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AID NARRATIVE SYNOPSIS

Project Purpose

Policies and policy-related decisions related to health, nutrition,
or education are not without effect and influence upon policies and
decisions in the other sectors. It is the illumination of this
interrelationship of effects that is the goal of this project.

The project purpose is to develop, test and subsequently make
available policy instruments to assist LDCs in making investment
decisions in the areas of health, education and nutrition, to
provide procedures which will enable LDCs with varying degrees of
analytical capacity to utilize the results of the policy research;
and to identify key variables which condition the acceptance or
rejection of development programs aimed at assisting the poor in
rural areas. To this end, the project will study the INCAP four-
village data set collected, in part, to shed light on these
variables and on the relationship between nutrition, health, and
education.

Problem to be solved

Specifically, the problem to be solved is lack of understanding
concerning the relationship(s) between early childhood nutrition
and health and their impact upon the ability of individuals living
in rural areas of LDCs to perform in the school, the home and the
labor force as described in detail in the proposal. The partial
solution to this problem proposed by AID is an analysis of the
INCAP four-village data set collected during a field experiment
designed to examine these relationships.

Beneficiaries

Those benefiting from this project will be all LDC infants and small
children affected by policy determinations influenced by the findings
of this project. LDC decision-makers will benefit by having such
findings to assist them in their decision-making process.

Relation to Other DS Technical Offices and Regional Bureaus

DS/ED experience with the 1977 Berkeley proposal inidicates

that there is widespread support for examination of the hypotheses
stated. DS/RES, DS/N and PPC support the submission of the present
proposal.



Inputs and Staff Requirements

The project will require approximately $120,000 over a one year
period. It will require .5 month of DS/ED staff time to monitor
during FY 79. DS/ED has this staff time to allocate to this
project.

Outguts

Berkeley will produce the following papers for distribution to

AID and other international development professionals and to

LDC policy makers in addition to a comprehensive report of the data
analysis and findings due to AID as a record of work accomplished
under the grant:

l. One summary paper presenting and discussing major findings;
2. One background paper constituting a review of the literature
of published findings pertaining to the INCAP four-village

study and germane to the Berkeley study;

3. One policy paper discussing the policy implications of the
Berkeley findings for LDC education and nutrition programs.

In addition to these papers, a seminar discussing the findings with
international assistance agency technical and policy staff will be

held in Washington, D.C. using Department of State facilities.

Project Issues

Quality of analysis plan. Comments from the research office passed
on to Berkeley indicate concern over the lew:l of detail in the
proposal regarding hypothesis specification and analysis plan.
Berkeley revised the proposal according to DS/RES suggestions.

Utilization plans. Comments from DS/ED passed on to Berkeley indicate
concern over inadequate diffusion plans related to generating
discussion of project findings. Berkeley revised the proposal accord-
ing to DS/ED suggestions regarding additional papers and a seminar

to utilize project findings.

Quality of data base. 1In 1977, a larger research proposal from
Berkeley related to the INCAP study was rejected. Berkeley proposed
a continued intervention and data collection in the four villages as
well as data analysis. The quality of the INCAP experimental design
and, in turn, the data base, were questioned at that time. The
question was never fully resolved and the proposal was not funded.
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The present proposal seeks no intervention funds whatsoever. The
expenditure proposed by Berkeley is exclusively for the purpose

of examining the large data set already in existence to pose
hypotheses of direct interest to DS/ED because of their relation

to formal education. It is in the process of using the data base
for such a purpose that a clearer picture will emerge about what -
can and cannot be claimed. Indeed it is this type of analytical -
effort that is justified by the existence of so costly and complex
a data set. For this reason, DS/ED and DS/RES feel the project

is technically sound, not because all problems of quality regarding
the data base have been answered, but because it is likely that

the analysis will shed light on the hypotheses being tested despite
these problems.

PROJECT ANALYSIS

Technical Analysis

DS/ED and DS/RES find the project as amended by their suggestions
technically sound. The project meets FAA Section 611(a) and (b). A
threshold determination has been made that there will be no discern-
able environmental impact as a result of this project, and that a
formal statement is therefore unnecessary.

Finanical Analysis and Plan

This project is inappropriate for Rate of Return Analysis or for
Recurring Budget Analysis of the implementing agency. DS/ED

finds the financial plan reasonable for the scope of work proposed
and the overall project financially sound.

