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PREFACE
 

This is the eighth ARD Functional Review prepared by the Agriculture and
 
Rural Development Division of the Office of Technical Resources. It is the
 
fouLth Review usinq ARD's computer-based Functional Information System (FIS).
 

Richard Edwards updated and edited the data base and did the necessary 
analysis, computer graphics and manuscript editing for this review. Bernard 
Lane secured and prepared the material for adding newly identified projects. 
Wendell McMilian, who developed the information system and database, retired 
in 1986; he provided a valuable review of this years analysis for consistency 
of results. Don Brown, a former ARD staff member, did the original computer 
programming for the FIS. Programming for the expansion of the FIS database 
was done by consultants Mark Marott and John Markham. 



SUMMAbRY 

ARD Functional Reviews provide lanagement, techn:ical and project staff with 
analyses o the . ','1rtkol, in the Agriculturalfricamt nf projccts; 
Sector. Thi. ptL2enL an'alss o,,u:j': priwarily or the portfolio's' 

relations}i.,1 _ N'n e ''tien ,fr u ha' an Af rica over the ten-year 
period loom FY 19 l '.... Y 1M . 

The I''ri li, ,i u' .. i ( Iw" i .( the Wo,pi,:,:ent Ascsistance'nd.: 

(DA) rL, jlt ! 1, . K., iI -. I (I tPe iconomic0.,h Y!1VO) i(IM_, 
, DASupp-ort F'uir," 0) "W M: ,- a! Ii I.)/, i on ic3 accoults 

plus th ' 1 gfdm Wn : . I Fund ., QI.ican Developirent (FA); the ES 
remains,- i c I ION . IW-WN cih, =e,'1 N frac ,ed into law at thela ot 
time of , P ;Towt by ;V wiyof' . were "OHaydiln aticipation of its 
passadge.:on, 1 A ! in ! ,,! rte and 1inCependent from 
budget ,.,ll, WY ' W44 11 iti Afric i: No [ilj'ut w(L izesev' s 

reporte(d I l' IIV', l 'r'u'c Ij;rti,; (, ld.cit iriclud, centra.ly fWMded 
sourc, such . 10flPW ,A ,, ' > to ! , Di uns; airi local' currency 
generaio,( ' , K'i18 

Th & ''{ 1i (1 iV.4 wIK I' 1'' C;df 5 ,4:, lB t 0f fiI)If][l] P'ir-,L ' iOll[< 

PresenLat i'>v iAl 11,it Ni- ot ed!,-14 tIhere is uncertainty over the.. s-houd 
FY 1988 tow Iv Wky't1 {11 nk.',>chlanges.kyt to wn[.wed hOC i11f: 

" Overvi e' W Le Af ri., kuralui' i('uil 1Ll[:a PortlOlito 

A . .-.,., ,.ow . -t: t.'r h w-. 

" 4 I' ', i t h. Af r i a Bureau's development 
portfoli'o , 1, 1 1 j ,Y B, 19/9-1938. Of this total, two-thirdsovor 
(591) had ,'nw,:. 'M' toI ',ve en!A )1f the agriculural sector. 

-- (If fo: i nviP. in ,'cl1<111ture, 84 percent (497) were bilateral 

project'; Q IGA' -B oNqi iN 42 Kuh-.laaran countries, and 16 percent (94) 
were reqgi (,,,.n:l 

Jaffu1, of is-- 211 14 the agri-culturai portfolio as follows: 7 
percent (41 I, - .Ct.) in the idenLifi cat-ion stage; 53 percent (316) being 
implemented oa 40 . n (234) completed. 

4) f.t UuI§02-BL Aqr I -' e'L '', e Bo re a Portfolio 

41)1 ,.,}OliyakoI,,fs anrC iIres increased 
agricultu.l prNojel'cts, 1eII0 ( has been fast for 

- 1,- C rIM eedr have for 
iK :)' iwh not as as the 

Bureau as e. )110i10PW Mare of projects totala ' Po,- tChn agricultural in 
Bureau f.uni 11(g dec'' inCi l o, J,,o",4 (3) -ecent in PY 1978-1981 to about 50 
percent in 11Y 1 C By1. FY "88, pplanmed obligations will be at the 48 
percent .evel and arne] expenfCd it nrc' at 48 percent. (See Table I.-3). 
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r. rjype and Source of Fundincj-_Total Bureau Portfolio 

SThe Develo:ment Fund for Africa (F') is a major , newly proposed 
Btriea. his proposed legislation, therefunding source ior thr 	 i cora UTnd,-

ac< out.: d liI Pt iis c1harg md with allocatingare no longer fdctiei 
d<evel.op,,,ru, a<-o.>,'2 z.,-,c2 , I 8' u , ,tw I.if- gu ,-' ..t Jprobability of 

r iiitli i i(i 1.-, nLinent. The changeachievigri the- dlva Iopt it ' , ivQ., id 

to a ir ''. i- ofsingle FA a,-count -, i i lC . v lu-ations, 

indicators c-f u , noe- I m : , 0,,<' t r .y', t 5nisuch s this effort.I''l' ,• 


-- oii lujo i, till1 Ir1 : ''1, t h'I, in,.- LanC were 8-10 percent 

Of all Bureau _A1h'JIr.' if FY"'19/'--19 1 l 'x) ed o I ,rucent or less 

in FY 1985-1987, o ]ban tun<it i r'ruiivc., -, I'Y !"Pt. (Sc-' Appendix 

Table A-1 ) 

Olho il' f711hnc-imsources h account- Of t 0 fh jor fi-Urin 
jxr iod ESincreasingly ii vortari jel t- BLrCeau over t-i ' 19 79-19P7 

o....g ....... C 	 , ,_ -)t- L.,'lifi uI)i (1c1ined
C .. .s.. !_ 	 i I. d 

from 51 to 34 rf'orent-o h f:u til rDaricjd t1.f i 1 aii(i 24 1-.rcent to FY 

1984 b u , d(fci i I1 I ('it' . 1)37 (bSeC ' 2 't!lVlf/ A-2) 

1). Te srf Sourcoof P'tundil . <i i ctul ]ort oein 

- InT"Y 1988 a]lI DA li'o tl'y \as htom to P-inol-h(.nt Fund for Africa. 

- Use of loans was c i rut ato.d in the aqi:ict91L.u1a sector as 

compared to other sectors. Neverth'd ' with in the igr'i.cultural portfolio, 

loans rena ned a minor fundiinq l at-I t 1119 t-ng 17 percent of]1 Lo 


19i"! t-Ile -,1 .1 I'l'total. funding t: h rough mu; 0 	 ' n 1913 and none in FY 

1986 and 1987.
 

As wii ut P. - fu ri 'O F hecaume anr.hinl .cnunt 
'f- f- a,:IfiCll tural portfolio, andincreasingly ipo)riaLt t'ifdiJ ;n1 i,,t(:' 

-xceeoc 'h l n oL Ftit'tinm I 1Y1t' i'.-.' FY 13DA ; I Fn 	 10,l37. In 1979, 
§x rcent 'D agrLcult U t:)~f 1 O , 'iJt I .,T _--funded through the ES7 yih' 	 I-a 

CCO lL, ; ! ''-,, 8I 	 , ! ' and estimated at 29 

p n I" i ,', !T '.i ' , - i. ':, l,' 1:*1,lijiod a ., 1
1.8 percent of the 

o rtf -.{' -. i u i d I . i j; I'' ) i- fo r a gr ic u l t u ra l 

sct r ]v0') T.''V I T 

i '.,-Jri f I't .c Ci ) i Lnii iil remaired an 

. - . C ' ii ' if'( 1i.,; share in total 
....l I ' '. .' i '7 'on '1 'i A7 !Icrcent: during the nine 

yeaur,, ]' .i' :'- t i u N: ' i n ii'c ,. -] account also varied 

from ,'e- i-. 1.11'se lt! (A t ' .igricultural obligations by 

FY 1981, '( II9 7 has (!(,(. i Cl i t , - i (See Table 1I-2) 

Ac -i.u 11t r I 1 'i' I i-) I '( t 0111-1 e -'' _i' if , 

']'h' I i 'if I ( if ''"1 f - III' ''] "ii ' 111'.i to iinalyz-o the Africa Bureau's 

agrci :a iin . pu. ( of each project. AsCii Iti i rt foliio - i pcii -se,ri]poneLts 

defined in Table I of the Appendi :: t1in' include pIrpose categories such as 

ard Policy Analysis, Techrol,'y Development, Commodity Marketing andPlanning 

http:P-inol-h(.nt
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Credit Dovelopjent-it .eT L: c. NI 	 Bu)rteu lund.i.. for theoe were 
,idi tures over the Len year period FYexamined for both Mbifi tions an' 

1979-1988. (o 1 U t ) M A the If. iz'.of thne Sector 
Suppar . ,--,-- .. ', r ' -- is shown as a(SEC) P ify ,-,-( .... ;t r.'-

MV t l a i tO;]l YM 4N, ad1 f:,rcntaoe of the 

total agrir t uI.-raj i I i'o ( i.i' i ,. 
,, ; . .... . ''c ' 1l ' o fli Wj C rc.... 


portfl o'' 	 i .... _ie.r . tending to i-ncrease 

o i, 	 I !,,,J,\_ ji[ il _- 1their . n 4 110 ; . i 1 ,
)...... .
S lp ~ A !n'],1', ,, 'V o ii ' ." ;' i • 	 I V t2r 

a I.- e ..........
r . .... •K ~'' i ,i' 1- ' i]i )u l ' r 4L1I.ih .'I'I V 

deci ne 'A, A il 
1 

....... H ar' i, 'I 

i t- F-a acuI 1.	 ' I I : !,-I I t t O-.,Ag 


t._ .l
those pu lo > o ;.,,)o,:sae . .	 .!.. .l... 

portfc-i , jj .i' cd over theFiY 19 74,--'07 *,: wich' wowe,increases i.n 

recent 'yersi , we,. stpporti.ve o t' sratogI 's up" h nvq ... Conversely, 

i ful i r were notmost of t hu - cat.orkes wttith' t lir; . . in IN p, 
.

priorifiy vils of tho Blureau's :.Arntgy 'AM< major tel whi('h bears 
1re-eva] 'i t Ic pro0posed level of ohliqaion 4)fr' FY IM yo ort of 

Agricultl M tui ,Pn, 

','110 Chjairjes in each fpur,-oseI.': share of Mhe agricultural portfolio 
can be StVa~nrizd a's follows: 

- Aqr io-.u 1tral ect or Sujja _ was the Koarinant purrc'se category for 

which tunds were oblite" and e.,en Atri n. Lhe FY 1979-]988 period. This 

purpose is coli ,1sedAI prjec . tiat fWVA( ,,,cilanch- of payments and program 

ru 	 maLrketing.
support primriari for de(vet lwnt & , 44 IIt'11F ',,:I Inc': 1A'd 

t ''U W ] nl. i tioIS 

for this , a ott! 10 . i F 078 !" Q.' p:.c'' ent of 
its rel, tive ip rl i n , .''a i.a]ly V i1h 

frur' t .an i"i 

the t(otal ', 'C!IIItl A' poi f"l , m Y' A RK. iv.'. 6 ! a l,,"Lo 33,0 

: ] i o - 35. A ..c . ul 	 theexpenditures 'i1ncr are ,vr f, in, m . to 

portfoiio y FY 1986. h4L 'o-d '.-'i-ituion it v , Ind ai 1 percent 

for both FY 1937and MR. M- ',, 

" ,'¢'ii ; ' its share of both- 'c.~r~rbi )'/'' ,i ' 	 - ','.(I l ' :in 

qQ uiis ro, to 18. ! p;-rcent ofobligation anim, n :; . r o, 9.4 

I Pi",, 'ith u1 (lppor r x"'1c., When, 4, 1 fusi dthe total q'c ltua. 
1re oit ints to show an increase,SEC fundinq N tno, M' nkt, ,, T'I' 


but at a ]--. ra -P A= ali n I " 1 .7 idcYOl. lO-1ationt wLth SEC Funds
 

excludiI, r.,n P. 16.. le- 1 . P ' ' y' Y 1i981 , and r en 1I t.'aLed at 

about- id 1' c~'' TI."" T!, l( ([ '''1dbi- al o ! is aboDt 20 
- A 

9,6 and9 FY 19,7 pi in (! -psILo 	18 eruent in Y 1988.perceN. ii"Y 
,vwhen SVOC funds ate included, hut the percentages areS imilar trends are sni 


at lower levels. (See pag: 183)
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- Technotog yTransfer' s relative importance has remained about 

constant in terms of expenditures with or without SEC funds included and in 
obligationsterms of obligations when SEC funds ar~e i1 cluded . 'The share of 

when SEC funds a- e:.:c Iudod has risen from 19 to 26 jo rcent over the ten 

years. (See page 20) 

P-i- .L_'jn_PoI icy,nAna i's., share tinhe ,:i i cult ural portfolio 

t,Th l itd i C ILun'ir ezcluded, expendituresdecline.d, 
ht1 Lhrn It, 7 }prcent in rose frow 12.41 o 2 pe.rcent i' 	 ]9Y8', of p FY 

o ti, , li e n 198t. With SEC funds
1988. WiJl i ,ontmiled 

Fto '-2m) Y 1985, but itincluded, ,'s mio,,' e-; iQ Omit li Ito .' 


has shown ,i, . t,',tI .. . . '- 2 )
 

-Q. . i , Mai 'urA w 1 (MKT) 	 Inputi : I I ! ; i 'w;, 1 y N q , 

, ' i i " u diturps fromSupplY 1.') ) )pi 	 . .,' 
,1 , . }1!( 	 " I H2. AI though27.6 	 tO 15.8 .e-ent (o t i, 

' .kaFrcentn wil'1
increased .cx ndit '.. FY ' 

MAP o 1 iis rose.share, th: r i1 AN,' li 	- K; I 

1'.i' i !A Y 10 8 wi 1 he wel 1 below theto 25.1 percent in ' 1964, tKit . 
SIC f unds arethe pci(. 

H T, It nd CP'I}:ere 'mall.
beginni n of 	 I Qv,.n I i AI, i v o, P, '..w 

, r,eiW! iiI of 


(See page 24)
 
included. Carm ' v tvottv 

,rItt, MACoo toruction of lultI irr 	 iorolvra a ittle ovr half 

the funding iu i rural road :, ,f- out- t-,ix-t i ,i,, ,, ag water upp] ies and 
portfolioabout one-sixth or irri o n: and l-ival;H_ CCV,''-l ft'are of 


to ,'ir hut showed a
expenditures, loss S',C fiuids, H ii' t-,!,i f ' '',iOtr 

Fercrnt in FY 1988. Withgeneral decliw fro' 14.4 , n i !N) 1 "n.7 

in Ii 1-.,i to 7.0 perc,(t. '['Tie share in
SEC funds includeod, Lho , cI. 
iii', 't nn 8.6 to ovtT 18 percent by FYobligations, with SEC , ludi,, 

then rebounded to 14.11985 and 1986, dropped Lk 4.9 pnv il in IFY 19! hul 

in FY 188. 1 P t .in Ii,-r with. .: aiu,included. (See pagepercent 
26)
 

- Ayri itiural E( t It , , i int itiilung Mimit tRlesourcs't )vOelopmient (HRD) 
,_ , , j 

'', i., (Ih-) ,. T , d fluctuat1iis during the period,and Educa.hr 	 'inin'i 0 'i 


ar rit i'r1T' "f i light VOWslirir s;nce FY 1982. The share
although with an 
in ob]igatitt , in.*1 d , ,N ;up!ititfioit I. C funds. The share of 

portfolio Funing forit'til'. i s h ovefopnt has fallen off markedly in 

.'o'- >w'i'al[ i IY)',tIof'r,.t, primarily participantthe pnt MYi , 
Y WK , ,Ki ! : (Ii Z6 and W. p. scent- over the period. 	 Thetrainir, 

. i: ,t I- ,' i0 )t Jalct ed stated strategy. (See
of:] 1(lcW 	 u ltn'ri 

Fagce 28) 

- Rec'e DiKv'1 el nt soal ,','t, a substant fa] decline in its share of
 

agr icu].t:ura] ,,,'t1 ol o K , nr. . 1 IEcluding SEC tiindintj, expendit-ures dropped
 

1,'. ,!nt y FY 1988. For ifi l iontis the share dropred from
from 5.6 to 2.' 
3.3 to 0.8 j:" , in Fy lq4. Th', ,oint- shro in 2.1 percent in FY 1988. 

