 2 - Padio broadcasts with additional audio and visual
 
materials and organized radio foru::s.
 

Treatment No. 3 - Same as Do. 2, with the addition of extension agent 
services. 

It is with the above objective in mind that the following activities have 
been carried out during the 1973-7)t year. In terms of the evoluntion com.onent 
personnel. thcre are two worlrkiq, reriods, the first, beginning in July, was carried 
out on the basis of consultation as time permi.tted. The second, which belan in 
January was within the c..ree..ents of a contract between the Acade.my for F.Oucational. 
Development and the University of South Florida. The evalua.tion specialists in­
volved were the savie in both eases. 

B. Basic es.tn of the Proiet
 

The evaluation nersonnel assisted in the rlanning and design of the overidl 
project fro-m its earliest stares. In the consultations of .,arch and July of 2973, 

the banic experi:.,ent:al desin was ,considred as 'a Iftndtuental part of the nroj.ect. 
This has continued up to the viresent day with the result that the evaluation com­
ponent is an integral part of the total project. 

C. Preliminary S'urv-i ail !ite Selection 

During the 1.973 snr.m.er months, the evaluatJon personnel as;isted the field 
personnel in the different P.,p-ct. of site selection for the first experimental 
area. This included a number of tripn into promising areas followed by a review 
of the available census dat:L on those areas. The field nersonnel conducted an 

in-depth r.,cornaissance survey to determi-ne the africultural, characteristicr before 

final selection. The Quesatda Valley wan chosen as the experimental area and 

http:snr.m.er
http:Acade.my


Yupiltcp'eque as. i control. 

D. Pa',-:Il. N V vi'i.rs Paseril 


D]ring- the r:onths of Semt:e. er and] October, 50" farmers ore intervicnr¢!:,
in the ex:p:erir<'nta, and control areas prciitjonr.1 alIoVe. Prior to thin, a .
of preraratory :;tes vore nlece sary: 1.)senlection of the sar'mie for int": e:.[.
2) deveonin!p the strater'y for intervi, w. rip.; 3) selection and traininr' of t!A'h 
interviwyerrs: !"od L) dOvelom.:Ir the ouest ionnarire. The muestionnaire urve2 s'
beg-an even prior to site sclection an, r:,s bis.dA on a review of the litertu:'. 
related to non--for;.al, educ;.tion and :,rricultliral 11ractiee adontion as wel. as 
rany yearn of 6rx;on by t''e evlluation nersonnlc]. a.ny rcvisioan>:eri ence 
or the cuestiaonnaire -ev.eNrere prior to the nre-test in the field. 

The resu-lts of the survey were processed and availab]e for nal.vsis vu!
field use in the last :eek in October. The ster, in rwocessci1-, w.re as l",2..

1.)checkinr the ouest onnaire. 
 in the field, 2) transferrinp the dnvta to V..,.-'.
sheetn' 3) 1ey punching the computer c.rds: bl)as sistinfr in the deveiar!eint e" 
the computer urogr nm. and 5) interpretation of the comuter print-out. 

All of the information from the first phase of the base-line survey vil .Y 1
used as a st-arting point for the reasuren;cet of chanes as a result of the c'-:. 
cational nrog;.r, m. In additien to cfie use in the future, preliminary anys s
 
has been initiated. A sur,:mmary is found in Appendix A.
 

E. In ;e.-Lie Survey, Second Phase (A-riculture) 

In Nover-bcr. the interviewers returned to the field to do the second rten;
of interrv:ie.ing. There vere )19of the ori nr.,a]. 506 that were available forrenLntervj.,ewint-. ,,any of the sam]e steps were fo.lowed as in the Lir:t plh.se 
the develop.mcnt of an interview strategy 'pan: 2) arhdition;l.r traJning of th
 
.ntervievtcr. 3) qucstionnai.re nrepar,,.t ion-,; ) n.cstaionn:ire rre-test: 
 5) fihl

ehechinf of questionnaires: () transfer of data onsen.e sheets: 7) el ectroli e 
preparation of corm)uter cards; P,)develore:ent of the com0uter program: ar, 9)

interpretation of the cornuter 
out.ut after mrocessinp: vas finishe]. 

This information was also made available for immediate field use as we] .
being retaned for .easurr:ermnt of change. The computer output has been su.:sar. 
and is found in Appcndix B. 

F. Intensive Arricltural F'urvev 

An intensive agricultural survey 1.as conducted at the sm.e ti'me as the e
. 

phase intervieving, w.as in Process. 
s,.

A random samp].e of one-in-five was sleetc. 
for thiss survey. The evaluation personnel asssisted in the different stens o' 
the nroess although the major resnonsibility reste-1 with the nrricultural firi. 
personnel. 

G. Time Snim]_e Survey 1l 

The educational radio station was inaugurated on Saturday, 'lnrch 23. On 1,
following, Mondy the first round of tim(. srmp].e interviewinp be an end contil,:,
through AnrI. Prior to this a nir.ber of steps were necessary: 1.)developglo.,t
of the interviewr stratery oltn" 2) develorment of the system for selection nV 
monthly sub-spanple; and 3) the prenaration of the questionnaire. 

http:qucstionnai.re
http:non--for;.al
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The usui.3 stems wore followed in processnm, th, data: 1) field ch(cekin, of
 
the !uentiornnirrs. 2) trnnsfer of datn 
to Sensesh,',t., 3) elect'ronic m)inchin

of co:mputer cnrds- )1) develoii:,ent of the coirr'uter i.orrr., and 5) interpretation

of the comnmuter output after procc:sinr.
 

The outnut of te first time shinle has been ndded to the accumulated dta
 
from the base. line surveys. A1l1 surveys 
 have been indexed so that chan:'e cnn be 
fleasurpci at the level of hw i n(ivifnul, the village, the experimental sub-ar u,

nnd the totnl area. The comnuter Trintout of the first time snmn,]e wis availa 1o

for 'rsysisand field use in ay. In addition, a suirmar, been and
has are~ared 
iv, found in Aprendix C. 