Evaluation Arrangements

One mid-project progress report will be made orally to members of
DS/ED, DS/RES, DS/N and other concerned AID/W staff. At that time
mid-course corrections can be made in the progress of the project.
Final evaluation will be made by AID/W techncial staff based on the
papers and seminar presentation by Berkeley.



TECHNICAL REVIEW CORRESPONDENCE



DEPARTMENT OF STATE

AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20223

April 26, 1978

Or. Charles S. Benson
Professor, School of Educaticn
Umversity of Calitornia
Berkeley, Calif. 94720

" Dear Dr. Benson:

As DOr. Schmeding has informed you, he has appointed.me to coordinate
the review process for the proposal, Education and Nutrition:
Performance and Policy. In this capacity, I would like to keep

you as 7ully 1nTormed as possbile about the review process.

Three Agency review committees must approve the proposal:

an 0ffice of Education review committse; an Agency inter-bureau review
committee known as the research and Development Committee (R&CC);

and a Research Advisory Committee (RAC).

The Education Office and R&DC review are in progress. The next
meeting of RAC is July 18-15. This is the earliest that we can
put the proposal tefore that committee.

Two major improvements regarding the proposal have been suggested.
They.pertain to AID's ability to utilize project findings and to
the relation of the data analysis plan to hypothesis testing.
The memoranda attached from myself and Dr. C'Quinn of the Research
ffice explain these suggestions. While you are not required to
take these suggestions, we feel that attenticon tc them will improve
the iikelihood that the review process will iead to a favorable
outcome. We cannot and do not mazke any assurances tnat the projsct
will be finally approved, of course.

Or. 0'Quinn and I recommend that, if these suggestions are zccepted,
the proposal and bucdget bte modified before submissicn to RAC., The
deadline for submission of & revised proposal is June 1. This
office would have to receive a revision on or befcre that date.

VN



It is iwpor*ant Tor the 0F{ice of Zducation and R&DC reviews

t0 know i{ you and your ro11eagues intend to make the sucgested
modifications. A letter s:tating what changes you intand to mak:
weuld be sufficient ¥or this purpose. The sconer such a let:iar
of intant could arrive, the bettar.

If I can be of assistance to you in any way, please write or
call (703) 235-9062.

\ A/

CM <
Anthony Meyer, 'Php
International tducation Specialist

Development Support Bureau
Qffice of Education

Sincerely, [ ’
LH

cec: Office of Nutrition
Qffice of Research

Clearance: Office of Nutrition



April 26, 1978

Summary of memorandum by A. Mever on Berkeley proposal:
"Education and Nutrition: Performance and Policy."

The following recommedations pertain to AID's utilization of
project findings:

1. In addition to a comprehensive report of the data analysis
and findings due to AID as a report of work accomplished under

the grant, three other papers would greatly assist AID in diffusing
findings and stimulating discussion and application of the findings.

These would be addressad to an audience consisting of AID and
other international development professionals and to LDC policy
makers:

(1)  One surmary paper presenting and discussing major findings
(This paper seems already envisioned by the proposal and does
not appear to require more work than already proposed.);

(2) One background paper constituting a review of the literature
of all published findings pertaining to the INCAP four-village
study; and

(3) One policy paper discussing the policy implications of the
Berkeley findings for LDC education and nutrition programs .,

The final paper should also discuss the economic ramifications
associated with. implementing the policy suggestions in (3).
This may be deemed a sufficiently independent subject which
will require a separate paper.

2. In addition to these papers, a seminar discussing the
findings with international assistance agency technical and
policy staff would be desirable. This could be held in
Washington, D.C. using State Department facilities at the
conclusion of the proposed study.
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Memorandum

2S/Z0, A. <. wmyer -
SS/RES, M. 2echtigl DATE: Apxil 17, 18

o nd
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DS/PZS, Tlsvé O0'Quinn=X
Unsollicited Reseaxzch Propesal, "Zducation ané Nusrzision:
Pericrmance ané Policv”
The propesed analysis of data Zrom the INCA? four villace
studv could oroduce some inte*nst;ng and use:u- resulss.
There ars several problems wiih the exper imental cesign
andé the Manner in which the Zour villacge st“cv was carried
out, but the collecticn 0f the data appears to have been
carefully dcne. It should -e possible to iden=ilv votential
niases in the study and then +o éraw some conclusions con-

cerning nutrition and education afier considering the
eZlects of +“hese hiases. This apoea:s 0 be
the basic proposal the rasearchers are making.

