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II.

Sy _esexistien

Develepment of the Milippines’ latent weter reseurees into visble
infrestrecture weuld significently sdvence the ceuatry's cosmemic amd
secisl development. Nowever, & prelifevation of sempeting government
wvater agencies, a desrth of necessary basic data, and vavrious other
constraints presently impede deliberate plamming snd eptimal development
of the nation’s water.

AID and other domers, finding water resources te be an imviting
terget for external assistance, have unwittingly cobrributed to the
present unfavorable circumstances by variously cenceatrating on limited
discrete project psckages (gensrally irrigation oriented) that are largely
unrelsted or uncoordinsced in any context of & nsticnal weter resources
development plan. A critical reviev of past donor assiitence efforts inm
this sector indicates that new spproeches are nesded.

USAID recognizes the esseutislity of centralizing amd consolidating
water resources planning and development in the FPailippfdme. The proposed
Consultative Group for the Fhilippines affords am edditional end multi-
lateral context for discussiom of the need for basic institutiomsl changes.
In the division of interests end resulting specislisation as betwesn donor
agencies which ve have to smerge from the Consultstive Group, the USAID
belisves it 1is well qualified to act catalytically im promoting end sell-
ing the consolidated comprehensive water resources philosophy to the
thilippiz. Covernment as weill es to other external assistance douors.
This promotional task will be helped by using AID Feasibility Study Loan
funds to do useful and productive work in this sector, while highlighting
and demoustrating successful :»d desirsble water resources cencepts amd
philosophies. Also, high level shert term cbeervatiea teurs to the
United Ststes, or to other Asism ceumtries thst heve success stories im
water to tell, will be used to import beneficisl weter philosophy to the
Mhilippines.

USAID proposes a modert techmicsl assistance input of $150,000 per
year for FY 1971 through FY 1973 to conduct a water resswrces development
program, as outlined in deteil in the follewing discessicms, aimed at
evolving s fresh and visble comprehensive satiomal consolidated Fhilippine
government approach to watei’ resources develepment.

Settigg ot [mvirewment

The Milippines 1s blesse: with land sud veter reseurces wiich, if
appropriately diveloped, ceuld comtribute significamntly te ecomsmic and
socisl growth. Becsuse msthedical fuvestigatien and imventery hes met
besn pursued, knoviedge of the eowatry's weter resewrces is mnet detailed
or relishle ensugh to detersine the mest logical and prwient imvestment
of its 1imited ressurces in weter develogpment 20 to ssoure aaximma
pormmment bavfits. Ia the face of mownting pressures fren pepulatien
expansion, vurel wasuploynsat and foed shertages, “erash™ pregrams heve
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besa resorted to, primarily for {rrigation expansion, vhich seldom result
in the lasting utiiity essential to svoid future edverse consequences.

Present GOP water resources development efforts are severely fragmented
and divided among relstively independent, and sometimes competitive, govern-
ssut institutions. For example, irrigation planmning, development and wanage-
asat is vested in the Rational Irrigation Administration (NIA), the Irrigstion
Service Unit (ISU), the Presidential Ara on Commmity Development (PACD),
the Rureeu of Public Works (BMW), the Agricultural Productivity Commission
(AXC), end others. Bydroelectric powver generation ig the responsibility
of the National Power Corporation (WIC); domestic, mumnicipal snd industrial
water supplies are under control of the National Waterworks & Sewerage
Authority (WWSA) end/or provincisl or municipal administrations; flood
control works sre performed by the BR4. Other public end rrivate organi-
sations are alsoc involved in various aspects of water rescurces exploitation,
By and large, coordinstion and cooperation smong these entitfes is practically

- non~existent.

Because no national water policy or plan exists, the prudeat conservae
tion, use, and control of water i{s not centrally dizected or regulated.
The involved individual entfties opevate as relatively free agents. This
results in overlapping aud duplicetion of effort as well as @ vaste of
scarce financiel resocurces and technical msupower and, in some casee,
unhealthy competition for the limited funds and water available.