I. Continued '21i:e -SarnJnrl 

The suae stens outlinclin '?ime Sea:]c 111 have been coi.'inue,. The second

round o' ti.re sa nlinjg wes. finished in riay is for co;nimrter roe.sing.
and ready

As of July ., ].1"i'Tb, the thir, survey hn.s been corpi01.eted in the field and .i 1]. be

prCIVrI, soon for TroCessinp. The quesiionnaire for the fourth round has been

revi-sed in the direction of increascd reliability anO valiity. Time sar pl g

wi]. continue un to October when the year-end survey will bce conducted. 

I, Prer,aration for 197A-75
 
Since January 197h, considerab]e time has been dedicated to site selection
 

1 of 3.974-75. 

a review of Personnel and budret regiHre.::ents for the evalu.ation cosmroncnt W ­
undertI.cn in June. The pro.jected oork load for the next .peri.od is 


and desilpn review for the exT)anded pro ram -In conjiunction vith this, 

-anPl.'xiratl.y
three tlies that of the Teriod just ending. The experiences froan the first year

wi].]. be he]pfu]. for the second year but careful planning will be necs.ry to
 
coordinate al of the reouired a.ctivities. 

J. .. cat.ional A.nects of T'i.juation 

M.any of the evaluation activities have had direct educational or training3ImIlieations. list contiues.: 1) field interviwers -A .artial through training

scssins field ex-nerience and exr,.anation of the total eva.uation proces; 2)

field s'morvji';ors .. through ex-l.anation of the 
total rroccss, field -" 2.-* and.
 
provis;ion of written mater; als:3) project administrators - throuh explanation,

written m'terial and inforr:: l disceussions. )0 i ntenational velo1-'...n.. iorsonrcl
 
throutgh partciruation in international. m'eetinf-s and explanation to Visitors in

the field: 5) universit- c,]].eamues - through interchange in foru!!s at professional
meeting-s rnd informal convewrsat.ions. ) raCuate stud'ents; - as i-raduate assistants 
on the project aild in fradua-te se?::iriirs- 7) under]gra(uate students - in classes 
on 1,eearc. .:ehods *ocial Change, Social Psrc'holog:,', Central P,:;eriean Societies 
and Introductory 'Socio]o:,.,as well as participation as data coders and in informal
discussioils; and 81) the public - throug.h radio and newspaper coverag,e and invited 
talks. 

II. BACKGROUNID 

Interest in develor.nent and moderni:'ation has been stimulated by recognition
of rapid popul.ation i.creases, food shortnres, and the mountint, evidence of the 
crir.p] ing effect. of severe nutritic'nl deficiencies on human gro -t.h .m] potential.
The -raditional subsistence erconorm;, w!t.h mounting population pressures and con­
ccmitant low yield farm mraetices hasu 1,ecome the special target of levelopnent
protI'rams throu.h formal r nd non formal ed seat ion, npr icul turml itr rovement practices, 
and health and nutrition improvement practices. 

http:undertI.cn
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SUMMARY 

The farmers in the Department of Jutiapa that were chosen for 
interviewing meet most of the characteristics of subsistence farmers 
in other parts of the world. They operate small farms which they 
own themse].ves and make all the decisions related to production. 
Their production is limited to a few basic crops (corn and beans 
with some sorghum) that is for home consumption. Their diet in­
cludes a few other items that are usually purchased once a week 
on a visit to the vili.age or regional marketing center. Travel 
is limited to these market trips except for a yearly trip to Guatemala 
City, to the coast for seasonal work to supplement the family income, 
or to a religious center. 

The educational levels are low and most are not literate. New 
information comes by way of friends and neighbors or radio except 
for the few who have had contact with agricul.tural technicians. 

The homes are owned and of simple construction. Tile roofs, 
adobe walls and dirt floors predominate. Sanitary facilities and 
assurance of pure water are lacking. 

These farmers have high educational aspirations for their 
children and would still choose to be farmers if they had their 
choice of other jobs. 
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SUMMARY 

The following summary statements are very general in nature but will 
serve to give a brief profile of the agricultural characteristics of the 
-subsistence farmers in the Departmunt of Jutiapa in southeast:ern Guateiala. 

1. 	The land h o].dJigs are small (6.7 acres) and usually owner operated.
They are fragiented int:o several pieces and oft:en at some distance 
from each bh-er. Most of the land is useable for cropping and the 
farmers feel that it is good land but could be more productive.

2. 	The Cropring ,,v term common to the area includes corn as the most 
Important crop followed by beans and sorghum. Tobacco, rice, 
vegetables or other crops are planted but on.ly in some regions.
Beans are usually planted witlh either corn or sorghum and a second 
crop is often plantqd after the first one is harvested. The 
farmers are generally optimistic about the yields.

3. 	As to speeiqfie crops, corn is planted by everyone with an average 
area of 1.9 mnazanas (3.2 acres) and an average yield of approxi­
mately 15 qq/mza (9 cwt/acre) in 1973; beans are planted by most 
farmers also with an average area of 1.,4 manzanas (1..9 acres)
and an average yield of .65 qq/cda (6.1 cwt/acre) in 1973; and 
sorghum is planted but not as common as corn or beans with an 
average area planted of 1.5 manzanas (2.6 acres) and average 
yield of 15 qq/mza (9 cwt/acre) in 1973. 

4. 	Land prcparatio, for planting is usually done by hand although 
slightly over half of the farmers do use oxen for 	plowing. Very

few have used tractors. A few of the farmers have their own oxen. 
Horses arc common but are not used in field labor, There are a 
few mules in the area but they are used for transportation, much 
as the horses.
 

