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National Nutrition Planning
Project No. 522-0124

USAID(HONDURAS

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Introduction

In 1976, AID loaned $3.5 million to the Government of Honduras (GOH) to
finance a National Nutrition Program. The loan was supplemented with project
agreements and a subsequent grant agreement which added $1.0 million to the
project for a total u.s. contribution of $4.5 million; the GOH contribution
was estimated at about $3.1 million. '

The project was to contr ibute to the improvement of the food and
nutritional status of the Honduran population by: (1) increasing the GOH
capability to carry out the analysis, planning, execution, and evaluation of
food and nutrition programs; and (2) assisting in the development of rural
infrastructure necessary for improvrment'of the nutritional status of rural
and urban marginal residents. The loan agreement was signed on November 2,
1976, and the first project agreement was signed on September 30, 1976.

SCope

The purpose Qf our review was to assess the project results to date; to
determine if management of the project has been effective and if AID funds
have been used according to Agency policies and procedures; and to identify
problem areas requiring manag~ment attention.

~udit Conclusions

Project irrplementation has not been good. Funds may .not be fully
disbursed by the extended termination dates: May 2, 1981 (Loan), and November
2, 1981 (Grant). Goals will be achieved on a limited basis.

Constraints to implementation have been:

-- Coordination - SAFIAN, the GOH agency created to manage the project,
was never able to take full control of project implementation. Other GOH
agencies looked on SAFIAN as a bottleneck to the project and did not cooperate
with it. The result was a breakdown in int~r-institutionalcoordination which
caused disillusionment on the part of several participating communities with
the executing agencies. (Page 4).

-- Project Design - Project design contributed to implementation
difficulties because of the numerous governmental agencies, project sites, and
project activities involved; and because project management responsibility was
given to. an agency (SAPLAN) that had no experience in project management or
implementation. (Page 7) •
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-- Monitoring - Overall project monitorship was not satisfactory.
USAID/Honduras I efforts Were incomplete because of understaffing. Late in
calendar year 1979 the Mission Nutritionist was reassigned to Nicaragua and, .
in his absence, project responsibilities were assigned to the existing staff.
This action caused an improper balance of workload and staff which led to a
breakdown of the monitoring function at a time when it was vital for project
success. Thus, the Mission's involvement in monitoring began to decline.
USAID/Honduras ' staff made no field trips from OCtober 1979 until December
1980 to visit project sites. As a result, the Mission had to depend on SAPLAN
for the monitorship function. SAPLANls inability to adequately coordinate
project activities exacerbated implementation problems. Several alternatives
were considered and efforts were made to expedite implementation, but
USAID/Honduras was not able to achieve much success in overcoming most of the
problems. (Page 11).

-- Procurement - From the onset of the project, procurement-related
problems had been one of the most significant constraints affecting project
irnplementation. There were several reasons affecting the procurement process:

-- Planning: Insufficient consideration was given to the
practicalities of procurement and unrealistic time frames were established.
For example, according to plan, all equipment was to have been ordered 3
months after the agreement had been signed. This, of course, was not
accomplished· • (Page 12) •

-- Administration: GOH agencies experienced considerable
difficulties in preparing satisfactory materials and equipment lists.
Materials and supplies were procured without proper consideration of time and
use needs. (Page 12) •

-- Coordination: Delays were intensified by the GOH's Procurement
Office and SAPLAN. Implementing agencies encountered a series of different
rules and procedures at the two agencies which further delayed the. process ..
The'reviewing process by the GOH Procurement Office and USAID/Honduras' took
considerable time with little or no coomunication with the requesting
agencies •. This resulted in a project record of hastily and poorly planned
procurement 'usually costing more and producing less. (Page 13) •

-- Materials and Inputs Management - Administration of inputs and
materials were erratic and at times chaotic. Materials were delivered without
reg~rd to time and utilization needs. For exarnple, 18 months after initiation
some of the pilot projects had not received all the materials needed.

-- Controls over materials were very l~. In most instances AID-financed
materials were conmingled with those financed by other donors and the GOH.
Controls and procedures at the GOH offices and warehouses were inadequate.
(Page 13).

-- ?9Uipment utilization - Equipment utilization was less than
satisfactory. One of the reasons may be attributed to insufficient
supervision by SAPIAN and USAID/Honduras. Some equipment was put to use for
activities unrelated to the project. In some instances, some equipment had
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not been used at all. There were also problems in the distribution and
allocation of the equipment, whereby equipment assigned to one agency was sent
to a different agency; the result, under-utilization of the equipment for
project-related activities.

-- Unauthorized diversion of funds for purchase of spare parts may result
in loss of approximately $11,000 worth of film and photo supplies. Due to a
lack of records and planning, we were unable to determine whether $197,000
worth of rolling stock acquired for use by the Ministry of Health was being
used on the project. (Page 15).

-- Construction - The carao station, a fisheries research development
facility, as built as part of the project. After var ious delays and a
$300,000 increase in funding, construction was resumed and in April 1980 tl)e
contractor reported the job as conpleted. The firm supervising the
construction, objected to the conditions of the facility and recorrmended to
the GOH that the job not be accepted. The contractor made minor adjustments
without correcting the major problems. I In its present condition, the Ministry
of National Resources unit will not be able to properly carry out the project
functions because of the poor conditions of 'the facility. We could not
determine whether or not the facility had been accepted by the GOH. (Page 15).

-- Warehouse - Con~truction of twelve warehouses for use by the MOB was
authorized. 'One of the contractors filed for bankruptcy and construction of
three of the, units was halted. In the meantime, a proposal to finish the
units within the original budget was received and accepted; however,
construction had not been resumed because the new contractor was unable to get
an advance to start the work. (Page 17) • .