(See page Y) 

-- ]Lito Tlnure's share in Lip ,agricultura] portfolio's funding did not 

FY 1979 when obligations were 0.8exceed 0.5 percent in any year, except 

percent of the portfolio total. There were rnt obligations planned for FY 1984 

page 32)through Y 1988. (See 

http:Educa.hr
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,Agricultural Portfoai'" S" -(tor Analyss 

The Func inl [I.c matiio Sy-stem was a'o used to examine the relative
 
importai ( I o O:ib--Sectors encompassed by
and tri,,endsvarious the 
Africa icu orn!i Wrt folio. Hinl]ights of the analysis follow.
(See T-a, r TV--I to 4). 

- m:il--0' ",".rcant oinq=.i 1.:'; ,ccunted for the 1ur,-st share of 

aqricuitu dl ; ( foi i NiAM, ,, vI, i-creni from NoL one-Mturh o nearlyone.--half ! F+ : ,,,,n! v.iur rq Un 11,' 157lr-<.9-991 pct iud. P ine? ''-( thethe. .... • .. . 1...n - . 9 po oi .:<< f :.yj .i.. w a 

large.L :, 
i 

ii M 0'40 Flo : 1701 IC F L ' L 1 

F1unnt Ir, . 'j_! :el_ ' -1 .1 Vi r-! t , ',.y low level , r an inq between 

2 and Q i}nt 1ot t i 01 i 1 a , Hf i) I of: t 'l"i P et. t' . H.obl C.' ~ ....n ' n/p:LCtelI I,' }' ' c;obliga~tion:s are ivm',, in.. ,j ,.d a,: 17. pucn y Y08 

- kivlo. I t1.t-Secio- fndiry V,, low and- ,cralt]y :ieciningKi I:ly 

during the 0 7 .... 988 period. Its ,ha-r n l5 rtioll" exl Rturss continued 
-to decline from '2 to 5 percent, Ol. i iK,Iu luctuat.d in the , to 16 

percent .ne PY with pnInied 1v PT ArcprnioYou,. 1984, tII' in 193 

one percei. 

mlL*Aii <I ], i- Stub- LIt ~e[:i )t ~i . kiiVI . ,id 3:tO0 rarged h);i_-ton. 10 

and 28 F-rcy&n l ib(y, u<lrt tral f: ,I. c rieCt conbiq.O, Raiinnied 
Crops ano_ I L .inC ac( (,tflt o 'o~r l'.4t ( ',_f-tn . Ifiil] , lt thi ri .hare- o 
expe: ndito:u n I.,-' .neadiy n, 23 in P"v q8 1 .tAI(cly by Fy 1938. 

Obl].gatiors a " dI ,I ;in to 9 r.ortc in ., ., ,8" , Jn, at(r ,a- gain to 1.7 
percent in PY 1'-n'! , 1t, jio ( to 9 percert[ in 'Y 1988. 

Fundi ng I, .,0 (' n , 1 'nir .i li 1 ii n I hL{lted Crfor .j _ kivestL ock was 
at aboli the ! pocpn-L level MnjI, 1984, hut o]:ligaLions arr:i od to 

rise by Y 198 to1I12 n t' 

! ti r FilI. nutn-'c or was at about percentU'In nx, S( I of 

portfolio LUCI uwh -i. t nal igat ions are planned to increase to 3 
percent by ;Y 1988. 

- Lortry-, fundi ri not percent the'S Seclor idd exceed 2 of agricultural 
portfolio durinq th - tFY 1979-1985 period. Hlowever, in FY 1986 obligations 

share iri: , .n' ,to 6.7 percent: bul then fell to a planned zero level for FY 

1988. 

- Nat 01 . funding first increased its share theiiuFlhcI~C. iuSl-Sector in 

agricultural !'::,r7oli;o, but t:hen show substantial declines. Both obligations 
pen a(t but 6 2and expendi Li d a17 17 percent, then drop to and percent, 

respectiv]'y, inFY 8: 

S , e V ii"acki remain in a dominant posit ion with 30 
percent ol. [:, expenditures in FY With the growing 

n 

bnnI Ctinns and 1988. 
importance o tLis are:,, <:me sutr-classificat.ions are being developod. 



AGRICULTURE AND PURAL DEVELOPME': FUNCTTIONA, REVIEW FY 1979-1988 

I. In( rdeL ion 

ARD FunctJonal Reviews provide aria I ,ys o-. trends and issues relating to 
the AfticaCOPurpau's frortfo0.io of p-',oe1t-0 ian, th1e .Aqricultural Sector. This 
present arnal'is focus .espriil y]r n toL Folio'o relatzionship to the 
Bureau's; deveJ 'iatq assi star Q ra,. .... i or Sub-Saharan Atrica over the 
ten-year period from P' 1979 1hru,'h Y 190. 

The f '''-, , , i ,d ,I,1i t 1ar,h u.<ir of I he Functional i nformation 
System l, F ' l !-' vc I(I,, I 'It 'Vi( ' l t0o.h liore dletai led and more 
readiIy ac1', 1- inio, it<k iAq tW por o f li" for Bureau manaqement, as well 
as for iini( it! In !I . In 't'ilr- t-o Ietho sv'hich- classify a 

,proj.c "i tt 'i I p ,)vid . i r ,i'at on ,,Uti-Q'I( Ijeci-, oC piOj-Ct 
Com/pOne nt, AWI , Ali " I ', id( ' ii' rqn tdlt (ulani yi tttIhe natlure and 
scope ofi ,,nchi jq ov: ,ts mu;t! n,.; s, Yt; v.'r l as. Vho :Act ti-es. used t:o achieve 

.' '. w,", (i i a processingItrIthes pur . al W'{it ;Wo pr o, d in 
miCro-comI fti,', ii, A! : I1A 1: , r ;y "t COnt :in i: aCi.v... ,W h t echnical 

and K nr i a- i , t ,i a t(mI W j 'H h, (I pn,r1 f a. 

Whi I- ! h,. , ' viOt" f,'M:; ly- it 0 t he Ayr icaltural ,ector, it now 
includp n II proje'tn i h., ''ir. otl al r-i]It tl in. C as.i(f1i d i nt;o 10 
Sectors, i h -, oni ii 8%, hi latleral aind .eionaF!wo dafi ' 

'project's out . re drt ii 0 t>, 10179- 1 9< per i ra . 

This revi.w t' ,. -; only projects invnlvic wit h t:he Aqricult:ural Sector, 
but a prelimin ....V ,',. oftI ir"-<'tVW in the other SlI'tors is ftthcominq. 

A. Purpose a r (!' i ! ,.i i :: i it'5i_ _ 

The prtfi dq I. t'' ' I. i 't i-,n ! revie., arc tol providJe management, 

technical ant' ,prot : < f i i ()( A- ii nt anl: trend data on th natlure and 

scope of U Af.i:- {m' '. t'vi ftli.n of tM opment assistance projects in 
the Agrictlitl-. S ; io (h) ari a -..nerd- of this portfolio in relation 

to the ra'n'tir.a'r' i t o: iN,0 HiK at h estla',labli shed tor dev(-I tprmert 
assistance in S - a ,I n , i. 

ti:; It tI M'ican which QioilO s'Ph,' fot t ' ,f : 'I itI Poi project:s f r oh] 

ard/or ex] t i-rwro ware u lti ,ri the 1 t hrouh 1988en hivlq period J979 FY and 
that ha' r Ie, r's'o '1lt t Irig to tho AgricltcLre Sector. It: incltdes 
project Qi t,, 0 , r ' ii Ri- I ir well ;a r cultrLirgt coiiponenta . The 

analysi .r ti - MAN t Astance (DA) functional'.i; proe7 t]liitti DeVrlnfo'fJtq ,r,.t 

account., : ,':.I I as to Sahel De.'veopIotlment_ Pro aai (SH) and t he Economic 
Support Fund iM. . ,o',,, rt ra llv sou rces, asIt n- it; inctde crci f inded such the 

Pi in FuInds from PL 480.PPC and<'' aenus ct If 480 ard ocal, currency g,-neration 

http:frortfo0.io


-2-

The financial data are those contained in the annual Congressional 

Presentations, and for FY 1979 through FY 1986 these are "actual" obligations 

and expenditures. For the current year, FY 1987, they are "estimates" and for 

FY 1988 they are "proposed". 

Details on the We[hodoloqy used in developing the FIS are provided in the 

Appendix. Also in cuded there are categories, code; and/or definitions of 

Project Purposes (Table 1), Sectors and Sub-Secrfor:; (Table 2) and Commodity, 
Special Concerns and other project characteristics (Table 3). 
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iT. Portfolio Overview
 

development projects in 
Major aspect-s of the Afrca Burean's :ort ifoio of 

area of agr WItur, are exaiii ned in 	 to, nthis Chapter. Tn addition 
the functional -.h iq 
to data on numbers of pro]C +tf- pc.rtfol ia.,' -17 inve.st-innt, trends are reviewed over 

,s oi ibiiga:tions andtod t: C'i ,.h i"Y 1 1 i, e 
i d 'source ,)f furding.

the ten--yeatr p.r H'97 
oxpenditdrat; 

n] , iLt V" 1i~ "iT'<' of o'l )J( IypoIorilalts .rC ana1ly7zed in terms 
rT~reni.b 


P i I rnd ,y - , (TVci,.

of 	 their I l ><-O 

A.	 S op -_and ,", --.4.1' 

ii 1-Y 1988, I-V rfrica Bureau 'S
Cii 	(q5-I,i ' y 11)71) lDuring t-l , .r-

cams i 1 8ll 1 ,tjC.t- o, . ' -wu-thiudsf or 
developmonti p i, I 

'I ,]: 'oioI..or3ImOnt of t ,, 'n jcli.turai
591 proj v-. nt. : 

10 	 0 il!flh Is well as ;qricultural
(S i.ectari ic c I P 

poLt 1folio examinedic(,t'lacti pot-. Illtc d otht!, liil 
comporo '"l tl" 

in 	 Sec'ti 0l 1 .I ,e' I I t'i l!'S ', i ,"_d.4)t 

,, 	 497, were 
' ' v-rcer"1i 1-)r grictl ,Of (li 	 oLve' 

fissions in 42 countrieS of Su--Saharanby 	 USAH)b,bilateral io- ALtakan projects 
, Wae rercionai- projects. "he roolonaL 

Africa, 1ir16 y, I i tr 	
Aft ica 

-ahel- 35; SouLhern Arica -- 12; Fast 
were disi rkibut' i . , ,: 

1; 	 and Africa - -1. 

status of the1 	 ,nbinitLited, the current 
in arl, 1v8/, [. V 19813 ,Ct was 

' 	 ffollows: 41 projects, or 7 
591 , -0 '-r-I 2liI 11u r ,71I porI-folIo was as 


sLage; 316
ident i ficaLion or designo.I wei, a:hepercer.t a he 
and 234 project-s, or 40 

weretlnder impleuentation;projects, or C3 percit : 
I. 	 (-•If-t the 3%7 aqricultUral projects currently being 

percent, Y 4 ae.n omi]c 
' 	 were ':)ilateral, and 45

projectLs, or 87 percent,
designed or imp1
 

a i)a ]
project, or 13 p'A-rc r'(p -

B. 	 Agrictultur e ' rl, I I H-,. hf aicati Part io
 

In LeirrI of Itt I'i1bi] oh ota I oW Cd it tcO.ttal expenditures, funding of
 

:Iaiv I(vr hibe FY 1979-1985 period. Annual 
po ).,t aiA.aqr icu"1ftu u' at --

1979 to $400.6 million in FY 
ir eaaa Iron $[8.9 nil lion ri FY

obligat lon_-: 
this six year period.P) 	 ,otrcnt over 

1985, an ,, erage arIii,,I srowt-h ratae ()i 
$118.2 million: 	 t , porcent r increasing from 

ore i-Annual .... 	 -voi are expected
um or' ad lyonsto 	$24'!.4 mill.ion 

, .2 f mI Ii Ion ., le oxp 'nI tlii-s a r e to: nCore ae to ;4i0 .1 
i r.to 	d 1cc 

: aveit: .- annual growth 
n he' la yooiifo, p-+. !(,) 1' 19-I 79- l Hie

mi l]i 
fot r o 1i, ]A i ons (11(ij 5 erce'nt F!or oxpendiLures. 

rates vi 11 JC"1' rt( 
I 	 I i , l ', " rit -! ''r i

See Tab <; T1-T 

in 	 total Afr ica BIreatu funding for 
aciouli1 Icndr, IIIn-lowavot , jnt declineshoved a substartial'a of ariculture

all sect-ors , Lhe re1:12 e( posit 
for at iUltute rose at an

h,,,ere obligations
during the FY 1979-1988 period. 
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average annual rate of 3 percent, total Bureau obligations had an 7 percent
 

growth rate, rising from 1317.2 million in VY 1979 to $60).0 million in FY
 

Simi]arly, while expenditures on agricultural projects grew at a 15
1988. 
-res showed an annual growth rate of 19percent rate, total Bureau exendi 


percent rising frn- $170.1 million in FY 1979 ro $;975.6 milion in FY 1988.
 

i for airiculture, 

Noa s port f'o orlieclined, in terms of 
As nrsiut 	 I he A'. r qr.'.,,1.H.. in OlMl1fl this 

sector's shorI' W t he t N W ]h-

in I I Q 1979 no, I50 percent in FYo 	 t ions, kaw 69 Io,, 
NA,. 11 laN I li4 pmercit level in FY 1988.[I'rnd
982-- 2.) 


S O ''O i : in,-i i [- 1- ! ' !I rf'' , t he aqricultural sector's 
shareQ 4..YF Va;,)\n 

- U-O{r"y -c(l: in] KY W ]t per- en,.oIt10 0/-1991,{ Jv 	 50;, ifn F;Y 

C 1190 	 '' 1 ," ] - \ I 'l I -1o, 

Tt D lav<!o	II F1 i! ,fric,- .) in m or, owly proposed funding 

Afic . i'n6 i,.o, 'n'" ]ailation, there are no 
soue. o 

a]locatinq'I1: Ki 
h 1t 1 1i'YOHit S't prrobabil ity of

Olnger funi 	 o ni n cu-, do! I' qiI 

dev.lr- A Pit t M-O Wr W !LW 	 Because,. .' ,if 	 tin' continent.sai.":w:: the~ Qxaw\-,.,Tij (0-4 140;. iii Krw 

I !n i ii 4(1-1 'n created bei P ' i''' l]1 awore to
thit pro osl' 

" the legislativeuni as; 1i110 . !, lip' Y, -I in' in kin, ( , 1of 

ii: 	 I lnrol Ws i il1ttOn1, these anguage wan o l Vc, Li, I 'ul i",lt 


"shadow" amo't TOH Q IO t' - 127; - and SDP =
,r: - 194; 0.4; VF1 $60; 

$I71. T[he c - V,0]i,<t &a inqlie A \ ' iiiH 1i I h -1, ill-eportance of 
systems suchevauations, Ai inocal-nwc': ( QvkT4 'ii -- ; I:raking 

as chin; e:t:.: 

1h i 	 f grantsGrants vs Loan1s: in 	 I .ImrarO loans have 
-qtt-In* t d c iin ,' of flund iiit i ,,.chanism in the Africaao-and i ,,- 1q 

Bureau 's totl por tfClio. Wh.lounh loans acouil for 10 percent of total 

i :'"rlt they declined punau fundingtin 1- )79, a(i ai)ut in "Y 198-981, 

' IAm is estimatedto p ,rc'"-in I-'''th I tnd' I " iI. , ,Y '/,. loan funding 

13.4 mil Ann, (i I i l of 1w, ' of t hr Hi!Ireau's total funding 

of $919.0 mili.i 9ro n'Ira" WiP'liIl i' ' '" in i 19',8. See Appendix 

'Table A-1. 

4 IV hve 'l 	I1w ADN and FSsour:e0 ha n1:' 
(o;( ,Iltl tnl]' Aiis have hanled drama:i cally 

The predoC':i-rk2 4 	 itmul 

accounts , hut I he(7 r(l\/4It 

in recent years. K2S .crolIn I0£ 11w Wt1 : 66 pe r c@nt- of all loan funds from FY 

1978 through FY 19, hut- t ,j droid to, 36 percent in '?71983 and to none in 

Ithe :apI , 	 greatly as a source of loan
FY 1984--1987. A sm ' )i crtease 
K i 182, ARI)N acounted for 2.1 to 42 percent offunding. From Y'1978 throuhl 


total loan funds. h r to 46 yler]rt- in FY 084. ABDN'declined in FY
 

1985 to 55 p-rcent and to none in 'Y 1986 a.I 1987. The only account with 
.]oansin FY'x 	P H&{,"andi 0 81Swas Rd(uc'altion.
 



Table II-l. Agricultural Portfolio: Expenditures by Funding Sources, FY 1979-1988
 

Funding Source 1979 i960 1981 1982 1983 1985 1986 987 1988
 
Code/Account Act. Act. Act. Act. Act. A:t, Act. 4ct. Est. Prop.
 