5. Seeds are most often selected from the prior year's harvest, Due 
to an apparent m.sanderstandiz~g of the nature of hybrid corn seed, 
most farmers are planting a degenerated hybrid variety. Many are 
also planting selected native corn seed. A small percentage (10%) 
are planting purchased seed that is a true hybrid and/or certified. 

6. 	Ferti]_':ers were used by half of the farmers in 1973. 
 The 	amounts
 
used were usually less than 2 qq/mza (1,2 cw./acre) and of an in­
complete formula type.
 

7. Insct- dam.ae.L' was reported by many of the farmers although only 
i]f of those reporting used insecticides. The insecticides were 
us=,;l ly used on corn. 

8. Plant ci:seanes are not commonl.y known by name but one-half of the 
farmer re o rted probl]ems. Only a few have used chemicals for 
disease control and thi.s was mostly for seed treatment, 

9. 	Weed control is not seen by the farmers as a great problem.
Chemical weed killers are used by very few but most farmers do 
hill and cultivate by hand. 
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10. GraIns are'storcd for ;iome use in tanks (corn and sorghum) and/or
sacks (beans). Beans are sold more often than corn or sorghum
and the sale is to truckers who come into the neighborhood. Price
information is obtained from neighbors or by inquiring in town.
The three ba;ic grains are also purchased (luring the year 1'y more 
than half of the farmers. 

11. Technical ass;istance was reporced by one-third of the farmers but
the agency could not usually be jdeu' ified There was wide agree­
ment that future help was desired and requested before the planting 
season be.gins.

12. Rececntn n .h.n.L.s reported byanin& metlhods were 	 one-third of 
tie 	farmers and they felt that: these changes had helped to increase 
yields and income. 

13. One-third of the farmers also do outtside work to help suplplement
the.ir income. They leave the community sometime between November 
and February (most in January) and most often go to the southern 
coast to work.
 

All four of the sub-areas were chosen because they were as much alike 
as possible in all. of the characteristics mentioned above. All available
data was exami ned as well as visits to the area to observe and talk with
local people. The baseline survey confirms that the sub--areas were well
chosen in their simi..arity. Nonetheless, there are some differences be­
tween the sub-areas that must be acknowledged. The outstanding variations
of each sub-area are stmmarized in the followiug statements. 

1. 	 The farmers in Quezada A reported a higher proportion of land 
ownership than the other sub-areas, Although not greatly different
from the other sub-areas, larger farm size, greater area planted
to corn, greater area planted to rice, and more Ilse of mules were 
reported by these farmers. 

2 	 The farmers in Quezada B reported lower corn yields than the
other sub-areas and lower application rates of fertilizer on corn 
and generally lower levels of use. This sub--area reported fewer 
visits by agricultural t:echnicians al.though their desire for such 
visits is greater than the others. More farmers from Quezada B 
work away in January than the other sub-areas. 

3. 	 The farmers and farms in Quezada C, as compared to the other sub­
areas, are outstand ing in many ways reporting high in land prepa­
ration methods, in the use of fortilizer, in the use of insecti­
cides, in the amount of technical help available, in recent agri­
cultural method changes and in result i yields and, incomie from
changes. More tobacco is planted although rice is much less common,4. Ytpi was chosen as a control area after considering a number of
oti.er possibl.e l.ocationrs. Because of the experimental design it 
was necessary to i;ol;ht:e the control area from the three treatment 
areas for radio broadcasting. In doing this, a number of variations 
in both natural. and cultirtal environment were introduced. Some
of these are reflected in the data summarized in this report,
The farmers and tarms in Yupi as compared to the other sub-areas 
are smaller in size, the corn plantings are smaller, land is not 
plowed as often before planting nor are oxen used as much as in 
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the other sub-arevs. Corn is hilled con:siderabl: :ess often, 
and Insecticide use Is not as common. There is ..s partici­
pation In the market, both in selling grains as well as buying 
for consumption. Seed corn, in particular, is more often of 
the degenerated hybrid variety that comes from the previous 
crop. In contrast to this, fertilizer use is common (although 
of partial fornula) and chemical weed killer; are used more 
often. 

Al]. of the mat:erial in this paper and in Working Paper No. 1 are 
of descr:iptive nature and will serve to give a profile of the subsistence 
farmers of Jutiapa at the time the Basic Village Education Project was 
inItiated. They will be used as a point of comparison as the project con-­
tinues and as othcr experiment:al areas are incorporat:ed, The baseline 
data from these reports will serve as the standard for measurement of 
change in agricultural practices throughout the project and will be sub­
jected to intensive statistical analysis. 
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36 Diieuir i4on ald Imp1l ieatlfos 

From the prel 1minary analysi:s of the data it would appear that mass
nCe(lla (radio) can be used to effect change in knowledge and attlitides among
a tradilional population suinh as hIe subsistonce farmers It1 southleast'ern
Guat o.maIa . (1otl0 hypoutlhess comparing radio to no radjo at the level of

knowledge and attitudc-S were contiroed.) 1. also sugig.ests that the possi­
bilit ie. of kaodge, atAit:ude and practice change i creamse 
 as group

meeti ngs and personal v.isits of technici'an,;S are added 
 to the message system.
(Two of tihe four hypothbest's were confirmed. The addi:.ion of the monitoralone to radio does not make a significaut: difference but 4t i. found that:
tihe reu.,s f rom the c.ombined ilterlpersonal treat enLut of monitor and agron-
Ol.St with the mUass;.; treatment of radio if; significantly greater rhan with

radio alone. This 
 is. true at the levels of knowledge, attitudes and
 
prac 1:ies.) The possiIil.it.1 es of chaniing practices as coripared to 
know­ledge ald attitudeS, at.east: wiLhin the s.hort period of one year by tile
 
use of radio or radio comibined t reatnents, is not as clearly substantated
 
by tAhe Idata frorl the I:(ime sample surveys.
 