-- Recycling of Funds - Loan funds were made available for financing a
series of small community-level projects. The purpose of these projects was
to increase the availability of funds and foodstuffs for the families
involved. A loan agreement was to be signed between the implementing agency
and the recipient. Proceeds from repayments on these loans were to go, to a
revolving fund for the financing of new similar projects •.

There were no signed loan ,agreements for the projects approved.
Repayments had been made on some of the loans but these funds were not being
made available for the financing of new projects; instead, repayments were
being used at the implementing agencies I discretion. (Page 17) • .

Recoomendations

Implementation Letter No. 68 was issued.on March 5, 1981, as a result of
this audit. The letter implemented nine recomnendations which were proposed
at the exit conference. In addition, conments on a draft of this report
implemented two more proposed recomnendations. We have made 5 'recorrmendations
in this final report directed towards improving project implementation and
resource utilization.

iii



BACKGROUND

AID" s Objectives

According to AID's fiscal year 1976 Congressional Presentation, AID's
programs in Latin America were redirected in response to Congressional
directions to concentrate on the problems of the poor. New approaches in the
FY 1976 proj~t proposals in the AID program for food and nutrition included:

--·more emphasis on food crop production for domestic markets;

-- greater concern about food distribution patterns and their
effects on nutrition, particularly for the mental and
physical development of the young;

-..;. growing efforts to change patterns of land ownership and to
encourage cooperative activity among small farm operators.

Honduras' Objectives

The overall Government of Honduras (GOH) strategy for nutrition is
summarized as follows:

-- Analysis, planning, and evaluation of nutrition programs will be
carried out by the National Planning Council (CONSUPIANE), through
its Sistema de Analisis y Planificacion de Alimentacion y Nutritici6n
Division (SAFIAN);

Implementation of nutrition and nutrition-related programs will be
the responsibility of the agencies represented on SAPIAN;

The initial GOH focus will errphasize programs designed to:

1. Increase the incomes of the poor;

2. Make better use of national resources to prOduce more foOd for
internal consumption;

3. Improve 'marketing and distribution of foodstuffs with the
objective of improving food quality, and lowering the cost of food to
the consumer through reduced marketing costs;

4. Make improvements in the presently inadequate institutional base
with respect to analysis, planning, management, and evaluation of
nutrition and nutrition-related programs;

5. Improve the information base necessary" for adequate planning,
management, and evaluation of programs;

6. Increse the coverage of health services, both preventive and
curative, and of'potable water and sanitation systems, with the
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target groups being the rural and urban poor, and reduce infectious
disese to improve biological utilization of food consurred by those
groups.

Project Descript~on

On September 30, 1976, a $250,000 Project Agreenent (No. 522-9-TQ) was
signed between AID and the GOH to finance a National Nutrition Program. The
Agreement was supplemented with additional Project Agreements and $500,000 was
added to the project, making a total of $750,000. On November 2, 1976, a $3.5
million Loan Agreement (No. 522-T-029) was signed for the same purpose. On
May 10, 1979, all the Project Agreements were superceded by a Grant Agreement
with the same total amount. On August 7, 1980, Amendment No.1 to the Grant
Agreement added $250,000, bringing the grant total to $1 million.

The AID loan and grant contributions to the project totaled $4.5 million;
the GOH contribution was estimated at about $3.1 million. '!be loan portion of
the project was scheduled to terminate on May 2, 1981, and the grant portion
was scheduled to terminate on November 2, 1981.

'!he project was to contribute to the improvement of the food ,and
nutritional status of the Honduran population by: (1) increasing the GOH
capability to carryout the analysis, planning, execution, and evaluation of
food and nutrition programs; and (2) assisting in the development of rural
infrastructu~e necessary for improvement of the nutritional status of rural
and urban marginal residents.

The. project has four components which support Honduran national efforts to
improve the food and nutritional status.

1. Analysis, Planning and Evaluation _.. This component will finance a
series of studies to determine the causes of malnutrition in Honduras, develop
a pilot system for monitoring changes in food and nutritional status, and
design systems and procedures for evaluating the inpact of program
intervention.

2. Nutrition Education -- This component will provide funds for long-term
and short-term training in nutrition for SAPLAN professional staff and
technicians and field personnel in the ministries and agencies participating
in the projects; the ,design of textual materials on nutrition for introduction
into the primary schools in Honduras; the development and broadcast of radio
commercials to orient consumers concerning specific food and nutrition
problems; and the purchase and installation of equipment for improvement of
the audio-visual facilities within the Ministry of Public Health for producing
promotional and educational materials related to food nutrition and health.

3. Water Supply and Environmental Sanitation .-- .This component will
continue the effort to construct lo~cost water wells and latrines and expand
it to include nutrition education at the corrmunity level at the time the wells
and latrines are 'built.



4. Pilot Projects -- This component will explore new avenues to iqprove
the food and nutrition levels for rural families.

Financial Status

As of December 31, 1980, $3.05 million (68 percent) of AID's portion of
the budget had been spent. SAPLAN records were not .adequate to determine the
amountGOH contributed to the project because financial data had not been .
corrpiled. OUr efforts to obtain such data from the individual irrplementing
agencies were, unsuccessful.

¥ ..... -

It appears that the project may either extend beyond the projected
completion dates or be deobligated. About 93 percent of the loan project time
a·nd 82 percent of the grant project time had elapsed but only 68 percent of
AID's funds had been spent.

Purpose and Scope

This audit covered activities from inception of the loan and project
agreement in 1976 to December 31, 1980. The audit field work was done between
December 1980 and February 1981.

The purpose of our review was to assess the project results to date; to
determine if 'management of the project has been effective and if AID funds
have been u~ according to Agency policies and procedures; and to identify
problem areas requiring management attention.

OUr review included an examination of records and correspondence
maintained by USAIo/Honduras and GOH inplementing agencies. Discussions to
determine the adequacy of project monitor ing and reporting were held with GOH
and USAID/Horiduras officials•. We also visited several project sites to review
activities in the field.