----------------------- ILLiON DOLLARS 

FN Development. Assistance (Agriculture, 
Rural Development and Nutrition) 73.7 70.4 88.1 93.4 94.9 §94.5 85.3 ii.%Q 191.9 160.5 

ES Economic Support Fund 7.7 42.5 64.4 22.9 66.4 67.3 80.3 i0 1 159.4 138.2 

SH Sahel Development erogram 16.7 39.5 66.3 52.6 51.6 61.8 59.L 64.6 94.0 70.2 

1/ Other 20.1 23.2 23.9 26.9 24.7 26.1 21.5 22.6 38.4 10112 

Total - Agric. Portfolio 118.2 175.6 242.7 195.8 237.6 249.7 247.4 302.1 485.7 470.'
 

------------------------- Percent of Total--------------------------

FN Development Assistance (Agriculture, 

Rural Development and Nutrition) 62.4 40.1 36.3 47.7 39.9 37.9 34.5 36.7 39.5 34.2 

ES Economic Support Fund 6.5 24.2 26.5 11.7 28.0 27.0 32.8 34.4 32.8 29.4 

SH Sahel Development Program 14.1 22.5 27.3 26.9 21.7 24.7 24.0 21.4 19.8 14.9 

1/ Other 17.0 13.2 9.9 13.7 10.4 10.4 8.7 7.5 7.9 21.5 

Total - Agric. Portfolio 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
 

Includes other accoumts such as the Selected Development Act 4 ties Fund, and the 1988 figure includes S72.2 

million from the Development Fund for Africa. 



Table 11-2. Agricultural Portfolio: Obli catios by Funding Sources. FY 1979-1987 

Funding Source 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 
Code/Accoui t Act. Act. Act. Act. Act. Act. Est. Prop. 

-  -ii-nDollars---------------------------
FN Davelopmen* Assistance (Agriculture,

Rural DevelopmFnt and Nutrition) 100.0 100.2 105.3 133.9 135.5 136.7 121.8 166.2 145.7 0.0 

ES Economic Support Fund 27.4 65.2 56.7 63.0 89.0 119.1 169.8 101.9 91.6 52.0 

SH Sahel Development Program 64.5 65.4 81.4 82.6 74.2 73.4 80.4 58.7 57.2 0.0 

1/ Other 26.8 33.8 36.8 32.5 14.7 16.3 28.6 25.6 22.5 233.4 

To! - Agric. Portfolio 28.7 264.6 280.7 312.0 313.4 345.5 400.6 352.4 317.0 285.4 

----------------- rcn t of 1T0oes 
YN Development Assistance 

Rural Developmpnt and 
(Agriculture,
Nutrition) 45.7 37.9 37.7 42.9 43.2 39.6 30.4 47.2 46.0 0.0 

ES Economic Support Fund 12.5 24.6 20.2 20'.2 28.4 34.5 42.4 28.9 28.9 18.2 

SH Sahel Developmpnt Program 29.5 24.7 29.0 26.5 23.7 21.2 20.1 16.7 18.0 0.0 

1/ Other 12.3 12.8 13.1 10.4 4.7 4.7 7.1 7.2 7.1 81.8 

Total - Agric. Portfolio 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

1/ Includes other accounts such as the Selected Development Activities Fund, and the 1988 figure includes 

T233.4 million from the Development Fund for Africa. 
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D. Type and Source of Funding - Agricultural Portfolio Prior to FY 1988 

Within the Bureau s vortfolio, the predominant- user of Ioans was the 

of ARD) funds for loans, a large part
aqricultural sect)ur. in addition tr, ule 

of the ESF funds were also upd for awircultura development loans. However, 

port folio ilsIf, loans have continued as a minor typewithin the ariculoural 
of funding.
 

Te th e major ,Vr''e,: of fu din for aqricultural components of projects, 

as well a. for tho tai Africa lPronu portf] i.,, were tIe functional. 
ture, RuralDeveooipment iP (' )A) acrountii, wh]icr include Aqr icl 

the i.?onomic Support FundDevelopmnr t and Nutr iion (I.Ni, ARIDN or 103 account); 

(WS) and t he .r..i'.ProgramSAM ,volpC' (S-). While ot:her funding sources 
piport i ng sr;i stance, Foreign Disasterwere also tused, u'h i ir i' 

have t - of relatively minorA.ssistance a4' AM. n K pxi A:;irt ance, they 
r. .. !I- aind 2. P(,vol m, nt projects fundedand de( K .w i r 

P '1 () )t i 

r;.iH ,,,I .vario us ftnng sources were rouqhly parallel for 

acricl k Hrc nP nQ ('iI11( Ifh' I' -,rrxit port folio over the FY 1979-1987 

pri ro lo r Ph- Pinrau, rei ivr two of iS an& BA furd; reversed over the FY 
'V5 pe rcent: of t.otaling1979-.395F7 pal : F 1 iSNOt ions ie from 34 t:o 

Ftruing, wi In A h frmo to ,preo,nt: use of S-I fundingin]iii ineti ro 41 
Y 14, hut: then declines to 13 was betwe,-n i5 i I 24 trcei- from IY 1979 to 


percenL i 9'M. S inin ' I 1-4 and App ,dix 'MhI P A.
 

Fore -c qr cuI.itKuraI port fn1u, Ki 	 ftundinq of o0t41iqations rose very rapidly 

at an na 13 percent,ov -r . r Fo"i no, Jncrp'ani:ri, averaqv nnal Me ofthe 'ni-

SH anrmial rowt.1 i es were only 4 and 5 percent. respectively.while thr an& 
I , Alt houglh t-h i, ('ve [opment 	 assistanceSee Fiqure i 5 and Tah-2ir 


accountt relmairna t insorto!i nq ,i[44-e for
ie rost fundtiri r agricultural components 

FY M4, ON f uinr of ur iI tura 'mil,onrt:s became increasinglythrounlgh 
imnrortart aid will excee FN'Iin FY 1985 and 197 Over the eight-year period, 

Fre]ob]i 11t4oin WIA nCifom 4( to 17 percent to:Ltal aqricultural funding,i 

of obliqations
.hi le ' oh] igations rose from A to 39 percenl . SHI funding 
ined to 18 percent in FY rose to 2) percent oi ihe, tota1 i Fi.Y1981, hiut: ,cl 


]987.
 

Trends in funding of expenditur,-s for t:he Agricultural Portfolio were
 
important
similar to those for obligations, with FN has remaining the most 


See Table f-I.
funding source except for FY 1986. 




--------------------------------------------------------------- 

Table 11-3. Agriculture's Share in The Africa Bureau Portfolio, FY 1979-1988
 
(Million Dollars) 

1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 
Est.
ActItem AC:. Act.nct AcT. ct, Act, Est, 

i- rio 

700.1 539.0 600.0 
Africa Bureau Portfolio Total 317,2 '14 .9 467.9 62499 819. 6. 2) 336.3 

353.3 317.1 233.3
 
Agricultural ,rtfol j o Total 218.9 264.8 280.9 ,119 315.1 345.5 400.6 

Agricultural Total as Percent 
48 51 9 48
69 64 60 50 


--- xcirt J-'ures-----------------------------

of Africa Bureau Total 


.70.1 279.1 387.3 392.8 5(8,4. 487., 468.2 539.7 868.9 974.6
 
Africa Bureau Portfolio Total 


470.1
'51.5 246.9 302.1 485.7
118.2 175.7 2'2,8 195.9 23-.8
Agricultu'al Portfoiio Total 


Agricultural Total as Percent
 
56 48
69 63 63 50 47 52 53 54 


of Africa Bureau Total 
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Figure 11-3. Agriculture's Share in the Africa Bureau Portfolio,
 

FY 1979-1988
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Figure 11-4. Africa Bureau Portfolio: Expendituros by Funding Source,
 

FY ±979-1988 
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lIT. Project Purpose Analysis
 

This chapter examines the Purnose: oL Africa Bureau agricultural projects 
in terms of their relative ir1wrt ance and firrninq trend. 

As outlined in the ApFendix on r,thodoCl+y, ea:ch project in the Africa 
Bureau's portfolio that was related L~o agriculture was analyzed in terms of 

its purpose or purposes. Project purpose was defined as the developmental 
changes to be a{:hicved ao as v:Io Or mi iqat a sector or country problem, 
and LB i I ontrOWN W COunt ry ,' -lIpme" h]s1. 

,Or!2I.r tahce 
involved inr th, ixlo[rrpo pr . (T'ho, Piirpo.jav Cateqorie:n with their 

codes and defrnitKrs areoive' in YO I the Appendix.) 

,'el..b i ! i (eC te , i,.::weft, i ,! ii 1: O !s iHJ rll asp-ect:s 

]o Each purpose of 

a proj ct- ,.v hon mlai fled in t IU OF fiP Cot apd of -h funds oh]igated 
and exp nded ,Ia fisca reat I r 1.ho tu r pose. The funds used for (oe of 

these r; po.o:in eerred o an , ,-,ject comnnoni. Since the sum of the 

comfnpon : I. . nrr ,ro} .:t:( i i Ci hi- proj ect 's total ohligations and 
x p(- i ' i. ( rio (t IW' i:: ' 

T]'his naris' :7( i Nto r ii li t Ink jinPariituire data shown by 

purposi cdat-, :io in ol i--1 lhlrirh 6 hor 'h- top-year period FY 

1979-j988. it huln mo Md the major and variability ofn, tin ie annual 
the Sector 'tSin (c) ti on W : !,.oh':cur-, the analysis of othertonr, 
Pup.[onst relative, :rr in tho aqr il iural portfolio. Thus the other 
,ur---onKs are examn.ed 5, h as a prcortae of the I:otal agricultural 
portfo,]io, and as a pprcent art o -hI tot al agricultural portfolio with SECol 
funds excluded.
 

http:examn.ed
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' Catpqor :9 r [p -A',:,.es. ... ..Table 111-1. Aq, icultutat Purlfohlo: F o,,c by ui: FY 

i :9 l2, :3 7 196[
134 :98,
Purpose Cateoores !79 5BIO ,,J 

,. Est,-ratedA'ctual 'c'ja k,Ila. 'Lilai 4Lt ua I , ActLa tc'al F--0,1.5E: 

',hcGu DcJ'rs
 

Jv , c.m, .,, 
TW-hnolo~y. Tr4'<, 20., 26,4 77.0 !5,2 74,3 2,5 5. ,i (,5 65.0 
Thchr,"lo r cpflf:t , 75. . ie, 9.5 .,: -- , .,,: 

I Sup-, 1./ !e, 14.7 18 4 192 2.,2 7. 40,
:3.3 3 7.5 1 7, >5 1>7 Z ,K e~It Di[',cri ,. r.213,57 . >2. ..' 5 1. . 

Con£l r:iic -1J.9 . 19.. 99 .7t! 56 

R1 ,0 rce 1,ent 6. 7. 5.5 4,2 5. 3. ., ," 7 

0,9 0.' C,2 1,0 (.5 n.4 0.2 0.4 0.4.5Land lu/L., 4 ( - ' .- .: ,!
Hu~~tan[",e:3ourc~7.5, . .6 15.1 14. 0 ,' . , 

OlLat or SYLtel Del; 7,0 1b.' 2 0 'q.6 1.7 1-6,7 Wi 7 5 .. 

V.96.5 79 106-7Sector 3;purl 7.9 3 6 ,,., 18.0 e., 

lotal - I16 175, 5.9 2''49 "),.: ,70.1
'qFort-olia ., 24".4 237,5 47.5 435,7 

Total - Aq Port, less SEC 110.4 136.) 18b. P77.3 P, 1797.71l8.0 1i-3.7 3:4. E 11"4.4
 

"
 EE,
Iable :11-2. Aq'icultural Poto'ir: U.pose Cagorle5 OYArM- e:.i"7'190B 

Purpose Ctegor:ep 198 1 8: 1772 :26: :74 '25 P68 1937 19
 
Aftual Actua7 Aectna; Actual kla A-tual Actual Actaal Estimateo 'cese
 

,~ercert o otra:Av ,rultJr i;"?r i :
, 

F'lanninq.:i , r,dvs:nV..6 h. 12, 4,1, 1,5 :.).7 1'.? 1 7.3 7,? S.7 
echno4iog Development 8. 9.2 t.6 :3.6 7.4 :,2 12,5 10.7 1111.7 

Technoa l9ogy 1r 3;19e :9.3 ', 7 t ,4.34" ' 13,9 Ij,:, i? 

Cocoit, Mar'. i 2,9 . I, 2.0 ' 2.7 1.7 1.7 2.3 2, 

7unp 1 ;1,2 7.4 7,7 7.5 ,.' 7.4 7.6 7.7 7.2 9.7 
p , ..nput tlredlt~5t Ze ,7 ,1 T,4 4,9 2 ,0,5 2. ,6 4,4 

Conmt ul, 17.4 1.9 7,8 12,2 7.4 . 7, ,4 i 7 

:weorDe ',55. 4.4 '.13, .2 2.2 (.1 0 1.L 0. 

5.6 5.3 4.9 4.9 .6L mn 'rc I c,' uv S,) 4.,7 6.1) 7,7 c, 


rd ca n t, Dv 5.9 '. I 9.4 10.5 9, 6.5 4,5 5.3 7. 5.
 

Sector %pport 6.7 L2,6 23.5 . r... 27.9 32,1 5.9 5,2 '52
 

'00.K I IOK.K 16(0..Total 100.0 100.0 10').(( ) 1') 10. 1 ,0 ' , 
--------------------------------.-.-.-.-.- .............---------------.......................-----------

http:F--0,1.5E
http:A',:,.es
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t: 'Lio 19H8
Tt,E. 7I-7, Avr t:Lltural o t s~ :Fur, s ,-,. L !e.r-naa,rY ?77-

296K 1984
-,:se . e :es 37 96(.(i 3: 382 19B5 1986 1907 1962
 

3. ACtUaI Actual Acitatua1Actual ctui Ac tal t a1 E~ItimaLed Proposed
31 


t..r f12o,-,ent 3 a'. ,r C,-: cr I S SEC 
4.1 1" 4' .1,. 9.1 4i 11 

'
 
na~P.;:y Anal ,ss 2 4 15.q IS,b. . 4,. . 

e .. D~i~ev t 9'4 11.9 1, 13.916."' . 1 ', 18.z'o c p b5,0 li0 16.2 

19.4 20.1 1 i 21. 21.4 21.431chr1ioqb fra~2gr !.,. 17.2 3.2 1 22.3 

Qq:.7y ":KEtirq L, .8 2.3 . 2.5 ,.5 2. 2.6 .6 4.0 

L" . y :2.0 3,6 10 3 . 10,2 1. 12.0 13.4.4 12.0 
,;r ,e' ,tI ,5~, 6.6 4,.4 5.3, . 4.5 .. .9:1 

'F!,:"a,.1,n !4, 10, 2 }0 2 i ,4 9.9 1 , !1,4 I0,0) 9,4 10,7 

t? : !r,6 . 1 1,.7 4,, . 1,6A,.oME 
(1. 0 ! 1 0.,1r T n 0.a8, i,5 0,5 O1 , (,2 0(, 0. 1 

7.6 8.5 3.4 7.P 7,7 7,17 7.6 5,6 
, ~ rSst,, DV, 6.7 11.8 1':. 11.,6 9., 6.6 9.0 11.2 7.8tian Thnur.E Bev 5 3 5.6 

I00.0 101.0 1.0 10610 100.(;1 100.1, 1('.) 100.0 100.0 100.0 

0o ; EI:IE's a31 FY 1979-1',2"F;& 111-4, r itt 1ol Pu'pse Ca' by, AP q6b1tiqOs, 

F :C[te4or leq 199' 61 1982 198 194 1965 1986 1987 88o179 
:,c1. u a, ke ja: A-tJ I A t aI Estirrted ProposedAc t,-o Ac I. al ; t.ia Act,,il 

: DCI.'1 r.o s 

- 1:,.4 25.3 - : :.i T.2 2c. (, 77.4 17.,2 20.. 2'0.9 27.21 :r ;nqi%>c:.,i,avs,~ 

t 4,.4?C rolo.)I Eveic .r.' 71. 4J.) 4S,,3 B 101,.,4, 5. 

