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Evaluatior Cbiectives, Issues and Approaches

1. Overview

Evaluation is a crucial aspect of USAID's efforts
to assist the Government of India {(GQCI) achieve its
obiectives of increased food supplies and rural
employment, reduced fertility and mortality, expanded
energy supplies, and natural resource conservation.
Because India’'s development institutions are relatively
mature, the GOI is already pursuing 2ll of these objectives
through relatively well-developed programs. The basic
purpose of AID assistance to India is to improve the
efficiency and ''reach” of existing institutions and
programs Ly combining financial support for program
sxpansion with carefully-programmed techrology transfers
aimed at program quality. Evaluation provides an
external check on the degree of success with which this
basic purpose is being pursued, but it plays an even
more important role as an integral cornponent of the
technilogy transfer process. USAID's various evaluation
activities provide a key channel for technology transfer,
and alsc provide a means for the docymentation of

successful or unsuccessful efforts at system in.provement,
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Because India already has relatively sophisticated national
ard state-level evaluation systems, and because of depth
and general competence of GCI and state-level technical
staff, documented evaluation findings can be rapidly
“absorbedand can have an influence far beyond their
project or area of original application. Consequently,
well-designed projects and related evaluative efforts
can have great ''leverage' on various institutions and
programs, significantly magnifying the impact of AID
assistance (which will necessarily always be modest
relative to the needs of India's 700 millicn peaple).

Beczause all of AID's projects in India are aimed
essentially at improving the guality and expanding the
outreach of existing delivery systems, the issues and
problems to be addressed by evaluations in various
sectors have many broad similarities. The issues are
discussed by program category and by sub-sector in the
sections below. The similarities in evaluation approach
among sectors are even greater, All USAID projects
follow an evaluation approach which is made up of four
related kut distinct elements: menitoring, progress

reviews, special studies and impact assessments.
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Monitoring goes on constantly, as determined by the
requirements ofgood project management, and concentrates
on issues at the input and output icvels. Progress reviews
take place at least once during project implementation and
as frequently as once annually. They concentrate on the
output and purpose levels and are aimed at achieving
high-level agreement concerning necessary adjustments
in project implementation or direction. Special studies
play a prominent role in some projects and a very minor
role in others, but are generally intended to explore
solutions to particular problems and provide direct
feedback inte project implementation. Impact assessments
emphas’ze purpose and goal-level attainments, and in
some cases will not be completed until after AID's
involvement with a project has ended, Nevertheless,
USAID believes that the design of adequate impact
assessment systems, including baseline data collection,
provides major opportunities for techneclogy transfer
and contributes significantly to the likely long-run
viability of the system modifications supported by

AID projects.



-4-

2, Food Supply and Rural Emplovment

The projects with the greatest scope for long-term
influence on delivery svstems under the Food Supply and
Rural Fmployment category are the surface irrigation
projects, represented by Gujarat Medivm Irrigation,
Rajasthan Medium Irrigation, and the Mzharashtra Medium
Irrigation project now under design, USAID has also
submitted PIDs for two FY 1983 surface irrigatioa
project~: Rajasthan Command Area Development, and
Madhya Pradcesh Minor Irrigation, and a Water Management
and Training project. The key issue in surface irrigation
is e economical delivery of water to the plant root zone.
This has surfaced 2 number of design issuzs: intensive
{more economic) versus extensive (more beneficiaries)
distribution systems; lined versus unlined channels and
associated conjunctive use of ground and surface water:
operation and management of the overall system;
appropriate design, construction, operation and management
of sub-systems below the 40 hectare level; and administra-
tive and management responsibility as among State agencies
and participating irrigators,

Analysis of these design issues has resulted in project

design criteria intended to cope with the issues. In =
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number of cases special evaluation studies have been
required to firm up design criteria or to provide
quantitative specificity. Progress reviews, anaually or | '
ctherwise as needed, provide an in-depth lock at project
performance and provide guidance on needed mid-course
corrections in design or implementation.