This repbrt, in draft, was provided to USAID/Honduras for review and
comment. Its Coaments were considered and incorporated in this report, as
appropriate.
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AUDIT FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS AND REmMMENDATIONS

Project Coordination

SAFIAN's performance in managing and implementing the project has been
poor. From the onset, the project was hampered by ser ious coordination and
implementation problems. Field visits were sporadic and undocumented. .
Inadequate r~ords were kept; the financial status of the loan was not known.

An April 1976 review of the project paper by AID pointed out that SAPLAN
would·have "quite a job to do" if the project were to be successfully
implemented. SAFIAN was .responsible for the overall management of the project
and, additionally, had the tasks of: (1) implementing the media program, (2)
developing the monitoring and information system; (3) reviewing and analyzing
proposed projects; (4) developing and implementing evaluations; and (5)
car~ing out or managing several demonstration projects.

The AID/Washington Development Assistance Executive Committee's review of
USAID/Honduras' Nutrition Assessment and Interim Report expressed a concern as
to whether SAPLAN was institutionally capable of implementing the program.
The review further stated that the project paper should discuss how
intersectoral coordination for nutrition policy-making and program
imple~ntation would occur. SAPIAN was a creation of this project as a part
of the National Planning Agency of Honduras and, as such, had no project
implementation experience.

The.Department of Fisheries of the Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR) was
to carry out all activities under the aquaculture SUbproject; the soya
production subproject was the. responsibility of the MNR, with the National
Agrarian Institute (INA) and the MNR being responsible for the introduction of
soya into the diet; the sorghum sUbproject was to be carr ied out by the MNR
through it research and extension programs; and the National Social Welfare
Board (JNBS) was responsible for the promotion and development of community
food production subprojects. This structure made it clear from the beginning
that the project would require excellent coordination and cooperation among
the participating agencies if it were to be successfully implemented.

A January 1977 consultant's report entitled Nutrition Planning in Honduras
pointed out that: .

"Impressive progress in multi-sectoral cooperation and
coordination has ~lready occur.red, but there is still a
long way to go. Project planning has been handicapped
by coordination difficulties and implementation is
likely to be even more troublesome." •••

The report went on to list some major problems to be resolved. so effective
coordination could occur:
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-- The Ministry of Health was not participating sufficient in the
multi-sectoral effort. Other Ministries were not likely to collaborate for
long, when Health, the presumed leader in nutrition, -laged far behind.

-- SAFLAN's lack of knowledge and field experience gave its project
documents a very academic quality. It does not yet know most of the pitfalJ,.fI
that typically affect attenpts to do what overambitious unrealistic plans ~ay

will be done.

-- SAFLAN was not yet clear about the full implications of
multi-sectoral nutrition planning.

At the time of the consultant's report, SAPLAN acknowledged that there was
not an effective way to assure cooperation among agencies working in Honduran
rural conmunities.

The consultant's report concluded:

••.• "No matter how expert SAFIAN staff become, their
effectiveness still depends on other sectors". • •• (SAFLAN)
"needs help in disseminating what it can offer and in the
political problems of getting a fair hearing among
disinterested and competing· agencies. II

Unfortupately, an adequate coordination effort was not achieved among the
agencies participating in this project. A June 1979 trip report stated:

••• lIthe current situation of the groups, instead of
showing signs of improvement in all respects, is in fact
showing signs of stagnation and regression, due to a lack
of technical assistance and lack of sound and effective
promotional campaigns from both the executing and
coordinating agencies of the community development
projects. II

IIJNBS!SAPLAN must emphasize a well coordinated and
efficient promotional campaign and to seek the technical
assistance required in order to improve the situation of
all the subprojects carried out under the cotl'll1Unity
development projects." •••

SAPLAN, the unit of the GOH created to coordinate the inplementation of
the project, encountered resistance from the other GOHagencies which it was
never able to overcome. Consequently, its. role as a coordinating unit has
been largely confined to limited advisory functions.

We learned that the OOH.executing agencies looked on SAPIAN as a
bottleneck to the project and did not cooperate with it. The other agencies
often went directly to USAID/Honduras with documents which only delayed action
because the Mission had to return the document with instructions to coordinate
with SAPIAN. As a result, actions were often not timely.
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,;,~>\", In 1978, less than one-half of the annual objective of the Comnunity Food
'Pr9duc:tionPi10t Project was met. In part, this was due to: (1) a breakdown
in inter-institutional coordination; and (2) disillusionment with the
executing agency on the part of several participating communities.

, In 1980, SAPIAN was still experiencing difficulties in managing the
project. As of May 1980, SAFrAN had not developed its evaluation and revised
budgets for 1980 which retarded procurement and endangered the accomplishments
of certain 1980 program objectives. Also, in September 1980, because of
changes in GOH personnel, neither SAFIAN nor the CONSUPIANE had a legally
designated representative of theGOH for purposes related to execution of the
loan. This detracted from implementation because without delegations of
authority all formal requests for action had to be signed Py the Minister of
Finance. This was a delaying factor and required more coordination and
cooperation.

A USAID/Honduras staff member told us that the Mission worked dilingetly
with the GOH on these and other problems, but solutions were just not found.
Another staff member believed that the coordination/cooperation problems were
simply the result of GOH office politics; i.e., some people refused wo work
with other people and things either did not get done or suffered significant
delay.

As an example, a new General Coordinator of SAFLAN was appointed early in
calendar'year 1980. This appointment was a constraint to daily activities
because the General Coordinator did not receive much cooperation from the rest
of the SAPrAN staff.

B~use of the difficulties encountered by SAFIAN in managing this
project, the Mission decided not to use SAFLAN in a project management role in
the future. The Mission staff believed that it would be more beneficial to
the GOH for SAFLAN to concentrate on its planning function.