:'K '" a'e, 3,6 47,b , ,.. :9.? ,9.5 45.6 53.B 48.8
 

et l '.q 
 1.1 71.4'
 

nput -, 25_.2 20..7 j, I1.' 27.2
.1 19.2
 

ea. a2t9 1,-.D 9' 7.7 8,6 6.5 9.4 9.S' 
j.. I ,
:or~st:or16;::: . 23.7 I.,4 a." ' .. 4 : .; 4 , . 2 

S- : F,.PIoc mert 6.4 ,.6 5 ;.9 ., . 6. 9.1 .7 

and " ' (;.6. 1.5 9.7 .,7 .4 0,0 C,0 0.0 u. 0.0 

Hulan Recc..rce De, 14. 1 14.4 4.b 20.4 7. :-'7 14,5 16 7.1 11.I 

Ecjcat:r 8nstem ".,e 19.9 20. ,,, ... 18,2 1,3 4 .2 

'3e7:r Sruppzrt 57.9 47.9 81 , . I 9..?247 22.3
2S.9 r 2. .1 


a%.- M9 Pc-tfolio -I7. 2r 2 .Q 7. ,1 , 745. 400.6 357.3 317.0 285,4 

.. ......................................................
 

....., . q prt. : ', 7 :1 . 2)D6.8 272.9 5 2 2 i, 2., 23.0 226.8 1 33 



-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

------------------------------------------- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- ---

-------------------------------------------------- -------------------- ------------------------

- 15 

-
poseCae ,ii y A .i,biiqaticrs, 71-97-Table I11-5. Agqricultural Pcrt clio. ?uipoe 9_E
 

iR7) "1 - 73152815 ili, 
tua I ActualI A~c ri Actda I v, 

Purpose Categories i779 , iL 15E, 725 198 
Aitual ! 4j I Ac tu A tuai Fstiriatp-i -roposed 

u t',! Prj-
PEFCrirt of ,Qg :.CU tfoac 

5.6 2,
Pl3nning/PolLlc raIki1 11.2 VL6 :, 12.2 6.5 6. 4.5 5.7 

Technology Developicent 14.o 12.. !. , 4.7 12.7 i 9.6 12.5 14.4 :,,9 

Techno'oqy Transfer lb,7 1B.) 16.0 3 ,4 15.9 1 1. 12.4 17.1) 1.i !7. 

Cotaodity a-ketipQ 4 1. 1.6 1.6 1. 2.') .0 2.: 2. 7.9 
,4 6. 7,9 ',6 ,.7Inout 3 K ' ' ,, 7.9 7.b 9.2 

PreditUive rnt 5,2 2 1 2. 2.4 .. ,,. 


[!In t I 10.8 , i , 3,7tluc, 9.. S. 8.7 , ,.5 

,fesou' ce E o! ".r 2,9 2.9 1,2 2.1 .9 0.5 ).9 2.7 2.9 
1 dnd 1er, o ),6 0.2 .7 .:.1 0 ' &',' 0.2 C,3 .0 

Hular 7e<o,-rce Dev 6.4 5.4 5.2 .5 t 37 3.6 4.7 6,7 .9 

.ducat Lun Systei Dov 10.2 7,5 7,2 ,2 ,4 5.3 ,4 4. 4,9 2.7 

Sector Support 12.3 2i,9 17.1 I,5 26. , 6,' 43.2 -4.9 28,c ' .4 

1(,0 lociyTotal ,10.0 100.0 100.0 101. , 100.0 100.0 10f . 0(,01, 

Agricultural Portoilio: Purpose Catecores (,pual D,icat.ops, -Y 197q-[9B2
Table 111-6. E t 

Purpose Categories 1979 17qB) 1M1 Iq92 198" i-84 '985 :?56 2527 :982 

Ac tial Actlia1I cta I ctua I tc Aa Act.,.aActual Estiratec FroL:sed 

Purcent of l)t!Ar IL~u, tA. P-rt:io , !.!S5 E C 

Plarinqing/Po~lcAi :2,.517 2.2 !5,2,.2 15,[ : I Iy.,I,-u2.4 7,6 

Technolcgy Deveooret 1.3L.. 15.772, 15. 1.7I'.l 17,1 2..! .2.2 
Tec lQ;, Tra[, e, : 1 20.0 1Y. 3 16.6 :1.C 17,7 1.7 19.9 26,4 26. 

Crjrrt)j,t, ,ari& irq 3.7 1.4 , ... .. 7 , 5,, ,3,. 1.4 

input 51p4.' 13.1 1).i 9,2 1!.5 11. Ii 13.8 9. 12, 1)7 

Credit Devic n 3.6 5.1 4. 2.5 7,1 11.7 -22,7 4, 5,2 

.en tr,t 1[", 8.6 1151.: l , 2 3.1.7 1, 4,7 !4.1 

7rC er Ve t " 3.7 ,.5 -. 6 . I1, 1.7 ".5 4.) .1 

-and entre 0.4 (1.7 73 0,3 '9.4 0.01.C" D.( 0.) 70 

Human Resotirce )ev 7,4 7.0 . 8.1 7,5 ,,7 6.4 7,2 9,7 5.9 

EducatiD. Syste,i Dev 11.6 9.6 P. 12.7 . B.2 b.I(1 6.4 6.8 , 
............................................................................... 

Total 10..0 100.0 106.0 Itf.O).0 1I0.0 1(1),0 !100.0 100,0 1'),.. 1.10, 
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A. Sector Support (SEC)
 

EV ,niltwoe 
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Obligotions 
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_ _ 
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_ 

- '.x 

a' N a0HWM03AMI Ii0-

To provide balance of payments and program support primarilyDefinition. 


for development of the agricultural sector. Includes Commodity Import 

Programs, variously titled agricultural and rural sector development grants, 

and Program and I)evelopment Support funds. 
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was the dominantObligations and Expandjtures. Aricu.tural Sector Support 
and expended during the FY 1979-1988 purpose for which funds were obl igat:ed 

relative importance in the totali ajricultural purrfolio continuedperiod. its 
to incr-pao uhstantally, bu some dec]in, occurred in PY 1986 and 

expectations are for some cont" nuinq scline in FY 1987 and FY 1988. 

Qn mot of Ln( years onder rewew, or] I<ntions and expenditures for SEC 

ranged between one-fifti and one-third of aI agricultural funds in the Africa 

Bureau's portfoli). By FY MI89, in spite o a major- drc in FY 1992, annual 
or aexpenditures on Lis purpose are estimated to veach $170.9 million, 

22-fold irc-ae ovei the $7.8 million [n FY 1979. This will increase SEC's 

share of rota1 exp(nditure's ftrom 6.7 to 35.2 percent, Little change is 

proposed for FY ]988 relative to FY 1987 ext. ndi tures. Cover this same 

ten-yar Fori,!, arnoial obligat ions peaked at 43.2 percent of the agricultural 

during the three years V,' 1986 throlgh [Y 1988, aboutportfolio A v. 1985; 
Agricultural Sector SuppxorI.one-thiid of1he ohl igations are for 

-izc , . I of project:; used in the FY 1979-1988Number ,nd TI,' nUmber SC 

riii mei! and they ranged widely in qi of01 LOP cost.
period w r 

rH. (cIs K-i !his' 14'r ]od,34 had LOP costs ranging from ;0.2Of the 55 .C 
and 12 from $;20 to $30 million.to $9 million; 15 rLom ; 	 ton;$0 millin; 

$114 millionFour othe', ho.:"er, had LOP Gosts of :$60 il ilion, $76 million, 

L(mP cos: "f the 35 SEC projects under
and $135 mili]on. The averave 

size of the 19 projectsimplementahion was 125.3 million, whilp 'he average 


that had been complet ed was $1.4.milimon. The average size 11 SEC projects
 

in the identifica tion stage was .$20).1 million. 

thrusL of ScLor Sup)ort projects is forRelation to $trat-q . The 	 main 
However, many of the commodities provided thoughbalance-of-payment s-'support. 

this mechamism (su as fertilizer) re]ate qenera!]y to development of the 

sector, a high priority in the Bureau'q overall strategy. SECagricultural 
funding also can provide opportunities to asist in creating national policies 

that, for example, will give farner:s adeuate incentives to expand 

or will encourage private sectoi development. Where
agricultural production, 

such policy changes are encouraged, a major component of the Bureau's
 

is being implemented,
agricult:ural strategy 
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B. Technology Developmnt 

E p -ndi:re, 
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Obligotions 
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a 'A) FJQrFW I t 1 Ml'E-,r-a 3- 4 F,'M- , , T r' 4 V-

the capacity for conducting researchDefinition. To conduct, or t~o improve 
ar d consumption.on improved techaologies for agricul:ural production 
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ExpendItur_es rr,E m o i. i nwchriomo.y Developnent show the highest 
L ' -,y in a i,annual 	 qriowth i of :-.i-q-, th , .,culturl. portfolio except for 

Su pport Ac.- i t ateN - (w e t F.Y 1979- 1"36 p-eriodSector cxI rcon the from 
aerage ' of percent.$10.4 to I7.8 mill i, ,w'"N onnol -- t3 Wit-h 

-o'p ,i t.-atplanne . . .i. ti i , . i , vi FY:,,, lFYe tl-iI ovel

the F' ] 79"-- ap, wi ll nf .u,I t1tl p} (ercent' ,,','Y I9I- , x, 1enditure 

. a I tin f o of n I-le agicult.urallevel w . 1,- .Uo i A I .'.'t w,' ,t ' 
,o7i C.- !; 1 i't: W ,-t'V 1 r 	 W I rApo rtIToL',JI;'I. hLU; !.! 1""III n - . !- 0 '!A " ' ' ' i " 1j ],: . ]iI ns!1> t u rn , dUS 

Aqriecll i ,""F:'" ; 

'TE' hK;. r: , n l ,Ori(".I 1 t:Iiral i f,,liV , wlhi. S furd:s excl.uded, 

nearly hiGi ! N', ho ,lht y'ur period. i m 9.4 percent in 1979 its 
share has r in to o,.0 pec'r ,-it IF AM", When Sector Supot- funds 

are tah i( tohit , TI, : share it t t !a . icutltuiCtal portfolio1 

Cont i ',,ho-wt inc -,I lutat ct c ]< ..: raE -'... I' ro' 1.8 . .rcent in 

1979, its i'I ripen t o HA.7 prcOrlt i 18IT. 

Obli] otii, rt. T.I- an ',9,,'hw, IFhlw t rei mpinrtant in t-eris: o- kli 

ob]ii -.- I- .Ini. 0i t level W, ;34.0 millio ini FY .1988 will be 

the thir - a ;,yi'' in ie i (!I!tural[ portlfolin, ,",('t, e uy Sector 

Supper r. ' i ' . -'andw.y ,r. 'i0, oi im;tion for T'hclroI,) Development 

mp . ! i cIt o Itivc r Ict years, 

dollar : an 31 in 199 t) 44" lion FY 
have i 	 a ., f J n! e r t ten The. 

F ' Fla million FY ni in 1981. 

1 I Vi t) i1 n FY r o I# mi Fy 1987SI"', 0 i 1,' 9 i n iin n 

million 'Y MR. WHY Mor of total ob]iqationsand pi"-q a lo W I, i$4 in
ho Q tfn-] : . l !,i 	 fo l wor-n percenting _]L': ,' In'];, ....!. Kl I in0 , MY""- , ,,ir.k io, ,e 15 

and 0 	 .:- 1h, A 

Relat ol. . . ,, j Wti' '2 	 ! UPI, CCAI )(cu"'nt. .f thepin ' 

Bureau ;--, ., u ual- j - tin assi.st in hui.ing self-sustaining1 

institutions: taL povin,I- . qI,.i,-1e tMc-hnolou' necessary for effective 

produtiOn arl di sti iihti ca f100d PiMInCK. lhe "Plan tOr Support in 

Agr cul tura Recrch nd Fa',cu.ti es of Agr icu lture in Afri ca" outl nes the 

thrust bP. cq pVuI 'n-to c illtluiil and ft he'r efforts, ° in area.Its . . this The 

very po:iive uward trenrd in oXpli-ldidlitw:; WuL appoar to indicate strong 

suplX-rt: for the "Plan". Iowever, anonual1 oh il ations do niot chow any 

m it 	 efforts are necessary if theconsisFt nt trend. ,winuld appA r-hr furL her 

"Plan" is to be adequately iniemeni-ed in :oming years. 

http:Fa',cu.ti
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C. Technology Transfer (TTR)
 

E~p~K , b~tgatons 

rr' 0 b 6o 
ii7eJJ 

571~ 

J.".
 

' ition I b': 
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,, Yr-'A/., r ,' ,_______.v______,_,______.V ___.l _____ 

J /1 

1 0- L 

'Fi-COF(-W 2- F.'-CqR'-Oi F'(-L- Fi- - - " IN F,-- -- D " , ni'- Ff--4 Ft-O F,-V F"-,7 Ff-

I , / 
•

U ' , I W! 'Ftr IF O WC 

Definitior-.. To ."xtetid, or to0 improve the capacity for extpension/ 

diffusion/lxransfer of Improved tu-chnologlcH for agricultural production and 
consumption.
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Expenditures. Actual expendiLur,: on Technology Transfer increased at a 10 
percent growth rato, or from,V20.0 to $43.] million over the FY 1979-1986 

period. Using o proj octod figures for FY 0988, we have a qrowth rate of 13 
percent over On ncI year p -.C 'Thiswill he the .hird highest growth rate 
among the categocc, exce\tced only by Sec(or Supporc and Technology 

Development. TI tC'88 nIj f-$65.0 will be t-heF.'Y O nLure Level mil1ion 
largest o" an'y rgor(vy:cpt Sector Spport. 

In reol]. j ta4ai agricultural portlolio, wilth SEC funds excluded,i IOW 
t 8.1 

period. Howtic, whon c: uporr zr ITR's 
T'S hro '.(c n iicreas l i t< 2.! percent over Ie nine year
 

(i funds included, share in the 
total ogritLuital oi a F:rcent from to FY[,tf .lows-3 decline FY 1979 

1988. 

Obligation. Act-l1 obliat4ion'; for Technology Transfer rose at a 3 
percent an04ia or )wmi rate over the FY 1979-1986 period, or from $36.6 to 

Ori ons of $418.8 mili ion in FY 1988 will maintain$45.8 mi lli( nat 
the averaige growth rate at 3 percent over the total period under review. The 

FY 1988o, ejndit ure- level will be the largest of any category except Sector 
Supporn. 

''1?t sh, of itota. portfo lio obligat ion fundn with SE: fuds excluded, 

shows a generally increasing trend from 16.6 percent in FY 1932 to 26.1 
percent in FY 1938. 

pe tti.- tonS_tratogy . Al though Technoloiy Transfer has pr ior ty ranking in 

the Bureatu's agricultural strategy, its share in the funding of the total. 

aQricultural portfoiio slowed a flat trend in expenditures over the FY 
1978-l88 period, lowever, when SEC funds arc e;cluded, the levels of both 

expenditures and obligations in PY 1986 and 1987 suggest greater support in 
strengthening institimtonal capabilities for extending improved technologies, 

as well as in providing means for greater farmer participation in the 

development process.
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D. Planning and Policy Analysis (PPA)
 

. Obligations
 

t a PJf r4,F ,rreM, 

t I 

_ i ,1 
T x 

T . IITT t. 7 ", .*g.Ut ' r,*-

Obligotions 

,F(-"? FiW F,.tUl:1.Y:-NF.:"-D".F..F,-,.-.f?,-M Fi-7-tk"7,F.-MFi-2F- i# Y- Y0 fV F-
D,4 'ICO1'10 3 L97 5U", a ,.'%All ,,,'Ut..'IAQ fw;,;C',EZ;ax 

D,:fi io ."-To codut: or. t-o imrv., caait,,.cndcin cooi 
;.-',-

planin
Iluds 

.1' 

and 
da ce 

-,,a-....se,ofplc susrltn 
i 

10C-' 

orcurlg develpment 

:,-I --.i 

- I 

Pt-.'rIF,-lt,'-OI FT-.V '- F-lUi r -' t-,-!,:; - !W*,I l ! -! t'-liIfv-!2 rF-l,Ff-I",I- Ft'-1 K--UrFI-W! 

Definition. To conduct:, or to improve the capacity for conducting economic
 

planning and analyses of policy issues relating to agricultural development.
 

Include~s data collection and processing
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Expendit urep. Al tcugh expendittues on Planning aid Policy Analysis peaked 

in FY 1981 and than eveNA out for several 'as, Hoy gre, from $13.7 to 

$29.4 zilion over the F 1979-1058 IO , or at a' avorage annual growth 

i :I roi Ii . of any cateqory.rate '. .rCenL. I wia het f h 

In 	rMlo W1 ly , ,,th f the: Ia or icu ai Jpartrf ,lic, with SEC 

eco1 40: I' incr .scd f= 1) rf rcLO in FY 1979 to 15.1funds 
sUS '' V how a majorpercent in FY M7, D)WCVr: ,,!,T (,, q .R Pr F'Y 

drop to 9.7 r, . Whri , &) i' t I Ni]r.s -,!, a NA's c*hare 

',' r 8 "' )-K98 perdod.shows nr i a'' !.U,. I, ,s 

Ol ia F" 01 oer,,' Wsi 	 sf.from 24.4 million,iLYi , 	 q ,y, 


in ..1t 1 t 6 "AR. 2 " ii l19,23('I '' ' P 1 "0, ,'."l ' - 2 m illion in 

This was : ava' annul deciieof -7 percent n.er Liis six yearFY 	1987. 

period. 