One of the great.est problems in using a si ng].e year for the measire­
]nent of change in ag.ricultural. practices 
 is that many things in the naturaland cul.tural. envi ronoenct change from year to year ma.king it impossible to
 
use a desired practice a gi ,en year a I1though 
 it: i.s generally adopted in

tle long run. Tho use of fertilizers in 1974 is 
 just such a case. Theiilterna L lona.1 oi cri es had a direct effect on the availability and price

of fertilizers. Even when available, the price in 1974 was at least 
 threetimes tha t of 1973. One of the sub-areas (the o(ne that was randomly chosen
for Radio treatment alone) already iad u.-ced many of the recommended farmpractices related to chemical fertilizer prior to the initiation of the

Ba s:ic ViIJ.age Education I)rOgr:m so that the impact 
 of the fertilizer shortage
gave a negative offect. ,oe :indica tion of the impact of fert: i.izer shortage 
is available from the data pre.sent:ed here but only long term men.surement: of
change V:.I 1 give a more accirat:e asses;smen!:. For e.:ai)ple, 40. of the farmers
int:ervitwe(1 said they had useSd r'ec)!,mended types of rertilizer at ,;eedirgtime iln 1.973 but only 23% used it in 197 i.n spite of increased knoledge

and favorable attitudes. 
 The respon:ses on non-fertilizer .t ems were incontras-: to the above examp]e. In response to the question on the order
of weeding and hil_.1mg corn, 33Z of the farmers intLerviewed 5:1 id they had
 
used the recommended prac tice in 1973 
 and this increased to /mil in 1974

It should be mentioned also that 1973 was one of the 
best crop years that
has been experienced in the study area during the last decade. 

No attempt has been made in t i.s summary to analyze thie message content 
or nmethods of presenta tion in the different t:reatment areas. A further
analysis by practice cou.d give an indication of wiich ones had the greatest
 
imp.ac t.
 

This summary is only one of a series that will. be conducted as part of
the Basic Village Educat:on Project so that the present findings, which are
tent:at:ive in nature, can be further confirmed or amplifield in the future.
The actual measurement of crop yields wi.ll be an important part of tile project. 

The hypotheses examined are illustrative of the pot:enttal of time sampling
for ongoing evaluation of a field project in Basic Vil.lage Education. The
reader may wish to pursue other areas in the suimiary codebook tables that 
follow. 
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Evaluation Report
April 16, 1975
 

BASIC V].LLAGI EIDUCATI]ON 

COMPARATIVE INFORMATION ON EIXPEIMENTA1, AND CONTROL AREAS 

IN ORIENTE AND OCCIDENTE': 

SEILECTED ITEMS FROM 1974 BASELINE/YEAR-I'ND SURVEY 

Twenty-four items have been selected for comparison of the major areas 
and sub-areas to be inc.uded in the 1975 program of Basic Village Education. 
These items include: 

1. Occupation 
2. Land tenure arrangement 
3. Radio use 
4. Sanitary facilities 
5. Family size 
6. Educat: ional characteristics 
7. Selected agricultural practices 
8. Crop yields 

There is considerable variation between major areas in some of these 
characteristics as can he obscrved in Table I. The differences between 
sub-areas within each of the major areas can be observed in Tables II-V. 
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BASIC VILLAGE EDUCATION: CUATDIALA April 30, 1975 

(Revised supplement 

COMPARATIVE INFORP1ATION 

SELECTED IT'M*.S FROM 1974 SURVEY 

Malor Area Comparisons 

TABLE I 

Area/s 

13. 	 Occupation: "Farmer" (%) 

26. 	 Use hybrid seed corn (%) 

45. 	 Average corn yield (growers
 
onl.y) (qq/mza) 


46. 	Average bean yield (growers
 

only) (qq/mza) 


99. 	Use insecticides (%) 

'122. 	 Use chemical fertilizer on corn 
at fJowering time (% using more 
than 1 qq/mza) 

125. 	 Use chenical fertilizer on corn/ 
beans at: flowering time (% using 
more than 1 qq/mza) 

169. 	Use credit (%) 

174. 	 Visited by agronomist (%) 

182. 	 Own land (%) 
Average size of land owned 
(owners only) (mzs) 

183. 	Rent land (%) 
Average size of rented land 
(renters only) (rmns) 

184. 	 Has communal land (%) 
Average size of communal land 
(communal operators only)(rzs) 

185. 	 las sharecropped land (%) 
Average size of sharecropped land 
(Sharecroppers only) (mzs) 

Orinte 
Quezada Yupi 

100.0 99.7 

3.2 1.6 

11.0 10.45 

8.53 6.88 

37.1 24.1 

10.5 5.4 

2.5 0.5 

18.1 9.1 

73.7 37.0 

80.5 69'.6 

3.05 2.52 

27.3 42.6 

1.93 1.87 

9.2 4.5 

2.75 3.7 

10.7 19.2 

2.25 2.19 

Ipala 

100.0 

0.4 

9.92 

18.0 

13.3 

1.2 

5.9 


7.9 


20.0 

52.5 


2.73 


60.1 


2.14 


0.4 


0.0 


0.0 


0'.0 

for Eva].uation Report
of April 16, 1975)* 

Occidente
 
Monios Quiche
 

98.3 100.0 

0.0 0.0 

19.0 15.82 

5.2 2.61 

29.3 11.1 

14.6 9.2 

40.1 30.2 

25.2 12.5
 

3.6 0.0 

99.3 99.5
 

2.35 1.57 

2.6 4.8
 

0.0 0.8
 

0.3 0.0
 

0.0 0.0
 

0.9 0.5
 

0.0 2.0
 

*Thie original computer print-out did riot include all of the cases. All 373 cases have 
been included in thissumiiary. (Yupi) 
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TABLE I, continued 

