COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES

COM (88) 715 final

Brussels, 16 January. 1989

ELEVEETH REPORT FROM THE COMMISSION
TO THE COUHCIL AND THE EUROPBAN PARLIAMEET
: ) :
THE IMPLEMEBTATION OF FINANCIAL ARD TECHNICAL ASSISTAECE
TO LATIN AMERICAN AND ASIAN (LAA) DEVELOPING COUFTRIES
AS AT 31 DECEMBER 1987 ‘



CONTENTS

Page
INTRODUCTIOH: ORIGIN, OBJECTIVES AND PROCEDURES OF
AID TO THE LAA DEVELOPING COUNTRIES . .
AND STRUCTURE OF THIS REPOERT 1.
1. QUANTITATIVE ASPECTS 3
1.1. 1967 PROGRAXNE 3
1.1.1. Funds available 3
1.1.2. Projects for which funds have been committed 5.
1.1.3. Analysis of commitments by reglon, sectar,
and type of financing 5
* 1.2. ACTIVITIES 1IN 1987 16
1.2.1. Amounts committed and disbursed ' 16
1.2.2. Projects completed in 1987 17
1.2.3. Analysis of overheads 18
‘1.3. CUXULATIVE ASSISTANCE FROX 1876 TO 1987 20
1.3.1. Commitments ' ’ 20
1.3.2. Disbursements 24
1.3.3. Summary of projects completed between 1976 and 1987 28
2. QUALITATIVE ASPECTS ‘ 29
2.1. DESCRIPTIVE AFALYSIS BY BRECIPIENT 3¢
2.1.1. Principal countries ' 30 -
2.1.2. Main recipient arganizations 38
2.2. IEDIA 41
- 2.2.1, Characteristics of financial and technical cooperation 41
2.2.2. Institutional procedures 44
2.2.3. Levylng of customs duties 45
2.2.4. Overall assessment 46
2.2.5. Operaticn FLOQD 46 -



2.3.

2.4.

2.5.

THE LEAST DEVELOPED COUNTRIES
EVALUATION OF COMPLETED PROJECIS

4.1. General remarks on project evaluation

4.2. Objectives and methods of evaluation

.4.3. Progress made with the evaluation procedures
4.4. Conclusions

MAIN DIFFICULTIES AND PROBLENS IN CONNECTION VITH
EXEFTATION OF FINANCIAL A¥D TECHNICAL COOPERATION

B
-

2.5.1. Main structural problems
2.5.2. Difficulties in implementing projects
2.5.3. Proposed measures

GEFERAL COECLUSIONS

47
49
49
49
50
51
52
52
53
54

55



V=

LIST OF TABLES
page

Table 1 - 1987 progranme commitaent appropriations:

and conaitaents , |
Table 2 - 1987 programme cowmmiiments, by project and recipient ' &
Table 3 - Commitmenls under the 1976-1996 programmes and.

1987 progranne by region ' 7
Table 4 - Breakdown of commitments by recipient (1976-1987) - 9/1¢
Table 5 - Commitments by sector under tha 1376-86 and 1997

prograames 11
Table & - Sectoral and regional structure of comaitments 13
Tible 7 - Agricultural subsectoral structure (1976-1986 and 1987) . 1)
Table & - Summary of cofinanced projects by source of financing (1987) ~ 15
Table 9 - Disbursements in 1987 by calendar year of coamitment , 16
Table 10 - Sumnary of cofinanced projects by source of financing

(1976-1987) : 23
Table 1} - Asounts comaitted and disbursad belween 1976 and 1987 A
Table 12 - Average and cunulative disbursement percentages

in relation to nuaber of years following commiiment ' 26
Table 13 ~ Summary of completed projects (excluding 7

agricultural research) (1376-1987) ' . 28
Table 14 - Financial and technical assistante accorded to India (1976-1987) 42

Table 15 - Sumamary of financial and technical caopefation :
with the lldes (1976-1987) 48

Table 16 - Projetts undergoing evaluation 50



Pig.
Fig.

Fig.

Fig.
Fig.
"Fig.
Fig.
Fig.

Fig.

Fig.
Fig.

O U B WK

10
11

\ =)\

Sectoral and regional structure - in % (1987)
Agricultural subsectoral structure (1987)
Sectoral and reglional structure - in % (1976-1986)
Agricultural subsectoral structure - in % (1976-1986)
D}sbufsements as a percentage of commitments
Average disbursements as % of commitments
by calendar year from 1976 to 1987
Cumulative average disbursements AS % of commitments
by calendar year from 1976 to 1987
Breakdown by group of recipients (1976-87)
(excluding agricultural research and overheads)
Aid to the 11 main recipient countries
(excluding India) (1976-1987)
Aid to INDIA from 1976 to 1987
Share of aid to lldcs (1976-1987)

page

13
14
22
22
25

27

29

30
42
48



PRESENTATION AND SUMNARY
. This annual report (the eleventh of its kind) lé concerned with the 1987

programme and the activities carried out ip 1987 up until 31 December, as
well as all cooperation between 1976 and 1987 inclusive.

After an introduction dealing with the origin, aims and detailed
arrangements of financial and technical cooperation with the Latin American
and Asian (LAA) developing countries (plus a reference in the anpex to
Council Regulation (EEC) Fo 442/81, which goveras this form of Community
cooperation), the paper is divided into two separate parts, namely the
quantitative and qualitative aspects, supplemented by a series of annexes.

The quantitative apalysis deals with:

(a) the 1987 programme, with a breakdown of the allocation of the
appropriations, by general beading, region, recipient country/body,
plus a list of the projects/programmes, all these items being followed
by an examination of the sectoral structure and the type of financing.
The breakdown complies with the general aid guidelines for 1987.

It will be noted 1in particular that the anpual commitment
appropriations (174.8 million ECU) were used to finance 23 new
operations (21 national and 2 regional). The sectoral make-up of the
1987 programme shows the dominance of the rural sector. Total regional
projects in Latin America accounted for 13% of the commitment
appropriations.

Seven projects, 1nvolving a total. BEC financial contributicn of
78 million EBCU (35% of the overall commitment appropriations) were
cofinanced, four with Member States;

4.2} ;ne_m:mms_mzmm_nu_t_m__lm which showed a record level of
commitments, namely 342.9 million ECU (annual appropriations + amounts
carried over from 1986), {.e., 28% up on the previcus year. The level:
of disbursements, however, at 154.3 million BCU, was 10% down on 1986.
Bleven projects were caompleted im 1987;

(c) cumulative asgistance befween 1976 and 1987. GOver the period in

: question, the cooperation involved a total of 341 operations - for
which 1 870 million ECU was committed by the EBEC - concerning 33
countries (18 in Asia, 12 in Latin America and 3 1in Africa) anmd 21
international institutions and agencies. Agriculture was easily the
doninant sector {(more than 75%), cofinancing (44 projects) accounted
for more than 28% of the tatal appropriations, while 9% of the funds
went on regional projects.

At the end of 1987, 52.2% of the apprupriatiuns committed bhad been
disbursed. In view of the steady growth 4n.'the annuval level of
commitment appropriations between 1976 and 1987, this figure conceals a
more pasitive reality, since on average, not including the year of
commitment, three-quarters of project disbursements were made by the
end of the fifth year of implementation. On the same date, 125
projects, accounting for 37% of the apprapriations commi tted,  had been
completed.



The gualitative analysis is intended to provide a concise picture of the
extent and type of operations financed between 1976 and 1987 in respect of

the 12 main recipient countries (seven in Asla and five in Latin America)
and three regional integration bodies, while the major recipient country,
namely India, is examined in greater detail.

Particular attention is devoted to the "least developed countries® (lldcs)
receiving financial and technical cooperation from the EEC, i.e., ten
countries which received 14% of the overall commitment appropriations
between 1976 and 1987.

The evaluation of operations financed in the LAA developing countries has
begun and involves examining an initial batch of 9 projects/programmes.

Lastly, the report describes the principal difficulties and problems
relating to the implementation of this financial and technical cooperation
and discusses the initial measures proposed in order to solve those
difficulties and problems.
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INTRODUCTION

ORIGIN, OBJECTIVES AND PROCEDURES OF AID Tb LATIN ANERICAN AED ASIAN (LAA)
DEVELOPING COUNTRIES AND STRUCTURE OF THIS REPORT

The European Economic Community's financial and technical cooperation with
the Latin American and Asian (LAA) developing countries is carried out under
Article 930 of the General Budget of the BEBuropean Communities. The
fundamental objectives of this financial and technical assistance to  LAA
developing countries were laid down in Council Regulation (EEC) No 442/81 of
17 February 1981', which established the geperal framework and principles
governing BEC operations in this field. The relevant appropriaticns are
intended to cover the following measures:

1. rural development operations (mainly food-related) in Latin American and
Aslan developing countries, particularly the pocrest of those countries;

" 2. alternatively, in certain specific cases, operations 1in favour of
possible regional cooperation, some of the assistance being earmarked for
measures intended as a response to exceptional circumstances, in
particular reconstruction projects in the wake of disasters.

The assistance is provided in the form of grants and may cover imports as
well as local expenditure. The projects may be financed autonomously or
cofinanced with the EEC Member States or international bodies. As a rule,
part of each project is financed by the country receiving the assistance
(national contribution).

The rules stipulate that the Commission must inform the Council and the
EBurcpean Parliament of how the programme 1s being managed. This report (the
- eleventh of its kind) is in response to that requirement.

The praocedures for the adoption of development operatlions (projects and
programmes) are alsc laid down in the aforementioned Regulation (EEC) BEo
442/8t. Since the 1981 programme (when the current procedures were
‘introduced), the financing decisions adopted each year come within the scope
"'of a Councll decision adopted at the start of the year, which lays down the
general guidelines for the coming year®. The guidelines, which are based on
the conteants of Regulation (EEC) No 442/81, elaborate upon the objectives:
and priorities of the assistance, 1ts geographical breakdown, its method of
implementation and a number of special provisions.

'V See Annex I for the full text of this Councll Decision.
2 See Annex II for the Council Decision of 27 April 1987, which laid down

the general guidelines for 1987.



The process is facilitated by the fact that, some years ago, a *flexibility
reserve® was set up. In 1987, in view of the sharp reduction in the overall
level of the commitment appropriations, the entire flexibility reserve was
used for Central America, in order to honour the BEC's commitments.

The financing declisions for the various projects are taken by the Commission
after it has received the opinion of a financing committee composed of
representatives of the Member States and chaired by the Commission. This
committee meets several times a year, enabling projects to be examined in
~batches as and when they are ready. In 1987, the committee met seven times.

The BBC's financial and technical cooperation with the LAA developing
countries began in 1976, with appropriations totalling 20 million ECU'. The
amount earmarked for this purpose has since risern steadily, to around 25¢
million ECU since 1986, the cumulative amount for the period 1976-1987"
totalling nearly 1 900 million ECU.

These funds have been used to finance development activities and projects in
.33 Asian, Latin American and African countries®. In addition, they have
provided assistance to 14 regional institutions and organizatiocns rum by or
operating in those countries and to five international agricultural research
badies.