Baseline studies in all irrigation and water related
projects provide the basis for future impact eva.lﬁé.tl?or_x.
These studies focus on proiect impact on a.g._ricultural
production, farm income and income distribution,
employment, and selected demographic characteristics,

USAID does not plan to allocate major évaluatioiﬁz
resources to the other active projects under the Food
Supply and Rural Employment program category in
FY 1982 and FY 1983, USAID has just comipleted a final .
Project Evaluation Summary (PES) on the Fertilizer
Promoticn project. We will rely completely on t.h.e
Agricultural Refinance and Development Corporation
(ARDC) for evaluations of minor irrigation projects of
the type being financed by AID under the Agricultural
Development Credit project. Similarly, we will rely
on the Rural Electrification Corporation (REC) for most

evaluation work on the Rural Electrification project.
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The PL 480 Title II Food-for-Work and the Qilseed
Growers' Cooperative Development projects are also
included under the Food Supply and Rural Employment
category, but are discussed in the section on Title II
Integration and Effectiveness below.

3. [Fertility and Mortality Reduction

USAID's major evaluation efforts in FY 82 and FY 83
will focus on factors affecting fertility and young child
i'nortality reduction in rural districts covered by the Integra-
ted Rural Health and Populaticn project. In addition, the
Malaria Confrol Project will have a pfogrgss svaluation
and a final evaluation in FY 82 and variocus evaluation-
related activities will occur in the nutrition sector és
described in the Title 1I section about the Integrgted
Maternal and Child Nutrition Project.

The Integrated Rural Health and Population Project
supports the implementation of public sector services
in 13 rural districis in five states of India. The goals
of this project are tc reduce fertility and young child
mortality in the project -assisted districts. Dauring
FY 8 and FY 83, USAID and the GOI wil! conduct both
progress reviews and special baseline studies that will

focus on the key issues identified during the project
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design as meajor barriers to achievement of reduced
fertility and young child mortality, These issues include

suboptimal access to health and family planning services

by rural people; weaknesscs in management of the rural
system; weaknesses in training and quality of services
rendered; and weaknesses in motivation of the people
to reduce fertility or to make changes in child care that
would reduce young child mortality.

The issue of suboptimal access and progress in
improving access will be a major feature of th'é. Fy 82
Annual Progress Review. The review will assess the

e

results of the special baseline studies related to such
"access' issues as use of the governrﬁent system "by

poor women and children; expenditures by families on
health and family planning services in the private and
public secters; utilization of the traditional and pﬂvate
systems for services; and perceptions of various scurxces.
of care. In addition, the I'Y 82 Arnual Project Review
will assess progress in overcoming current weaknesses
in management of the Model Plan system, and will review':
the results of the special baseline studies with respect to

the capabilities of personnel in planning, monitoring ,

and evaluation; the current manageraent of the services
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system; effectiveness nf the management support systems
with special emphasis on logistics management and perseﬁnel
management; und the prediction of contraceptive demand.

During FY 83, the Arnnual Review will continue to .
focus on access and management but will, in additioﬁ,
give considerable priority to progress in improvementé
in the training capacity and in the communications cap@é-ify._ _
The review w.ll be .based upon a Training Needs Asses:sx;hent :
.which fccuses on the content of current training prégfams._.
vis-a-vis key fertility and mortality reduction.problemjs, _
the training skills of the trainers,and:the implementation
plan for improvements of the training c'apabil.i.ties of
workers and trainers. The Review will also be bésed-;éon :
a Com.munic:ations}e’eeds Asses sment: covering the
communications capability of the communicatdrs,_ c:erZn_unica-_
tions managers and comrnunications fraine;s éupportigg_ '
the services in the project areas, A‘is_o, USAID is now |
andertaking a major Health Sector Analysis {not listed in
Part B} which will contribute to USAID's and the GOI's
understanding of the most cost-effective meéns of
improving health/family planning system vianagement
and enhancing the system's impact on:fertility and mo.rt'ali'ty.

reduticn. In addition, USAID will devote a major effort
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to evaluation of family planning services delivery in the
context of the proposed FY 1983 Social Marketing/

. Communications project. Prior to the final design of

the project in FY 1982, USAID will undertake a Multi-Year
Population Sector Assessment (MYPSS), and will complete
tﬁe review begun in July 1981 of the impact on fertility of
various programs and socio-economic_dev:lépments_. o

<. Energy, Forestry and Conservatio:.