Compounding the problems of divided responsibility and dissipstion of
resources ars the following further impediments to scund water resources

development:

(1) a lack of sdequete snd relisble hydrologic basic data, such as
rainfall, stcesmflow, and groundwater informstion on which to
base souad developwment plaming and subsequent project management;

(2) insdequate comprehensive lcng-range planning to assure permsnent
optimally beneficial developments; and insufficient atgention
to physical, sociel, and economic fectors thet determine the
succese or feilure of water developments (too frequently projects
of this nature sre uvsed for political expedieucy);

(3) & lack of adequate ensbling and regulatory legislation relating
to water; and a lack of forceful applicetion snd enforcement of
existing legislation;

(4) 1insdequate attention to and insistence on sustained effective

msnsgement, operation and maintenance of water infrastructure
after construction so as to extract the moximum projected bemefita.

UNCLASSIFIED
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AID has alweys been respomsive to specific Philippine requests for
belp im ueter ressurces. Ia the pest, aseisience has been gmmeraslly
predicated éa the AID recognitiom of the basic need fa the Fhilippines
for comprahensive and msthodical weter rescurces planaing sad development.
Apparently it hes been 3ssumed that the Fhilippines has also recognized
the same need and therefore would support such comprebensive efforts.
Results of sin or ssven years of USAID essistence in technical manpower,
funding, cosmodities and pesrticipsut training have indicated that such is
not necesserily the case. UWhile some progress has been made, and some
GOP smrensss of the need i{s evidant, e significent incresse {n GOP
fnterest and support in this vital ares hss not been denonstreted.

From 1955 to 1962, AID assistance in this sector was in the arca of
basic data collection, snalyeis, end publicsation. Tais vas followed in
1963 by the USAID/Buresu of Reclsmstion MWster Resources Survey Project
vhich, in late 1966, produced: (1) a feasibility study of the Upper
Pampenga River Froject; (2) s comprchensive reconnaissance report on the
Central luzon Basin (Agno snd Pempanga Rivers), identifying 11 potential
multipurpose vater atorsge developments; snd (3) progrem reports on five
other major river basina in the Philippines, which pointed out the nced
for additiocual basic date in those basins before reconnaissance grade
work could be accompiished. Upon the depsrture of the BuRec tesm in
late 1966, USAID grant-fuaded a two-men tesma (elso PuRec) to follow up,
monitor, and azsist the 3PW Uater Resources Survey Division ia coatinuing
the work sterted by the earlier BuRec Team, This effort wes further
reducad to one man during all of 1969, aud then increased to 2 four-man
effort in 1970 vhen the GOP offered to dollar loem=finsnce tuwo BuRec
techniciams for two yesrs. Disappointingly, there has been little
identifiable basic additionsl sccomplishment in terme of completed water
resources plaxming, strongthaned GOP weter resource institutions or
orgenizaticns, or ephanced local skills or cepsbility in weter resources
planning or development. Rather, thers has seemed to be a gradual
deterioration in the interest and support for comprehensive water
resources develcpment progrems within the Buresu of Public Worke. With
the assignment by the GOP of the Hationsl Irrigatien Administration as
the implementing ecency for the Upper Psmpengs River Project (904 millfon
IBRD loan), that agency hes come to the fore with am incressed interest
snd evidently soms assigned responsibilitiee for comprehensive water
resources planning and development, even though it is basically a govern-
ment irrigation agency,

The lack of 201id comprehensive approsch to weter dcvelopment is
ssnifested in the GOP’s sbescxption of externsl sssistance. AID end other
bilsteral or multilateral organizations, addreesing the Philippines’ water
resources problems, have responded with ldmited, wellodefined ad hoc
project assistance packsges. ¥or example: IBRD's $34 million loan for

URCLASSIFIRD
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the Upper Pampangs River Projact; the ADB's $2.5 millfon loan for tl:ree
izrigstion projects in South Cotsbato; the UNDP/FAQ's recent Water
Rescurces Task Force study vhich has resulted in a $2.0 milli.n UNDP/