' In this report the amounts are expressed in current ECUs.
2 Certain African countries received this type of aid until they were
integrated into the ACP group in 1984.
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1 ~ QUANTITATIVR ASPRCTS
1.1. 1987 PROGRAMME
1.1.1. Funds available

The budget authorities approved the sum of 174.8 million BCU for the 1987
programme of financial and technical assistance to LAA developing countries .
(Article 930 of the General Budget). Of that amount, 2 million BCU was
transferred from Article 8930 to Article 935 (operations for the promotion of
Community investment in the Latin American and Asian developing countries
under economic and commercial cooperation agreements). Table 1 below shows how
the amount in question is broken down between the various headings of the
overall appropriations and by geographical regionm, in accordance with the
general guidelines for 1987 laid down by the Council decision of 27 April 1987
(see Annex II),

In 1987, the allocation of commitments by general items (6.0% in reserve for
disasters and 3.0% for managing the programmes) was carried out in accordance
with the percentages provided for in the Council's annual general guidelines.

The same applies to the breakdown by region of the appropriations committed
for standard projects (75% for Asia and 25% for Latin America). Lastly, the
flexibllity reserve, which was also provided for im the general guidelines
(10% of the annual appropriations, after deduction of the general items)
" represents 9.0% of the total amount of the 1987 programme.

Under the EEC's Financial Regulation, commitment appropriations available for
the 1987 budget were able to be committed during 1987 and 1988. In practice,
funds not committed as at 31 July 1988 will be committed later in the year but
set in the normal manner against the 1988 programme. In 1987, a total of
223.95 million ECU' was committed as at 31 July 1988, i.e., 174.80 million ECU
for the 1987 programme and 48.046 million BCU carried over from the 1986
- prograsme, involving a commitment overrun of 1.10 million ECUZ.

Therefore, while the amount for the programme adopted in 1987 is considerably
lower than that of the 1986 programme <{(only about 70%), 1987 commitments are,
given the amount carried over from 1986, virtually the same as for the
© preceding year (221.95 million BCU compared with 244.937 million ECUJ.

In fact, in relative terms there was a pause in 1987, which made it possible
to absorb all the appropriations entered but not committed 1in 1986, in
particular because there were not enough staff to administer this form of
Community aid.

' The actual amounts in question are 221.95 million ECU for commitments and
172.80 million ECU for the funds wvdted, account being taken of the budget
transfer referred to above.

2 See the corrigendum regarding the amount carried over from 1986 to 1987 (at
the foot of Table 1) and the minor adjustments made to the 1985 and 1986
reports.



TABLE t; 1987 PROGRANE CEHHITHENT_APPRDPRIATIUNS AND CBHHITEENIS = {aillion ECV)

Percentage Breakdown  (arry-over Total Coanitaents  Carry-over
laid down (1987 fros 1386  funds up to 31 to 1988
in general pragrasae) ' available  July 1988 pragraane
quidetines
GENERAL APPROPRIATIONS
DISASTER RESERVE 6,00 10,500 - 10,500 15,00 -4,500
A&RICULTURRL RESEARCH te' 1.0 .o t.e t.e t.e
RANAGENE 3,00 5.200 - 5,260 5,260 0,000
SUBTOTAL GEN, APPROPREATIONS 9.00 15,700 - 15,700 20,200 -4,500
TRANSFER® 1,14 2,000 - 2,000 2,000 0,000
GEDGRAPHICAL BREAKDOWN
(STANDARD PROJECTS):
ASTA: 15.00 106,000 42,131 148,13 142,430 §,64)
L?TI#_&EERIC&: ‘ 25,00 35,400 5915 41,315 §9,260 ~17,945°
of whic
Central Anerica - - - - 38,960 -
South Aserica - - - - 20,300 -
Hispaniola - - - - - -
SUBTQTAL STANDARD
PROJECTS: 100,00 80,89 141,400 48,046 189,446 201,75¢ -12,304
GEDRRAPHICAL BREAXDAWN
FLEXIBILITY RESERVE:
ASIA: - - - - - -
LATIN AMERICA: - 15,700 - 15,700 - 15,700
 SUBTOTAL FLEXIBILITY
RESERVE: 8,97 15,706 - 15,700

- GRAND TOTAL: 100,00 174,800 48,046 222,946 223,950 . 1,104

* TRANSFER FROM 930 TO 935, not provided for in the general guxdellnes

= toke
CﬂRRXGENDUﬂ' CORREC¥IONS T0 BE MADE TO 1985 AND 1996 REPORTS;
1986 REPORT, pp, 7 and 8: 1986 pro?ralle coneitaents by pro:ecl and retiplent-
ALABE/2T Indonesia: 9,7 instead of -0.3
ALABE/30 Nicaragua: 5. instead of 4, 5 N
- NR/B2/13 Nltaragua' 1,96 instead of 1,95 & +0.01
1985 REPORT, i6 note 9; outstanding balance of 0,767 to be allocated to Asia and Latin America on a 75%:25%
basis, Since ' 1n ‘the 1986 prograsae a balance of 0,215 ‘still resains for Africa (Mozambique NA/83/06), only 0,767 -
0,215 = 0,552 still has lo be allocated (0,414 to Asia and 0,138 to Latin Rnerica),

" Total amount carried over froa 1986 fo the !987 rogragae = 48,048 aillion ECY
ci.e,, Asia; 148,18 + 32,479 + 0,414 - 140,7 8 = 42,131 aillion ECY
Latin Aaerica; 59,39 + 11+ 12,347 + 0 138 - 75,85 - 1,11 = 5,915 aillion ECY,



1.1.2. Profects for which funds have been committed

Commitments made under the 1987 programme, together with the project
titles, amounts and recipient countries, are shown in Table 2 . (see
overleaf), which also gives a breakdown of the projects by general
items and geographical region.

A number of commitments relate to top-up financing for old projects,
made necessary because actual expenditure - exceeded forecast
expenditure'. These top-ups tatal 3.01 million ECU. Of the 23 new
projects {(compared with 30 in 1986), 21 (185.740 million ECU) involve
projects being carried out in various countries (13 in all) and two
(28 million ECU) relate to regional projects involving a number of
countries=.

The amunt earmarked for disaster-relief projects (of which there are
two) is 6.76% of the total amount committed in 1987.

Lastly, the sum of 5.20 million ECU (compared with 5.50 million ECU in
1986), 1i.e., 2.34% of the total amount, was set aside for overheads,
which was made up primarily of the cost of reports by external
consultants, with a view to contributing to the preparation of new
projects, and of development consultants living in various countries
and responsible for followlng up the execution of programmes and
projects. ,

Bote that in 1987 no provision was made for any commitment in respect
of agricultural research, which of course does not mean that the
relevant programmes have been abandopned but 1s explained by the fact
that up until 1986 the appropriations for research were committed a
year ahead of actual expenditure. It 1is therefore a question of
standardizing things: this in no way jeopardizes the smooth running of
the current research programmes and has alsoc made it possible partly to
offset the effect of the decline in the level uf 1987 commitment
appropriations.

1.1.3.

Table 3 (page 7) gives, for the 1987 progremme®, the breakdown of
commitments by region and subregion, and by type of project (standard
or disaster-relief). )

' Additiopal commitments of less than 20% of the initial commitment were, in
accardance with the procedure, decided directly by the Commission.

2 Note also that, despite the 4.5 million ECU deficit carried over and entered
in the programme, one third of the amount for the Salvador project (i.e.,

© . 3.9 million ECU), had to be financed from the standard appropriations.
Therefore, the “"disaster-relief® measures carried out used up 18 5 million
BCU (11% of the annual appropriations).

® And for programmes in raspect of whicﬁ-_commitmeﬁts were made during the
period 1976-1986. '



TRBLE 2: }987 ERUGRA&?E CORMITRENTS {excluding studies and research), BY PROJECT AND RECIPIENT

sillion
NO COUNTRY TITLE AMOUNT % COFIN COFIN, LOCAL  TOTAL
" origN ANOUNE  FIN, usr
*'1, STANDARD PROJECTS
1.1, ASIA
ALA/S7/02  BANGLADESH  FLOOD PREVERTION 2,08 108 17,70 5,60 25,38
ALA/B7/05  BANGLADESH  CYCLOME PROTECTION 11 (FEASIBILITY) 190 - - tie, 1.30
ALA/S7/1S  BURMA FOOT-AND-N0UTH DISEASE 34§ - - 0,35 3.80
ALA/SI/IY  CHINA DAIRY PROSRAMME 450 - - - 450
ALA/ST/13  CHINA .BEIJING (FLOOD FORECASTING) 1.50 - - - 1,50
ALA/ST/04  INDIA LIVESTOCK I4PROVEMENT 6.10 - - 350 950
ALA/S7/09  INDIA COCONUTS, XERALA 45,00 - - 360 5850
ALA/ST/IT  INDONESIA  SEINE FISHING 220 FRANCE 1,20 045  3.85
CALA/8T/1.  INDONESIA  RURAL ELECTRICITY 19,90 - - tle, 18,9
ALA/ST/06  HEPAL INTEGRATED RURAL DEVELDPHEKT 2.7l FRNCE 0,50 - 3,21
ALA/ST/IS  PAKISTAN DEVELOPHENT 10,60 - 4,80 15,40
ALA/ST/IE  PAKISTAN PRINARY Enuéannu 15,00 10A/CI0A 137,40 30000 18240
. ALA/ST/03  SRI LANKA  RURAL DEVELUPHENT 25,00 I0A/CI0A 7220 46.85 144.05
ALA/BT/08  THAILAND MAC KOCK IRRIGATION 2,80 - - . 3.2§
ALA/B3/3T*  CHINA FRUIT PROJUCTION AND PRESERVATION  0.13 - - - 0,13
" ALA/TB/I3®  LAOS FLOOD PROTECTION 0.40 - - - 0.40
ALA/83/39*  CHINA PROBUCTION OF VEEETABLE SEEOLINGS 0,22 - - - 022
ASIA TOTAL; 142,49 64,20 229,00 105,60 477,09
1,2, LATIN AMERICA
. 1,201, CENTRAL AKERICA
ALA/ST/14  REGIONAL RESIONAL COOPERATIVES 22,00 SPAIN 2,50 15,5 40,00
ALA/ST/12  EL SALVADOR  ZACARIL HOSPITAL' 350 - - - 3,50
ALA/ST/10  EL SALVADOR  CRAFTS §.00 - - 6,00 12,00
ALA/BI/07  GUATEMALA  SUPPORT FOR AGRARIAN CHANGE 550 - - 140 6.5
ALA/B2/13®  NICARASUA  SUPPORT FOR AGRARIAM CHANSE 1.9 - - - 1.9
CENTRAL AMERICA SUBTOTAL: 38,96 2.50 22,90 64,3
1.2.2, SIUTK AMERICA
ALA/8T/23  BOLIVIA LAKE TITICACA 5,00 - - 0.5 5.0
ALA/ST/01  ECUAQOR DEVELOPHEKT IRRIGATED AGRIC, 300 1TALY 3.84 11,00 2384
ALA/8T/21  PEC FISHERIES COOPERATION 6,00 - 2,80 9.80
ALAII/Z3®  BOLIVIA AGRICULTURAL CENSUS 020 - - - 0.20
ALA/G2/04*  JuNAC ENERGY 0,10 - - - 0.10
SOUTH AKERICA SUBTOTAL: 26,30 3.84 14,30 38,44
LATIN ANERICA TQTAL: 59,26 26,70 6.3 37,20 102,80
2, DISASTER RELIEF
ALA/B7/20  BANGLADESH  RESETTLEMENT AFTER FLOODING 6.50 - te, 6,50
ALA/87/12  EL SALVADOR  ZACARIL WOSPITALY 8.50 - - - 8.50
DISASTER RELIEF TOTAL: 15,00 * 6,76 - - 15.00
3, ASRICULTURAL RESEARCH t.e te, te te
-4, BOAINISTRATICN 520 2,3 - - - 5.2
GRAND TOTAL 192+344: 221,95 100,00 235,34 142,80 600,09