The major projects in this program category az;'e
the FY 1981 Maﬁhya ].?rad.esh Social Forestry and the |
FY 1982 land a;:xd Water Con'serv.ation .;.:.roject:s. T_hé
question faced by both projects is whéther' a Susta.inablég.:_.
system ca.n be develcped which will permit local :'gover'ni.ng"'
bodies to manage natural rescurces e.fficiently.r ard
equitab.ly. Because of the complexity éf the issues
involved, heavy emphasis will be placed on special stu._die's '
and evaluations désigned to improve AID's and GOI's
understanding of the local institutional factorslres;)onsiible"'
for project progress.. There will be relatively less
emphasis on survey-based impact assessments,

USAID does not plan to devote major evaluation

resources to the Technologies for the Rural Poor or
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Alternative Encergy Resources Development projects during
FY 1982 and FY 1983,

5. Title II Integratiocn and Eifectiveness

Although the Title II activities fall under the Food
Supply and Rural Employment category {Food-for-Work,
QOilseeds Cooperatives) or the Fertility and Mortality
Reduction category (Maternal a- 7 Child Health, School
Feeding), they are treated separately here because of the
strong Agency interest in integrati.ng Title I resources
with development assistance resources and improving
the effectiveness of Title II programs.

Evaluation reports were completed in FY 1980 or
FVY 1981 on all four types of US:’\I‘D.Title II projects, and |
follow-up evalgation work will continue in FV 1982 and |
FY 1983, Recipient profiles and case studies of meajor
types of activities under Food-for- Wori& wlzll-be completed
i: FY 1982, providing the basis for r;n apgraded Catholic
Relief Sgrvices (CRS) prograrnming system. The primary
issue will be whether development impact be increased,
particularly through the creation of more durable assets.
The Oilseeds Cooperative project will be the subject of
a joint GOI/CLUSA/USAID mid-project progress review

in July 1982. The initial evaluation of the impact of the -
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School Feeding program on prirnary school enrollment,
attendance and retention will be completed during FY 1982,
and the GOI and USAID will determine whether ¢ more
comprehensive assessment is warrarted,

The rmost important evaluation activity under Title II
will be the evaluation of the CARE and CRS Maternal and -
Child Health (MCH} programs. More effective Title II
MCH prog-ré.ms are particularly crucial for the future
of Title II in India and elsev,here., As noted abp;.re, UISAID
is presently designing an FY 1982 Integrated Maternal/Child :
Nutrition project (IMCN]) to provide development assistance
rescurces for the vpgrading of Titl.e I MCH. | Based on a
report submitted recently by consultants, USAID and the
voluntary agencies will design a common evaluation system
for the IMCN-related Title II MCH prcecjects and for the.
non-IMCN Title II MCH projects of CARE and CRS.

Because of its less direct relationship with the GQI and
State Governments, CRS would implement its evaluation
separately, probably under an Operational Program Grant
{OPG) for its Nutritlon Education Program {NEP).

Listings of Planned Ivalcations

See Tables for FY 1982 and FY 1933 attached.
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Evaluation Information Needs

USAID review of Parts A and B above has not revealed
significant areas in which information needed for future
project development will not be available fror. apcoming
evaluations or from sector analyses and project design
activities. However, there are a number of topics on
which USAID would welcome evaluation informaticn from
AID/W or other Missions. These topics are discussed
by program category below::

1. Foeod Su;g}_ily and Ruaral Employment

USAID's evaluaticon program in irrigation and
agricultural research could benefit from access to
evaluation studies by other Missions, particularly in
Scuth Asia. Particularly valuable will be any follow-on
work on the Asia Bureau studies of irrigation and
agricultural research in South and Scutheas! Asia.

2. Fertility and Martality Reduction

USAID would welcome additional information in the
following areas:
- health sector analysis
- population sector analysis {MYPSS)

- nutzition sector analy - s
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- low birth weight interventions

- AID-supported public sector primary health delivery
programs

- developing country production of contraceptives
- commercial retail sales of contraceptives
- targeting recipients of Title II or other feeding programs.