Our reviewbf SAFLAN' s activities showed that the agency was not able to
keep abreast of the activities of the other GOH agencies,. nor were they
current on the status of the project asa whole. For example, although the
Mission had requested in Implementation Letter No. 30, and again in a letter
dated December 16,1980, that SAFLAN submit a detailed financial and progr~ss

status report. SAPLAN's officials were unable to provide us with a statement
of financial condition for the loan. They attributed this failure to the lack
of information received from other GOH agencies. The same situation was found
when we requested progress status reports for the various loan conponents.

Our review of SAFLAN'S fil~s and recordp corroborated the difficulties
encountered by the implementing unit in coordinating the project. None of the
Participating agencies had submitted financial and progress status reports on
a regular basis. It was necessary for us to visit each of the GOH units
involved in order to obtain the data necessary for our review.

Implementation Letter No. 68, dated March 5, 1981, requests that SAPIAN
subnit as soon as possible its semi-annual report including a detailed
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financial status report for each component of the Loan and Grant; therefore,
we are not making a recorrmendation concerning SAPLAN's difficulties in
managing the project.

Beyond what we have reported, we did not attempt to determine the cause of
SAPLAN'sfailure to secure coordination and cooperation among the GOB agencie~

involved in the project. In light of the Mission's decision, we did not think
it productive to do so•. With hindsight, it was obviously a mistake to assign
project responsibility to a group that was not administratively or technically
prepared for ,the program and which had no experience in project management.

We doubt, however, that the reason for non-cooperation lies solely with
SAPLAN. The cause could be as simple as not giving SAPLAN sufficient
authority or, as one project person suggested, the cause could be a cOl'r'plex
mix of personnel problems. Regardless, we suggest that this problem be openly
discussed among GOH and USAID staff during the end-of-project evaluation. The
problem's solution is required before another multi-sectoral project requiring
coordination and cooperation among GOH Ministries is initiated.

Project Design

Project design contributed to implementation difficulties because of the
numerous GOH agencies, project sites, and project activities involved.
Perhaps the most significant deficiency in the projct design was that it gave
project management responsibility to an agency (SAPLAN) that had no experience
in project management or implementation.

This multi-sectoral, multi-disciplinary, mUlti-agency nutrition loan/grant
project was essentially an experimental, pilot project. SAPLAN,the GOH

. agency responsible for implementation, was a creation of the project. One of
the project components was entitled "pilot Projects". Mission staff knew from
the beginning that the project would have significant implementation problems
because of the numerous GOB agencies, project sites, and project activities
involved.

The USAID/Honduras Mission Director· expressed concern about the project in
a November 29, 1979, note to the project team in which he stated, in part:

••• "Again I am struck with the apparent lack of overall
. meaning of this project. There seem to be all these
activitiesgoihg on, but I have no sense that they in fact
mean anything to each other or that the whole is more than
the sum of the parts. Do we need to rethink the structure of
this project? Would ~t be better t.o recognize that we do not
have an integrated structure and break up responsibility for
the parts?"

The project team, however, apparently did not view the nonintegrated
structure with particular concern. They responded to the Mission DireCtor's
note on December 3, 1979, and said, in part:
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••• "'!he project design did not intend to integrate the
various project corrponents or even the pilotprojects." •• o

Our opinion 'is that the most significant deficiency in the project design
was that it gave project management responsibility to an agency that had no
experience in project management or implementation.

Implementation Letter No.1, Section3.0l(d) stated that SAPIAN would be
responsible for the overall management of the project. As stated earlier,
SAFIAN was a creation of the project. It was a division of the National
Planning Council with responsibilities that included the formulation of
national policy regarding food and nutrition; review of GOH programs to
determine their relationship to, and impact upon, the nutritional status of
the population; and analysis, planning, and evaluation of nutrition programs.

SAPLAN's inexperience in project management was a reason for the
procurement and coordination problems that accounted for the majority of the
difficulties in implementing the project, discussed elsewhere in this report.

Project Accomplishments

Actual project accomplishments fell significantly short of outputs planned
for each component of the project. A compar ison of the planned and actual
outputs is sooWo below.

A.Analysis, Planning and Evaluation

Planned OUtput

1. Finance a series of st4dies to determine causes of
malnutrition in Honduras

2. Develop a pilot system for monitoring changes in food and
nutritional status.

3. Design systems and procedures for evaluating the impact of
program intervention.

Actual Output

The above plan was revised in 1979 to design, test, execute
and extend a nutrition surveillance system.

'!he system was operating iri Danli and was scheduled for
extension.

B. Nutrition Education

Planned Output

1. Long-term and short-term training in nutrition for SAPLAN
professional staff and technicians and field personnel in the
~inistries and agencies participating in the Project.
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2. Design of textual materials on nutrition for introduct,ion
into the primary schools in Honduras.

3. Development and broadcast of radio commercials to orient
consumers concerning· specific food and nutrition problems.

. 4. Purchase and installation of equipment for improvement of
the audiovisual facilities within the Ministry of Public Health~

Actual OUtput

1. This plan was revised in 1979 to train 300 promoters per
year. Several seminars had been held. We were unable to
determine ·the number of .people trained.

2. Textual materials had not been introduced in primary
schools. Some materials, posters and panphlets were 'being
reviewed bY SAP~.

3. Several conmercials were developedandbroadcasted.

4. Audiovisual equipment had been purchased but had not been
installed. .

c. Waterpgpplyand Environmental Sanitation

1. Water wells
2. Latrines and

Aqueducts

Planned
Outputs

8,250
.21,000

Revised
Plan

3,327
15,800

12

Reported
OUtputs .at

12/31/80

2,388 1/
21,174 II

51/

Percent of
Conpletion

72
172
42

y We were unable to determine if these totals included .units financed by
other donors or ,the period of time in which they were built.