PPA'- share of Whsti] obliqations in the porLfolio showed a dec[ine from FY 

1981 to Ti,9 dropping from 13.1 percent to 0. A <teady increase 

has heen ,nc,:uLinq since that. t tie with the FY 1988 proposed fiquiv reaching 

8.1 percent. 

for a-s:icil: i -u.1evelopinenltRelation a SLoratrqy. Bureau strateay 

that will prov;ide
emphasizes '-tanc- to crete !icv "'rinV rnncnIiL 

, I 5) inc producti on . .' ',,,er-ageto support thisincentives i f I I fo a-e 

strateqy thrusLi2 pi:...i.de. t h i u Agr cul Lurn I suctho lqr_,ot projects,
o ,'i 	 as 

noted 	in A. L,,v,. n,,evt , s;t iitrls ,i10tni ot it u'-lfli[capacity to 

a' l"y an. and policy. Oe'ision3 is alsoprovide I s .. ''.l Vr j 
-- W s in ahsoliute and relative'ar' 1lnes 

terms -- ma 1 I Wrl -iionl 'upr'rt !rcreasngI y more difficult. The 

modest increase- in Me last ',ars i an apparent rpcognjtion of the need to 

support policy analysis. 

essent1ia. 	 The , d in PPA fundJ ng 


http:pi:...i.de
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E. Agricultural Marketing (MYT, INP, CRE) 

-isi:Dbli ,' 

V7 
I:-'4 

I I 
r[7 

Kv'IRV 40,IKVIWY.IM1 7Fv I r j 1 1M 4t 

ObligationsL,.pen, r.u' r 
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, 7 F;-79 Ft-0, FY-M Ft-2 FT-M Ff-D n-- F-N F-r7 rf-
Fr- F Y-F-OF, '-q F-MF,'-7? Fc- FI-01 -i 

LEAh:U; a Al mfVRfltlu f 3Q PUR LE9W 
fi I AQ FWU 9 .:] FvI 

Definition. [AgrIcultural Marketing here includes three relaved pulpose 

(MKT), Input Supplies (iNP) and Credit
categories: Commodlty Marketing 

to improve the assembly,
(CRE)] . To improve, or to strengthen the capacity 

and/or dis tribution of agricultural
handling, processing, st orage, transport 

and/or the delivery of physical inputs (INP)
commodities and products (MKT), 


and credit (CRE) for agricultural production and consumption.
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Market-kno show an averageEpendiftures. X0i0dlLurps on Agqrclrura 

annual _rawth .t. of 9 V-xrcrnt over theV 47'4-081) p, ,-.od, Iowever,0 most 

of this r i ; a. aftir FY 1JH6. 't;: expenditures were at about 

the $30 Vv . N8,,'6, Phen atn co ezceed 170 million innila ,q.',FY. and 

FY 1987 !h 198q :irdite 1 he' thei cond largest ofand ]NH. aF 
any cat v" r , ,i'xc"&'nP,. , 5 up 

--A(.J ] , ., - :ri,_' 'h ri t ,talaI - I du x ]en il r L'ith SEC 

fund - , l( e a ;-r t . : ri', . , . r i, FYj 1 79 to 

",MOT . A0 ; 'nqiV,, a,::l-kaVtial incarease15.8 pt i",'w r!, 
irP V

i.h 
1VA - w..,c c.i ive (Af . 9) .,!,-(,o.&: ")er theto 23 .7 !<, V 198Hf, there ,-a P&-d,, 1 

S r 1 qa are CLI' ttura Inin ' a. p'-- r,;, MenO'. r' c i .jqor i Acir u 
. ' e r ,tlI ,.Ki bet.weenMarket o s.howed v ir p ] a llCt dtted 

'iA! ,);l I'Y15.7 and h ib ). q'i 

of , t l Pl-;a. ,nditur s fIor Cwf; -it \ Mariketing andChanger- in tilt '-haro 

1nput Su < 'Slre relatIvely small r tihe VY 979'--19.. 11 [oe However, 
dec)inCredit's shair showred a ecalin's At --7.3 pe rc'en , withvy,; Ph 

occurr ing in lY 9b. 

it -rns (alor ,,tzia] , l calone, :qri Er a 1 llarlkeuingObligat ion:s. 

fu din-q-rl-t-1- -l ,, $739.5 i llion in, tY 1979 ro a- peak of 7/. in FY 1984 

With a Flrnpason'~ Jnol Q $ illin ,n for MY 198H, bliqat ions are 

experi or 101 ,era decline. N"YIa qr l ,988 exrnditure<n wi]l be the fou th 

cf all ca i .,-C, by Sector Sup; )rt., Technologvlarge<st Ai ,or hs 


a11 ' ' 1i , 1) yrv"-:I ,nPlr A Ar .
Transf-er 
r 

Agric'ti , I ''..,r'nq'' 1i t la] portfolio orligations, less SEC 

ranige period.funrirng, w' in i P": In ;o'., for most of t-.he 

The ,har-t cldh, it,, ; for ,,'milodity Market:inq and input Supply each 

showed conrl.d e. l il:ahIe ver the PY periodt, with no clear0" 1978-1926 
then experienced acut trenrds. Cedit '.acParpl, t-a a peak in FY 1984, tut 

rapid d. 

at iat,. VC, P,nalt..an t-ategy jv fi:riority to strengthening 

capai iti Ual 'i cl hI. ins tlti',s. Thes e iCl a (ooperatives and
 
m
-r commodities, as

other prvalc,.. , , fi rmr "oigi in cmrk. t iimy oo, a< n(] oft 
ro orin ,t s i-o farmers.well as tll'-;. 1,' 0din,' see ., tool ,i l" other 

The rel VI Q - iu KI in'11111 re Ir [hfo. l-ioe - cateI1 t ories, a:; 

ideit It'res are to rioe through FY
essent:ially1' t le t IY 198,3. W,,hile e, 


,l,,, I uigqi ts ' s unport in the
1986 arid i , al i 'I 1h 


future Or hi; 2sr 'Ct of tLe. Pur',u's agric u(lCtural1 st: rotrtgy.
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F. Construction (CON)
 

F, ,enditures Obligations 

F __7 

Ex pend.=v 's ,;ltieOtns 

De f 'i itIon . To (ons:ruct, or to strengthen Q-, capacit:y to construct basic 
facilities/lnfras fruc turo for agriultural and rural developmonr -- transport, 
communicati[ons, ;powor, watr supply/waste disposal systems. (Does not include 
construction wi~derval(n as an ancillary activity of project classified under 
;my n~her purpos- ,category. ) 



Ependit ures. .. pcidi tuLes on cnst'c(uii,in of rural infrastructure 
increased fror9 4]5.A to $,32.'/ million n',* the FY /979-1')88period, or at an 

average aruuai ACOWV2te Of 8 pprccnt. A 1,AttIc more than hal f of these 

funds were for: , -o. os -o, (,(e- t ,- I, vi iIage water sui !i es and 

about one-si! h wa ter cyst hvcr rr,i 'ed .'ropi and livestosk. 

Construct icon". A. re in t- i-.i, .-xpouWit,-r , of the ariculttial 1yo:rtfoilic, 
with SEC An& Iocd Fl:;uaLed r= y'. to yoar V siowed aac 

dec1ine fr 14.3 ', nt A FY 1979 to 0.7 pr.cenL. in FY 1988. When Sector 
Supx)rt fuK: ar: le, , M'sI n: dJ'I .l-rd frut l1..4 7.0 percnnt over 
the nine '!at p , .I 

Obliqatiot; Otinations for rutral infcttructure grow from $I0.3 mi llion 
02, or at a ir t ., o 1' .in P'Y 1979 TS 2.b mil ioii in WY 

However, with j lo:nd hli:.tin, dr,:r irg I:hL-mp;2V.4 in F '', fhr 

growth rat: Ai On year period wil 1 ho 5 percert.. r.i ly two thi Lrs oft 

these funds 'e re ior rura roads, aruk ,nc-, ourh fn: vi lage waIt suppli es 

and about ,no-- xth walt sl-Il, ] , rte. fOr irri1at1e "rop and iv o ock. 

Construc --. ' t iotal o1igation.-, , A ndns,, are in jt fio rps 

increased ic'ni .. Ip-, :, itt 1'90 )toL ove- 13 p.rce,, in P7 1985 and 1986. 
ard a. r14-r..It then drops 1 1. - ' c :, " I poun s -c [ . i ,oit in PY 

1988. A ; ''c la- trend is- : , ,i, '( f: n s a : ic i: . 

ReltiniO jjt.ejjqjy. M i ic for construction f rr.al! infrdstructuLre 

show( . IJf t t , 09t I - s lt- A', Nl initjI 0 a,- ltL ,ra[ii B y ' . tin jiqrjCi 

hP I'Y MU N priod. Thin ,"ef'ts the incra.sed rtel.tLiveportfolio over D-]958 
importance h,on. qiven t:o otir [u rpo .o cer i, suchi an Sector.. rt, 

Technol ogy Develorm,_ec and Teclnology Tr~anf. .r Ht r 11 :.,' o j. cives 

higher priority to activities oriented towads improv- ic otvironjnent and 
institution buildintg, the slight dowrward trend for Infrast:c:iic t i-a provides 

support to the overall strategy. 
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G. Agricultural lEducatou (IIRD, ESD) 

.O o t o nsbliq 


Ir, t
Ncj 
'
 

1W WI Ir 1 M 

Exper-d4 t ~re Oblig tio ns 

AA L.is." ____ __ 

2 

F(-07 ..-"' ",TR-4W .
-

F 
( . F FY- Ff.0 R-" Y\4,..F-0 F""-7
""-O.F(.U 

o I lo" J "-1 .Q0 FV 7 X 5 ,,D 1 I O. A"qF U-T 

Development (IR)) 
 and Education 
System D.velopmeiit (ESD)].

strengthon To Improve, or to
Hc capacity t'omro 
 rura. nrailning and human resources 

development (HRI)), -ind/or the s true ture/curri cula/operations /facili ties of 

rural educat:ioval Instilutions (ESI)). 
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Ayculta i Wt ion shoved an expendit ue growth rate ofExpenditures. 
14 percent-.-t.1i -7, ,arth liqhesi in tho agr cultural portfoi 10. (tver the PY 

"	 ore from $12.9 to :40.' million.1979-198 i kar!, xfifturey 


ri , rh fundsAqricu l tral d ".'ion' 'aion the total 
percent in FY 1.983.excluded, inLcraI-ed im 11 1,-rco 4 in FY 1979 Pa';.6 

a mctorHowee. I ,iore then ,-rinos 1o 1I 4IhI m ' 

kn. at 18. ' 	 " in FY 1992 and
Supjrt iIII are iu"tudd, the s'have p 
then deli,:-; to P.6 in ]88.'i ceK F 1 4 

t n tq ap ofr vi in axiin r" fo u aa IItin temnC c :,. !, 
t . r '-, ial I[y paral H,]e rto-c I-avai for

Developfmeln , lew 
to !2.A n, ' ra in f Ph!, declining to 6.6Agricul ural .iKa icn, ris 

, 	 W7. " t. >nA Y ]94. . For Humanpercent: in' IFV90I then I 
, ,,
 

ml, 	 ciyri t:raining, the share rangedResources evain primarily part . 

5.1 and 8.5 rws th .ren..One ynar Ierind.between 

lTat,-i'ns, 	 for Agricultural
Oliqatons. 	fn term o the fund Ino 

a ward tre n of --6.8 percent, mo'inq from $36.3
Educatio-n- o, qanerna] 


to 0!9.3 mill on over the t1Y 1]13-i- r tor.
 

tH SEC
a: co. ic hAgricult ural Edicat ion's s, ore -i fore] -)a ions, 

decl inel Of anly ,l-Co y ;.'ro(m a 19.0
funds excluded, showed the 1ir-jst 

a ,. Nor..,988.in03 pet '-rit Y When 
percent: share in FY 1979, it dropd o 


Sector Support funds are inclt(ed, Ihe overo- dec in- i: :rei 16.6 t:o 6.8
 

percent
 

'gatIJ (mi: Wr FR a I011] Syst(emsChanges in the shai e of portfolio ri 1 

- paralel hose for Ag r icul tura l Education,
Development-, Less WE funds, ptr11 

sour.t.c lo....
declining from 1.6 to 4.4 percent . For Hiuman ... De... nt, the 

aed betw 8M iond 5.9 percent during the period.share f]lctf 


(hi-V]1d(ev ranks', high5C.(rc. loment 	 i n BureauRelation 'a t t. liumorl 

UaiI FACat-in, l
-in qobothagricultua---.t-r.-, and -undiiri M?r. riltiiy 


ins t i hvi ,q iraitip"N ,\J t iePS, has boon at
in' laimi 

liI t,h mii of0 " ii79-1188 pcero, Kev-rtihess, the
relat ivol' NO1 

- , c, 	 ].drops
st rong t -l in (ii iqat on' has , - ian .t .at 

Ile prT;ved dect.-n 1]988iuto 
ob1ig Vtin indicum's a need to crefully rte-evalualre the allocations for this 
in ,.00101 [ ' i recent e T'-s 	 s'e'iin FY 

functi o i. 

http:percent-.-t.1i
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H. Resource Development (RED) 

E p e lnci-_, Oblig ation s t , ? -s 

7Q0j~-I 

Iv 

I1 
er dol,tran Obligations 

20 • 29

'5 i -10,
 

FT., 'F l '- F -Vff ' Y-7 2 Fi fI- - - r .F-HF,- ; V-W P- F -VI F-01If F,-W.P,'-94ry- F -, H-M 

Dpfinirion. To develop, or strengthen the capacity to develop, manage and 

conserve soil, water and environment-al resources.
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Expn'Miture. MGM'tex1 n lrios on Resource Dev.lopment declined from 
$6 .2-mi -- in Y 1979 to ,12.3 million in 'Y 1.985, but have risen to ain-< 

miiu, Or V. r['r osents 3: 
over th( . fcur 07 

proposed $1 .5 F I N9 This a percent qrowth rate 

In relation lo g i wth of the total aqricult-ur, r,)i tf, C;l. with SEC 
funds excl de-, P)'s share showed a substantil1 .r'' from '. 6 percent in 

FY 1979 to .5 percent:T-TY Ima . Wi h SectorCKuprt- Was OKAY, the 

decline i t L:M .. t/( .i pr.- : . 

Oh-ig!atiun!:. A t-orums of ob] igatiopn, v.ia'. Wu,: n for.; P esot,: c, 

'C LPonOWd I''AT!1F'unds, rC(ri 

nine year pri' . pr om 6 4 m l1 i n VT 100, .. al n-,i- i iat in s _jFiCI l.ned 
Developmen, 1,. IidS, w' 41 9r -5 over the 

IB in 984, hN y 190 at $1.9 mi.ion. 

NP,E's share in pnrtfolio ohiahnn.... .ths nl- over ' .- n yea 
to .$18 1%? y n,plann_'-

NWS.I~i flPi ij F)old p .'ri', Vi' 'CF(IFFt.jiwa~rd over~ThV nine year 

period. ;:T- 3.3 nvMLc in -Y 079', i i dcl W adto 0.8 iercent in FY 1.984. 