= T0P-UPS

' This is the saae project,

t.e, = token entry



TABLE 3; COMHITMENTS UNDER THE 1976-1986 PROGRAMES AND 1987 PROGRAMME BY REGIOM

REGIONS : STANDARD PROJECTS : DISASTER-RELIEF PROJECTS PROGRAMMES TOTAL H
;ISTG-BS 1987 ;1976-95< 1987 ;|975-85 1987 :
an ECU 8 an ECU % :anECU % anECY % anECU % s ECU ¥

AStA 0 1054,42 71,0 142,49 70,6 36,85 36,2 5,50 43,3:1081,27 68,8 148,99 88.,7:

REGIONAL PROJECTS e 33 - - - - - - M4 32 - -

SQUTH-EAST ASIA : 304,23 28,9 30,85 N5 - - - - 1 304,23 21,9 30,65 20.6:

SQUTHERN ASIA : 687,81 65,2 11,84 78,5 3160 85,8  6,50100,0 : 719,41 85,9 8.3 794

OTHER o8 2.7 - - ¢ 528 W2 - - BAu e - -
: 100,0 100,0 190,0 10,6 199,06 02,0

LATIN ANERICA ¢ 32,59 244 53,29 29.4: 56,38 55,4 8,50 56,7 418,97 26.4 67,76 31.3;

REGIONAL PROVECTS : 8,33 2§ - - : - - - - 1 8% 21 .- -

SOUTH ANERICA H : : :

REGIONAL PROJECTS : 37,63 104 6,10 10,3 - - N6 90 610 9.0
NATIONAL PROJECTS ; 99,08 27,3 14,20 24,0 25 kx} 467 - - 11254 9.9 14,20 21,0
CENTRAL AMERICA AND
THE CARIBBEAN g ! - :
REGIONAL PROJECTS : 83,09 4,6 22,00 37.1: 110 20 - = 7 54,19 12,9 22,06 3.5
NATIDNAL PROJECTS ; 163,86 45,2 16,96 28,6 28,95 51,3 8,50 100,0 ; 192,81 46,0 2546 37,6
: 100,06 100,0 : 100,0 © 100,60 100,0 100.0;
AFRICA B7.76 4.6 - - 8.5 84 - - 76,26 48 - -
TaTAL: : 1484,77 100,0 201,75 100,0 ;101,73 1000 15,00 100,0 ; 1586,50 100,0 216,75 100,0;

ASIA -~ REBIONAL PROJECTS;

SOUTH EAST ASIA;
SOUTHERN ASIA;

OTHER;
LATIN AHERICA - REGIONAL

PROJECTS:

SQUTH AMERICA -
REGIONAL;
NATIONAL,
CENTRAL AMERICA &
CARISBEAN: REGIONAL:
NATIONAL:

AFRICA;

ASEAN, ADB, NEXCKG COMAITTEE

INDOKESIA, PHILIPPINES, THAILAND, + VEETHAH LAGS, CHINA,

AFBHANISTAN BANGLADESH, BHUTAN, BURMA, IND[A HALDIVES KEPAL, PAKISTAN SR!
LANKA

North YENEN, South YEMEN, Vest Bank + Baza,

CFaD, CIn, CInnYT, [08, OLACE,

JURAC
BOLIVIA, COLOMBIA, ECUADOR, PERY,

BCIE, CADESCA, CATIE, INCAP, IICA

COSTA RICA, DORIXICAN REPUBLIC, HAITI, HONDURAS, NECARAGUA, EL SALVADOR,
GUATERALA, PANARA

ANGOLA, HOZAMBIQUE, ZIMBABVE,



4

Overall, excluding -the commitments to cover u#érheads{_ the projects

. (standard and disaster-relief) concerning Asia involved the sum of

148.99 million ECU 1ip 1987, out of a total amount of 216.75 million ECU
(i.e., 68.7%), compared with 67.76 million ECU (31.3%) for Latin America.

In Asia, the 1987 appropriations were committed for standard projects in ten
countries, including six in Southern Asia (which accounted for 78% of the
sums committed in this region) compared with 22% for Southeast Asia.
Southern Asia also received assistance for a disaster-relief project
(6.5 million ECU) in Bangladesh. ' ‘

In Latin Aperica, the commitments for standard projects related to five
countries and three regional institutions, 34.3% going to South America and
65.7% to Central America and Hispaniola. Note that in this subregion, the
bulk of commitments (56.6%) was for projects involving regional institutioms
and not for national projects. Central America also received assistance
(8.5 million ECU) for one disaster-relief project. in El Salvadaor.

. The breakdown of commitments by recipient cuuntry for 1987' is given in

Table 4 (pages 9 and 10).

In so far as standard projects are concerned, Asia accounted for 70.6% of
the total, compared with 29.4% for Latin America. India, with 25.3% of the
total for standard projects, received far more than any other country and
was followed by Pakistan (12.7%), Sri Lanka (12.4%), Indonesia (10.5%), El
Salvador (4.7%) and Ecuador (4.5%).

The disaster-relief projects in 1987 concerned El Salvador (8.5 million ECH)
and Bangladesh (6.5 million ECUD.

Sectoral breakdown of commitments

In this eleventh report, the classification by sector and subsector of all
the projects financed by the EEC in Latin American and Asian countries, has
been simplified compared with earlier editions of the report. The principal
change has consisted of regrouping the nomenclature of projects in the
agricultural sector into six subsectors only. This change in nomenclature
bhas been made not only for 1987 but also for the perlod 1976-86, as shown in

" Table 5 (page 11).

Although significance in terms of trends cannot be attached to the
activities of a single year, it should be pointed out that in 1987 the
relative importance of agriculture decliped in favour of services, compared
with the period 1976-86.

1f the breakdown of commitments by sector and subsector for the agricultural
sector is compared in respect of Asia on the one hand and Latin America on

' And for the periocd 1976-80 and every year from 1981 to 1986.



TABLE 4; GREAXDOVN OF COMMITMENTS BY RECIPIENT, 1976-87 (in willion ECH)

1976- 1981~ 1981 1982 1983 1984 198 1986 1387  TOTAL %

1980 1985
1, STANDARD PROJECTS
" RFEHARISTAN 1,06 0,00 - - - - - - - 1,00 0.1
BANGLADESH 32,70 83,00 12,00 23,60 17,00 2550 4,90 3.9 19,68 7.0
BHUTAN - 2.00 - N - 4% L1 - - 9.00 0.5
BURNA 59 800 5% - 2% - - - 345 1. Lo
CHINA - 12,00 - - 6,00 - 6,00 515 635 23,50 1.4
INDIA 86,40 281,50 36,00 46,00 64,50 60,00 45,00 67,77 51,10 456,77 26.8
INDONESIA 28,16 1M 12,00 11,20 20,80 7,30 20,64 10,00 " 21,10 131,00 7.7
LADS 410 1.8 - - - .26 - 5,5 040 11,20 0.7
* MALDIVES .50 1,70 - - - 1.7 - - =2 0.1
NEPAL 5,20 15,80 - 3 53 540 1.8 - 271 BN 14
PAKISTAN 24,30 45,80 1200 - 1.8 - 6,00 7,80 2580 103,5¢ 6.1
PHILIPPINES 8,00 17,9 L - - - 10,80 18,80 - 4,40 2.5
SRI LANKA 21,70 20,00 - - 200 - . - - 25,00 6,70 3.9
THAILAKD 21,40 92,07 2,20 17,21 28,74 10,90 3502 5,60 . 121,87 1.2
VIETNAN . 2,40 000 - - - - - - - 2,40 0,1
- MEST BANK AND GAZA - 3,85 168 - - 200 - - - 3,68 0.2
. NORTH YEMEN 3,10 13N 520 - 2,14 5,80 - 71, - 4.3 14
L] 4,30 1,00 100 - - - - - 530 0.3
ASEAN 0,90 14,83 T ¢03 750 - - 12,42 - 27,9 1.6
HEKONG COMMITTEE 0.40 IS - - 615 - - - - 115 0,1
- SUBTOTAL ASEA 250,46 663,48 101,75 105,14 181,43 123,90. 151,26 140,24 142,43 1196,67 70,3
BOLIVIA 8,70 42,50 - - 16,00 2450 2,00 20,00 520 7640 45 -
- COLOMBIA - 4,00 - - - - 4,00 - - 4, 0.2
COSTA RICA - 21,98 - 18,00 - - 3.9% - - 27,98 1,6
DONINICAN REP, - 12,00 - 12,0 - - - - - 12,00 0.7
ECURDOR 2.9 3,00 3.0 - - - - - 9,00 1430 0.9
HAITI 13,90 .13 - - - - 48 - 258 1S
HONDURAS 14,96 28,65 - 16,90 9,00 - 2,75 s - S8,11 3.4
NICARABUA 2,9 24,05 8,25 980 35 - 2,56 560 1,96 345 20
EL SALVAOOR - 0.00 - - - - - - 3.5 9.5 0.6
PERY 2,00 11,60 - - e - - 16,00 - 22,60 1.7
GUATEMALA - 0.00 - - - - - 12,606 55 17,50 1,0
-ANDEAN PACT/JUNAC 9,08 25,88 50 05 606 726 700 - - 0,00 3506 21
: - 4,00 - - - - - -~ &0 600 04
CENTRAL AMERICA - 16,50 - - - - 16,50 2,90 22,00 4140 2,4
BCIE . 3.23 20,00 - - - 200 - - - 2,23 1.4
CADESCA - 4,82 - - - - 48 - - 482 0.3
CATIE 1,87 0,2 - - - 004 022 - - 2,13 01
CFAD 1,80 0,00 - - - - - - - 1.8 0,1
cIn 1,40 - - L4 - - - - 140 0,1
CINMYT 2,00 - 2,06 - - - 0 - 50 03
108 2,00 9,00 - - - - - - - 2,00 ¢
[1CA , 17 160 - - - o - - LT 0l
~INCAP 1,80 0,00 - - - - - - - 1,80 0.t
OLADE 1,20 0,83 0.8 - - - - - - .13 0}

SUBTOTAL LATIN AMERICA 66,40 233,98 18,45 66,33 47,56 51,80 49,85 78,85 59,26 438,49 257
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241,36