2, Energy, Forestry and Conservation

The social forestry and land and water conservation
projects are technically relatively simple but invelve
highly complex issues of social and institutional
feasibility, USAID could benefit from studies and
evaluaticnz of similar institutional development problems,
especially in other Asian countries, USAID would also
suggest that ASIA/DP/E, PP C/E and the relevant
technical offices makea major effort to monitor
the progress of social forestry projects funded by AID,
the World Bank and others, with a2 view toward maintaining an
ample flow of information on this new and difficult type
of activity.

Utilization of Evaluation Findings

1. Government of India {GOI):

The GOI bas an active evaluation program carried

out by the Programine FEvaluation Organization (PEQ)



of the Planning Commission. Similar bedies are functioning
at the state level with varying degrees of effectiveness.
Because the results of PEQ evaluations are acted upon by
the GOI long before the evaluaticn reports are made public,
it is difficult to reconstruct the detzails of utilization of
findings. Based on our knowledge of evaluations which
are nearing completion or have recentlv been completed,
however, we believe we could provide examples of
utilization of evaluation findings (if requested) in the
areas of food for work, rural electrification and nutrition
intervention.
AR USALD

Because the first p.ojects under the new AID program
in India got under way only about two years ago, it is
difficult to provide concrete examples of the utilization
of evaluation findings genera’+d by AlD-assisted projects
and fed back into project immplementation. In the case
of Gujarat Medium Irrigation project, however, the most
recent progress review identified a number of constraints
in effective project implementation including staffing,

availability of nmterials, quality control in distribution
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system construction, and planning procedures. These constraints
were discussed with the Govt. of Gujarat State (GOG) which

instituted measures to deal with them. In particular, a
new quality control training program for engineers
responsible for water-course construction and lining was
established with USAID assistance and is now operating
effectivelvy.

Two samples of evaluation feedback into project
planning rather than project implementation are the

following:

Interaction between the Asia Bureau Irrigation Study
Team, GOI officials, and USAID staff resulted in the
development and finalization of the Water Management and
Training project Pl recernicly approved by AID/W.

- Water manzgement research and development in
Pakisvan, evaluation of these activities, and the experience
of involved staff have led to a number of innovations in
water management. A Watercourse Problem Identification
Training Program based on this experience was conducted
in Gujarat in FY 1981 and a similar course is being

rlanned for Rajasthan in FY 1982. Such activities

contribute directly to improved water management on



_ ﬁﬁ)-as sisté& :irir'ig-a.ti_on projects, ahd-_;yili’b:fe' an

‘elernent in the proposed FY .I_‘)_SS_ Water . Ma;xagementand '

‘Training project.

inﬁpb;i'tarr}t
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Identtfication LACCts  [Evaluatfon] Submitted | Bepin| Frd  JHepore/lis Rationale - Coats Anelatonce
' Completed for Last ‘Pate | Dote j9ubmittal Source Est.§ Heedod
Evaluacion Date of Funds Arount
CON_SUPPLY_AND. RUEAL SMPLOYMENT _
Ro Bvaluations Planned:
Agriculturnl Research FN - - - - ~ Te ba nuthorized in '
(386 - 0470) i FY 1982. - - -
/]
Fertillzer Promotion
(386 - 0471} N 8/81. 8/81 - - - Project prematurely - - -
terminated; no further
evaluition planned.
i )
Hakarashtra todiun lrriga- !OFN - - - - - Te be autherized in - - -
tion (336 ~ 04B1) ! s FY 1082,
CLUSA/ Indtn Program PN 3/81 $4/8B1 - - - Mo further formal - - -
Daevelcepment Support - OPG evalunt.ops planned,
(AID~1386-2115)
fvaluaeions Tlanned: .
Rural Electrification N - - 2/81¢t 9/8%1  10/81 Mid- project progrecs - - PPC/E aynthesls o
{3R6 ~ 0402) review, PE Bealuatior
findings.
Gujarat Medium Irrigaticon 2] 12/80 1/81 /82! T/RA  9/p2 Progress Roview. N8 12,000 Hentlfy and
(386 ~ 0464) contract for
water management
englneer for one
person-month (pm},