Oriente Occidente 

Area/s Quezada Yupi Ipala Moiios Ouiche 

195. Spends time working away (%) 46.1 42.6 28.3 77.3 50.0 

210. Listen to radio daily (%) 91.8 83.1 76.3 53.5 53.9 

251. Has toilet facilities (%) 7.7 0.8 5.1 9.5 0.5 

254. Average number of children 5.75 3.97 4.63 4.27 3.56 

255. Illiterate (%) 54.4 63.8 59.6 66.3 82.7 

256. Attended school (%) 37.4 29.1 30.1. 27.5 15.9 

Average years of school 
attendance (attenders) 2.51 2.28 2.52 2.33 1.79 



April 16, 1975 40 
BASIC VILLAGE EDUCATION: GUATEXALA (Revitied May 30, 1975) 

COMPARATIVE INFORMATION 

SELECTED ITMIS FROM 1974 SURVEY 

Oriente: _q~jeza a 

TABLE I1 

13. 

26. 

Area/s 

Occupation: "Farmer" 

Ise hybrid seed corn 

(%) 

(%) 

QR. 

100.0 

7.2 

Ql_ 

100.0 

1.8 

QJIAYpi 

100.0 

3.3 

100.0 

0.8 

-Q,.I 

100.0 

3.2 

45. Average corn yield
only) (qq/mza) 

(growers 
12.4 10.9 9.8 10.8 11.0 

46. Average bean yield (growers
only) (qq/,,za) 9.27 9.88 8.57 6.65 8.53 

99. Use insecticides (%) 46.4 47.7 30.3 26.4 37.1.9 

122. Use chemical fertilizer on 
at flowerng, time (% using
than J.qq/mza) 

corn 
more 

20.6 10.1 5.1 7.1 10.5 

125. Use chemical fertilizer 
beans at flowering time 
more than 1 qq/mza) 

on corn/ 
(% using 

8.1 0.9 0.8 0.8 2.5 

169. Use credit (%) 28.6 17.3 17.5 10.2 1.8.1 

374. Visited by agronomist (%) 70.5 68.8 86.5 69.0 73.7 

182. 

183. 

184. 

Own land (%) 
Average size of land owned 
(owners only) (mzs) 

Rent land (%) 
Average size of rented land 
(renters only) (mzs) 

Has communal land (%) 
Average size of communal land
(conmmnal operators only) (mzs) 

80.4 

3.26 

14.3 

1.81 

22.4 

2.96 

85.2 

3.58 

11.9 

2.08 

16.5 

2.47 

75.7 

3.15 

39.5 

2.20 

0.0 

0.0 

80.7 

2.29 

4o.3 

1.68 

0.0 

0.0 

80.5 

3.05 

27.3 

1.93 

9.2 

2.75 
185. Has sharecropped land (%) 

Average size of sharecropped
(Sharecroppers only) (mzs) 

land 
8.1 

2.88 

10.1 

2.27 

5.0 

2.33 

1M.6 

1.98 

10.7 

2.25 
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TABLE II, continued 

195. 

210. 

251. 

254. 

255. 

256. 

Area/s 

Spends time workJng away (%) 

Listen to radio daily (%) 

Has toilet facilit.ies (%) 

Average number of children 

Illiterate (%) 

Attended school (%) 
Average years of school. 
attendance (attenders) 

OR 

50.9 

94.6 

1.8 

--

63.4 

35.7 

2.25 

OI'm 

38.6 

97.2 

28.4 

--

49.5 

37.6 

2.76 

QRMA 

40.4 

96.6 

2.5 

--

54.6 

37.8 

2.68 

Yupi 

44.3 

80.7 

0.0 

--

50.4 

38.9 

2.37 

Q.Total 

46.18 

91.8 

7.7 

5.75 

54.4 

37.4 

2.51 
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BASIC VILLAGE EDUCATION: GUATEMALA 	 April 30, 1975
 
(Revised supplement
 

COMPARATIVE INFORILATION 	 for Evaluation Report 
of April 16, 1975)*
 

SELECTED ITEMS FROM 1974 SURVEY 

Oriente: Yupi 

TABLE III 

Area/s .Y1 Y2 Y3 YTotal 

13. Occupation: "Farmer" (%) 99.1 100.0 100.0 99.7 

26. Use hybrid seed corn (%) 0.9 3.1 0.8 1.6 

45. Average corn yield (growers 
only) (qq/mza) 8.51 12.69 9.90 10.45 

46. Average bean yield (growers 
only) (qq/mza) 7.32 6.64 6.76 6.88 

99. Use insecticides (%) 20.2 31..0 20.6 24.1 

122. Use chemical fertilizer on 
at flowering time (% using 
than 1 qq/mza) 

corn 
more 

2.7 9.1 4.0 5.4 

125. Use chemical fertilizer 
beans at flowering time 
more than 1 qq/mza) 

on corn/ 
(% using 

0.0 0,8 0.8 0.5 

169. Use credit (%) 8.9 9.1 9.6 9.1 

174. Visited by agronomist (%) 16.7 30.1 62.7 37.0 

182. Own land (%) 
Average size of land owned 
(owners only) (mzs) 

57.1 

2.57 

73.0 

2.56 

77.8 

2.44 

69.6 

2.52 

183. Rent land (%) 
Average size of rented land 
(renters only) (mzs) 

61.5 

1.95 

21.9 

1.84 

47.7 

1.80 

42.6 

1.87 

184. Has conmunal land (%) 
Average size of communal land 
(communal operators only) (mzs) 

4.5 

3.7 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

4.5 

3.7 

185. 11as sharecropped land (%) 
Average size of sharecropped land 
(Sharecroppers o.nly) (mzs) 

3.6 

3.0 

38.4 

2.15 

13.5 

2.11 

19.2 

2.19 

*The original computer print-out did not include all of the cases. All 373 cases have 
been included in this summary. 