¥ graat-funded groundvater development project in Centrsl Luzon; and
USAID®s FL 480 locel curremey support of irrigstion system rehabilitetion
and completion. All of these ase essentially unrelated and heavily
irrigaticn-oriented aseistance afforts not directed towsrds the sequentisl
or complementary accomplishment of en orderly priority-based ccmprehensive
national water resources development plan for the Philippines. In and of
thensalves these projects contribute little toward encouraging or pre-
cipitating a comprehensive nationsl water resources development viewpoint,

On the part of assistance orgenizations, as well as the GOP itself,
there is a need to distinguish between irrigation per se and the general-
fred, but more basic, needs of overall water resources development. In
the past few years “irrigation™ seems in practice to habe becom: feirly
synonymous with “water resources” in the Philippines. The urgency for
food (primarily rice) production has exerted great strass on the need
for irrigation improvemeat and developmant in the country. Rxcep: for
one existing regulated year-round water supply {The Anget Reserxvoir)
for irrigation, and a secoud under conétruction (The Upper Pampsnga,
River Project), all other frrigation is dependent on stream or river
diversion and pumping, either from surface or grounduater sources,
"Run-of-the-river” diversion {or pumping) irrigation systems ar:, of
course, subject to the vageries of wesather end rainfall, and {n the dry
season the effective irrigation fre. thase sources is reduced o approx-
imately one-third of that availsble cduring the rainy sesson. Develope
ment of additional water storage sites for regulated yogseeround vater
supplies would mitigate this eftuvation and provide opportunities for
other much-needed water-bgsed bensfits, suck as hydroelectric pover,
domestic and industrial water supply, flood control, etc. Unfortunately,
without & basic comprehensive nztiomsl water resources plem, or adequete
reliable basic data with which to compile such a plan, few storage
possibilities in the Fhilippines hava been identifiad, much less studied,
evaluated and ssaigned to a priority plan for development,

The philosopliy that irrigation should be vicwed, and developed, as
a8 part of and in conjunction with other water-based infrastructure is
not widely held in the Philippines, nor does that philosophy guide the
development of irrigstion progroms by the various agencies of the GOP
fnvolved., Additionslly, irripation projects hsve rather eatensive
political ramifications snd implications and are frequently used to
gain political advantage, without serious consideration being given to
their techuical or economic viability. (This phenowsnon is not of course
confined to the Philippines.) For this reason and further ompounded by
a lack of serious and asttentive GOP support to the necessary mansgement,
operation and meintensnce of systems vhen built, meny irrigation invest-
ments have deteriorsted to the point of being licbilities.

15
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Sovernmsat ewaed and epersted irrigation systems suffer from a lack
of voutine logistic support and funding., The fund shortages srise
bossnse of difficeities in collecting frrigatien fees, among the lovest
in (he world. The concept of irrigation associations, vhich has been so
suscessful {n Taiven and Japen, is new to the Milippines, but msy be the
Saswer to many traditicmsl frrigstion rroblems, 1if carefully adepted and
preporly appifed. A principal imped’.iut to irrigation advencement is
the wareslistic snd burdensome ceutrdl goveroment responsibility for the
retail sale and delivery of irripaticn water. Many existing and recurrent
irrigation problems will diminish significantly when the government csn
divest itself of this respousibility and concentrate on the developrent
sod wholesaling of irrigetion watcr, sad water users’ orgenizaticns
aspume the retail sale and digtribution respougihilitiag,

During the past several years, AID sseistance to Pilippine irrfo
gation hes coneisted primarily of ¥L 480 Title I lozne to the kia for
rehabilitation, repair, and completion of #xistiang irrigation eystems.
This has amounted to Spproximately $9.0 million equivalent in Lo-al
currency since FY 1967. In eddition, AID extended a $4.7 eillion
development losn to the GOP, with the NIA as implamenting sgency, for
the procurewent of irrigation operation and maintenance aquipment to
Sugment the NIA®s equipment pool. With respect te frrigation assistance,
USAID has embraced a general policy that encourages completion, repair,
and rehabilitation of existing irrigstion systeus; but discourages the
construction of new systems, which would add to slready heavy 0 & ¥
burdens,