The planr , 'n'< 2.] pe:.rcen-:t 'nA' I 

Re i.-ii . t Fg P u loll it s share in the agricultural.,' 1 rn,: T . .F'ui '-, 

porthYol IF('.- )i . '' FF- -LiI V'f 7100-'088 pri.d te.rms bothjl-'s - Oc,1 11 in of 

oh pigapn., v'ii '.:,ndit tu'.n' IjP ,i: r1lcts the increased relative 

V D, I . '311' SL''upportimprt. F'' Lint - i ) H' F , l g , iCli & e(.or 
-

Techl,] :y 1 FF .:'!'J FP.!.Y 'dW u Q lF f1 t CoFireit V ireOiu st.rategy 

gives Frcn, a'i 'F tF an iv ilF11 F 'i ' F t.o.war:ds andprF F) o ' FF F)1 maint aining 

enhancing l q '- . L i O 1 . I '(l AnOR' i F -rFC loa cy: (vIrIo' 1heo _ .(L''iCil'l F I , F I 11 H ... ; F 'it, .'', Flt 'h CF9' ItiniuF > F'Fl''t forobligatiorn: :A]amr for FY", 19-6 and 1057 inicks o 

the cO rVh a n F] I' r'(F i .'' i 7aed CF toCl. n(F N1I '' ', i(' [i M an -lt: he 
recoqnizeld 1 n:,o. n: iomU1[: r o)f W} n: M a(1i fumn Nt{:lY- haOve7 P"lo.rmen-t:S of * natuIral 

I-n FCF '.1 I 9 ' ,fe. o 1ngv 
resource W''''F' Fi'(' 11,Fl' ' . V '' i ', 

] ' 

Develp Fe 'WF FFwi F .,. 1'.,' ' F, "nnFerlap is inWlow r the 

functiona V1 '.,. ri'-' ' F.'".'.''-- '-'ii'V. or, acrivitiC 'S which are 

principal 'Ii o' ro','ll, :. ... l'P'': Iii re A'An addi t oral system.__ is 

being devoloped 'Iithin the ('. .,uktrai( Pural DevCo!.pmefnt. Division to 

report act-i i,"n w ,' ich in av wa'y co. ri Cer o t:ho 1.ura' .s Natural Resource 

Strategy. 
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I. Land Tenure (LTE)
 

Defnition. To improve, or to strengthen the capacity to improve access to
 
resources.
and/or ownership of agricultural land, Yater and other 

hand Tenure's share in the agricultural
Expenditures and OblKigations. 

did not exceed 0.5 percent in anyportfolio's e>penditures and obligoations 

percent of the portfolioyear, except VY !979 when obliqatifs were 0.8 
did nir exceed $1.0 million in any year, andActual n'e[aitures 


planned xpFenditues at, qt at (3.4 million in FY 1988. There were no 

"Y 084 throu-0h Y 190. 

total, 


oliatio s ,]anned Ir 


Relation to Strateqy. hap] Tenure's relative importance :- the
 
level throughout the FYaqricult uj- rtIl) i iis 1:,-en at a very low 


].979--1988 period, and little chancie is likely in coming years.
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This ch apter re I \F, oFr:ace anl Il i nig r en(i5 rOfe:.anr he, the m, r 

agricultural Coriuod.i ty Sub--Sctnors encyniry- ' . h, AWrca '- ,
e .' 


portfolio of develop,'-ait projects over t-he "on, .,ea ped '7 ]919-1988
 

As discuIssedl in15 '11e a4Q1iL V''' 1 ' * qIq)1'nojectthe'. in
 
o
i ,. ..cla--ssified as 


each pfrl, r-cn I',. L was,- .(-Ia'W- i n: , . !t --' -' : . [n '(-e
 
.S,0, prW t' '''" 1 n are
 

the pornt i , .. W t Jr ''' ,,P wlQt . d]it on, 

Ag.icuLtu i , . ' v, n I , 'P.K'Q 0 .i .
 

combi.ned in rnainr qrL('1ings, suh(as .*n'--. W)1' I,)
fdi, , ;a'ed ( ' or
 
rivee:r:' , ,' , wher,.e biW i;- ar iel. , 0
the direct-ly o. 


cO PC,di ties 1 l rua.s or ' i :._n i-t,i -nnd ntf't1-. 'll a Il
asCa r, r a' 


i.nat i011 .... , di1eII noIt' .!y iCnOL" ; (inUclu-d categories
 
and codes are shown in Tle 2 of I li a dix.
 

A. Crops
 

Subg-S'ctors involved only wit-h c'V iI( 1ir( wn bol , Rainfed,., and rr .gated 
Crops, maintain'd the lar'jest shore of port fo io OMNI - . ' oi t-he 0' 
1979-1938 p.'rtod. Ppenditraes ana n " t' bn'og.,n 111L;: and 

one-half i the total agricultuifral p, oin. SiKY 1Y ]981, the hIre of 
expend itrie: has been movinq uat] rdlf-rol20 W porcao,I obligat:ions,;. anC 

excepL r t-.wo years, conAtinued - l e. ! II Fi'W"]'9 to' - t . 197t.{?i 

44.0 p'rcent in FY 1988, 

w.h
 

it was strypassed byv Sector-wide vities, uai"' 1ati- MI' Lo
 

Rai nfina Crs_ co .tLinu-das the iarqe ;t , i . 'LII -Sc r t i F] I 8 , n 
act , - ohlig W l 'en 

an estimated 1,38.2 million in P' ].98'/ anr arc then project-_ Io ,-clin, to 

$29.3 1 1988. The relative impg-f 21e, n- Rainfed (s i n themillion i, FY 
port.frolo rIemk'i I,:d fairlv consLantntiovF I . Y 1988 in Itrm1s 0W 
ob] iqaton-, while expeXnd_ showed an of from 20 to 31 percent,i t-,ures inor'avI-
See Poqure MVL. 

proecLs nt 

Sub-Sect or w.nj Technol o'jy V)'e,,,-opflnlt, which accounted for out 50 percent of 
the Sal ,-x ," a'×por itreE. 'T'i <iswas fol nwecd by r'ec-nology Transfer and 

Input SuppJly. 

The mot im uor'aL Pur)ose carrted out by i tMh,"W infed 

1 i l-c . '1w KIi, wh: cIi ru i nod a ro.latively low leveis through 
mo.s't -! -!-A 'Ta, -,i-,d i't, 1 -d for FY 1987 FY 1988... O Kncreases and 

Annual 0 '4 AN "-"7 ill11ion t hrough FY 1.966, but are 

propu.d :,100.6 mi ion- in J'Y 19T8. With ,'C exception, obligations did not 
exceel '.b . l i, Oil ,hro '''FYlqh am! Yaw. are prpo;e at 0,23. in F Y 

Ther I ' 01 reased1988 '. vo I N I O1c i r 5 1 I,qw;i tlhe p I in n 

Oblilal1 '1 d11" ro " Al'okteoI1 1u'('tr arCecA,' or '1,"('Iad at 
17. . ) i ! ,! 

-

("c'ns<t iuct , l !? ,I] I7. ',i177':(< : ch ciCCr!iniL(ed about!tl; ,.]~".. ea7 f'or 


.(O i <"f r' rqaSt-d Aboutone-thid ' equ for t,-,,"1 in the F ub-Sector. 

one-oul:th was oe Techna1] .(:y 'T'rai:1er. 
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,ahe 7- Aricu tua1I -SEtots by Annual Expenc turpL, F 1979-198 
- -. - - - - - - - - - - - - - ---- - - - -.. .---..- - - - - - -- - - - ---- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - ---. - --- - -. -.-. -- - - - - - - ---- - - - - - - - -.-

I 1T4 


Actua LAtual "<rt,, Arctua Ictual Actual Estimated Proposed
 
FBI9 16:?G: [157 i% 1731 1916 1987 198B
 

a1I ktl ai Actual 


n Dollars
1,>~ 

40.5 26.7 r6.09 6.5 33,7 49.1 46,6 

Relpied 14.7 14.7 2M, !. 

4.2 5.7 9.5 13.6IOated 3,4 2 L, 3.. ,7 4.6 

Rainfedix ioa'.et 1.5 (1. .6 .5 7 1.9 2. 5.4 

Sub-T1ta! !9,5 18.7 24, 1 ,.( 31,4 33,6 322 41, 6(1,5 65.6
 

[rcoE and Livestoc'
 

zr;/..2to J., 
.1). 
2L 

37 25.4 
I.1.d 

22,2 
2.2 

16.7 
2.0 

15.8 
0.9 

18.5 
2.6 

22 . 
5. 

16.4 
3.7 

. . -1 14.. 12,' 25.0 2e. 24, 18.7 16.7 

LI.Hen.tc: 1,3 17,4 10, 8.4 B.7 N.1 10,1 9.1 11.6 7.7 

)1., 1i .2 7 :6 0.9 lU 1. 1.7 2. 1.7 
or 0 4 '.2 ,7 0.q 1.3 1.2 1.4 , 4.2 2.9 

-
7.3

11,6 
1'.6
20.6 

12,
30.9 

12. 
17.' 

15.2
17,4 

13.6
16.9 

16,6
16.? 18.2 

21.4 
30,9 

9.3 
45.1 

---------------------------------- ------------ ---- ------- ----- ----- -----

tai5b-P..or ,B.2L 77.1 1ra. 903.0 99.7?5.7 94.5 105,3 159.2 152.4 
------------------------------ --------------------------..- ---------- - ------ -- ----

j,-2. ny Annual Expendlt-res!latIE Aqgmctura. Sut-Seztor FY :377-1903 

Sdb-Ect-r s 197q 1961" 15 :187 1982 1524 1985 1986 1987 1988 

kctual Actual Cl 1 A:t.aI Actual ctua4c1 -tu1 iActual Egtimated Proposed
 

.'Erce7 1a Tr, t31 

Fa fEd 21.4 19.1 19,6 ,.7 2b.2 29.4 28.O 32.0 30.8 30.6 
Ir1iaatec 4.9 4,2 2,9 4.1 ,7 4,8 4.4 5.4 6.0 8.9 
Fain foI1r daed 22 1.0 0.6 1.5 0.7 0 1,6 1.B 1.4 3.5 

34.1
Sbotl28.2 24,3 2T.0 73,3 31.6 35.11 54 39,2 32f,7 43,0
I . 1 35 

' ,and L,es.... 
F i f lL VEstc1C 13,5 1-.6 22,7 21,. 22,4 17.5 16,7 17.6 14,1 10,e 

LL,'ctoc 7.6 1,2 1,9 2'2 2.1 1.0 .5 .. 2 2.4-. 
6 ,_-T 21. 16.6 23.,9 33, 7 24,6 19.5 17.7 20,0 17,.5 1 ,2 

2,22 1.4 0.4 . 11,2 10.9 9.2 7. 5.1 
I1 0,6 ' .1,6 0.9 M.0 1.2 , 1.4 1,1 

0.5 0.6 , 0.9 1,7 1.j 1., ',9 7. 1,? 

NELL, a , .- o. " I 17,2 1 7e-,6 13.7 1.8 i,7. 7,n, i4.. 13,4 6.1 
16. 7. 17.1 17,] 19.4 29,6
Ser Ide 26.! :7 ",.7 


Grs 100,'K . 10.U. 100,0 100.0U 0-S-,b -Eec !00.0 o06 , 1 I''01. 0 1()). 0 l1. 



------------------------------------------ --------------------------------------
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Agr
lab e ,IY-'.1. ltural 5ub.-Secto . D .,ntu,! . I . t "9-193. 

1-34" 	 :90, 1t 1985 19"6 167 982Sub-Sectis 	 i k t ia .Act,. A iira: #ctJa! Ectir,?tik P--cpn edAc t La!I Ar tt,-t Ac tuaI ttia a: 

Crops 
41,1 41.. 56.6 56.6 3.ZRanlIed 26 29.8 41.9 . 

. iB ' 10.6 I, ',6 25.2irr iqated ,. 1 5.9 i0,1 

RaiqIedI vriqated 116 .4 , 2.2 I L J, 

s,,h-O.a7 9. 2 34.1 s4.0 4Z'.5 S0.1 4 . 49.2 44.2 56. 57.7 

-rops and "C 
" 

Ir(E l ' , 1.7 2b.0 . 2 . 21.8 9. 13.9 I 12, 

S, 0.2 1,7 2.6 0(I uA 4.6 8. ,., 1".7 
28.0

WU:-IUtd1 22.3 %.', 1. .2 	 28..,8, 
p.1 4.2 1,3 1.5t.Lvest ocI' 	 119 15, 10.9 9.4 17. 4,6 

,,
( .4 1,2 2. 7,7 K, ._1 2 ,r %, 
F sh pn i 	 1.2 

2.2 1.1 1. ).C, 7.4 7.: 0Fore tr, 	 ',0 . ().9 

Natur alResurces 5.6 317 17,5 	 24,5 17 1 . 8.7 3.7 4.5 2.3 

2,5 1.6 19,9 22.0 29.5 41. 8.1Snctor- 1[t 	 24,1 19.6 24.6 

tot l-Aq Sub-sectors 97.8 111 .2 141.2 142.11 126, 100.4 101,6 ll. 12t"b10, 
..---..------------------------- I--------------------------------

Table ,V-4. Agriculttral Sub-9pctor, by O\nnuai ObIigations, FfI79-1988 

Sub-Secto. 197 1980 198E 1(I{2 1983 19R4 1985 1926 1987 1988 
I Actual rdActualL A tu.'t Actual AcLuaI Actuail 	 )atoposed 

Percernt of lot 1 

Crops 

Rain(ed 2 .1 26.8 29,7 24.'1 2.4 41.11 .. , 70,' 0, 4 

5.5 7,2 L, 6,2 -'1 10.: '.1 1,2 17,7lrr1 
1.6 0,4 ,.4 1.5 (',7 1.2 ,1 ".. 0,9 4.0Raired!rr iQted 
9.9 38. 1. 39.5 48.4 4t4. ,4.0Sub-loti ;99 0, 7 23.8 45.4 40.0 

Crop and L:i Ftc7 
Ra infL Le.4,I of, 22.2 20.9 1 .5 17.2 9,9 9,4 12.9 16,7 9.4 

)'13194,6 2C).7.2 2401 12,i),, . .J 	 5,41F/jreroct .1.... 1.2 	 0.4vLw' (.2 	 0.0 

':-<.,ltL1l 'oS 23.5 22.1 20.4 17,2 0. 1. 2.1 2. 21.4
 
Livet':;r 12,2 17,.6 7.7 i5,L 16.7 8.1 4,5 3.7 5.6 1.
 

1.7 0.6 .6 2.1 2.2 2.6 2.,
i.2 1er 0.4 0.B 

2.0 0.. 0.7 1,5 , 6.7 7.7 0.0
Forestry ,0 1.7 

Natural REoircc M.7 12,5 12.4 i1, 15.7 1,.5 8,6 3.1 .0 1.9 

17.4 16.S 1),5 19.8 21.7 24.3 21 . 29,1
Sector -iide 	 24.6 17.6 

l) .0 100.0 100.0 lOu. U Ii'). c 0 100.0 l(.0 100. C
Iotal-. SUo Sictors 1(0.0 100.0 

http:s,,h-O.a7
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'igure IV-1. Rainfed Crops
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Figure IV-2. Irrigated Crops
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had relative]y low
Projects invol\'ing bo.,- 1a pf ei ,-id irrigated Cr.opf 

i- - 
obliqation and xpenditure 'l -vJ &is F 8, ran'in'! b.,'een t,0.4 and 

toal p.or-k- io mwz'& a rW7 over the same 
$5.4 mil.ljon, its shar, in kh. 

j(41 i'' t-ructi-.rnn and
Pr(1i.Ctcy wr1J''-o" in this'Sub-Sictor ',m're cKYHY

period. 	 :

Tec hno l o -,"' - v,' o'' f t

nnO1.c 1pm'1,t were 
or pro icc ' concentratingrn onin live<lockFundpy 


H, iiing ,th FY I979-1988 ,prio'd, with ,arivial (0] '1,t.l on
relativcly 

*% l"', .8 i 
declini'' Run 1., )mill inn n [' 1980 to 1"!.S 11 ioro 

, ,- -,- riod.
mi 11 i n .ukrilu( It it 
expenditures cr, in,I ,.'tv.'r. .7 arnd .5 

-

' thO ock AiH-, ad( i i,,n, ,.iVQ' S-( W'c i n ct. ' t 

O ' 	 ot 
--.
declined .,e , f1om 22..2 toQ. per cent t', Q V. 

LVm 33. 15.7Anual oh , fns. luctated YIn.' 
FY "P ',ih the M 'ann& Ctir,14j441' to 5.1 ]pelcIIi 1998. 

lev(,'0
percpnL of thelportfo10io trliOu(I 

9

.. 1 percenin FY 198). So Fig'e V-3. 

- o 

iow I iOM a;nt Im.li-Soe of (-cO (C-t llIt'ei-cliof k K -lS,ct r werepr je I inThe 
,.ansfer am!oTechl, ogy Develpf$(,Iitwhich accotnL-, for about
 

Techriogy Tr'4\ 

Fl h, rspectionly, o- , 1 Pxpridit:ures titroughou : the 

one-third anid oi--

ni U. Pl, r fng andl Po:licy An alys-is2] and Re<o i rce 1etv>]opue n !h were
 

ten-year 

also reoat ly ]imrl Iant i m.2 )" tohe year.
 