Planned OQtput

3. Developnent and execution of an educationalcanpaignto
accompany·the above two activities.

4. Execution of an evaluation to measure the inpact of this
element·of ,the Project on the nutritiona1s~atusof families
covered."

Actual OUtput

,3. Pranotors have been trained and were in the field.

4. Not carpleted.

9



D. pilot Projects

Planned OUtput

1. Finance a series of small community-level projects for
increasing the availability of funds for the families involved.

2. Improvement of the facilities for and extension
capabilities of the GOH to promote fish farming.

3. Research into methods for introducing soya into diets
of rural families.

4. Applied research in the use of new varieties of sorghum.

Actual OUtput

1. The plan was revised in 1979 to have 145 participating
communities. The JNBS reported that, as of 1980, projects
have been implemented in 64 communities and are in progress in
107 corrrnunities. Accuracy of this data was questionable. For
example, projects reported as in progress include several
projects which, like the two discussed in this report, have in
our opinion failed. Unless the JNBS I S performance changes
drastically, .no significant progress was expected under this
component.

2. Construction of a fish demonstration research center
had been completed in Comayagua. The quality of construction
was poor. Several deficiencies are described in this report.
Reduced operating funding by the GOH was expected to adversely
affect center's activities.

3. Accomplished.

4~ Accorrplished.

In .sumnary, even though some of the activities of the project were
successful or promising in the field of nutrition, project accomplishment had
been less than satisfactory. on the positive side, soy production, which
began under the project, was growing and a foundation had been laid for
aquaculture expansion.

There were several reasons ~or the proj~ct's poor performance; procurement
delays; SAFLAN and AID's performance, and project design are discussed in this
report. An additional factor that harrpered accomplishment of the planned
outputs was that the objectives contained in the Loan Agreement did not
coincide with the objectives contained in the Project Paper. In most
instances outputs planned in the Agreement were significantly revised downward
and accomplis~nts were often off-target or of questionable quality.
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Control of materials and inputs were inadequate.. Outputs were not
sufficiently documented to identify the location, period of time in which t;h~y

were built and, to differentiate outputs financed by the various donors
working in Honduras. This situation was particularly significant because AlP
and the GOH signed a 3-1/2 year, $10.5 million Loan Agreement on March 31, i

1980, to accomplish several outputs, including the construction of 32,000 '
latrines. Other donors like the European Community, the Swiss Development
Agency, and UNICEF, were considering the inplementation of similar ambitious
programs within the next 3 years covering, at least in part, the same areas.
We believe ~t a country-wide water supply and environmental sanitation
developnent plan, that monitors the activities and plans of all donors, should
be developed for Honduras. We proposed such a recomnendation in our draft
audit report. USAID/Honduras has brought the matter to the attention of the
GOH in an implementation letter on the National Nutrition Planning project.
Therefore, we deleted the reconrnendation from our final report.

Project Monitoring

USAID/Honduras project monitoring efforts were inconplete because of
understaffing. During the first 2 years of the project, the Mission's staff
made several. field trips to project sites, identified inplementation problems,
and took action attempting to resolve those problems. However, in 'october
1979 at an important time in project implementation the Mission's monitoring
performance Degan to decline. The project staff made no project field trips
from OCtober .1979 until December 1980; a 14-month period that represents' 29
percent of the planned 4-year project dur ing a crucial inplementation and
evaluation phase of the project.

Late in 1979 the Mission Nutritionist was reassigned to Nicaragua on a
mid-tour transfer • A replacement was requested but AID/Washington denied the
request because the project was ending and another nutrition project was not
planned for FY 1982. In the absence of the Nutritionist, project
responsibilities were assigned to the existing staff. This action. caused an
improper balance of workload and staff which led to a breakdown in the
monitoring function on the part of the Mission at a time .when it was vital for
project success.

, By mid-1979, the Mission was cognizant of the serious difficulties
affecting project implementation. They thought that a primary reason for the
difficulties was the role that SAPIAN was playing in executing the project.
Several alternatives were considered and efforts were made in an attempt to
expedite project implementation. However, because of the sensitivity of some
,of the alternatives considered, restructuring SAPIAN's role for example, and
the· understaffing problem, USAID/Honduras has not been able to achieve much
success in overcoming the problems which have hanpered the implementation of
the project.

Signs and Markings

'Ibere were no signs at construction sites and there were no emblems on
equipment to identify that u.s. Government financing was involved.
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Section 5.12 of Implementation Letter No.1 states, in part:

"All Project vehicles and other large ~iprnent items
should be marked with the Alliance for Progress and
Hand-Clasp emblems. Additionally, signs should be placed
at all construction sites where Loan funds are used, ••• "

During field visits to project sites, we determined that the GOH had not met
theJTlarking requirement. .

Irnpiementation Letter No. 68·, dated March 5, 1981, requested that
appropriate signs be placed at construction sites financed by the loan and
that vehicles be marked with the hand-clasp emblems. The letter further
stateq that the Mission will supply metal plaques for the vehicles. Because
of this action, we are making no recommendation concerning the failure to
publicize the u.S. Government financed activities.

Procurement

. From the onset of the project, procurement related problems had been one
of the major constraints affecting project implementation. There were several
reasons for delays in procurement:

-- Planning - According to the Regional Supply Management Officer, it was
apparent that in developing the project insufficient consideration was given
to the practicalities of procurement and an unrealistic time frame was
established. For example, according to plan, all equipment for the project
was to have been ordered by February 1977, only 3 months after the agreement
was signed. Furthermore, in at least one instance, it was planned that
equiPment would be in place 4 months after it was ordered. We agree that this
plan represents an unrealistic time frame. Experience had shown that
procurement is a cumbersome and slow process.