Strateey

Successful water resources development would provide micheneeded
basic infrastructure in flood ond river control vorks; hydroelectric
power ganeration fecfilities; domastic, mmicipal, and industrial watsr
supplies; and irrigation fe~/ Aties, and would contribute banefidnlly
to rural and urban eocio-econcmic development, With USAID's emphasis
on rural development it ig logical to pursue & water TOEOULCeE program
which complements, albeit on a lang-range basis, USAID's cther tnpurs
to the rural development sector,

In order to induce and sssfst the GOP mount an effective and
waningful water resources progzam, the USAID will sttespt ¢o promote
and “sell™, to the point of genexral acceptance in the Fhilippines, the
sbsolute esssntiality of s couprchensive naticnal water resources
philosoply and a realistic approach to translation of that pbilosophy
inko permsnently beneficial physical developments. Yo accomplish this,
it will be necessary to continually focus the attention of GOP officials
end peliticians, as well as the general public, on the benefits sveilshle
and the naticcsl interests thet will be s.tved by the adoptien of an
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ordered appreach to comprehensive water resources planuing and develop-
ment fer the cowntry. USAID would be considerably assisted, snd signi-
ficantly move successful ia achieving positive resulte, if these sams
conoapte amd attitudes wers espowsed and encouraged by ethar assistance
dousrs 1in this vital sectexr:. In fact, a wnified coordinated approach
to water resources sseistance for the Milippines by all denors would
crystallise the Milippines’ enthisissm for, and acceptance of,
coaprebensive and consolidated water resources philoscphy,

With the enticipated formetion of the IBRD-chaired Consultstive
Group for the Fhilippines, the timing and circumstances appesr wost
suspicious for AID to Fromote & policy caliing for consolidetion of
GOP responatbilities and &ctivities in water resources as the firat
step toward the effactive sbeorption end utilization of the cone ldeigble
assistance that will be aveilsble to this sector under the segis of the
Consultative Group. Assuning thaz 1t will ecordinate all exterral
sssistance to maximize benefits in selected priority sectors, s coapre-
hensive water resources development plan will undoubtedly be central to
the needs to be addressad tn ths importsnt infraetructure developaent
sector. Nopefully, the Ccasultative Group will evalvate needs snd
atiempt to concentrate &. istence in selected priority areas within
the framework of total investment capital availodie, including locsl
resourcas, and within the Philippines® institutionsl aad managerisl
capacity to affectively ~bsorb and utilize such capitsl sesistance,

In this context, USAZD s role will be to act catslyticaliy ¢o
s0lidify the orientation to, and desire for, the coaprehsusive uwater
resources philosophy by the €OF gnd by other sssistence denors function-
ing within the Consultative Croup. In fulfilling that role USAID has
an important, albeit finsncially modest, contribution to make fa pro-
viding technical assistance.

USAID beiieves a nsv focua is required for tha technical sssistanca
being furnished through the Bursa: of Reclamation vater resources team,
As previcusly stated, over the pedt three ysers the counterpart gupport
for this effort has gradually disinished and veakened., Very candidiy,
this situation results from the preoccupation ef the Buresw of Pudlic
Works (the counterpart agency) with other pwograme of grester public
and political appeal and ivsistence, such as schoolhouse construction,
ports and harbors development, and pwblic building progreme. In this
setting very little attention or support is or can be given to wster
resources planaing activities, vhich inciudes the highly importent
basic data gathe ing function., Thers is 14ttle doudt that better
results would obtain {f the technical assistance, as weli as the
counterpart water resources agency, vould function at a higher level
vithin the buresucracy end vwith a more advanegeous public exposure.
Cantinued promotion and selling of idealistic water resources concapts
st the BV Uater Resources Survey Division (WRSD) level, where they

15
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find veady scceptance, may be personally gratifylng but have little or
0o beneficisl effect on overall GOP water resources policy.