43 

TABLE III, continued
 

.,Area/,, Y1 Y2 Y3 Y~rotal 

195. Spends time working away (%) 33.3 44.4 49.3 42.6 

210. Listen to radio daily (%) 81.6 82.7 85.0 83.1 

251. Has toilet facilities (%) 0.9 0.80 0.80 0.80 

254. Average number of'children 3.13 4.36 4.32 3.97 

255. Illiterate (%) 83.3 54.9 55.6 63.8 

256. Attended school (%) 
Average years of school 
attendance (attenders) 

14.2 

2.33 

33.2 

2.39 

38.9 

2.31 

29.1 

2.28 
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BASIC VILLAGE EDUCATION: GUATEIAIA 

COMPARATIVE I FOPMATION 

SELECTED ITM2AS FROM 1.974 SURVEY 

Oriente: Ipa,la
 

TABLE IV
 

Area/s 

13. Occupa1.ion: "Farmer" (0) 

26. Use hybrid seed corn (7.) 

45. Averagqe corn yield (giowers
only) (qq/amza) 

46. Average bean yield 
only) ((lq/mza) 

(gro.,ers 

99. Use I(7ecticide, (%) 

122. Use chemical fertilizer on corn 
at fluOW-un, tille 
than 1. qq/hza) 

(% u,'.ing more 

125. Il;e chemica]. feritil.izer 
bean, nt flo,'reiing Lime 
more than I ll/m/za) 

on corn/ 
(Z using 

169. Use credit: (.) 

174. Visited by agronomist (7) 

1.82. Own land (7) 
Average
(owner, 

,i :c, of ald 
only) (:i.,) 

owned 

183. Rent land ('/) 
Average
(renLer 

size of rented 
only) (iiz.) 

land 

184. His comii,,al land (M) 
Average nizv of c(nimal lald
(communal oprator; only)(ii:,s) 

185. l.n MIarecrolpcd laud (.) 
Average size of sh;irecroped
(Slarecroliplrs c.nl y) (mn-s) 

land 

1] 12 1 J'o ta1.l 

100.0 100.0 100.0 

0.7 0.0 0.4 

9.66 10.27 9.92 

18.3 Ii.2 18.0 

11.6 15.9 13.3 

0.0 3.0 1.2 

0.7 18.0 5.9 

7.2 9.0 7.9 

23.7 14.9 20.0 

55.4 48.5 52.5 

4.05 2.11 2.73 

53.2 69.3 60.1 

2.12 2.16 2.14 

0.0 1.0 0.4 

0.0 0.0 0.0 

0.0 0.0 0.0 

0.0 0.0 0.0 
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TABLE IV, continued 

Area/s II 12 ITotal 

195. Spends time working away (%) 37.4 15.9 28.3 

210. Listen to radio daily (%) 79.1 72.3 76.3 

251. Has toilet facilities (%) 3.6 7.0 5.1 

254. Average number of children --.. 4.63 

255. Illiterate (%) 59.7 59.4 59.6 

256. Attended school. (%) 
Avcrage years of school 
attendance (attenders) 

31.6 

2.22 

27.8 

3.00 

30.1 

2.52 
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BASIC VIL.AGE EDUCATION: CUATEMALA
 

COMPIARATIVE1 INFORMATION 

SELECTED ITMS FROM 1974 SURVEY 

Occidente: Momos 

TABLE V 

Area/s 
 Ocl Oc2 Oc3 OcTotal
 

13. Occupation: "Farmer" (%) 99.3 97.5 
 97.7 
 98.3
 

26. Use hybrid seed corn (%) 	 0.0 0.0 0.0 
 0.0
 

45. Average corn yield 	 (growers 
only) (qc/mza) 
 18.5 19.3 
 19.2 
 19.0
 

46. Average bean yield (growers

only) (qq/mza) 6.9 5.5 3.4 
 5.2
 

99. Use insecticidcs (%) 36.3 40.6 
 11.3 
 29.3
 

122. 	Use chemical fertilizer on corn
 
at: flowering time 
 (% using more
than 1 qq/wza) 28.9 7.6 4.7 14.6 

125. 	Use chemical fertilizer on corn/
beans i.tflower.ing Lime (% using
more than 1 qq/mza) 
 41.7 73.7 8.3 
 40.1
 

1.69. 	 Use credit (%) 28.9 25.4 
 20.4 
 25.2
 

174. 	 Visited by agronomist (%) 1.4 0.0 9.0 
 3.6
 

182. 	 Own land (%) 98.6 98.2 
 1.00.0 
 99.3
 
Average size of land owned
 
(owners only) (m;'-) 1.53 3.85 
 1.94 
 2.35
 

183. 	Rent land (%) 3.4 3.3 
 0.8 
 2.6
 
Average size of rented land
 
(renters only) (mzs) 0.0 0.0 
 0.0 
 0.0 

184. Hais communal land (M) 0.0 0.8 0.0 
Average size of communal land 

0.3 

(communal operators only) (mzs) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

185. 	THas sharecropped land (%) 0.7 1.6 
 0.0 
 0.9
 
Average size of sharecropped land
(Sharecroppers only) (mzs) 0.0 0.0 
 0.0 
 0.0 
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TABLE V, continued 

Area/s OC.1 Oc2 Oc3 OcTotal 

195. Spends time working away (%) 79.9 83.9 68.4 77.3 

210. Listen to radio daily (%) 54.3 59.3 47.3 53.5 

251. Ilas toilet facilities (%) 0.7 3.4 24.8 9.5 

254. Average number of children -- -- -- 4.27 

255. lilitcrate (%) 73.2 80.5 45.9 66.3 

256. Attended school. (%) 
Average years of school 
attendance (attenders) 

12.. 