-- Administration - Implementing agencies experienced considerable
,difficulties in preparing satisfacto~materials and equipment lists on a..... . .
turely baS1S.

Materials and supplies were procured without adequate consideration of
time and use needs. For example, film' and photo supplies to be used by the
Ministry of Education (IDE) wer:e procured and received before the photographic
equipmen~ was ordered. Then when the equipment list was approved, in a last
minute change, the order was rescinded and instead of photo equipment, spare
par:ts for water pumps were ordered. The immediate result,about $11,000 worth
of film and photo supplies may.be totally :lost because of expired dates and
un~vailability of equipment.

Because of an inability to supply materials on a timely basis, the JNBS
has had limited success with the community Food Production Projects. The time
gap between deliveries of materials to project sites was such that in some
cases qy the time all materials were delivered some were not usable. For
example, after all materials had been delivered to some projects further
delays occurred because the cement, which had been stored at the site, had
hardened to such an extent that it could not be used.
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-- Coordination - Delays were intensified by the GOHIs Procurement Offioe
and SAPIAN IS procedures. For exanple, when minor changes or revisions had to
be made to a procurement list, the agency was required to start allover again
and re-subnit the revised list as if it ¥lere a new one, thus, delaying the
approval process.

There were also instances in which the rev~ew process by the GOB and
USAID/Honduras took considerable time with little or rio communication with the
requesting agencies. USAID/Honduras and SAPlAN attempted to inprove tile
procurement· process. The Mission provided one month of consultancy t(l the
General Procurement Office on procurement and. the preparation of projeot
irrplementation orders for technical assistance. SAP~ assigned one ~son to
work full-time with the GOB Procurement Office in anetfort to improve the
material acquisition process. In September 1979, t:hEit Mission Director\'~\
suggested the need for a short cours~ or seminar on AJ:n procurement for\..
presentation to the GOH staff involved in AID procurement. unfortunatei~,
this suggestion was not implemented. .

The Regional Supply Management Off;icer stated that from a management.:'tiiew,
it appeared essential that specific lists of equipment and materials for the
life of the project be included as par,; of the Project Paper or Loan
Agreement. Every subproject activity was sev~rely hamperea by the failure, of
the involved" Ministries and the GOH Is P~ocurement Office to enumerate and·~

proc.ure the ~ssenti.al equipment .and ',rna.,.',tEtFials on a timely basis. The resu~t
of this situation led to a project reco~ of hastily and poorly planned\~

procurement usually, costing more and pr~ucing less. For example, a
significant number of procurements were made on an emergency basis in an
effoft to get some equipment and materials to the project sites.

The Mission is presently Qeveloping d~tailed semi-annual procurement pl~ns

where appropriate for its most recent pr~jects; therefore, we are not makin<]; a
recommendation concerning procurement planning.

Materials and Inputs Management

Administration of materials and input~1 had been erratic and at times
chaotic. Sometimes due to poor planning apd sometimes because of procurement
problems, the flow of inputs and materials to project sites was a major
constraint to project inplementation.

Eighteen months after initiation, same of the pilot projects being
implemented by the JNBS had not received a).l the necessary materials and
inputs. It was also noted that: materials ~re delivered without regard to
time and utilization needs. For example ,:t:he El Guacuco chicken-raising
sutproject in Vacoone began over 18 month~; ago and, at the time of our review,
had not received any chickens, waterers, ~r feeders. Originally, the project
had 20 farmers. At the time of our review, there were only 10 farmers; and
they were no longer interested in the proj'ect because of the frustration
caused by the non-receipt of inputs.

BEST AVAILABLE COpy



After 2 1/2 years the Maye Bee production project failed. It took over a
,~~¥ear for all materials and inputs to be delivered to the site. After all"
"!:deliveries were made, the project still could not be adequately implemente<,f'
. because neither the recipients nor the JNBS promoter knew anything about
beekeeping. About 6 months later the training was finally provided;
unfortunately by that time most of the bees had abandoned the hives and some
of the materials had begun to deteriorate.

Controls over materials were very lax. In most instances, materials
procured with AID funds were commingled with those of the GOH agency and other
donors. This resulted in all materials being made available for use in any
prbject, regardless of source. For example, cement and other materials
procured for some pilot projects were used in non-AID-financed projects.

Water pumps furnished by other donors were used to equip water wells built·
with AID funds. The mE was unable to give an exact number of purrps borrowed; .
their estimates ranged from 60 to 1,600.

We visited central and regional warehouses of the MOH and tQe JNBS and
found their control and procedures less than satisfactory.. We randomly
selected several accounts and test checked the transactions. We were unable
to reconcile any of these accounts with the inventory on hand.

Implementation Letter No. 68, dated March 5, 1981, requests that SAPLAN:
(1) provide.a detailed report covering the end-use of all materials purchased
for the use of each implementing agency under the project; and (2) conduct a
detailed review of the materials control procedures used by each implementing
agency so that better use may be made of remaining inputs. Therefore, we are
not making a recommendation concerning the problems in administering inputs
and materials.

Equipment Utilization

Utilization of equipment acquired under the Project was less than
satisfactory. One of the reasons may be attributed to insufficient
supervision by SAPI.AN and USAID/Honduras.

We found that, in some instances, equipment was put to use for activities
unrrelated to the project. For example, some of the vehicles assigned to the
Natural Resources Ageocy were being used by other divisions of the Agency.

We observed that' some equipment had not been used at all. Over a year
after delivery, the IDE has not been able to use the audio equipment because
the supplier had delayed insta~lation.. Laboratory equipment worth about
$5,000, purchased for the El carao station, had not been unpacked because of
the building's faulty construction.