e
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Ezii:?g;?};:m APPEOR. I Date Last | Report Evaluntivng = Evelnation Batimated Evaluation ALD/V
Aeet. lgvaluation| Submitted | Regin] Frd  |Report/Fis Rationale - Coytpe _ Assiatance
' [Compleced | for lLast Bate { Dute (Submitta) Source Eat.$ Neaded
...... - Evaluation Dace of Funde Amount
2, Ewaluations Planned: (rontd,] | v
Agricultural Develnpment FN - - /81 | 10/61] 11/81 Miu-project progreso - - -
Cradit (386 ~ QLE6) Review. -ﬁ
Rajasthan Nedluwm Irvigation
{386 ~ GAGTY b - - - - - Tnitiate Swcio~ Project 65,000 -
seonomie bareline
studien on sample
auhprojectn,
PI. 480 Title I1 Faod for - 12/80 1781 9/81 | 9/82 12/82 a} Reclipfont profile PDS 40,000 -
Work (TTW) . H and acleeted evalun-~
M (PCI Plan) ! tion cans etudlea.
12/81] B/A2 9/82 b} pevelop FFW monito!r igih 60,000 lContract for U.8.
ing fevalustion syatem onaul) tant
. and provide Inftial services.
) training,
: PL ABO Title 1T ~ CLUSA - + 3/ &/81 §/82 | 7/82 8/62 Joint GOI/NDDB/CLUSAS | OF 5,000 |TDhY Evaluatlon
© Veg. 041 Propram in support AID mid~project apeclalist (3 pray .
of YWDDB Oilsced Growers' prograss review. DS 25,000 |ldenttfy ond
Cooperative Project (OCCP). contract for
one cooperative
development
generaliat and
one technical
apecialint
- {1 pm each).
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2, Evaluations Planned:(cdn:d.l
CLUSAJNDDE OPG:Technical FN /81 9/81 6/82 ¢ /82 182 Joint GOL/NBDB/CLISAS - - -
Angistanee to dlaecd ALD mia-projoct
Growers' Coopetative Project progresns reviad,
{0CCP) (AID~386~2144) .
CLUSA/NCDC OPG:Technical i) 3/81 6/81 12/811 1/82 2/82 final proegress reviaw | PDS 12,000 |[ldentify and
Assistence to Cooperative and Aomessment of contract for
0t1gacd Processing Manago~ need for additioasl ol lnved procenehg
went Davelopment R assintance. apeclaliat(l pa},
{AID=386-2127)
FERTILITY AND MORTALITY REDUCTION i
1. Ho Fvaluntious Plannad:
CARE 0PG: A Composite 4 &/8 7/81 - - - - - - Impant Evaluation
program Lor Wemen and Pre- * of Balwadi's
achoolers ., . {day care centan)
(AID=386=-2137}) program will be
‘ complered in
1/82 by CARE &
UNICEF.,
Private Voluntary Qrganiza- SFCA - - - Project to be - - -

" tlons for Uealth
{306 - D489)