Although physically located with the BFM/’s WASD, the BuRec w.ter
Tessurces team should actively seek to meke their services and expertise
evailsble to other O0P uater agencies. Successful fermatiom of a coneol~
idated weter rescurces pelicy end plamaing orgsaisatien will raquire
the backing of the msjority of the principel water sgencies snd, indeed,
wost have slready officislly signifiad support for the concept, Some
agencies, notably the NIA, have informslly encouraged the idva that
selected qualified personnel from the WRED of the BN should constitute
the nucleus of the tachnicel staff of the central boedy, augmented by
technical perscnnel from the other agincies. Also, rocently an agree-
wment wvas rsached between the NYA and the B®™ to Jolntly undertgie a
msjor muitipurpose project feasibility study (che Magst River Freject)
with the NIA teking the lesd ae the implement ing agency, Indfcmtions
are that USAID will be requested to finsnce from tha existfing ¥easi-
bility Study Loan the required additionel techmical advieory dieciplines
from the U.S. Bureau of Reclamstion tc sgmment the incumhen: PuRec Toam's
capebility to sssist the GOP in making the study,

Under the circumstances, providing technical assistance now go the
WIA or the B, or both, mey appear to rum counter to USAID’s expressed
ultimste objective =- the central consolidated water resources policy
and planning body. It can be ssen, however, that an undertaking of the
mignitude of the Magst Feasibility Study (approximately $550,000 sver
& tvo year period) would afford memy opportunities to promote snd
demonstrate beneficisl water resources concepts, as wall aa the nasd
for consslidstion and centraiizatfon. Also, the organizatién and
tralning into @ functioning unit of wvhat might largely comprize the
technical staff of the ultimate central body, tegether with thke pro-
duction of s bankable feasibility etudy, argus in favor of contiming
USAID’s technical sssistance efforts rather than suspending s)i sctivity
until the consolidatad central agency hes besn formed,

By remaining flexible, and responding to GOP water resources neads
appropriately, the USAID/BuRec team will be in a far better position to
fnfluence the expaditicus formation of the consolidsted pelicy and
plenning body then if there were no contscts at all at the technical
working level.

A bill was iatroduced in the Philippine Ssmate last yaar calling for
the establishwent of a central Water Resources Commission. This Commission
would be responsidle for promulgation of nstional weter policy and for
oversll plaaning of vater resources, as well as the supervision of
progrem and project f.plementation by the individual sgencies. While
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the legisiation hes not yet beea emacted its introduction has praci-
pitated much interest and sleo cslled attention to the need for a
centrsl water policy and pleuning entity. Knowledgeable GOP officials
estimate the probable establishment of such a cantral tody during
1971, possibly under the existing government reocganization legis-
latfcn.

To solidify progress being made in developing public and offi-
cisl swareness of the needs of the Fhilippines vith respect to water
resources, two other strategic and highly useful tools are availsble,
One is the AID Feasibility Study Losn which can be used to finsnce
msjor comprehensive multi-purpose water project planning as diascussed
previously, or other studies related to water regsources; for instence,
irrigation essociation or cooperstive developm:nt, organization, and
menggement . Many opportunities sre presented during the courss of
these studies to demonstrate, as well as to absord, beneficial water
resources concepts. And, cf course, the primsry benefits cbtain:
the productiom of documented bankeble studies to support losn appii-
cations,

The other is the use of carefully structured short term observation
tours to mefighboring Asian countries, notably Taiwen, Japan and Thatlend «o
or poseibly the United Ststes, 1f circumstancas varrant -- for Admindc-
trator or menagerisl officiuls vho ere at 2 high enough level to affect
policy or decisicn-msking relstive to water development. Psst experierce
has shown that one to two week intensive cbservationm tours of thig nsature
have been extremely succesaful se & means of trancferring or importing
practical, workable and desirsbic wster resources concepts, policies,
procedures aad approaches to the Philippines.