TRBLE 4 (cont'd)
1976~ 1981- 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1387 TOTAL %
1980 1985
ANGOLA 1 2.0 - 8.5 - 9,01 425 - - 2.4 1.4
MOZAMBIQUE A0 %64 - 10066 8,58 - R 02 - 2985 1.8
21NBABVE 15 000 - - - - - - - 145 09
SUBTGTAL AFRICA 18,90 48,65 000 1941 858  9.01. 11,65 021 000 6.7 4.0
TOTAL STANDARD PROJECTS 336,76 946,10 120,20 190,88 237,57 184,71 212,76 213,30 201,75 702,91 100,0
2, DISASTER-RELIEF PROJECTS
ANGOLA - 2,00 - - 200 - - - - 2,00 1.7
BANSLADESH - 000 - - ) - - - 650 650 5%
BOLIVIA - 1240 - - - 340 900 068 - 13,08 112
COLOMBIA - 39 - - - 390 - - - 90 3.3
COSTA RICA - 360 - - - - 360 - - 360 31
DOMINICAN REP 480 000 - - - - - - - £80 41
DOMIN, REP,/HAITI - 50 - - L5 - - 485 - 635 54
£CUADGR - 28 - - 285 - - - - 285 2.4
HONDURAS - 1’60 - 1,60 - - - - - 160 14
INOTA 10,9 100 700 4.00 - - - - 2190 18’8
HEXICO - 000 - - - - - 5,20 - 520 48
" MOZAMBIQUE - 250 - - 250 - - - - 250 2.1
NICARAGUA 25 160 - 1,60 - - - - - 210 3
PAKISTAN : £6 270 - - 40 - - - R 57
PERU 1,50 000 - - - - - 5,00 - 6.50 5.6
SALVADOR - 3% - - - - 3,30 8.50 11.80 100
SRI LANKA 3,00 000 - - - - - - - 300 2.6
NORTH YEXEN - 275 - - 25 020 - - - 275 24
SQUTH YEHEN - 250 - 250 - - - - - 25 21
71MBABVE £00 000 - : - - - - - £ 34
 CENTRAL AMERICA ' 000 - - - - - - - 10 0.9
TOTAL DISASTER RELIEF 27,80 58,20 9,70 970 11,40 11,50 15,90 15,73 1500 116,73 1000
3, AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH
c1aT 295 8,20 140 160 L6 170 180 1.8 - 12,95
¢Ip Y50 465 - 080 030 095 100 100 100 - 715
[CRISAT §55 7030 120 1030 V.40 160 - 180 180 - 14765 -
IR/ 400 860 15 170 180 120 180 tge - 14,40
ISKAR - N - 015 020 030 050 - 115
TOTAL AGRIC, RESEARCH 14,00 29,40 4,9 5,50 600 63 670 69 000 50,30
4, ADKINISTRATION 6§00 21,50 3.5 4,00 4,00 40 600 55 520 3820
TATAL FUNDS
COMMITIED (142¢3+4) 383,56 105,20 138,30 210,08 258,97 206,51 7,43 221,95 1908, 14




_11_

TABLE S: COMMITMENTS 8Y SECTOR UNDER THE 1976-86 AND 1987 PROSRAMNES Cin million ECY)

]
'
'
H

1976-82 PRUGRAH;IES

1987 PROGRANHE
P I |

an ECU No of "% an.ECY No of Addit. i
H 103, rej, pro o

SECTOR : proz. prod. » ’
1 AGRICULTURE C1276.00 764 100.0 25 143,85 6.5 100,0 - 1§ 8
& - PLANNING STRATEGY C 1182 08 2 : - - - - :
B - SUPPORT FOR AGRARIAN REFORM Lo §5 6 : 7.6 5.0 1 E
¢ - INFRASTRUCTURE | 383,39 300 49 : 22,68 151 6 H
[ - PRODUCTION MO NARKETING L 288,92 26 6 1 §5.40 396 4 2
£ - SUPPORT ' 263,79 07 6 1 22,00 TR =
2 INTERRATED RUGRL. OEVELOPHENT TN 193 3% : @3 %6 3 -
2 FORESTRY AN T I I T . . . X
3 FISHERIES 65,93 3.9 20 82 A7 2 :
4 INDUSTRY-CRAFTS : : v
COMRERCE L4018 2.8 9 i 600 27 1 §
5 SERVICES 129,08 8.3 . 1000 29 37,50 16,9 1000 3 i
A - VATER DISTRIBUTION NETVORK ¢ 92,55 66.5 17 : - - - -
B - ENERGY T 101 6 & 19,00 5.7 1 1:
¢ - HOUSING L0 03 1 i - - - -
D - EDUCATION L300 22 1 15,00 0.0 1 -
E - HEALTH L0 09 4 1 350 93 | -
6 RECONSTRUCTION PROJECTS .43 3.9 19 : 1500 6.8 2 :
7 OPERATIONS TO HELP REGUSEES 10 07 4 - - - -
8 TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE AND ; : :
SUPPORT FUR NATIONAL AND : : :
INTERMATIONAL PUBLIC . ; : :
INSTITUTIONS bog6e 1.1 13 020 01 - 1
9 PROJECT PREPARATION : : :
NANAGENENT AND AONITORING Cone 2.0 11 520 23 :
TaTAL: £ 1669,75 1000 e 220,95 100.0 7 8
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the other, significant differences will be observed (see Table 6 and Fig. 1,
and Table 7 and Fig. 2 below):

i.

1.

ii1.

{c)

in 1987, the proportion of projects in the agricultural sector was .
considerably lower for the Latin American countries than for the Asian
countries;

it was the same for “"services"-related projects, while comversely, the
proportion of commitments in the "Fisheries®, "Industry, crafts and
commerce* and "Reconstruction projects® sectors was far higher in the
Latin American countries than in the Asian countries; '

the breakdown of commitments for 1987 inm the agricultural sector shows
major differences between Asia and Latin America: while in Asla, the
main emphasis was on projects 1in the "Production and marketing®
subsector and, to a lesser extent, on the "Integrated rural develocpmeat

. subsector®, for the Latin American countries ' the largest commitments

were in the “Back-up services", “Infrastructure® and "Support for
agrarian reform" subsectors.

Despite greater intersectoral diversification, the projects im respect .
of which funds were committed in 1987 remain in line with the
objectives and priorities stipulated in the Council Regulation: the.-
majority of them gave priority to the most needy sections of the:
population and were aimed at improving the food situation in the
countries concerned, in order to help combat hunger in the world.

Begional projects
In all, 13% of the commitment appropriatioﬁs'under the 19687 programme

earparked for projects consisted of regional projects, all in Latin
America, 1.e., 41% of the appropriations for that region (Table 3.
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TABLE 6: SECTORAL AND REGIONAL STRUCTURE OF COMMITMENTS €1976-86 AND 1987) IN §

: 1976-86 TOTAL 1987 TOTAL ;

SECTOR 1 ASIA LATIN ! ASIA LATIN :

: AMERICA : AMERICA :

I AGRICYLTURE : 84,50 67,03 76,21 ¢+ 71,41 64,14 67,54,
2 FORESTRY ¢ 1,60 0.94 1,32 : 0,00 0,00 0,00:
3 FISHERIES ¢ 2,60 0,31 3,9 : 1,48 8,88 3,70
4 TRADE AND INDUSTRY i 0,50 13,82 2,38 ; 0,00 8,85 2,70
S SERVICES i 7.49 8,22 8,38 : 22,75 §.31 16,90;
6 RECONSTRUCTION SCHEMES v 2,09 6.72 3.87 : 4,3 12,54 6,76;
7 AID TO REFUGEES ;0,35 1,17 0.68° ; 0,00 0,00 0,00,
8 TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE ;0,87 1,80 LEH o 0,00 . 0,30 2,09;

TOTAL: :100,00 100,00 . 97,% lO0,0b 100,00 97.70;

FIG. 1: SECTORAL AND REGIONAL STRUCTURE
COMMITMENTS IN 1987 (in %)’ : S
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ABRIC, FORESTRY  FISWERIES INOUSTRY  SERVICES RECONSTR,  REFUGEES TECH, ASS,

SECTORS
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TABLE 7: AGRICULTURAL SUBSECTORAL STRUCTURE (1976-86 AND 1987) IN %

: : 1976-86 1987 :
ABRICULTURAL SUBSECTOR . ASIA LATIN AMERICA  : ASIA LATIN AMERICA :
A PLANNING STRATEGY 0,00 4,20 0.00 0,00 :
B SUPPGRT FOR AGRARIAN REFORM  : 0,00 92 0 0.0 war
C INFRASTRVCTURE . 39.08 582 : 8,16 2.2
D PRIDUCTION AND MARKETING -~ ; 28,62 645 ¢ 55.83 0.00
E BACK-UP SERVICES : 19,65 43 ;0,00 5062
F INTESRATED RURAL DEVEL, © 12,65 an o %0 - 0,00 :
TOTAL ASRICULTURE © 100,00 100,00 ;100,00 0.0

FI§, 2 AGRICULTURAL SUBSECTORAIL STRUCTURE

COMMITMENTS 1687

3 a0
5
3‘ 70
3 °
<
g s
& .
- 50 ;/ | ’ PR N
c :
g 77 % .
g /A
E oy //’ 3 4
: "7 Y
s s L i [
* 7 =
10 %\% b 1& /‘/ 1 \:q ' [
7 VB Y
o d % 7 I/
STR, /PLAN, AGRAR, REF, INFRRSTR;:' PROD, /MARKET, BACK-UP INT, RUR, DEVT
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A asla
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{¢) Structure of the financing

As 1in earlier years, the financing of most of the projects for which
funds were committed by the EEC in 1987 was augmented by a financial
input from the country receiving the aid, either im the form of various
contributions in kind, particularly in terms of the services rendered by
administrative staff, or in the form of part-payment of local purchases.
The existence and amount of these local financings vary according te the
type of project and the wealth of the country in question. :

A number of projects (five in Asia and two in Latin America) are being
cofinanced with EEC Member States or international bodies. Cefinanced
projects implemented since 1976 are listed in Annex III

In fact 35% of the 1987 commitment appropriations were allocated to
cofinancing operations (Table 8).

Note that in the case of projects for which funds were committed in 1987
and which were to be coflinanced with Member States (France (2), Italy
and Spain (1 each)), the amount of finance provided by tbe countries in
guestion was lower than the EEC 1input, while in the case of praojects
cofinanced with international bodies (in this instance, the IDA, for
three projects carried out in Asia), the EEC's financial contribution
was far below that of the international body and was merely a tap-up.

1

TABLE 8; SUMMARY OF COFIRANCED PROJECTS BY SOURCE OF FINANCING
1387 (aillion EC) -

EEC

SOURCES { NDOF : COFINANCING JRR T ' ,
OF COFINANCING |PROJECTS . CONTRISUT, : CONTRISUT, COST ($)* . EEC CONTRIB./
: ; : : TOTAL CONMITHENTS :

CEECWEMBER STATES, 4 804 ;30 ;70,89 :  1gIrn
OTHER; L% Wm0 ;o 200 ;o WEs ;o 18
TOTAL: D1 G msy ;00 :omm o ®BM

i INCLUDING LDCAL FINANCING
= L FR(D), IT (1), ESP (D),
. 104
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ACTIVITIES IN 1987

1.2.1. Amounts commitited and disbursed

Commi tments entered in the accounts during the 1987 calendar year

totalled 342.9 million ECU, as against 268.58 million ECU in 1986,

i.e., an increase of nearly 28% The figure 1in question, - which
comprises appropriatiocns under the 1987 programme and the balances
outstanding from the 1986 programme, is the highest since 1976,

In line with the EEC's Financial Regulation, thé appropriations
available in respect of an annual budget may be committed during the
year in question but also duriang the following year. By 31 July
1988, 223.95 million ECU bad been committed wunder the 1987
programme, against the 222.846 million ECU available, which means
that a slight deficit was carried over against the 1988 programme
(-1.1 million ECWD.

It should be noted that the amount of disbursements in 1987 was only
154.3 million ECYU, compared with 171.7 million ECU in 1986. Table 9
below shows disbursements in 1987, 1in relation to the calendar year
in which funds were committed for the projects.