1.36 

17.8 

2.80 

52.7 

2.38 

27.5 

2.33 



48 April 	30, 1975 


BASIC VILLAGE I*UCATlON: GUATMALA
 

COMPARATIVE INFORMATION
 

SELECTED ITMIS FROM 1974 SURVEY
 

Occidente: Quiche 

TABLr VT 

Area/s 	 4 5 TOTAL 

100.013. Occupation: "Farmer" (%) 100.0 100.0 

2(k. Use hybrid sced corn (%) 0.0 0.0 0.0 

45. 	 Average corn yield (growers 
only) (qq/mza) 14.40 17.79 15.82 

146. 	 Average bean yield (growers 
2.50 	 2.61.only) (qq/mza) 	 2.59 

13.8 	 11.199. 	 Use insecticides (%) 9.1 

122. 	 Use chemical fertilizer on corn 
at flowering time (% using more 
than 1 qq/mza) 8.3 10.1 9.2 

125. 	 Use chemical fertilizer on corn/ 
beans at flowering time (% using 
more than 3. qq/iiza) 23.1 40.2 30.2 

169. Use credit (%) 9.9 16.0 12.5 

174.. Visited by agronomist (%) 0.0 0.0 0.0 

99.5
100.1 98.8.182. 	 Own land (%) 
Average size of land owned 
(owners only) (mzs) 1.33 1.91 1.57 

183. 	 Rent land (%) 5.0 4.6 4.8 

Average size of rented land 
(renters only) (mzs) 0.5 1.25 0.8 

184. 	 Has communal land (%) 0.0 0.0 0.0 

Average size of communal land 
(communal operators only)(mzs) 0.0 0.0 0.0 

1.1
185. 	 lhas sharecropped land (%) 0.0 0.5 

Average size of sharecropped land 
2.0 	 2.0(Sharecroppers only) (mzs) 	 0.0 
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TABLE VI, continued 

Area/s 5 TOTAL 

195. Spends time working away (%) 41.3 62.0 50.0 

210. Listen to radio daily (%) 57.9 48.2 53.9 

251. Has toilet facilities (%) 0.0 1.1 0.5 

254. Average number of children 3.55 3.56 3.56 

255. II.literate (%) 85.1 79.3 82.7 

256. At tended ,;chool (%) 
Average years of school 
attendance (attenders) 

14.0 

2.06 

].8.2 

1.50 

15.9 

1.79 
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ReportEvaluation 

.May 1, ].97S 
List. of Major Areas, Treatment Areas, Villages, and Individuals included In 

1974 Survey_ 

ORI.ENTE 

Quezada R-
Potrerillos 19 

Jicaro 30 
Bordo Alto 17 
Jocote 30 

Rodeo 16 
Total. 112 

Quezada RI-
Smnta Gertrildis 19 

Los Comunes 17 

La Bra 14 

Salitrillo 26 

Tule 33 
Total 109 

Quezada RIM-
Las Quebradas 16 
Don Diego 19 

La Libertad 15 

San Fernando 35 
El Retiro 34 

Total. 119 Quezada Total = 341. 

Yupiltepeque R-
Las Brisas 40 

El Ca].vario 40 

Pueblo Viejo 23 

AspitLa 23 
Total 126 

Yupiltepeque RIMA­
Estanz,,ela 35 

La Ceibita 32 

Cerro Redondo 36 

La Perla 30 
Total 133 

Yupiltepeque Rl-
El Llano 35 

Sillon 50 

Tetunte 16 

El. Sauce 
Total 

13 
114 Yupiltepeque Total = 373 

Ipala 
La 

Control I 
Coronada 23 

La ranja 30 
Las Cruces 32 
El Jocote 31 

El Chaguite 23 

Total 139 



Ipala Control II 

Cacahuatepeque 


OCCIDENTE 

Juntaca RMA -

Paquix 

Xcsaclac 

Xelenova 
Racana 
Saj camlaj 
Patziquiche 

Total 


Canquixaja RM -
Canquixaja Centro 
Panca 

Niinsutuj 

Total 


Tzanjon R -
Pacomanchaj 
y/o Pachoquisis 

Chicho y/o Paquix 
Centro Tzanjon 
Paturubala 
y/o Xcalas 


Chuiaj 
Total 


Chichi Control I
 
Xepocol 

Saquilla 


Total 


Chichi Control II M 
Chipaca 


M
 
101 Ipala Total 240
-

17 
20
 
16
 
34
 
23
 

7
 
117
 

79 
33
 
38 

150
 

24
 
23
 
30
 

29
 
27 

133 
 Occidente Total 400
 

67
 
54
 

121
 

87 Quiche Total = 208 

TOTAL ALL AREAS = 1561
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BASIC VILLAGE EDUCATION M 9 1975 

ORIENTE EVALUATION TIME LINE 

_Quezada Area 

1974 1975 
 1976
 
R/ 


(119) / (112) / (+110) /
 
raA / (133) / 
 (19) / -+3.-)-/Total Interviewed 
 370 341 (+)325
 

.u)i Aren
 

Control 
 / (36) / 

. .
 . . . . . ­. e ° e
e e • 
 e e / o e e e e e


R /.............. 
 0 26)* _ (+L]20Q)
RMA
 
Tot:al Interviewed 
 .... / (3 3 )*--/ +130) I 

373 
 (+)360
 
1 Area
 

I - Control,-) / ............../
Monitor (039) / ..............
II - onitor-. /..................../ /

/. . . . . .
 I ] (+130)
+ 5


Total Interviewed '........../( 
 Ioi) (+95) /
240 
 (+) 225

Oriente Totals 

Respondents 

Interviews 506 953 (0910


1695 2553 (+) 34 20 

*Includes 1.01. cases from Yupi 1974 (plus 25 new cases). 
*Inc]udes 30 cases from Yupi 1.974 (plus 128 new cases). 
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May 9, 1975 

BASIC VILLAGE EDUCATION 

POPULATION '3REAR"DOWN BY AREA, TREATMENT AND VILLAGE 

ORl.NTfE: QUEZADA 

Program 
Year R RM RMA 

1974 

Potrerillos 
Jicaro 
Bordo Alto 
Jocote 
Rodeo 
Total. 