While I would judge the basic proposal to be sound, bhe
sgeciiics ¢f what “he researchers would like to do shouléd
pe developed Zurther zeifcre subnitiing the troject tc _:e
Research Advisory Commitie=s (RAC). The chances ars geod
that RAC would send the provcsal back for further work
before approving i4. It may be possible to prevent further
delay in getting the project stazted if scme addisional

work is done on the proposal at this stage.

The observations below point ocut some areas where I think
the provosal needs niore work. The researchers may want

Lo consider these observations alcng with any cther comments
they might have regeived.

1. The proposed project lacks design. It should
possible to siruchture the search for zelation-
ships among the variables through scme “voe of
analytical meoceling. The proposal appears o
consist primarily of a:ply;ng a ccllecticn of
statis‘*"'a1 tachnicues in a c‘ant data searching
cveration. The rasearchers shoulé be ables 20 zT
vide a conceptual founda:;cn Zoxr analysis. Do
the various s:tatisticzl :technicgues and the least

Qo=
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scuares model fi: together in scme overall amalytical

plan?
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The hyocthsses <hzz are stzc=2é en Tage 13 ars ncx
well defined and in A2y cases ars not concarmad
Wwith the interventiocns of the criginal axperimen=s.
Tor example, the hypekhesis that "mers ziilcens
families have highar averace educaticn Sor Family
members" has heen testad many times in cther gro-
jects and has acthing to do wiih supplemen<zation.
One revieswer of a pravious education~nuzrizion
proposal that was based cn the “our village étudy
suggested that larger, healihisr children naturally
need more food and would chcoose o consume Tore
supplement than smaller children. If so the

Tesults of the analysis could be biased., Thi
Prorosal should addraess this issue of seli-selection
unéer "chnice to . supplement."

i 1 £ r
S, as presented in the g s

a Y would supvors
nouch observasicns,
e, o make an analysis Zor a single villacge
it with other villacges proves nct o be
feasible? After having completed the gpreliminary
analysis, the researchers should be able o address
the issue oI data adeguacy more directliv. Tables

C-1 through C-3 show a number of estimatas =ha+ are
not significant at the 0.05 level. 1Is =his due o
the inacdeguacy of the data?

‘.—J
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The least squares model shows a lot of potential
and, I woulé guess, would be %he hear: oFf the
analytical effor=. t is presentad as just one

moze statistical technicue in the propesal.

Periaps the mcdel should be specifiad using mathema<tical
notations. Aany assumptions, such as an assumption

©f linsarsity of funciions in the model, shouid be

- o
L L 3
S<acec.

The amcunt of money in she hufge: Zor computsr
time relative &2 that for profassicnal services
may ralse some questicns. Similarly, the arsence
of 2 statisztician cn the s+%23Z of what is es-

se: ially a statistical projec= could ze cues<zicned.
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SAN FRANCISCO SANTA BARBARA * SANTA CRUZ

SCHOOL OF EIDUCATION
PROGRAM IN INTERNATIONAL
EDUCATION FINANCE

Dr. Anthony Meyer

BERKELZY, CALIFOANLA 94720
CABLZ ADDAESS: UNICALB
TEL: (4157 642.6632

Mawv & 1378

International Education Specialist

Development Support Bureau
Office of Education

Agency Tor International Development

Department of State
Washington, D.C. 20523

Dear Dr. Meyer:

As a result of the very constructive suggestions
Trom you and Dr. 0'Quinn contained in your letter of April

26, we are reworking parts

of our Nutrition and Education

proposal. In particular, we are rewriting the description
of the plan of work which we hope will provide a clearer

explanation of the methods

we expect to use. Dr. 0'Quinn's

com@ents were helpful in indicating where the proposal
lacked clarity. We hope that by redratting this section
we will answer all of his questions.

We are also grateful to sou for the recommenda-

tions on the utilization of project Tindings. We are in
agreement with them, including the methods of reporting

and the seminar to discuss

findings. These will be incor-

porated in the proposal, and the budget will reflect the
inclusion of the seminar in Washington at the conclusion

of the praniect.

CSB:jw

Sincerely,

Charles S. Benson /;72%/

Professor
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