Table 9: Disbursements in 1987 by calendar year of commitment
(in million EC¥)

Calendar year Commi tment Disbursements %

of commitment appropriations in 1987
1976 20.0 - -
1977 45.0 1.0 2
1978 70.0 0.7 2
1979 110.0 1.3 1
1980 138.5 1.7 1
1981 150.0 7.7 5
1982 243.0 10.0 7
1983 212.2 13.0 6
1984 218.0 21.6 9
1985 264.0 18.9 13
1986 248.2 64.8 24
1987 172.8 13.6 2

TOTAL 1 891.7 154.3 8
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1.2.2. Projects completed in 1987

For the purposes of this report, a project is considered to have .
been “completed* when the relevant disbursements amount to 95% of
the sums committed. This purely finanmclal criterion is in some cases
qualified by technical considerations, where they apply. For -
instance, a given project may be regarded as completed even 1f
disbursements are below 95%', whereas another project in respect of
which the full amount has been disbursed may not be regarded as
completed because of the actual progress made®, which generally
means that further sums have to be committed to enable the project
to be brought to a conclusion in line with the initial objectives.

On the above basis, 11 projects can be regarded as having been
completed during 1987. These -are listed, with their main
characteristics, in Apnnex IV. Some of the projects already go back a
long way (the amounts having been committed between 1978 and 1980)
and concern Latin American countries. Other more reéent; projects
(1981 to 1983) relate to Asian couantries.

On the whole, the implementation of these projects would appear to
have been consistent with thelr initial objectives, but in many
instances (including recent projects) there have been hold-ups of an
administrative nature.

It should be noted that two projects concerning India (84/10 and
85/12) have not been included in the 1list referred to above,
although they could be considered to have been completed, solely

from the point of view of disbursements, which attained the 100%
mark in 1987. However, the disbursements in question related only to
the supply of fertilizer by the EEC and not to the develnpment
projects associated with the assistance in question3 :

' This was the case in 1987 with project 80/19, gdncerning
integrated rural development in Jacmel, on Haiti.

2 This was the case in 1987 with project 82/13, concerning agrarian
reform and integrated rural development in Nicaragua,

® See section 2.2 concerning Indla,
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1.2.3. Apalysis of overbeads

Part of the appropriations under the EEC's annual programmes of
financial and . .technical assistance for the LAA developing countries,
limited to 3% maximum of the amounts committed, is used for
administering the programmes, namely for: :

(a) studies and reports commissioned from cutside consultants, with
a view to the preparation, follow-up and formulation of projects
under the EEC's financial and technical cooperation arrangements
(Article 930);

(b) carrying out technical assistance operations by expedited
procedure, in favour of LAA developing countries or groups of
countries;

{(c) the employment of development consultants in EEC Delegations and
offices 1in various countries on a long-term basis, to be
responsible principally for following up and monitoring the
implementation of development projects.

Annex V lists for each of the three types of peasure the operations
and amounts committed during 1987. The total amount was more than
6.9 million ECU, broken down as follows:

40.5% for short-term studies and reports;
20.6% for technical assistance operations;
38.9% for the services of experts on a long-term basis.

Note that the amount actually committed in 1987 for this type of
operation was considerably in excess of the amount available' as a
result of the balance from the preceding year being used. The
expenditure 1in question 1is essential to compensate for the
shortcomings of the recipient countries and complement the skills
and assist the staff of the Commission's administrative departments..
It should be pointed out that, as a general rule, disbursements in
respect of operations of this kind are made within a very reasonable
period of time, i.e., within no more than two years in virtually all
cases. < :

The procedure of framework contracts with international consortia of -
caonsultancy firms which began in 1985 and carried on in 1986, was
continued and systematized 1in 1987. Thus the interim framework
contract drawn up in 1985 was extended in 1986 and 1987, to the tune
of 700 000 ECU, to allow time to finalize a more carefully-crafted
framework contract formula covering the following three fields of
activity relating to a number of budget instruments, includiag
Article 930: :

A - Rural development and infrastructure
B - Industry, commerce and services
C - Training, sclentific research, health, refugees.

' See Table 1 above.
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After a call for tenders in accordance with the Community procedures
(prequalification and invitation to tender) for each of the three
areas in question, two new framework contracts per sector have been
signed since January 1988 with consortia of consultancy firms formed
for that purpose. This procedure will give the EEC the required
flexiblility to award contracts for studies which more often than not
are needed urgently, and at the same time it will enable the EEC to
get the comsortia selected for each of the different fields to
compete with one another.

The development consultants seconded to the delegations bhave, since
1 January 1988, when the European Association for Cooperation (EAC)*
disappeared, been attached administratively to DG IX (Directorate
for the Administration of the Delegations). At the end of 1987,
there were eight of these development consultants, working in the
delegations 1in Bangladesh, India, Indonesia, Pakistan, Thailand,
Costa Rica and Venezuela, while a consultancy firm provides full-
time technical consultancy services to the development officer
responsible for Haiti and the Dominican Republic.

* A body set up under Belgian law, which managed the staff seconded
to delegations in both ACP and LAA countries.
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CUNULATIVRE ASSISTANCE FROM 1976 to 1987

1.3.1. Comiiments

The commitment for financlal and. technical cooperation for the LAA
developing countries under Article 930 'of the Genmeral Budget totalled
1870 million BCY between 1976 apd 1987. The annual commitpent
appropriations entered in the budget and the. accounts are shown again in
the first two columns of the Table dealing with disbursements annexed
hereta.

The detailed data on projects for whicﬁ'funds have been committed since
1976 bhave already been presented above (see Tables 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8).

(a) Geographical breakdown

Overall, the structure of commitments by region and subregion varied
only slightly between 1976 and 1987,

Over that period, ©8.8% of the projects (standard and disaster-.
relief) were concerned with Asia (68.7% 1in 1987), compared with
26.4% for projects concerned with Latin America ¢31.3% in 1987), the -
remainder consisting of ald to non-assoclated African countries!.

The analysis by reclpient country shows that in 1987 there was a
break with the trend for previous years in terms of the breakdown of
comni tments by continent. While Asia's share of total commitments
for standard projects was on a downward trend up until 1986 (from
74.8% for the period 1976-80 to 71.1% for the peried 1981-85 and
64.9% 1in 1986), it increased to 70.6% in 1987. Of course in sag far
as Latin America was concerned, the trend was the reverse.

India, with 26.8% of the commitments for standard projects over the
whole of the period 1976-87, received far more than any other
country. Next came Indonesia (7.7%), followed by Bangladesh (7.0%),
Pakistan (6.1%), Bolivia (4.5%), -Sri Lanka (3.9%) and Honduras
(3.4%). In accordance with the annual guidelines, the Asian
countries therefore received, in absolute terms, a far greater
amount of financial and technical -assistance than the Latin American’
countries, but the breakdown would be reversed 1f this assistance
were related to papulation.

¥ith regard to the “disaster-relief projects, the breakdown of
commitments by year and type is far more erratic and therefore the
results are not particularly significant. Over the whole of the

_periad 1976-87, India, Bolivia and El Salvador were the biggest
reciplents of funds relating to this type of project.

If all the different types of projects are lumped-tqgether, a total
of 33 countries (18 in Asia, 12 in Latin America and 3 in Africa),

' At the time, this applied to Angola, Mozambique and Zimbabwe.



(b

- 21 -

16 international institutions (3 in Asia .and 13 in Latin America)
and 5 agricultural research bodies received financial and technical
assistance from the EEC between 1976 and 1987 under the arrangements
for the LAA developing countries, the number of projects financed
totalling 341.

Sectoral structure

Over the period 1976-86, the share accounted for by agriculture was
76.4% (67.5% 1n 1987), which 1s wholly . consistent with the
directives contained in Regulation 442/81. The remainder was divided
between the other sectors of activity <(which incidentally were
related to the rural environment), the most important being the
services sector with 8.3% (16.9% in '1987) (see Table 5 above).

Figs. 3 and 4 below show, by region for the period 1976-86, the
sectoral and subsectoral structure of the projects. There would not
appear to be any particularly significant difference between Asia
and Latin America in so far as the breakdown of projects by sector
is concerned. Note, however, that in the case of Latin America the
share of the agricultural sector is smaller than in the case of Asia
and that, to compensate for this, projects of an industrial nature
accounted for 13.8% of the total in Latin America, whilst the amount
for projects of that kind in Asia was not significant.

Very considerable differences do exist with regard to the breakdown
of projects within the agicultural sector, greater importance being
attached in Asia to infrastructure and production/marketing projects
than in Latin America, while the situation was the other way round
for projects concerned with agrarian reform and integrated rural
development. . ‘
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SECTORAL AND REGIONAL STRUCTURE
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Annex III lists the projects for which funds have been committed
since 1976 and which have been cofinanced, either with an BEC Member
State or with an international body. ‘The number of projects
cofinanced between. 1976 and 1987 comes to 88, out of a total of 341
projects financed (i.e., well over a quarter).

Between 1976 and 1987, 28% of the cumlative commitment
appropriations were used for cofinancing operations. 53% with the
Member States (Table 10). )

TABLE 10: SUMMARY OF COFINANCED PROJECTS BY SOURCE OF FINANCING
1976-1987 (aillion ECV)

]

SOURCES . NDOF @ COFINMNCING ;  EEC.  : TOTAL ¢ o
OF COFINANCING  : PROJECTS : CONTRIBUTION :CONTRIBUTION : COST* : EEC CONTRISUTION/
; : : : (TOTAL COMALTHENTS

EEC MEWBER STATES: : &4 549,92 ¢ 285,21 1172971 : 15,08 ;
OTHER: DML MBS ;o 283,00 LUm242: 13,3 ;
TOTaL: 88 ;M5 ;5820 LI 2845 :

* INCLUDING LOCAL FINANCING

In terms of the number of projects, there was a downward trend in
cofinancing operations between 1983 (which was a record year, with
12 projects cofinanced) and 1986 (with anly 4 projects cofinanced).
This decline appears to be due to ‘the practical difficulties
involved in setting up cofinancing operatioms, particularly with
certain bodies that have cumbersome procedures, such as the Asian
Development Bank or the Interamerican Development Bank.

Regional projects

Between 1976 and 1987, 9% of the' cumulative commitment
appropriations allocated to projects consisted of regioral projects,
about a quarter of which were 1n Asia and three quarters in Latin
America, 1.e., 3% and 26% respectively of the appropriations
earmarked for projects in each of those two regioms.
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In other words, over the periocd in question the ratio, in terms of
relative importance, of paticnal projects to regional projects was
10 to 1 (Table 3. o

Braject disbursements

As at 31 December 1987, 52% of the cumulative commitments since 1976 had
been disbursed (Table 11). In view of the steadlly rising curve of
commitments since the inception of this type of aid, this rate can be
consldered satisfactory.

The detailed table giving disbursements per calendar year corresponding
to the commitments entered in the accounts for each calendar year is
shown in Annex VI, while Anpex VII presents, in terms of the amounts
involved and the number of projects, the trend between 1976 and 1987 of
commitments and disbursements, broken down between development projects
proper, studies and techmical assistance operations, and administrative
expenses (experts seconded to the delegations on a long-term basis).