Plenned Targets, Results, Qutputs

The primery objective of this project is to assist the Milippine
Government in the ultimate attainment of a consolidated centralized
responsibility for the regulation end control of en optimally bene{icial
exploitation of Philippine water resources. In achieving this tdealistic
goal, the following conditions ere essentizl &nd expected to cbtein,
with the heclp of technical and other asaistance previded by AID:

(1) General Filipino acceptence of the basic philesophy that the
nation’s water resouzces must be planned and developed on a
comprehensive integrated national basts;

(2) With that philospphy as s guiding principle, the estsblisk-
ment of & high-level centrsl organization, snd the develeop-
ment of a viable cepability within that orgamirstion, to
(e) formulate uster pelicy in the long term nationsl intersst,
(b) plam nmjor water rcsources projects using technical, socio-
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logical, and ecomomic factors to establish priorities for
implementatiocn, and (c) supsrvise implementation to sssure
attainment of minisun standards, both during construction
and subsequent eperation; and

(3) Progressive developmesut, evhancemsut, orgenization, motiva-
tion, and training of the considersblc sveilsble (but widely
dissipated) in-country profescional talent so thst the central
orgenization ultimetely will be staffed to function entirely
without, or at least with only @ minimum of, exterual tech-
nical assistance.

Time and resources necesssry to accomplish the above ave difficult
to project, since too meny varisble and non-quantifiable factors impinge.
Bowever, while providing technical assistence aimed at fdemoting the
shove posls, short-range ad hoc technical assistance will slso bs pro-
vided to verious ongoing activities in support of the agricultural snd
rural development sector programs supported by USAID. During the next
three yesrs USAID will periodicslly critically review sad evaluate
results of all activities within this project and increase, decreise,
or discoutinue assistance based on the response svd participation of
the Thilippine Government.

Importent secoadery targecs which the USAID will assist in attempte
ing to achieve are:

(1) The evolution of an initisl national water policy and the
beginnings of sn orgsnised nstionsl water rescurces develop-
ment plan,

(2) Orgenization, establishment and initial operation of onz or
more pilot dewonstration irrigation sssociations.

(3) Completion of additicnal plamming or fessibility studiss of
mejor multipurpose uater storage projects to support GOP
loan applicaticns to financial {nstitutions, (Ivo such
possibilities prosently being considered are the Balog-Balog
Project in Terlac Province, and the Megst River Multipurpose
Project in Isabela Province.)

(4) Ensctment of besic ensbling lendmerk lLegislstiem relative to
surface and ground water rights; the formation and operatiom
of water users organizatioms; and other vater commected msttsre.

(5) Completion of all equipment end spare parts doliveries umder

the Irrigation snd Equipment Rehebilitetion Froject (AID Loan
492-0-024 for $4.7 milliom).
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V. Couxee of Actien snd Pingegisl Plen

Yo implement the strategy and achieve the results previously
discussed, USAID proposes @ velatively modest finsmcial input comprised

1. JYechnicisns

(o)

()

Two (2) U.S. Buresu of Reclsmation technicians, with

wide technical expertise in water resources investi-
gations, studies, planning snd development to (1) broadly
assist the GOP and its water agencies in these activitizs,
(2) generally promste sound weter resource development
philosophy and comcepts, (3) guide, sssist and train
Filipino techniciens and officials in the production of
banksble project plemning or feasibility studies, and to
provide the leadership vhen apprepriate in the expediticus
sccomplishment of specific related feasibility and planning
work fwuded under AID's Feasibility Study Loan, and (4) to
advise and assist the GOP in the organization and establish-
mont of the necesssry institutions to enhence its overall
water resources posture,

PY 71 = Two (2) BuRec/PASA techniciens <= § 75,000
Y2 - woow " com 75,000
FY 73 o ® s i b cce _ 75.000

Total $225,000

Approximstely nine (9) men-months per yesr of additional
short term expert assistance for the above two-man EuRec
tesm on specisl problems that may srisz during the course
of project investigations, studies, or planming, or to
meet critical emergency short-term noeds of an as-yet-
vaknown nature:

W71 - 9 sen-months TDY assistance ==« $ 30,000
w2 - " ol » o= 30,000
r7y - L " " coe 30,000

Totsl $ 90,000
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3

(c) Oms direct-hire AID equipment specfslist to continue
usmitoring implcmentation of the AID $4.7 million
irrigatien equipment losm to the NIA amd to advise
and sseist the WIA in their equipment msmagement
operatioms, in complisnce with losn provisions, ss well
as to previde advisory sssistance on irrigetion system
operation and meintenance.