C. cr00 , In ''v21 'c' 

iv v] ,.,I h Loth Crops and Livestock 
Fun;irsns WK' pco pe ' 	 in ,NIr-.4,-to(V) 


I '-iM of4 i -ol Wal.s over the FY
t 	 1979-!988,{
ranged eotWnr 1 oON) 25I 
' e the!il._W ri ,it ii,relative inlu-Oa- be teen 

period. There was 	
d .-
 r Projlcts conmhi!ing-	 rn-y-r
l y 0 M ibeginning anl ,ii
 

V'' u,'C, f ol nroh 
 all tonrdii tholu h FY 1985,
Rainfted ,::' 2 I',, 

i C 'Cs with L-vestock show:ing a 
' andln. Jr IAL' Ov" ill . ...with pro 

- .
slight Curll-a'< W' 0 I l , 

The retI at iv, iHIi, ,I I , P,i ifc(!''Jt d'.ik14'tI< ' J S JI I' fiirSt. 

iOi W" . ,, ,tAd ii - W INho - ,-,triod. From IY
' t ,-, -,1 n--


increas'ei, 	 ' 
' ''rQ ' y''ll it ) 	.7 to ]((. 1 orc'rl _(i.tI(

1981_1-tMB' ' w tui, n 

)I H 'vt 0 (oC IIr'i J 1 , I'';A 0'' n'Ctlin V 90 ItloQ 9.4 
portfc io 	

 pr''onI in FY 1987,Q]k'.(''; '" 'c'o toi'16.7 
percemclbin0 - '/ 5 IL' 

. See Figre.1v' K'-4.MI r 'rt' i i 1911 

but was inllow\, '! n'd'tlin to 


il!ql]f' M:.-}I<i< il. (i arnd
 
di';vinn aN~ oxly-;,ndiru e U rlIT" (.I-

AcItal , 


, 'V 
- . . VI;'",c 	 1s c''cJeveV (mo' Itly a-cund 1 

Irri(Jttd p' hi 4 
at 

1.. 19 1'. Jbju,','vt-mir t]lun <lii-g to PY ,
.o ' J i 

' 1''.71 '0 1,'r '4',! nJt.
p e rc t---- ...hr. 1" t 1n.) 	

for-
1988 ;:$- '''' 

'11, 'v-expend; i- r' 

v, t ,LC-ieVTs i nclt,dTe Technology1iI h(. &I 'SCOck 	Wilt--
)rojcO :1 ]Oi pc)'' 1 2 ' 

Policy Analysis.r.'o arid P].anring and
Development, ']"'e(nJo':''I 

http:Figre.1v
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Figure IV-4. Crops and Livestock
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D. Fisheries.
 

O(ntr did not: exceed 1.2 percent ofI, :ul,-i.
Annual ftnding tor: te Fishrps Shti 
Ut'' Y 1979-iPH4 1(j. oh biations!'"ri Actualthe agri cult-or] poroio dur incg 

an, $)2.4 willtiI, aiad acS tual expenlditures howen ;0.1 and
ranged ho'oi 10., 

will$1.m 1 itk• W(7t i Wli(114 11 and ,\pridt.ures 'inease the 

share of tho V l1tti-, WhSU-' I P.6 andi I.. I porcent r&-- ec' t io1"Ny, 1y FY 

1988. 

''li, r nt iipr"ti_ i li i', )f prf-('vt : in te FisiiC?1es Sw.>%-ector were 

accounitiniig for abou t four-fLifths ofTechnoloqy Trantfer ad input Sp.ie['us, 

all expondi tu[r ut p-ri,-l.'hr-,,hLhe ln-year 

- :st rI soiE.NAt'.ia c&O:i eS an1! Ft 

. ionr for p - I rntiho Natur:a] .,,- qur--Sector rirst
Obligal 


i usi:g ind majorincreased to $2,4.6 mill , by FY 19832, Nit thon srho; a cotl 

in FY This w,::. crop from a 17.2 percent share 
decline to .:2.3 milion 1988. 

of the portfo.1io t:o 1.8 Prcunti. IKxpndlrtd>.9 I :o' i;, .:17.6
 

percent in FY 198.5, but declined lu 6.1 r.rcni in FY PHM. 

c V.0 f 0f,t or the 
Funding for the hrat. II-/iii t 'c R-d' ' 

,
1 ( u (. .' i oAl, igations
agriculLtura] ruotftlO during the FY 9--

aiig(1 , (.', 11: 5 la,tween ;0.4 and
ranger]d etween $M 6 ,i$2.2" mi l l )i, I( 

,,}-,II i' Wit- and ex;,,nditurese$1.4 million. 6.ir PT 1 ,H or a,.lt ,(, 


will ( -rp tO 1 -or-,e-


' O On -S;O f rIojeU si n 11 I,, ur a 1FosoutliriOS and 
Tc-I ti [ t1.hilt(t 


pmcnt ,a: ' annn g a d 1'ol icy

Forest ry o -S,ec a wre D ,ve 

>:ptndi tures.: throughoutCiboti tAnalysis, 0,cotmtin for ,7 $3iFeef urthn of all, 


the ten-eur p< rod.
 

F. Sector-wide
 

Annual u t : for projects in t-he Sector-wide Sub-Sector inoreasedn-ei ri 
J45.1 million in IY 1988; the relative share 

from $1 1.f million in ." 1979 to 

from 17 t, 30- olclit. C Liq,-I(ion." Lended to

of exp{ iI-urus ncote d Ii 
million in
 

fluctuate ro a1 low "1 1;.5 iillion in FY, 1"83 to a high of $41.] 

s V' nt t i , V,I;S,'O '[t i r activitJr .rc,which is - p rp( .i
FY 191 7. 'U 

,.i iwl t 1 lion.(n Th., iict-,-.JI'- iwl
!4,r5,-.nce or this broad,

the mio t rapid y~ 
W bet ter undersand the 

general purpose .=lt;,v:r; x t, !-(r ,re analyis' 


comsi t-h-s,iron iofhis road pr(yram.
 

http:iict-,-.JI
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Appendix Table A-i. Africa Bureau Portfolio: Grant and Loan Funding 
FY 1979-1 988 

Type of 1979 1.930 1931 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 
Fst. Prop.funding Act. Act. Act . Act. Act. Act.. Act. Act. 

----------------------------- Mi 1I ion DIl la rs---------------

8.5 3.4 -
Loans 30.4 34.6 47.1 37.5 41.3 36.7 7.0 

65 5 82 9.3 681.6 535.6 600.0Grants 286.6 380.3 420.8 ,87.4 57:.5 

619.8 690.2 836.3 700.1. 539.0 600.0
Total 317.2 414.9 467.9 624.9 

Loan as % 
7 5 1 1 -- 0of total 10 8 10 6 
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Appendix Table A-2 . AffIC. i1:,1U 00r tl03 o: ,Thigations by Funding Sources, 

19 -]16 19H 1987 

Source. Act- . A. t. Act.{ '-*, . Act. . Fs t. Prop. 

DA: 
ARDIN 98.0 102.7 :. 135n 14! .7 13 . t26.2 66.0 ]38.9 -

POP 2.1 ".0 1. I. !5., 15.0 26. 18.4 -

HLT 34.6 2'.4 49 .4 4 9 .0 27. 1 40.6 36.8 26.7 -

EHIP 27.4 40.3 2 . .0 ,-'. P3.3 35.4 4 . 33.6 -

SDP 11.0 2 . 1 1..6 .0 1C.; 16.7 2G. 1 1.2.2 16.2 -

Sub-Tot 173.1 11 .5 20,1 / L7 .1 2 . 233./ 245.3 2 23.3 -

ESF 53. 12.7 163. 2,,. 286.1 3-3 .1 41.7.8 245.2 212.8 300.0 
Sahel 75.2 76. . 0)5.6 9e.8 136.11 106 .6 10"3.3 84.7 72.6 -

Other 15.9 14.2 1.2 ].S 1.6 69.9 (1.0 19.8 500.0*16.33 

Total 317.2 414.9 467.9 62'.9 ,. 8836.3 700. 1 5329. 600.0 

-------- - --- p rcen t "-ot - ' -- -------.... .. . .... . .. . . 

DA 54.6 ,6.2 1'3.P 37.6 37.1 33.9 79.3 41.5 43.4 83.3* 

ESF 16.7 2., 3,.8 !'.2 .46.2 .1 3 50.0 35.0 39.5 16.7 
20.4 15.0 13.7 15.4 12.3 12.1 13.5 -Sahel 23.7 1 .4 

4 i.0 C3.2 3.0 2.4 8.4 1.1.4 3.6 -Other 5.0 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.C 100.0 !n.0 100.0 

ARDN as % 
21.6 22.9 20.1 .5.3 23.7 25.8 of Total 30.9 24.8 23.1 


APDN as %. 
59.3 52.3 57.2 59.4 of DA 56.6 53.6 52.8 51.4 61.6 

* Development Fund for Africa 

Source: AMD Congressional Presentations, Annex 1 - Africa, FY 1980-1988 
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APPENDIX
 

FunctijonalI informat o system Met hodology 

In developing a mrithod"If ] g t.; ri , ior dmetailed and more readily 
accessible informat: I o , 110 Afric' Prau's proect portfolio, it was 

necessary to t , iirk: (dI t id(d bycons,,,r rnforma rnn management,
 
technical and proj! Moil I a: LP vai la bility and accessibility
, .,ll 
of technical a nn tc l,,r in (.ait.a; W ,ii ,:.:i:;t utr-, sources. 

P)ail' . r - :. fc - *!' , ii' , ,i tint iniformation needs 

vary widely. Mr.o , ,,, an O,. "rI rwonne 1 requrire
 
ir]forl;a.t1in ri -:ri 1W 1 i-- n, . I (y)J' 'f t(A over a
1 PidS 

period of ',' -r - .',]. . , ,, 0, , ,ta, (i ol pr -,lCt purposes, 

outputs andi I','1j I , r, with :j cral concerns 
and policy nil rit "f, f c< '',i ; 4 W' tul'2 0ica ] arid financial 

tfacts on a .<i*ifir' . Who , i d n! :rwa ion ms]t heb obtained 
within a vir" abort Limp rurar'.. ,.: , il I In these types ofth r-di(c Or 


infornat:nin " cnio :U- j i (q., tor, i A rct iii Iuh t hp updaLed reqularly
 
to retain it; relivair''. This2 r,,ui r y ii:t iIrit :inal .ation of the
 
information y't-err.
 

Whi]i much relovant dat a in 'ar yiing forms presently exists in numerous 
Agency documents, It cur:ront avI]KIi it y and accessibility of data is 
generally v:,y 1HO1W. Wrn Q, "r!ur j: , "tfchnical" and "functional 
sub-cateaory" 0Aamp,,, f- [,, *A-'nc r ter irany problelns of incomplet-eness 
and/or ambiuty. Consi(ir-lf r ircllrn a.ti( it:rafilarly provided on many 

1 ,financial Wjr " I , Ct.A I.t I ti , .lmns! always are related toT i 

in o r" md iIts.
h oje t Ii i t aii i ,t ' iI s n:OiiipoO ITn 

ddint ion, -o y i i i inun hi, ly voirt.wf d inf ornmation is readily 
.vaila le a! W , 1,i a1 .,jtil' tW jr(,l-t:; Iy "purposes" is meantcf Ila, 
he deveirnpm.,. A c.- oait ai W , 1 rnnhIk about by the project to 
solve or WHOP :iific . qcr'T coutli T i's. imilarly, little 
infor act:, i: rl-,, o'aila.b (w Ho. '-;.ific activities being taken 

within a Ir,. lo, '. tWev- l, fIt ' cr lcmenital purposes; as well as 
u 
on the .corc nI Lio, i',l, t., int-. tb aari rb: Iara1o comnodities involved, 

or on Lh, . ic:i,,! cii , 0'! j , 211,( at-: ,;st country institutions, 

target: qro ., . it c . nJhor ( n q,.r2.d, sr 


Taking 10 -'aI', fl. i tw't ' co ii needed and the) it vAci ot ,t iformat.no 
character i I of ,..iIi: lt i ' AD Y.fVo'loped a methodology to 
meet the ana' ,ti ,I 'urrseos nf r hi !4r ficc-we doFunct Jonal Review, and, 
at t:he sap $t , ,r' ide oUP? b,1i for a lunct oiWa] Tflornation System that 
can suppl.y a atinuin , Fure taa W a i u.ot(a rallidly accesV le information 
on the Rur cu's rtrtfoli (IfNonvw'lurpiint- Ir,-,t. Fn establishing and 
majntairud ,IOrFuncttional ifni- ion pt,or irary emphasis was given 

to the us' of technical si atf in UP APP ;ivi:cin. The technical background 

and operationa act ivities of ttp staff umier, is suitable for 

mai ntai ni ng consi stency i n the c:lassi f icati on a3nd coding of data, for 

http:iformat.no
http:voirt.wf


adapting the system ,as rPCeId :: me to i:e to mot changing information 
needs, an tior minirizing he UI'r(, G data rr.que--t on field staff. The 

uSe of a A crwCi Y!'0' i IKh i o $Iho D,%\ 1i:;,t] y in r(pao,''( thC 
accessibi lit, of ]r'rf, -- r . at, , r'r,3cal and purijeN staff, as 

well a: a1loy,: KA w '-.6 , I , . or th ,' -- i 

V.' !4 -a .t, the Fur,(- r' ri. ,,T'[o i I l ori v VAn-t,! -'n ,"'..e each 
project "', . Vermo W p1 r, ;to,, sI't'(r Kt'ii'-'' 

casCs Mor -. Thos:e MCA] WL WPo , L,, - ,a dtaWar wi th 
c.Itin. 'n'!Ha m 141: rb U cdt r status,...... NUR --("I'f cbul M 
Scopxe, ;.,t-11d; ~ (VOW.10: tra nrn irnditin,.ale P,. ,M-ON we",.] .ol i~; Koi::c 


r 
 I I , dr Ot5e oinw ,( . ' , !"-.:i , : -, f"tf. ;' Lherl 

oh] iq~li.4np ,atw~ expenuD~~tiburns wnreC dow7,,n-lot: i At) t.h- !,[Y:-'(, " ". !-r~or, i1he 

inf-, A w ')lect ass:i.fic,:.til "-: .if
A.T .. e.....co)mputer. Mu n, ,-N an,. ;P .,n_

M~~~ore irectlyr into i 

We, (  : 
Y. TOfl-IL:~ "Pal v d om lo1n oteo'ry 

Sx.
data rwap dornn h, ARI) ttecri.ica;l 'VaiL. F:or AquoW"; " a" ;,:-Fur!, fiel 
,rso, od w-,roa .kc, t.o ve;rify and"lari~yda.dtao 

OnceV 

reviewed by relevant L W( LuA lrr-mp1. 
projects iin other -ec- are st ill VA climjp.,, P , l, ,ve:not yet been 

Ciho lh, lv ,.1 i'addes'rib eDetail n nn,'!Jurs ucsepd( liooiU) the projects 

follow.
 

A. Project Ci_ _ -- .-

The cl assifi cat o of dIv 1u1Opti.assistance projects is (i.ffi cult 
because most pro e s ou m ti-!faceted. With several purpose"S being 
implemented ;,rc ipone t- f a pro,, .asingle class i fication is not 
appropria :e, W addition, while AMCior' eVn made in the ,psttoi: have 

classify projrc', this usually to meett iato noed.wa. done -'n im'U- 1 Whi le 
the cateqor'es ined-may have ten useful for that .est.lw- 1atc or 

t od
could no he di:agr'',gated and thu. he ni no I. ranaly d Lo 

provide eher: t ypps of informal:ion. " , 1 i a ne d'-to .roidCA 

information iii as-dissaggregat:eo a bas:-is a m-. i t'kvcver. tL the -,afe 

time, the i fmaitL.of systhCasn t (1 I :,'-rai. 10oS ,A In and intain. 

, mua h, fullyThe needs,; of in ormation isgers and tlw a'viki lit" , I L 

rd e du ,- 'tcoCnside re or ,iand cJ]rl.fl(.in th I .: i1! 1)1•teOW 

c O e ,raa termsin thin:Vp= Uii~onal, myin -matki.np'".n -n,i.wk'U} rT.,q ,:y yzO, in 

' i V Mheof its. urim yii'7pI 'a { r laIit s-' ; ',I, -1 -0 I, -' a 

deveOorpm,-nt,, (ahn :.: C in' iC:i , d W A y.'. - ; it" 1 r", o or 

counitry O , 1 , i ",nI (prodomI-iit ca.o Iord V'r'1n,/4' it Pased- l i ' 

on the I , i ' ; 'I " i I . 'I ''' V,' p 7, , I' N re 

proces.:yii1 . ' , : . . 'i-i i at ,01, , however, 
that three M olw ,"k-n,4i ; Ww M A andW, . -- l=i,.:,ity '!:'liky, fAj}[ k Surv.ly, 

:"
 
I - ' Ii u -'l['';!ii ( , eh rc ] ( o r, o-fCredit P)uve?(~lc .:oo (iein":i[O: c 

Agricul 1t11l Mt-in. ' IO rA. J-,,velopiront and 

Education 'y, nt ["'-' ' l I 'hr:ed A ric'ult Mducation.I ' ' i tsl intm ra 

http:cJ]rl.fl
http:fmaitL.of
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Fi j tional Information System Country/Region 

WORK SHEET Project Number 

(Incl. ub-projicts 

Project T ______ 

obli 
[),3t e.__S___ 

,Lp-1, Co.to:2. 
pro.1 7;T 1(1(- I 

"t 

---- _ ... 

r," . . .. J_. 2. . ...: :. 1 in. . Ird,!.. . 