1: Amounits comsmitted and disbursed between 1976 and 1987 (million ECUY

Year of Comnitnents Share of Share of Share of Disbursements Disbursenents
commitment entered in davelopaent studies administrat, nmade as ¥ of
accounts projects (%) and T4 expanses connitments
operations 23}
(%}

1976 20.96 100.0 - - 20,89 99.7
1977 43,61 99,5 0.5 - 41,33 94,8
1978 29,68 9.8 0,2 - 25,34 85.4
1979 117,63 99,5 0.4 0.t 109,98 93,5
198¢ 132,45 93.0 0,5 0,5 119,14 90,0
1981 183,54 98,4 0,8 0.8 103,10 T
1982* 134,69 98.5 0.8 0.7 9,712 " 70,3
1983* 227,41 98.1 0.9 1,0 164,14 1.2
1984 249,34 99.1 8.1 6.8 143,34 89,1
1985* 149,71 . 97.4 1,2 1.4 48,75 32,6
1986* 268,58 98,2 6.7 1,1 85,54 3.8
1987 342,90 9.0 0,9 11 13,65 4,0
Total 1 870,50 98,5 0.7 0.8 975,92 52,2

* Including top-ups for projects in respect of which sums were committed in earlier years,
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Note:

(a) the sharp growth between 1976 and 1987 in the amounts committed,
which was virtually continuous despite large falls, compared with
the preceding year, in 1978, 1982 and 1985;

(b) the increasingly large share accounted for since 1978 by studies and
technical assistance operations and, since 1979, by administrative
expenses. Note that the proportion of these two items together has
stabllized at around 2% since 1883, without ever haviang exceeded
that threshold.

Fig. 5 below shows the trend between 1976 and 1987 of disbursements as a

percentage of commitments for the year (all types of operations’
together):

FIG. 5:DISBURSEMENTS AS A PERCENTAGE OF COMMITMENTS
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Far virtually all commitments between 1976 and 1987, 70% of the project-
related disbursements were made by the fifth year after work had started
on the projects 1in question. It can therefore be said that, on the
whole, except in special cases, financlal and technical assistance
operations involving the LAA developing countries have been paid for
within reasonable time-limits.

The average and cumulative project disbursement percentages, in relation
to the number of years following commitment, are as follows:
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TABLE 12: AVERAGE AND CUMULATIVE DISBURSEMENT PERCENTAGES
IN RELATION TO THE NUMBER OF YEARS FOLLOVING COHMITMENT'

NUMBER OF YEARS AVERAGE DISBURSEHENTS CUNULATIVE AVERAGE
FOLLORING COMMITHENT (IN % DISBURSEMENTS (IN %)
0 4,5 4,5
1 20.8 25.3
2 21,3 46,6
3 10,9 57.5
4 10,4 7.9
5 7.3 75.2
6 6.0 81.2
7 2,9 84,0
8 2,9 86,9
9 2.5 89,4
16 1,5 96,9
n 0,0 9,9

' CALCULATED ON THE BASIS OF ANNEX VI

The data contained in Table 12 are expressed 1n the form of bar charts
in Figs. 6 and 7 below.

On average, excluding the year of commitment balf the disbursements in
respect of financial and technical assistance programmes are made by the
end of the third year of execution and three quarters by the ead of the
fifth year. These results confirm the observations made during previous
years. However, these are average values and conceal a complex
situation, related to the very nature of projects and the difficulties
encountered when executing them, as this may take from two to eight
years, or -even as long as ten years.
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FIG. 6: AVERAGE DISBURSEMENTS AS % OF COMMITMENTS
o A BY CALENDAR YEAR FROM 1976 TO 1987
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FIG. 7: CUMULATIVE AVERAGE DISBURSEMENTS AS % OF COMMITMENTS
BY CALENDAR YEAR FROM 1976 TO 1987 :
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°/1.3.3. Summary of completed projects between 1976 and 1987

Table 13 below presents a summary (amounts -and number) of projects
completed as at 31 December 1987, a distinction being made between Asia
and Latin America. .

It can thus be established that, for the whole of the periocd 1976-87:

37% of the total number of projects financed have been completed
(125/341); ‘ G

in terms of value, those 125 projects account for 42% of totai funds
committed (compared with the overall disbursement rate of 52%).

TABLE 13; SUMMARY OF CONPLETED PROJECTS (EXCLUDING AGRICULTURAL RESERRCH), 1976-87 Cin willion ECV)

ASlA ‘ LATIN ANERICA ; TOTAL . - ' % OF TOTAL COMMITENTS® ,

.+ AMOUNT MO OF ; ANOUNT  NO OF . AMOUNT NO OF ; AMQUNT O OF :

: PROJECTS PROJECTS PROJECTS PROJECTS

T018L ;690,89 8 ;101,68 @ ;192,97 125 ¢ 42,38 %66

* TOTAL COMMITMENTS; 1870 MILLION ECU FOR 341 PROJECTS
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The purpose of this second part, which 1s new compared with the earlier
edltions of the annual report, 1s to present in a qualitative manner the
type of operation carried out since 1976 1in respect of the principal
reciplent countries or organizations, to take a look at the particular case
of India and the least developed countries (1ldcs), and to outline the main
problems -and difficulties arising in coanection with the implementation of
the EEC's financial and technical cooperation with the LAA developing
countries. ; n

This review of the main recipient countries is therefore not intended to
deal with the problems of their development, since this matter has already
been the subject of varlous internal reports, any more than it is intended
to evaluate Community aid to the places in question, which is to be covered
in a forthcoming repert. It consists primarily, at this stage, of a report,
with brief comments, on the nature of the EEC's financial and technical
cooperation and the conditions under which it is implemented.

Before dealing with these matters, in order to give a clear idea of the
principal recipients' relative shares of the assistance, Fig. 8 below
illustrates the percentage breakdown, by group of recipients, of the total
aild granted between 1976 and 1987.

FIG. 8:

BREAKDOWN BY GROUP OF RECIPIENTS
1976-87 (EXCLUDING AGRIC. RESEARCH ARD OVERHEADS)
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'2.1. DESCRIPTIVE ANALYSIS BY RECIPIEAT

This analysis bas been made firstly in respéct of the countries that
have received the largest amounts of ald and, secondly, in respect of
the principal regional or subregional bodles -ln question.

" 2.1.1. Principal recipient couniries

India, with more than 478 miilion ECU befween,1976 and 1987, is the
main recipient of financial amd technical- assistance. Special,
detailed attention will be devoted to it In section 2.2.

analysis are those which have, since 1876, received cumulative.aid
for development projects (both standard and disaster-relief projects)
in excess of 30 million ECU. There are 11 such countries® (6 in Asia
and 5 1n Latin America). Fote that although funds have been committed
for a large number of projects im China since 1983, that country ‘is
not included in the list because, despite’ the scale of ‘technical
assistance operatlions, the amounts involved are not particularly
bhigh. '

Apart from India, the countries selected for this first qualitative

Fig. 9 below shows the ranking of the 11 .countries in question, in
descending order of importance, according toc the amount of total aid
received between 1976 and 1987.

Annex VIII ceontaias a 1list of the opgrations financed under the
~financial and technical assistance arrangements between 1976 and 1987
in respect of each of the main recipients 1n question,

GRAPH 9: AID TO THE 11 MAIN RECIPIENTS

140 1976-87 (EXCLUBING INDIA) - (in million ECU) .

130 GRS

. 120

110 —

100

}Q_{
28

s
Cai
%

907

80 -

g
g

70 —

Ecy

80

MAMBMNNSS

50 -

40 -

]

MiLtioN

10 | RS

20

DN

10

RIHIIITIIINNNNRY

A b

T T

[} <
— T - 4
INDON. BANGL. THAIL. PakiS, BOUY. SR L HOMD., PHIL.  NICA. PERU CQST.

M RHH5Hn::;

>
A
L

ZA asta LATIN AMERICA' [  DISASTER RELIEF

! Mozamﬁique has not been included. o ‘ '




(a)

8-}

_31..

Indonesia

Indonesia, with 131.00 million ECU siance 1976, 1s the second biggest
recipient of aid after India. The amount in question cavered 22 standard
projects (Indonesia has never received assistance under disaster-relief
projects), funds being committed regularly in respect of two or three
projects every year from 1976 onwards.

The EEC's first projects in Indonesia were cofinanced, mainly with the
Asian Development Bank. They involved majJor irrigation projects, which
got off te a slow start, and difficult migration projects. After a few
years, autonomous projects were carried out, ‘as well as projects
cofinanced with the Member States, concerning the agricultural sectaor,
irrigation and rural credit. The more recent operations consisted of
contributions to sectoral programmes on a national scale.

Progress in executing the projects has been uneven. Only 9 projects out
of 22 had been fully disbursed as at 31 December 1587, as national
procedures in Indonesia are complex, sometimes resulting in fairly long
periocds between the financing decision, the signing of the agreement and
the actual commencement of work on the projects.

Bangladesh

Vith some 107 million inhabitants, Bangladesh, which is classified ambng
the 1lldcs, is one of the poorest countries in the world. ]

It possesses no natural resources (apart from gas), but it does have a
fertile soll. However, the land tends to be divided up into tiny plots
(land tenure system) and is extremely susceptible to flooding (flat
topography).

Bangladesh is the third reciplent country, with 126.18 million ECU since
1976, for 18 projects (including 6.5 million ECU for a disaster-relief
project). It recelved particularly large amounts of assistance betweea
1981 and 1984 (of the order of 20 milion ECU a year on aveérage). The
ampunt of ald has since been below 5 million ECU a year (not counting
the rehabilitation project to deal with the effects of flooding, for
which funds were committed in 1987), and no commitments were made for
any projects in 1986. ‘ :

The early projects financed by the EEC in Bangladesh consisted mainly,
for want of sufficlent experience, of cofinancing operations with aid
agencles/international development banks. As experience was gained,
autonomous financing operations became possible.

The EEC's aid bas so far been directed mainly at increasing agricultural
production <irrigation, drainage) and agricultural diversification
(cereals, livestock, cotton, tea) and rural development, including basic
infrastructure and cyclone protection infrastructure.
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The .pace at which the projects have been executed, based on
disbursements made, is uneven, some older projects having been only 50%

disbursed or even less. Six projects out of a total of 18 have been
fully .completed, while execution of the five projects for which funds

have ‘been committed since 1984 has hardly started.

Institutional and legislative problems make it difficult to define good
rural projects for Bangladesh, which explains the sharp decline in the
level of commitments since 1984 and the need to refrain from now on from
excluding infrastructure projects, on which lasting development is
dependent. Bangladesh's absorption capacity, 1in terms of project
execution, remains very low and makes cooperation difficult.

Ihailapd

Vith commitments amounting to 121.87 million ECU, Thailand is the fourth
largest recipient of EEC financial and technical assistance. This
assistance, which started in 1977, consists of a total of 23 projects
relating to production, research and agricultural services. The amounts
committed, which were at their peak in 1983 and above all in 1985,
declined in 1986 and 1987.

The vast majority of these projects are concerned with the
diversification of agricultural production, particularly in the north-
eastern part of the country. They are in response to a commitment
entered into by the EEC when the EEC-Thailand agreement on the
limjtation of cassava exports to the EEC (Article 6) was signed in 1982
(1t was renewed for a further four years in 1986).

True diversification cannot be achieved as rapldly as one would like:
the prices offered to the small farmers for cassava are still extremely
attractive and the poor or marginal land on which cassava is grawn is
unsuited to alternative crops. Nevertheless, despite these difficulties,
the diversification measures taken are belping to improve the income of
the rural population by providing a considerable top-up. This

diversification exercise is a long-term operation and the real bemefits

will be achieved only gradually, after a number of years. EEC support
for the development of .Thailand now comes under the “Action Plan*
relating to this problem. The north-eastera region is still a very
unproductive area agriculturally.