F¥ 71 - Direct<hire equipment specialist --- $ 25,000
w2 - . » " evc 25,000
FI 73 = May change to Irrigszion Systeos

O Engineer woo 30,000

Total $ 80,000

Compodities

NMiscellansous commodities to support general water
resources activities including fnvestigations, studies,
plamning, Jemomstrctions, promotiomsl work, etec. such a8,
for emample, ficld trsmsportation, survey instruments and
equipment, laborstory equipment, special messuring or meter-
ing devicez, ete.

FY 71 - Miscellmmeocus Commodiciees occ $ 135,000
w2 - w " asce 15,000

n”n - " U ooe __10,000
Totsl  § 40,000

Rexticipent Treigleg

¥No participents per se are proposed, Rather, obsarvation
teurs sponsoved by USAID on imvitatiocunel trevel orders &s sut-
1ined under Stretegy (Section III) are preferred to accomplish
& move expeditious introduction of acteptabls coacepts into
the Failippines at a ucre responsive snd effective official
lhwel,

FX 71 - short term abservation tours «=-c § 5,000
[ |}

nn” - - " wco 5,000
R R -
Total $15,000
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4. lacal Cyrvemcy

In addition te the dollar (§) inputs dascribed sdove,
it is enticipated that epproximately $1.0 sillion eguivalent
locsl currency (P) per year from FL 480 losm sources will be
needed for the meut three years to sssist im meeting purely
local cost fimemcial needs of the following types:

(a) Initial set-up, investment, and possible pertisl
inicis]l operasting costs of centralized water
resources entity (Commission, Buresu, Agency, ete.)

(b) PFartisl lecsl curremcy costs for pilot or demenstration
irrigstion assocfation (district, or cooparative)

(c) Partial local currency support coste for dollar-financed
studies unler the AID Peasibility Study Loan.

3000
FY 71 <« I 480 Title I Funde (P equivalent) -- § 1,000
R - » " » @s 1,000
X7 - » " " o _1.06)
Total $ 3,000

5. Qther Asstistpnce

As indicated in tho attached tsbles, ofher donors have
contributed both grant and loan assistance, as followas:

(e) Asien Development Bank $000
1. WHater Manageasnt Tech. Asst. Tesm - Grant, F¥69 § 105
r » » " » » ri70 102

3. 3 Irrig. Projects, South Cotabato - Losn, FY70 2,500
(d) IMRD (World Benk)
Upper Pempsngs (Pantabsugesn) River
Multi-purpose Project - loem, FX70 §$34,000
(c) VMDR/SF (vith PAC as fmplessating agency)

Centrsl lusen Croumduster Sevelopment
Project, Mueva Ecijs - Qramt, FY70 $1,996.2

All the sbove projects have been, or vill be, implemented vith e
through the Netionsl Irrigation Administretiom,
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Tabdle 1

Pogs 1 of 2 PROP DATE;
Originel vy _;
Rev, Mo, t 2
Cewatry: _PHILIPPIRES Project Title: _WATER RESOURCES DEVELOPMERT
Project No. 492«11-120-233

Fiscal AP L/c Total Cont | 2erspunel Serv. Participents C ities Other, Cost
Yesrs St 0E— e 7

Ag U Ag s
Prior
through
Actual
FY 1968 m 1L (130)* . (130)* . . - - - - -8
7Y 1969 TC ¢ 197 28 153 - 1 - 15 - - - B
Y 1979 (] 7Y 24 - - - - - - - - a
PN e 150 25 105 - 5 - 15 - - .
i ¢ o 150 as 105 - S - 15 - - .
i x e 150 30 105 - s - 10 « w .
All
Subs.
Tetal
Life 1% G 671 132 468 - 16 - 5s - - .

*  Nom-Add. - 2 Bulec Technicisns fumded from proceeds of Feasibility Study Loan No. 492-H-023,