There were problems in the distribution and allocation of some of the
equipment.. Pr inting equipment acquired for use by the Ministry of Education.
was installed in the IDH printing unit. We ·were told that the MOE had'
difficulty in obtaining access to the equipment because it was being used by
the MOHfor printing material that was not related to project activities.
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A total of $25,000 allocated to the MOE for the purchase of photo
equipment was arbitrarily diverted by GOH memorandum to purchase spare parts
for water Pl.Ul'Ps. USAID/Honduras had not authorized this budget adjustment and
project staff were not aware of this action by the GOH. The· irrrnediate
consequence is that about $11,000 worth of film and photo supplies may be
totally lost because of expired dates and unavailability of equipment.

After the exit conference, the Mission reviewed its records and found that
the $25,000 remained earmarked for the original purpose. The Mission plann~

to extend the terminal corrmitment date so the necessary funds can be conmit~
for the photOgraphic equipment

We were not able to determine, because of a lack of records, whether or
not $197,000 worth of rolling stock (57 motorbikes, 6 pick-up trucks, and 5
trucks) acquired with loan funds for the IDH will be used in carrying out the
project.

Implementation Letter No. 68, dated March 5, 1981, requested that SAPIAN
review the distribution and use of equipment to assure that its lack or
underutilization not impede implementation.

Recommendation No.1

USAID/Honduras should review the diversion of
the $25,000 from the IDE to the Water Supply and
Environmental Sanitation Component and, if the
funds had been obligated or disbursed without
proper authorization, reimbursement to the GOB
should be withheld.

Recommendation No.2

USAID/Honduras should ascertain that all
motorbikes and vehicles acquired by the MOHare
being used to carry out project activities .and, if
not, the OOH should be requested to reimburse these
funds.

construction

El carao Aquaculture Station

The El Carao Aquaculture Station, a fisheries research and
develoilfient facility, was built. as part of the project. Construction was
delayed for several reasons and there had been considerable increases in the
cost of materials.

The builder asked for a revision of the contract and $300,000 were
transferred from the Water Supply and Environmental Sanitation component to
the Aquaculture project. Construction was resumed and in April ·1980 the
contractor (Sovipe, S.A.) reported the job conpleted. Gabirietes Tecn~cos,the

firm supervising the construction, objected to the conditions of the. facility
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and recorrmended to the MNR that the job not be accepted. Negotiations
.:Lpeveloped and minor adjustments were made by the contractor but the major .
i·.problems continued to linger on. We were unable to verify whether or not the

project had been accepted. We were told that the GOH agency was going to
accept the job as completed.

Among the major deficiencies found during our field visit were:

-- The size of four of the water tanks was reduced by the contractor. Two
were reduced from 2,500 to 2,380 square meters each. The other two were
reduced from a planned dimension of 2,000 to 1,800 square meters.

-- The filter used to purify the water coming from the reservoir tank was
defective in that it allowed contaminated water and debris to leak through and
affect ongoing research.

-- An unfinished drainage system permited dirty water to pass into the
research tanks.

-- Access roads surrounding the tanks were supposed to have at least a 10
percent gravel content, but no gravel was used. When it rains, access to the
tanks was very difficult because of the soft condition of the soil.

-- Because of poor soil compacting, the concrete base for ten experimental
tanks had buckled. The valves for these tanks had not been installed.

-- The floors in all buildings had buckled in varying degrees. Doors
could not be easily opened or closed. In fact, the situation in building no..
4 was such that the auditor visiting the facility had difficulty gaining
access to the building.

Other deficiencies found were:

-- The main water pump had a missing suction motor.

-- Water leaked through the roof in each building

-- An air extractor fan was never installed in the
laboratory.

-- Cabinet doors could not be closed.

USAID/Honduras was not aware of the consructiondeficiencies at the
El Carao Aguaculture Station prior to our review. Subsequent to our review,
USAID/Honduras and the GOH jointly inspected the Station tocoorborate our
findings and to define the responsibilities for making essential corrections.
USAID/Honduras has advised the GOH that no further disbursements will be made
for the construction of the Station until the deficiencies are corrected.
Therefore, we are making no recommendation.
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Warehouses

Construction of twelve warehouses for the use of the WaterSopply
and Environmental Sanitation component was authorized. There were no major
problems in the construction of nine of the warehouses. On the other three
warehouses, a $54,587 contract was signed with INESCO Co. for the construction
at Danli, Talanga and Tegucigalpa. As of December 31, 1980, $39,551 had been
reimbursed, leaving an unliquidated balance of $15,036.

After construction got underway at the three sites, the contractor
encountered financial problems which forced the firm to file for bankruptcy.
Construction was halted and the structures were left in various stages of
OOIlpletion.The lvDH had initiated judicial proceedings but the case was still
tied up in court.

In the meantime, a contract was tentatively agreed upon with another
contractor to finish the units at a cost that was within the unliquidated
balance. However, because of the M:H bureaucracy the contractor had not been
able to get an advance to start work. Meanwhile, the unfinished structures
were rapidly deteriorating. If no positive action is taken soon, the cost of
finishing the units will continue to escalate~

" ~.

As' a result of our exit conference with Mission staff, USAID!Honduras
requested tpeMDH to assure timely ComPletion of the warehouses within the
budget and suspended disbursements until the matter was resolved. Therefore,
weare making norecotrmendation.

Recycling of Funds

A revolving fund had not been established and the proceeds from
repayments of loans were not being made available for the financing of new
projects.

Loan funds were made available for financing a .series of small
ccmnunity level projects (pilot projects) through the JNBS and soybean and
sorghum growing projects implemented by the MNR. The purpose of these
projects was to increase the availability of funds and foodstuffs for the
families involved.