inirtated in F7 1982.
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Hutrition Education Project- initiated in FY 1982.
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(386-0455) HE 5/80 6/80 10/81 11/8§ 11/81 | TProgress review, oF 2,060
. k/gap 1A, s
11/81 1781} 3782 | -4/82 | % /B2 Final progress review| OE 3,000
Integrated Rural Nealth HE/PN “ - 3/82 1 4182 5782 Inftial progress OE 10,000
and Population review,
{386 - 0468)
.- PDS ! 12,000
i
Integrated Maternal/Child 1] - - - - - Dasign of monitering/| Project 52,000
Nutricion (386 - 0476) evaluation systewn.
Frcleat 15,000
" $ A
_ . g 1 117134 LA
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T'L 480 Title T1 Mid-Day- 7/80 7780 81 f12/81 a/82 Review nf existing
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PL 480 74tle IT HMid-Day Meal
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v anvollmeats, attend-
ance, atc,, in 6
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ENFERGY, FORESTRY AND CONSERVATION
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Develapment (386 ~ 0474) - - - - - Project to be . - - -
. avthorized in FY 1982
Land and Warer Conservation - - - w - Project to be - = -
' {386 - 0479) authorized fa FY 1982
X, PEvaluntions Plopmed:
Technoloples for the Rural . 3/81 4/8% 2/82 7 3/82 47182 Progress review, - - -
Poor {386 = 0465)
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Miassion Evatuatien nffdeer: Attachment B
John R, Vestley T m—
Program &ltdcer HISSTON EVALUATION PLAN - ¥V 1983
PART B - TABRBLE Auguac 21, 1981
A 7
COTOMN 1 COLINN 2 | roLwed 3 COLUMN & COLUMN 5 COLN 6 COLVE 1
‘ Date PES/ Schedule of Upeoming
Project/Program ADPYOD. | Date Last | Report Evaluatlons _ Fvaluation Eitimated Fvaluatlion MD{" .
Identification Acgt. | pualuatlon| Submitted | Begln| Eed [Report/FES Rationale Conts ﬁ““d:;""c
Completed for lLast Bate | Date Subnittal Source Ert.$§ ea
Fvaluatlon Pate of Fundeo Amount
FOOD SUPPLY AND RURAL EMPLOYMENT
1. Yo Bvaluations Planned:
Rurai Electriffcation FN 9/81 10/81 - - - Final progress review - - -
{386 ~ 0462) scheduled for FY.1984.
Cujnarat Medium Irrigation FN 7182 9/82 - - - Next progress review - - -
{186 - 0464} scheduled for FY 1984,
Agelenltural Research |
{386 -~ 04700 N — - - - - Initlng evaluation - - -
: achcdu?cd for FY 1984.
PL 480 Title LT - CLUSA 7/82 8/82 - - - ' Next progrese veview - - -
Vepell Program In support scheduled for FY 1984).
of EDDE 0Ollsecd Growers' .
Cooperative Project (GGCE) . . ,
2. Evaluations Planped:
Agricultural Development N - 10/81 11/81 8/82; 9/82 10/82 | Final progress review, - - -
Credit (386 ~ 0466)
Rajasthan Medium Irrigation FN - - 7/831 9/8) 10/83 | Hid-project progress OF 4,000 1 ASIA/TR rural
(386 -~ 0467) review, socielopist TD¥
{2 weeks), and
) DS 8,000 | identify sud
i . . ) contract for water
1 mgt. engr. PSC

i . ' (3 wvecks).




Hieslon Evaluation DHidcrer:

John K, ¥Westley
Frogram ecfitcar
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MISSION EVATUATION FIAN ~ FY 1983

_DART B - TADLE

Pare_ 2

R A

Aupust 21, 1981

coLUR 1 cormt 2 | coruy 3 COLUMN & COLUNK 5 COLUMY 6 COLUMN 1
Date PES/ Sehedule of Upcoming
Project/Frogram APPEOP. { pate Lamt Report tvaluations Fvaluatiop Fatimated Evaluation Al /W
1dentification Acgt. Evaluation]| Submitted Bepin| Erd  jPepori/PrS Rationale Coytn Ansistance
" ltompleted | for Last Pate | LDate (Submittal Source Eat.$ Heeded
Evaluation bace of Funde Amount
2, Evaluations Planned:{contd.
Maharashtra Hedlum :
Irrigation (186 - 0481) N - - - - - Initiate soclo- Project 75,000 -
. economic baseline
studfies on sample
. sub-projectsa,
-
PL 480 Title I1 Food for 9/82 12/82 - - - Training in new PDS ! 20,000 -
Wark {FFW) monitoving/evaluation
gyatem by Indinn
. Institucion.
CLUSA/EUDB OPG: Technical FN 7/82 8/82 2/83) /e s/83 |¥inal progress review [ PDS 12,000 |tdentify and
Assistance to Oflseed * and arsessment of need contract for one
Growers' Conperative for additional PS&C evaluntion
Froject (0GC!) =~ ansistance. speclalist (1 pm).
(AID-386 - 2144)
FERTILITY AND MORTYALITY REDUCT 16N
¥
]
1. Mo Bvaluations Planned:




aaion Pevaluation Officer:
John R, Westlev
Frogram Officer
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HISSTON FVALUATION LA

