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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
 
thaL there is widespread support for examination of the hypotheses
 

stated. DS/RES, DS/N and PPC support the submission of the present
 
proposal.
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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.
 

Outputs
 

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:
 

1. 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 levol 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. In 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 fund3 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 

WASHINGON. D.C. 203Z3 

April 26, i978
 

Dr. Charles S. Benson
 
Professor, School of Education
 
University of California
 
Berkeley, Calif. 94720
 

Dear Dr. Benson:
 

As Dr. Schmeding has informed you, he has appointedme to coordinate
 
the review process for the proposal, Education and Nutrition:
 
Performance and Policy. In this capacity, I would like to keep
 
you as Tully inTormed as possbile about the review process.
 

Three Agency review committees must approve the proposal:
 
an Office of Education review committee; an Agency inter-bureau review
 
committee known as the research and Development Committee (R&DC);
 
and a Research Advisory Committee (RAC).
 

The Education Office and R&DC review are in progress. The next
 
meetin6 of RAC is July 18-19. This is the earliest that we can
 
put the proposal before that cor nittee.
 

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. O'Quinn of the Research
 
Office explain these suggestions. While you are not required to
 
take these suggestions, we feel that attention to them will improve
 
the likelihood that the review process will lead t. a favorable
 
outcome. We cannot and do not make any assurances that the project
 
will be finally approved, of course.
 

Dr. O'Quinn and I recommend that, if these suggestions are accepted,
 
the proposal and budget be modified before submission to RAC. The
 
deadline for submission of a revised proposal is Qune 1. This
 
office would have to receive a revision on or befcre that date.
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It is important for the Office of Education and R&OC reviews 

to know ifyou and your colleagues intend to make the suggested
 
modifications. A letter stating what changes you intend to mak
 
wculd be sufficient for this purpose. The sooner such a letter
 
of intent could arrive, the better. 

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

Si ncerely, 

Anthony Meyer, IPhD
 
International Education Specialist
 
Development Support Bureau
 
Office of Education
 

cc: 	 Office of Nutrition 
Office of Research 

Clearance: Office of Nutrition
 



April 25, 1978
 

Sunary of memorandum by A. Meyer 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 addressed to an audience consisting of AID and
 
other international development professionals and to LOC policy
 
makers:
 

(1) One sumnary 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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The p.oposed analysis of data from the MCNAP four village
study could produce some interesting and usefI._ results. 
There are several problems with the experimental esign
and the manner in which the four village study was carried 
out, but the collection of tahe data appears to have been 
carefully done. t should be possible to identify Cotential 
biases in t.e study and then to draw some conclusions con­
cer-nincnutrition and education afte: considering .e 
effects of these biases. This appears to be 
the basic Mroosal the =asearchers are making. 

While I would judge the basic proposal to be sou:nd, the 
specifics of what the researchers would like to do should 
be developed further efCre s ,'i t ng the o t 
Research Advisorv Cormmittee (RAC). The chances are good
that RAC would send the propcsal back for further work 
before approving it. It may be possible to prevent further 
delay in getting the project started if some additional 
work is done on the proposal at t.his stage. 

The observations below point out some areas where i think
 
the proposal needs "nore work. The researchers may want
 
to consider t!hese observations along with any other comments
 
they might have received.
 

1. The proposed project lacks design. 1t should be 
possible to structure .e searcn :!or relation­
ships among the vrariables through some type of
 
analytical modeling. The proposal appears to
 
consist primarily of applying a ccllec-cn o­
statistical tecn-niques in a qiant data searching
 
opera'ion. The researchers should be able to pro­
vide a conceptual foundaticn -or analysis. Do 
the various statistical techniques and -.e least 
squares model fit toether in some overall anal-y-ical 
planf 
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 are state- c--pace 1 are no
well defined and in many cases are not concernewt2 -e interenti o thie original experi.-.ent.
 
For examle, tZe hypCtSeSiS th.at "more aff.-e­
:-.is have ighex ave race educ tion =or '
 members"1has4 been test " tziro i-n= o t-ne t ro ­jects and has nothinc to do wit- suplementation. 

One reviewer of a previous education-n~trition
proposal that 'was based on the four village studysug.ested that larger, healt er children -atrall
need more food and would choose to consume "Oresupplement. tha. smaller chidzen. If so the
results of the analysis could be biased. ':is
proposal should address this issue of self-selection 
nder .choice sumnlement."to 


It is difficult to judge from the prelimina
 
analysis, as presented in the proposal, whetiher 
the data from t-he four village study would supportan extensive analysis. Are there enough observaticns,
for exarnple, to make an analysis for a single villageif pooling it with other villages proves not to be 
'easible? After having completed tje relimina-v
analysis, the researchers should be a-ble 
to address
t-he issue of data adequacy more directly. Tables
C-1 through C-3 show a nnber of estimates that are
not sig:nifica-nt at the 0.05 level. Is thds due to
the inadequacy of t-he data? 

The least sc,'ares mdel shows a lot of poctential
and; 1 would guess, would be the heart of theanalytical effort. It is mresented as just one
 
More statistical technique 
 in the proposal.
Pe-=s the model should be specified us-ng mathema ti caInotations. .ny assumptions, such as an ass-mptionof lineaity of fun.ctions in the model, shculd be 
state
 

The amount of money .inthe budget for computer

ti-me relative to tnat for professional services
 
may raise some questions. Similarly, the absence

of a statistician on the staff of what 
 is es­se: iallv a statistical project could be cues-icneo. 
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Dr. Anthony Meyer

International Education Specialist

Development Support Bureau
 
Office of Education
 
Agency for International Development
 
Department of State
 
Washington, D.C. 20523
 

Dear Dr. Meyer:
 

As a result of the very constructive suggestions

from you and Dr. O'Quinn contained inyour 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. O'Quinn's

coniments were helpful in indicating where the proposal

lac!,ed clarity. We hope that by redrafting this section
 
we sill answer all of his questions.
 

We are also grateful to you for the recommenda­
tions on the utilization of project findings. 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 oroiect.
 

Sincerely,
 

Charles S. Benson
 
Professor
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