LL 

*.l'"":'" .)" P '' .,'P .' I ,ic h:'V ,' Ah p r' :":' $ r)) 

I - - - - -r,___
n _____ r l; 1 l --
s-~-** 


-! :I LPivuLI 

- . t~ 'r 4;:1,::' 1ro*v .pm 

I h 

Ins2. u '. I:r, i,, ','o ; i II.'it lopn 

AIDPW 

Pro;ect Pr 

As 0. f ' <~ 

I_ I ,I I v ,Iv" 

Figure 
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Table 1. ARD Functional Information Systm: Project Purpose Categories, 
Codes an D0efinns 

e.inCode Furpose.Cg tegjo_ r F it ions 

PPA Pianninq ,nJ Poiicy ,ann]yd, 
To cd-u.. or to imrorv-.,.* the capacity for conducting economic 

p1aniinu a - 1 'do: of t-,licy issues. Includes data collection and 
process1i, 

TDE Techno l .:ay Prv I n t 
T ( on -' - icprove* the capacity for conducting research 

on imrvnd , technolpgoyes for production and cons'umpt ion. 

TTR TechnoI o ,' jI ns fe r 
To -xtend*AonTo improve* the capaci t for exteriori/diffusion/ 

transfer of imroved technologies for prtoduction and corsum-tion. 

MKT Marketing
 
To m--iov,, or to rt ro.:i "herV t ho capaci ty K improve the 

assembly, hand li.ng, procasrvnqf,"oraqe, Lrano'Jrt. and/or 
distr i buti A ;rrodi t i -- and protus. 

INP Input Supoy 
.. improvel, or trengMth~n* the capaciyLto improve the delivery 

of services and physical inputL tLr pcodrctiorn and consumption. 

CRE Credi r._.NvelG1 lnL 

To improve*, Tr to t renqtPaen' the capacity to improve the 
delivery K cr.i t for procduct-ioi, and consumption. 

CON Co r-':r11c-it n 
To -or,." r . , or O 'on-lythen* the capacity to construct basic 

faciliti- nlr at(ruc urn --- kransort ' conmunications, power, water 

supply/,. 
undertako 

m Wpno'l 
as , 

', 
r' 

,"ms. 
a 

(Doe:s not include 
vitL, of j project 

construction 
classitied under any 

other li ,; , ( .t-I .- . 

RED Resou..c / - , t 
T.I- (; v o .- r-to :-,rrnj:hen* he capaci ty to ,develop, manage and 

cOnsor v .'3, v i r-OliflOrl aI re sourcOs.n.rn 


LTE Land 't iul. 
. : - Ton ov< or to t renquhen* the capacity to Mprove access to 

and/or oner-lil of land , a ,am!( ot ho r res r.es. 

*Or expand, establish, strengthen, study, organi ze, etc., as appropriate. 

(Continued)
 

http:Furpose.Cg
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Table 1. Continued 

Code Purpose Categories/Definitions 

HRD Human Resources Develollffment 
po improve*, .r Lo strengt-hen* the capacity to improve training 

and human resou rce development. 

ESD Education System DevepC.07,ntQ 
capacity to develop educationalPo develop*, or to stenqthen the 

institutions' strlcture/curr icula/operations/facilities. 

SEC Sector Sur po_-)rt 
and prograrm support primarily for

A alance of payments... 
or sector economic development, Includes Commodity Importnational 

Grants, and Program and Development Support funds.
 Programs, Sect or 
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After each -Pu-ose identifI.ed, it was then related to thePrfoject was 
actions to he k',,, or the results lo ke produced, in order to achieve the 

project purpose. '1M'se actions were 'iumaized in a short sentence of 80 

characters or 1e-, 

Faoh Project 'ur was also ,uatifi,A!i irms of it.s percent:age share 
WitPh the p:ercentageof the projec'. planned tifle of Projot (ip) co;t. 

shares of all t,!;n, tocling 1)0 f *e r'0e;-L, Kouhle-counLing was 

Ptr.ng ithe LP wasi applied theavoided. ,!E iirrann i,	'r.. of t cosL to 

ur,, daIl, to Vdi a- th< aImount1 of funds obligatedobluigatio -v ii! ', 


and/or o.pen(t_,i .-A(h : ' o .i
I tWi 

Each P , n -t 'r-onn ,Y: "no. ! nlt, i to, if - r..evatk So tor and
 
, , alort with their
Sub-Sector, a; Aywn il ' A' 2. TIhf' ttmi "W(. 

'xlu, 'o o! ' activit itn. throug hout theSub-Sect ,rs, ,i1 - !, n i( , 1 i $H 
tonational a n . ('T-r. ' ,' t,' -, Ita'ln ,,o',t& frci " indexes the 

nii SMMV ii classir vat ion of all] ,,omic Activities",Internaki1na iW ri.-l o 

Statst ' ]rn! Jl s '.ar'' M ,, 1 1,R11 N'ations, I.Y.) Since certain 

project al( i ai arnac't i Ie oe Pirovision is madet - ed i m than ctor, 

for a n,., 1 ) aind, an.neco'saary, a sector (Sectorpr t,,v secondary 
riq, ,r i iampl e, is included in2). Thus a r0-}qI 	 ! (' 'JI,wii I tC ,n: "An''.: 

IND (Sector);i 0r 2) . Sic y.:h Sb'itti Pr zenales to the 

wJ1 FMpM'O w I]] apply i hi' examle.Prir a -, -hptto' i;'I 

'in tPb9 ti'r', I 'c: . I , . i Id)r ' .i "I', I he projects were project 
PlanneddOCuiltcfi,1 ''P's: P , ), i-T /[ Fprint-ot, Q Poject SMeets and 

Program SurmmaryVho-l in Con:r,-ssLonal Presntations (CP) Dat.a from FY 1976 

throh F'Y1086. 

B. Financi , C K ,. ics 

of ILre d'(1 in fundirg for each project included annual ObligationsMeasures 
from FIY ]79 ti uough 'Y 1988, as /e]]J as annual FxLenditures from FY 1979 

through FY 198S. My0I -h!roi1h F"Y 1986 ate actual, while for FY 1987 they are 

estimated and My KY t My oreI 'I 	 propor:d. Both measures were lurther 

identified an Iu ;rant ,r I,,a, and antto, fulIding source. These sources are
 

J5.;Larnci (IIA) %"totioBJ 1 accounts, Sahel Developlent
primarily ev :] t nL A 
sourceProgram (it), and Econ'omic SulTp)L YI.'l(1K0). A change in fundini! has 

eff ctive wilh FY 1988. Proposed leljis lat ion establishes the Fundoccurred 
for African l (PA) ahich coLtains jevelopment assistnce. TheI vlolm,' nt- all 

While Lhi s legislation hasEconomic tiplp or F.undI rlmains a,.separate accolit. 


not as yet Me,':n q."ssc, i Jn' i law, !I ' accO its used in the CP and entered in
 

the FIS are he F'A. (se ) INot included] are central.ly funded sources,
 

Bureaus, or Ph 180 funds and Local currency generationsuch as Mhe PPC an S'' 

under Ph 480.
 

http:central.ly
http:identifI.ed
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Sector and Sub-Sector
Table 2. ARD Functional Information System: 

Calzegor ics and Codes .1/ 

Sec- Sec

tor. tor2 Sulb-Sector 

AGR 1(GR] CUITURf 

AGR CR1R Crops -- Pai nfed 
AGR CR1 Crops - r r .At:ed 
AGR CR0 Crops - painfied and Irrigated 

AGR CR[, Crors - Rirn c.-1 and Livestock 
AGR CIL, Cr c'(I -- lii. Avestock 

AGR CA, (-,IC - ,i rr icjated and Livestock 

ACR LIV Fi t-
AGR FS -ihurik; 
AGR FCoR, -'1r, 
AGR NEK kcit ia v1TlS 

t'IS.c' f a -w -sectorAGR 

IND INDUST]RY
 

IND FOD Food manl[actoring
 
I ND -ME Fabricated machi-nerv/equipment
 
IN] OMI Other T'anufacl:turi.nq indtstries
 
IND 011I Ot:her i rd,,l i cc
 
[ND NSS Nto speci Lic su--scctor
 

ENY ENERGY 

ENY FOF Fossil Fuels
 

ENY PEN Renewable
 
ENY FUW Fuelwcod
 
ENY PWVR Power/generation/distribution
 
R;NY NSS No -,pecific sub-sector
 

COM COMMERCE
 

CON WVr ZrnoTes!e/retai1 trade
 
COM FIN Financjia]. services
 
COM OBS Other bu, Lness services
 
COM NSS Ho specific sub-sector
 

(Coned 

http:T'anufacl:turi.nq
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TRA TRANSPOIT 

TRA ROA Roads/bridge: 
TRA WAT Waterways/ports 
TRA MOD Other modes (Pail, air, etc.) 
TRA COM CoMMinica ti or.s 
TRA NSS No specific sub-sector 

EDU EDUCATION 

EDU CPA Graded (Primary, secondary) 
EDU HGR Hioher ( li vesi ty, co] lege) 
EDU VCRE Vocational (Technical institutions, etc. 
EDU NFO Non-formal (?.dul t, community ) 
EDU NSS No sI.3ci fic sui-sector 

HLT HEALTH 

HLT PHC Primary flealth Care 
HLT WSS Water supplies/sanitation 
HLT DrS )isease control, 
FLT NUT Nutrition 
HLT NSS No speci I ic sub-sector 

POP POPULATION 

POP FSP Family Pianning Services 
POP FER Fertility factors/conditions 
POP NSS No specific sub-sector 

CMS COMMUNITY SERVICES 

CMS HOU Housi ngj 
CMS DFV Community development 
CMS 
CMS 

ORG Labor, business, professional organizations 
OCS Other commun i y organizations 

CMS GSE Governwent services (administration) 
CMS NSS No spec ific sub-sector 

BUD BUDGETARY SHIPPORT 

BUD NSS No specicifc sub-sector 

1/ Each project component is classified by a primary sector (Sector 1) and,
 

as necessary, by a secondary sector (Sector 2). For example, agricultural
 
education is classified EDU AGP, rural roads TRA AGP, e7.
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The total cost of each project is the most recent planned Life of Project
 

(LOP) cost shown in the various CPs. Projects currently heing designed and 

implemented show the ROP cos t in the FY 1988 CP, while completed projects show 

LOP costs from earlier CPTS, or from ClYi.R/Di print-o ts of Project Data 

Sheets. The author 1 'd U P costs are also recorded in the FIS. 

are sIIsown under the followingAID financed inputs into each project 
cateqenres: per',onnp1, 'Trainingl, Commodities, Construction, Other, and 

Contitgen io and 0i :t oin. ''hI., t,,al Operatinng Program Grant (OPG) was used 
for private a nd voluntar', organizat ions (PVOs). The major sources for these 

inpts , pw' were largely throughwarn ,'7rinnt-, whi ch obtained the 
Ai:' "Iii'I r'.- micro--fiche: syt-em. They were si pplemernted with inputs 
sham,; in: ,v-d.-"Y l)J'" !':; 

C. Pther Portiai ' Char,-cte rt-sim1 

in addit ion t o TFur ,, ,I - categorie' ,andfiInanci.al aspects, other 

characteristic io-,ch aroject were identified and categorized to provide 

the and the portfolio.information on -,'cq, t aus of pr. ject. in 

Project Participan. Persons - onrgani:nat ons involved in each project 

were identifind rc, hi' 1 -- ;I(t Innt itutions Involved (i .e., the type 

and name of host :aunt ry O itut ni participating in project 
implementation); Tipd ou; , l rLors.a' t At a later date Other Donors 

Involved directly,. in 1, 1I will hV arlind ( However, Peace Corps 

volunteers lr,,,!v iin- nn (II I.I.'i cmteor,. ) The categories and their 

codes are si'w ir , . 

ta" W-aagricutir,,''Imltural commodities (plants, animals 

and I i '. welr,lihl:)- II as t he agricultural production and and marketing 
inputs '',l i,.mph wer- irientified. The Primary Categories and 

Agricultu Th i 

ixa prject 
their conos are :-'.n in Table 3. ,ecnndary Cat(egories are also shown for 
Cereals. 

Speci al C( ,-n(t1w- . To !>reviin uick identi.fication of. projects having 

activi tes re1t ('A 0 /'(o'cy' ;1,pil] Concerns, these Concerns were noted for 

each project. The 1:. 'i iv axe cod1tes presently in use are sh-. in Table 3. 

iegion. PAch ,i.t is a11so iWNantifed & region as follows: CAF Central 

Africa; CWA .aLa I', & Africa; VAPast Africa; SAP Southern Africa; SWA 

Sahe West Afric.-.i; an' l. 11fr ica-wicie. 

TIhe mirent tI'us each is under one of 

these cat egcr-ien: Inenirotification (including ,esign), Implementation, and 
)roject atu. . s' of: project noted 

Completion (ircluding 7erminaLion), see Table 3. Also recorded in the FIS are 

the AID/W and Field Project Managers. 

http:nanci.al
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Table 3. ARD F'unctional Information Systeri: Co7xmmodity: Participant, 
Special. Concern and Project Status Categories and Codes 

Cont roctors;Target Groupls 

SM Smai] I farmrers INV lin ivers] ies 
SHR Small herders PVO Private/voluntary org. 

PP1 Private firmsRES Resident:s 
.

RRE Rural residents USC USDA/othor U.S. Govt. 
personnel PSC Personal seMvices contractorsGTP Government technical 

NTP Non-govt. technical personnel INO International or-anizations 

SUL Ski], ed/unskiHled workers 
REN Rural entrepreneurs 
S'U Faculty and students Sp-cial1 Concern.-, 

REF Refugees 
AGR AgricUl.tural -?ector IBL ]lnsl.ntutjon b'uilding 

rural developmentGNP National Economy IRD 
NUT Nut-r ition improvement 
WiD Women in development 
CC(.') C"oqx( i-" t i yes.. 

T12 'Title_ Xi. illstitutions 

FSR Fitrm.nq .stor .. esearch 
PRE Private . ... 

Project Staus
Institutions Involved 

IDE Identi f icationGOV Cover nment 
MOA Ministry of Agriculture IMP Implementation 

OGM Other govt. ministries/agencies COM Completed 

PAR Parastatals 
Other Donors
LRO Local/regional organizations 


UNV Universit ies/schools
 
PFC Peace Corps
 

Commodities Involved (Cont'd)
Commodities Involved 


SOD WoodCRO Crops 
MED Spi ces/herks
CER Cereals 

STI Stimulants (coffee, etc.)
MIL Millet 

IV Livestock
SOR Sorghum 


POU Poultry
COR Corn 
FIS Fish
WHE Wheat 

INP Inputs (production/marketing)
RIC Rice 

SEE Seeds
FRU Fruits/nuts 

FOR Forage
VEG Vegetables 
FIB Fibers
RO0 Roots/tubers 

SWE Sweetners
LEG Legumes 


OIL Oil Crops
 

http:Fitrm.nq
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D. Computer Processing
 

The size and complexity of the functional information database necessitated
 

computer processing. This work was initially done on an TBM PC with dBase
 
fil1s were transferred to a Tandy 2000 microcomputer to
software. [,ater7 

enable full developmerKt of a series of menu-driven programs that can maintain, 

retrieve and print out information from the data base. Current hardware being 

used is a Wang PC with data storage on a 30 megabyte Winchester drive. The 

sie of the data Iae and supportive programs require about 3 million bytes of 

s torage space so a hor di sk is required for fuI 1 use of the system. 

[h. data hoe itself in On five files in OPASF TIT+. Th:: dBASE program 
fles all ow entr-y and retrieval of information among these five files.
 

data i.s done with a password protected menu-driven
Maintenance of the .stem's 

sys tem of proura . One of these pro rams allows upd1ating of the financial 

data has: fro: iiber dowlloaded intoithe Wanq PC from the Agency's mainframe. 
FY 1985-19SR data ed i n this report were downloaded through the assistance 
of PoC/P.
 

Tie orig inalr or am no (tor the PIS was written by a staff person of ARD. 
inder a RSSA with theAdditiono! aegramming work is provided, as needed, 

Staff in APD have received training in dBase and have continuing
USDA/O1CU. 

access to services from IBM's Technical Resource Center. 