Ten of the projects for which funds had been committed had been executed
in full by the end aof 1987, while for the six’ projects in respect of-
which commitments have been made since 1984, the rate of implementation
is just over 50%, which is satisfactory.

Pakistan

The cumulative amount of EEC fipancial and technical cooperation
assistance to Pakistan (1976-87) 1is 110.6 million ECU, of which
6.7 mlllion ECU was from the reserve for disaster relief. This amount

represents the contribution towards the fipancing of 15 development

projects.
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The first projects were concerned with infrastructure, such as the
Tarbela dam, and were cofinapced with international development banks.
Later on, EEC aid, which was provided on a more autonomous basis, was
concentrated on projects involving irrigation, services in rural areas,
water supply and, more recently, education. '

Only three projects out of a total of 15 have been fully completed,
while disbursements in respect of the six projects for which funds have
been committed since 1984 stood at less than 6% as at 31 December 1987.
This extremely low disbursement rate (only 22.8% of the aid total 'at the
end of 1987) illustrates the difficulties involved in cooperationm with
this country, which are malnly due to the complex administrative set-up
(sharing of responsibllitles between federal and provincial levels),
rigid procedures and the limited effectiveness of the often resource-
starved services. i

The aopealng of the Commission Delegation in Islamabad in 1985 and the
fact that its resources have to some extent been increased have enabled
a closer dialogue to be conducted with tbhe authorities and project
follow-up to be enhanced, which is necessary to improve this cooperation
with a country which is one of the most difficult of the aid recipients.

Bolivia

Bolivia, with 89.48 million ECU committed for projects (including
13.8 million ECU for disaster-relief projects), is the biggest recipient
of EEC financial and technical assistance in Latin America. This aid -

~1nvolving 12 different projects’ (on a number of which there have been

cast overruns, notably because of exceptional financial and economic
situations) - concentrated mainly on rural development, particularly the
implementation of microprojects, -and infrastructure under flood

- prevention and reconstruction programmes.

The pace of implementation 1is satisfactory, given that six of the
projects in respect of which funds bad been committed since 1976 bhave
been completed and that for the other five projects, for which funds
were committed between 1684 and 1986, the disbursement rate 1s of the
order of 50%.

The project execution rate is all the more remarkable in view of the
fact that conditions generally in Bolivia (soclal, economic and
financial), particularly during the period 1983-85, have been extremely
unfavourable, for the execution of development projects too (record
hyperinflation, general/sectoral strikes, the tin crisis, political
upheavals and frequent changes of those in power, patural disasters,
etc.). )

It should be noted that this financial and technical caaperation was
"put on ice” for two years (1980-82) but accelerated from 1983 onwards,
as soon as a democratic, constitutional regime was reianstated. Agalnst a
background of near-emergency (drought, flooding), and despite very
unfavourable conditions, an original wmodus operandi was evolved for
rural development projects, which was to be applied 1n turn to other
areas of Bolivia, Peru, Central America and the Ph%lippines.

' Including a further project under Article 958 appropriations.
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In a oputshell, this dinvalved the rural microprojects programme
(predevelopment), tao be implemented in a dynamic manner, deliberately

. concentrated over three years, and normally to be followed immediately

£)

by another five-year development programme, based on promoting security
of production, training and the organization of small farmers, in order
ultimately to encourage them to become less dependent on the public
services (self-development).

The characteristics of the microproject programmes can be summarized as
follows:

i. an autonomous management structure (national and expatriate co-
management), with the power to deploy and take decisions affecting
all tbe resources made avallable to the ' programme (staff, funds,
equipment);

ii. the co-managers have full responsibllity for executing the work
progranmes previously approved by the national authorities and the

Commission;

111, real decentralization of decisipn-making. with ongoing
identificatlion of grassroots activities with the rural communities
concerned;

iv. voluntary, enthusiastic and large-scale participation of the rural
communities in the work and activities,u

v. ongoling monitoring/transparency of-the‘activities in' relation to
the Bolivian and Commission authorities;

vi. geographical decentralizatiom, tc support the regional development
corporations, and the taking up of permanent residence by the
expatriate and national staff in the rural environment in questian.

This approach has produced concrete results, which speak for themselves,
a fact acknowledged by regular internal inspection teams and in turn on
the occasion of visits by Financial Control (April 1986) and the Court
of Auditors (February 1987). BEC cooperation 'enjoys a high level of
credibility in Bolivia, - bath among the farming community and the
national development officials and local, regional and national
authorities.

Sri Lanka

Since 1976, funds to the value of 69.70 millibn ECU>have been committed
for ‘eight  development projects 1n  this  country (including .
3.0 million ECY for disaster- relief projects). s

Owing to the country's size, in the early years of the aid Sri Lanka
received only limited comtributions, which made it impossible ‘to have
sufficient influence on the nature of the projects (mainly
infrastructure). The principle of concentrating aid (larger amounts of
finance, but more spaced out in time) provided a solution ‘to this
difficulty.
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The characteristic feature of financial and technical assistance in Sri
Lanka is that, since 1980, 1t bas consisted almost entirely of a single
programme, the Mahaweli Ganga integrated rural development programme, which
is being carried out in a number of phases (with 15.40 million ECU committed
in 1980, 20 million ECU in 1983 and 25 million ECU in 1987, as part of a
cofinancing operation with the IDA).

A recent evaluation of the Mabawell Ganga programme, the findings of which
were positive, emphasized the merits of the management structure that had

" been set up. This programme also received the counterpart funds from EEC

@

food aid. Diversification of agricultural production and support for the
saclal aspects, 1n a framework of integrated rural development, have
consolidated the impact of the Community contribution.

Five of the projects for which funds had been committed had been completed
as at 31 December 1987,

Honduras

Honduras is the poorest country in Central America and the main recipient of
EEC financial and technical cooperation in this region. The cooperation
started in 1977 and bas 1nvolved cumulative overall assistance (1977-87)
worth 59.71 million ECU, of which 1.6 million ECU came from the reserve for
disaster relief.

The majority of the projects are small rural development projects costing
around 2 million to 3 million ECU, apart from a project (for which funds
totalling 16.9 million ECU were committed in 1982) aimed at promoting
agrarian reform, and a project for which funds were committed in 1986, for
health development in rural areas, following a similar project (for which
the commitment was made in 1979) which was brought to a successful
conclusion. No funds were committed for any projects in 1987.

Project execution, based on the disbursement rates, has been sluggish. Vhile
aut of eleven projects financed, six have been completed, the five projects
financed between 1980 and 1986 have on average been 30% executed.

Cooperation with Honduras 1s taking place under relatively difficult
.conditicns. The country's foreign aid absorption capacity 1s 'severely

constrained, primarily because of the weakness of the administration, the
precarious situation of most project execution agencies (Banasupro, IHMA, '
IHCAFE, etc.), the exaggerated impact of political factors on the operation
of projects (appointment of the local staff).

This explains why a number of the projects supported by the EEC since the
late seventies have been unable to attain their objectives in full or have
had to be reformulated (this applied in particular to the following
projects: small-scale fisheries, graln storage, the Yoro native community,
Banasupro purchasing centres). ‘

Of the projects curreantly in progress, a speclial effort is at present belng
made to ensure the smooth operation of the two major projects concerned with
support for agrarian reform, in tbe Danll and Choluteca regions.

In so far as the laying~on of rural water supplies and hyglene are.

‘concerned, the relatively favourable experience gained with the Ministry of

Health in the first project <(Olancho) -should be confirmed with the
implementation of a second major project in another region (F. Morazan - El
Paraiso).
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Ehl;angs

The programmes in respect of which funds were committed by the EEC did not
start until 1979. There was one project in 1979, ane in 1980 and one in
1981, then, after a three-year break, one project in 1985 and one in 1986,
i.e., five projects in all, totalling 44.40 million ECU, which puts the
Philippines in ninth place among the recipiznt countries. The amount of the
annual commitments increased gradually, to 10.8 million ECU in 1985 and
18.5 million BCU in 1986. The projects for which funds have been committed
are concerned primarily with rural development.

Between 1979 and 1981 the projects weré cofipanced with the ADB and then
with a Member State. Note that concern for the environment was amply taken
account of in a number of these projects.

Since 1985, two major autonomous rural' development projects bhave been
adopted, to help marginmal rural population groups, in direct pursuance of
the new regime's development policy, which is based on geongraphical
decentralization and services to assist as a matter of priority regions in

-urgent need and seeking political stability.

In this connection, note the recent implementation of a programme of rural
microprojects {(Central Cordillera), based on experience gained in Bolivia
(procedure and structure), adapted to the Philippine context.

Two of the five projects for which funds had been committed had been fully
executed as at 31 Decenmber 1987, while as of that date no disbursements had
been made in respect of the two projects for which funds were committed in
1685 and 1986.

RLQnmgm

Since 1979, Nicaragua bas received eight projects, totalling 38.67 millioa
ECU, of which 4.10 million ECU was for disaster-relief projects. Bo funds
were committed for any projects in 1987. The type of project for which

~commitments have bteen made is very varied, such as technical assistance for
"various bodies, agricultural production, support ‘for the implementation of

agrarian reform and agricultural back-up services,

Of the eight projects for which funds were committed in this country, three

- could be regarded as having been completed as at 31 December 1987. As of

tbhat date, the other five projects had on average been 58% disbursed.

In view of the objective difficulties facing Nicaragua, EEC financial and
technical cooperation, which was initially based = on
rehabilitation/technical assistance and, since 1982, has concentrated on
suppart for agrarian reform and small farmers, has generally been conducted
in a satisfactory manner. -

Thus significant results have been able to be achieved, particularly with

. regard to organizing agricultural associations and training those 1in

charge, and stepplng up production of basic grains by means of “improving
production techniques <(use of draught animals, etc.) and post-harvest
treatment.
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‘Owing to the continulng deterioration of the country's economic and

political situation since 1983, which in particular has resulted in
conslderable difficulties in obtaining supplies of materials and in the
availability of natignal staff and counterpart funds, the EEC projects have
suffered substantial delays.

Thus additional funds have been committed for the first two agricultural
development operations, to enable thelr objectives to .be attained.

Pery

Vith a total of 36.10 million ECU (including 6.50 million ECU for disaster-
relief projects) covering six development projects altogether, - Peru ranks
eleventh among the countries receiving EEC financial and technical’
assistance (and fourth in Latin America). The projects for which funds have
been caommitted im this country comsist of infrastructure projects
(reconstruction/prevention) and rural development prcjects (microprojects).
Out of six projects, three are being cofinanced with EEC Member States
(Belgium, Italy and the Netherlands). HNo commitments were made for any
projects in 1987. ‘

-As at 31 December 1987, two projects had been completed, while the two

projects for which funds bhad been committed in 1986 bhad on average been
more than 26% disbursed.

In addition to a certain degree of structural 1nertia in its

" administration, Peru has very serious difficultles of all kinds to contend

with, which makes development cooperation no easy matter, particularly from
the budgetary point of view (national financial contribution).

Note since 1987 the Pampa-Puno rural nﬂc;oprojects programme (LAA/86/1),
which consists of applying in the department of Puno ("Andean Trapezium"),
in support of the Puno devlelopment corporation, the experience acquired in

. Bolivia 1in a similar ecological context (Altiplano, altitude 3 800 to

(h?