21 
3]. 
20 
30 
1.7 

119 

Sta Gertrudis 
Los Comunes 
La Brea 
Salitrillo 
1,1 Tule 
Total 

20 
18 
18 
28 
34 

118 

Las Quebradas 
Don Diego 
La Libertad 
San Fernando 
E! Retiro 
Total 

19 
22 
16 
39 
37 

133 

1975 

Potrerillos 
Jicaro 
Bordo Alto 
Jocote 
Rodeo 
Total 

19 
30 
17 
30 
16 

112 

Sta Gertrudis 
Los Comunes 
La Brea 
Sa itrillo 
El Tule 
Total 

19 
17 
14 
26 
33 

109 

Las Quebradas 
Don Diego 
La Libertad 
San Fernaido 
El Retiro 
Total 

16 
1.9 
15 
35 
34 

119 

1.976 

Potrerillos 
Jicaro 
Bordo Alto 
Jocote 
Rodeo 
Total. +110 

Sta Gertrudis 
Los Comunes 
La Brea 
Salitrillo 
El TuIe 
Total +100 

Las Quebradas 
Don Diego 
La Libertad 
San Fernando 
El Retiro 
Total 4-115 
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May 9, 1.975
 

BASIC VILLAGE EDUCATION 

POPULATION BREAK)OWN BY AREA, TREATMENT AND VILLAGE 

ORIENTE': YUIPT 

Program 
Year CONTROL 

Las Brisas 32 Estanzuela 	 31 
1974 	 El Calvario 32
 

Pueblo Viejo 20 
Aspitia 21
 

Total J.36 

R RM RMA 

Las Brisas 40 El Liano 35 E.tanzuela 35 
El Calvario 40 Sillon 50 La Ceibita 321975 	 Pueblo Viejo 23 Tetunte 16 Cerro Redondo 36 
Aspitia 23 SauceEl 13 La Perla 30 
Total 126 Total 114 Total 133 

Las Brisas El Llano Estauzuela 
El Calvario Sillon La Ceibita

1976 	 Pueblo Viejo Tetunte Cerro Redondo 
Aspitia El Sauce La Per]a
Total +120 Total +110 Total +130 
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55 

POPULATION 

BASIC VILLAGE EDUCATION 

BREAKDOWN BY AREA, TREATMENT AND VILLAGE 

Program 
Year 

ORIENTE: IPALA 

1974 

I - Control II - M 

1975 

La Coronada 
La Granja 
Las Cruces 
El Jocote 
El Chaguite 
Total 

23 
30 
32 
31 
23 

139 

Cacahuatepeque 
Total 

101 
1 

I - M II-H 

1976 

La Coronada 
La Granja 
Las Cruces 

El Jocote 
El Chaguite 
Total +130 

Cacahuatepaque 
Total +95 



Evalulatlon Report 

Hay 9, 1975 

BASIC VILLAGE EDUCATION 

OCCII)ENTE EVALUATION TIE LINE 

Program Year 

Homos Area 1974 1975 1976 

R 
R01 

............./........../___ 3).50 // (+13 ) +__5_ / 

RMA 
Total Int:erviewed 

I............./ (1 7) 
400 

(+ 15) 
(+) 390 

/ 

Quiche Area 

I-

11 

Contr-ol 
lioni tor 

- Monitor 

/.........../ 
/............. 
/............./ 

(121) 
/.............. 

(87) 

/.........../ 

/ + 5) 

Total Intcrviewed 208 (+)200 

Occidente Totals 

Respondents 
Interviews 

--

--

608 
11408 

590 
1980 
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BASIC VILLAGE EDUCATION 

Prograim
 
Yea r 


1974 

1975 

.976 

POPULATION BRIEAIU)OWN BY ARLiA, 

OCCIDENTE: 

R 

Pacho.inclm j 
y/o Pachoqciisis 24 
Chicho y/o Paquix 23 
Centro Tzarjon 30 
Patrubal a y/o 
Xca].as 29 
Chuaj 27 
Total 133 

Pachoinanchaj 
y/o Pachoqui sis 
ChIJIo y/e Plquix 
Centro 'iz-injon 
Patrubala y/o 
Xcalas 
Chuaj
 
Total 4-130 

TIl EATMENT AND VILLAGE 

NC)MOS 

PM RMA 

--

Canquixaja Centro 79 Paqui ; 17 
lPonca 33 Xesoc lIc 20 
Nirnjutuj 38 Xe].enawa 16 
Total. 150 Patzaquichi 7 

Racana 34 
Sajcanlaj 23 
Total 1.17 

Sajcamlaj 
Canqu i:aj a Cent ro Paquis 
Pa1ca Xcsoc.ac 
Nimijutuj Xeleina 
Total +1If5 Pataiu ic he 

ilacana 
Total 1].5 
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POPULAT I ON 

BVASJC VILLAGE EDUCATION 

BR EAKDOh'N BY AREA, 'TREAThI .NT AND VIILLAGE 

Program 

OCC]I)'NT':OU ll1. 

1974­

1975 

I - CoLr. 

Xepoco) 67 
Snquill ;a 54 
Total. 121 

II 

Chipaca 
Total 

- ii 

87 
8-7 

1976 

I -

Xcpocol 
Saqull a 
Total +115 

ITI-N 

Chipaca 
Total "-85 

-