USAID/IRRIA

_DPART B - YARLE

©coLpe )

oLy 2

COLABH. 3

Dave PES/

LOLIAN &

Sehedule of Upcoming

COLIIN 5

Fape__3

Auguat 21, 108]

COLIM 6

coune 1

Project/Program APPTOP. Inate Last | Report Exaluatlong Fvaluation Estimated Evnluation] ATD/YW
Identification Acets fpyvaluation| Submitted Repin | Fral  jReport/TES Raticnale » Coqtsn . Asninstonce
Conpleted for Last Date | Dare [3ubmittal Source Pst.$ Needed
Evatuation ' frte af Tundn Amount :
1. Evaluations Plamned:
Integrated Pural Heslth snd | UE/Py L4182 5/82 4/83)  5/83 /83 Progress review ond | Project § 50,000 -
Population (386 ~ 0468) planning for Phase II]  gop 18,000 THY 3 health
(FY 1984 ?P). epecinlises .
(1 pm each).
PDS 40,000(HE)] Identily and
contract for 3
! PSC health
. | epecialists-(for
: total of 3.5 pm).
DS} 1Z,000(PW)| Identily and
i - contract {or PSC
populntion
F apeclalist (1 puld..
Private Voluntary SFCA - - 10/82 | 11/82 12/82 Inftial progreas Dy 24,000 Tdentify and
Organlzatfons for Health ' review, contract for 2
(386 - C45%) I'SC henlh
. i specinllists
t (1 pm each).
Integrated Materpal/ N - - 10/82 | 8/83 9783 Initilal progress Troject | 75,000 Monitoring -
Child Rutritien review and impact evaluation by
(386 ~ 0476) anseagnent. Indion institn-
; tiona.
]
!




Winglan Evaluation Nfflcer:
John R, Westlev
Trogram M llear
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_PART B = EIARLE

e i o oo AP Rk 1 e bl £ LA

UATION LAY ~ 9 AR

s b 7 2

COLIBRE 6

Eatimated Evaluatio

COLUMN 1 coLmIM 2 | connm ) } COLURN. fy oL S
' Date TES/ Schedule of tipcomiug
Project/Program APDPEOD. | Date Last | Report fvalustions Fealuatinn
ldentification Acgt. Evaluation| Submitted Beginy Frd 1uepor?7FF? Rationale e
Completed | for Last Dacte § Dote |[Submitrald Source
Evaluatlon Date of Fundn
2. Evalvations Planped:(contd.) .
PL 4RO Title IL MCH- b} - - 10/82 {9/83 10/8) Initial progress IFroject
CRS Nutvitfon Education review and dmpact )
Froject - OPG anaessment.
vaY, FORESTRY AND CORSERVATION
1. Yo Pvalyations Pinnned:
2. Evajgavicns Viagped: :
Technologies for the | 80 3782 4/82 2/83 3/83 4781 Progross review. -
kRural Poor (386 ~ 0465)
Alternative Fnerpy Resource | SD, - - 2/83 3/83 4183 initinl progresas -
Bevelopment (3Re - 0474} roviow,
. Hadhya Pradesh Social TN - - 3/83 4/83 5/83 Hid-project progresa | Proiect
Forestry (386 - 0475) review to determine
basis for relense of
final tranche.
Land and Water Comservation | FN - - 1/83 8/83 /83 Pregrans roview Pro Jact
{ 386 - 0479) : following completion [+):4
. of first full constriuy
ction seapon, and
inftiation of baseline

studies.

legea

Lst.$
Amaunt

ot < P

20,000

24,000

,000
,000

La

o O

cong 1

ATD/W
Aasintance
Becdnd

A e b ALl A WP

Tdenti{y and
roptrant for PSC
gocinl sclentist
and farastot
( Y pm each).

DY rural roclo=
logiat (1 pm).
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