A ·loon agreement was to be signed between the recipient and the
inplementingagencies. Proceeds from repayments of these loans were to be
deposited in a revolving fund for the financing of new similar projects. we
found no signed loan agreement~ between the implementing agency and the
rec.ipients. The reason given was that _since the implementing units were
having great difficulties in delivering the necessary inputs, materials, and
technical assistance in an orderly and timely manner, neither SAPIAN nor the
agencies involved wanted to be held liable for a project's failure.
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Some projects had been successful and loan repayments had been
received by both the JNBS and the MNR.. All repayments had been collected by
the agencies' field personnel. Funds collected by MNR I S representatives were
deposited in the Ministry's revenue account and went to the National
Treasury. Loan repayments made to the JNBS promoters were being kept by the
respective district office and were earmarked for "emergency uses". Due to
the lack of records we were unable to determine how much had been collected.

Recorrmendation No.. 3

USAID/Honduras should require SAPIAN to .
review the current procedures and ascertain that
a signed agreement is obtained for every project
financed.

Recorrmendation No.4

USAID/Honduras should ascertain that a
revolving fund is established by SAPIAN and that
all proceeds from repayment of loans be
deposited to the revolving fund for use in
financing new similat·type projects.

Disbursements

In all likelihood, the GOH will not make use of all the funds available to
it under this loan/grant project by the Project Assistance Corrpletion Date of
November 2, 1981.

As of December 31, 1980, expenditures from AID-provided funds totaled
$3,045 million, or 68 percent, of the total loan/grant amount. Project
disbursements for fiscal year 1980 averaged $2.1 thousand per month for the
grant and $75.1 thousand per month for the loan. Using these averages, and
allowing $404.2 thousand for plannedAguan Valley and procurement activities,
we I estimate that by the PACD the project will have spent approximately $3.8
million, leaving an unspent obligation of about $700,000.

At the exit conference, the USAID Controller disagreed with our
estimate•. He had recently estimated that an additional $1.5 million would be
spent on the project dur ing fiscal year 1981, and therefore that the
loan/grant amount would have an unspent obligation of $70,000 at the end of
the project. We note, however, that AID's fiscal year 1982 Congressional
Presentation estimates that a total of abou~ $3.7 million will be spent on the
project, leaving an unspent obiigation of $800,000.

Recommendation No.5

USAID/Honduras should make another estimate
of the end of project disbursement status of the
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loan/grant project, and begin action to
deobligate a portion of the loan/grant, if
appropriate.

Overtime Payments

GOH control over overtime payments toMOH employees was inadequate.

Implementation Letter Nos. 14 and 41 budgeted $18,360 for overtime
payments. Approximately $68,000 had been paid from loan funds for overtime to
MOH employees from the project start through November 24, 1980.

OUr review of MOH records to support the overtime payments showed certain .
control deficiencies.

-- Employee time cards were not signed by the employees nor verified by
supervisory signature;

-- Certain classes of administrative employees were not required to
clock in and out each work day even though they were eligible for
payment of overtime.

These deficiencies provide an opportunity for employees to be paid for
hours not, worked. In fact, control was so lax that fraudulent payment could
occur witho~t collusion.

Subsequent to our review, USAID/Honduras notified the GOH to irrprove its
procedures regarding overtime documentation and established a date of May 8,
1981 for a joint review of the procedures. USAID/Honduras also advised the
GOH that no further reimbursements for overtime would be made until AID
receives satisfactory evidence that improvements have been made. Therefore,
we are making no recorrmendation.
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APPENDIX A

LIST OF AUDIT REXXMMENDATIONS

Recommendation No., 1

USAID/Honduras should review the diversion
of the $25,000 from the IDE to the Water Supply
and Environmental Sanitation Component and, if
the funds had been obligated or disbursed without
proper authorization, re~rsement to the GOH
should be withheld. Page 15

Recorrmendation No.2

USAID/Honduras should ascertain that all
motorbikes and vehicles acquired by the MOH are
being used to carry out project activities and,
if not, the GOH should be requested to reimburse
these funds: Page 15

Reconmendation No.3

USAID/Honduras should' require SAPIAN to
review the current procedures and ascertain that
a signed agreement is obtained for every project
financed. Page 18

Reconmendation No.4

USAID/Honduras should ascertain that a
revolving fund is established by SAFIAN and that
all proce,eds from repayment of loans be deposited
to the revolving fund for use in financing new
similar-type projects. Page 18

Reconmendation No.5

USAID/Honduras should make another estimate
of the end of project disbursement status of the
loan/grant project, and begil'} action to
deobligate a portion of the loan/grant, if
appropriate. Page 18

20



'.

IOCA, AID/W

LIST OF REPORT RECIPIENTS

APPENDIX B
Page 1 of 2

. , ,Copies

.:.:.,1

IOCA's Legislative and Public Affairs Office, AID/W 1

Deputy Administrator, AID/W 1

Assistant Administrator - Bureau for Latin America and the Caribbean
(LAC), AID/W 5

Mission Director,- USAID/Honduras 5

Assistant Administrator - Bureau for Development Support,
Office of Nutrition (DS/N), AID/W

Assistant Ad1)1inistrator"Qfti<?~of Legislqtive Affair§) (LEG), ~AIIDtw

Office of Financial Management (OEM), AID/W

General Counsel, AID/W

Country Officer, AID/LAC/CEN, AID/W

Audit Liaison Officer, LAC/DP, AID/W

Director, OPA, AID/W

DS/DIU;DI, AID/W

PPC!E, AID/W

Inspector General, AID/W

RIG/AIW, AID/W

RIG/A/WAFR, AID/W

RIG/A/Cairo

RIG/A;Manila
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RIG/M<arachi

RIG/A,/Nairobl

IG/pPP, AID/W

.IG/EMS/C&R, AID/W

. AIG/II, AID/W

RIG/II/panama

RIG/A/La Paz Residency

RIG/A/NE, New Qelhi Resid~ncy.
Genera~ Accqunting Office, Latin America' Branch, Panama
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