4 200 m.

This rural microprojects programme provides direct support for a priority
aspect of Peruvian government policy, i.e., the development of marginal
rural areas and bringing back of their inhabitants into the malnstream of
the national economy, in particular via effective decentralization at the
leével of the rural wmicroregions. Despite a .very difficult context,
complicated by an element of risk relating to the security of the regilon
and problems of an institutional nature, this programme 1s being carried
out in a satisfactory manner. Apart from the fact that 1t 1is being
positively received by the rural communities concerned, it 1s contributing
towards lasting structural development.

Costa Rica

EEC financial and technical assistance tc this country has beea confined to
three projects, in 1982 and 1989, and amounts to 31.55 million ECU
(tncluding 3.60 million ECU from the disaster-relief reserve). The two
standard projects have been concerned with the implementation of agrarian
reform and rural development operations.
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Bone o©of the prajects for which funds had been committed had been
completed as at 31 December 1987 but, for the two more recent projects
{funds committed in 19%85), the disbursement rate was around 18%, which
can be regarded as a satisfactory pace.

Although EEC financlal and technical cooperation with Costa Rica has,
under the standard aid arrangements, so far been confined to two
projects in support of agrarian reform (the second of which did not
commence until 1987), overall, the experience must be regarded as a
positive one. :

These projects are belng carried out under favourable conditions, with
in particular very good integration and ‘on-the-spot presence of the
various local authorities concerned, and coherent but sufficiently

flexible follow-up of the economic and sacial activities.

The Costa Rican authorities regard these operations as model schemes, to
be followed in the case of other projects involving the settlement of
small farmers on new land.

The main difficulty encountered in the implementation of the projects in
Costa Rica concerns the avallabllity in appropriate amounts and on time
of the scheduled local ceontributions (in particular of land and .
financial resources for infrastructure work and of credit).

This difficulty, which is due primarily to the economic and financial
crisis by which the country bas been beset for some time, bhas not,
however, been such as to jeopardlze the pursuit of these projects.

Halp reciplent organizations

Ve have seen that, 1n terms of appropriations, 10% of the projects
financed between 1976 and 1987 were regional projects and that the
relative proportion of EEC fipancial and technical assistance to the LAA
accorded to regional cooperation bodies® varies considerably in the
cases of Asia and Latin America (3% and 26% respectively of the projects
carried cut in those two regions).

In the case of Asia, three bodiles are involved (ASEAN, the Asian
Development Bank and the Interim Mekong Committee), while in the case of
Latin America 13 bodles have been involved (the main ones being the
JUNAC of the Apdean Pact, and various bodies related to the Central
American Common Harket, a recipient which has recently grown to include
the six countries of the Central American isthmus.

This type of cooperation is concerned with three categories of
assistance:

1. support for bodies whose brief is the economic integration of thelir
member countries;
ii. support for sectoral bodies covering a number of couniries;

' Excluding aid for international agricultural research.
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iii. regional prdjects implemented in an area that covers more than one
country.

The first category of assistance is by far the most important.

The regional cooperation provided for in the rules, the importance of
which Is stressed in the annual guidelines, often means tbhat attention
must be focused on areas other than the rural sector, ia order to meet
the requirements.

Altogether, 16 regional projects, 1involving a total contribution of
80 million ECU, were financed between 1976 and 1987 in respect of the
five countries of the Central American Common MNarket (Costa Rica, El
Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras and Nicaragua) and, in the case of some
projects, the six countries of the Central American Isthmus (i.e., plus
Panama).

The main points to be noted are as follows:

i. in 1984, assistance totalling 20 million ECU was provided via the
Banco Centro-Americanc de Integraclon Kconomica (BCIE) for the
development of small and medium-sized enterprises;

ii. in 1985 and 1986, 16.5 million and 2.9 million ECU were committed
for health programmes and funds were also committed for a programme
to assist agricultural cooperatives;

iii. in 1987, there was a programme worth 22 million ECU for assisting
agricultural cooperatives. :

While eight projects have been completed, the avérage disbursement rate
for the six projects financed between 1980 and 1985 is only 30%, which
illustrates the difficulties encountered 1n the regional context.

Between 1977 and 1985 funds totalling 34. 73 million ECU were committed
for 13 projects with the JUNAC of the Andean Pact. These projects were
concerned with rural development, agricultural and forestry productionm,
energy, industry and food security. They are prelnvestment operations
with great potential in terms of multiplier and knock-on effects.

Since two three-year programmes, each worth 7 million ECU, were declded
on 1in 1984 and 1985 (one on food strategy and security, the other on
industry and subregional trade), no new projects were adopted in 1986 or
1987,

Even if the JUNAC 1s up against the inevitable difficulties inherent in
- promoting the social, economic and political integration of the five
menber countries (Bolivia, Colombia, Bcuador, Peru and Venezuela),
progress is being made, with the recent adoption of the Quito Protocol,
which has amended the Carthagena Agreement and shifted the emphasis in
the integration process towards giving equal importance to the
development of agriculture in the wide sense and industiry (small and
medium-sized enterprises, capital goods).

Project disbursement has been satisfaétcry Eight operations have been
completed, although the projects for which funds were committed between
1981 and 1985 have, on average, been anly 60% disbursged.



_40_

On the occasion of its recent visit <(February 1987), tbhe Court of
Auditors commented om what a responsible organization this body was and
on the rigorousness and transparemcy of 1its "financial accounting
procedures. : : :

Between 1978 and 1986, funds tofélling 27.95 million ECU were committed
for ten prolects with ASEAN. The projects were concerned mainly with
forestry development, fisheries and Industrial cooperation.

On the basis of the disbursement rates, the pace of project execution
appears to be very slow. None of the projects, not even any of the alder
ones, bave been fully disbursed. As at 31 December 1987, ' no
disbursements had been made in respect of the three projects for which
funds were commltted in 1986. There were no commitments for new prajects
in 1987.

'

¥hile regional cooperation programmes are unduestionably important in
terms of the contribution they make to the regional or subregional
integration of the countries concerned, they are cften awkward to define -
and above all implement, since, by definition, they depend on the drive
shown by each of the member countries concerned

You are reminded that the Tenth Report (the preceding annual report)
included a speclal chapter dealing with regional cooperatioan, i{n
particular the three subregional bodles ASEAR, the Andean Pact and the
Central American Common Market. Please refer to that report fcr further
detalls.
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IEDIA

Vith an area of nearly 3 280 000 km®, a population of 750 millioa in
mid-1985 and a per capita GNP of US$ 270 in 1986', India is one of the
most important countries covered by financial and technical cooperation
with the LAA developing countries. It is also, as a result of its
position, the country to have received since 1976 the largest amount of
ald under Article 930. A review of this ald over the period 1976-87 is
glven below

2.2.1. Characteristics of financial and technical cooperation

(a) Overall amount and frend since 1976

Between 1976 and 1987, EEC aid to India totalled 983 miilion ECU
(see Annex IX). Over the same . pericd, financial and technical
asslstance amounted to 478.67 million ECU, i.e., approximately S0%
of the total ald, while food aid, notably under Operation Flood II,
accounted for 40%.

The trend of financial and technical cogperation between 1976 and
1987 (see Table 14 and Fig. 10 below? shows a marked rise 1in
commitments between 1976 and 1983 (up to around 60 milligan ECU a
year), at which point they stagnated until 1986, after which they
fell to 50 million ECU in 1987 (this was mainly due to the fall in
the level of total commitment appropriations). .

(b) ac a hea
Financial and technical cooperation funds were committed for a
total of 38 development projects between 1976 and 1987. The

projects are listed, year by year, in Annex X.

The majority of the operations, which were broadly speaking
agricultural, can be divided up into the following main categories:

small-scale irrigation schemes Lor 29%
development of ollseeds v 27%
integrated management of water resources : 25%
storage of agricultural production o 19%

100%

The projects selected are therefore on the whole productive
projects, whereas in the early years many of the projects for which
funds were committed were of a social nature.

Yost of the States of the Union bhave received EEC financial and
technical assistance, although the aid has been more concentrated
in the states of Uttar Pradesh Mabarashtra, Tamil Nadu, Madhya and
Andhra Pradesh.

' Source: World Bank Atlas, 1986.
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TABLE 14; FINANCIAL AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE ACCIRDED TO INDIA, 1976-87 (in aillian ECU)
PROJECTS WITHOUT  SUPPLY OF DISASTER TOTAL % FERTILIZER
FERTILIZER FERTILIZER RELIEF - SUPPLIES

(VEGETABLE 0IL) (VEGETABLE DIL)

1978 §.00 - - §.00 -
1977 12,00 - - 12,00 -

1978 15,40 - 2,00 17,40 -

1979 - 25,00 4,50 23,50 84,7
1980 - 28,00 4,40 32,40 86,4
1981 - 36,00 7,00 43,00 83.7
1982 1,00 45,00 4,00 50,00 50,0
1983 31,50 33,00 - §4,50 51,2
1984 15,00 45,00 - . 60,00 75.0
. 198§ - 45,00 - 45,00 100,0
1986 22,77 45,00 - 61,77 66,4
1987 27,30 23,50 - 51,10 16,6

TOTAL: 136,97 325.80 21,90 478.6? 68,1

Fig. 10:
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Projects were selected on the basis of the proposals presented to the EEC by
~the Indian government, in the 1light of the priorities defined by - the
‘governments of the different states and with regard for an equitable spatial
distribution. Attention was of course also pald to ensuring that the proposed
projects were consistent with Regulation 442/81 and the annuval guldelines, as
" well as technically and economically viable.

The very nature of the projects 1s such that nearly all the costs involved
.consist of local costs, which very much need to be met by aid in the form of
financial transfers, to help the poorer sections of the community to improve
their standard of living. Since 1979, the EEC has regularly use the device of
supplying fertilizer in order to generate in the second phase the funds needed
to meet these local costs.

This combined approach was introduced in order to take account of India‘'s
undeniable ‘ability to provide the skills and equipment needed for carrying out
- development .projects, especially with regard to agriculture and social
infrastructure. The principal requirement is therefore the ' financial
contribution, and not knowhow. Consequently, the practice of aid in the form of

- .commodities is a contribution to development in a way which satisfies both

Indian and European interests. That is why the supply of fertilizer and the
corresponding development projects are always 1ntegrated under the same
-financial agreement, without this meaning that the development projects
themselves are the counterpart in accounting terms of the Comnunity financing
‘operation. : '

Viile it is a direct response to the need for develcpment among the poor rural
communities, this financing device (supplies) has the following advantages:

rapid disbursement,

it helps with India's balance of payments problems,

.1t supplies inputs which are essential for Indian agriculture.
the benefits are transferred directly to the rural communities.

The proposal each year for fertilizer supplies (or vegetable oil in 1987) on
average accounts for 68% of the total financial and techbnical assistance, in.
accordance with the following annual pattern from 1976 to 1987:

1976
1977
1978
1979
1980
19081
1982
1583
1984
1985
1986
1987
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However, in view of the objective of seizing the opportunity of project
financing to provide a certailn degree of technology transfer and the
Court of Auditors' recommendations', the proportion of aid accorded via
the financial device of supplies has been substantially reduced.

Note that hardly any of the praojects for which funds have been
committed since 1976 have been cofinanced, apart from the three
projects 79/9, 81/10 and 82/10, which were 1ntegra€ed into the ARDC III
and ARDC IV international agricultural cooperation projects.

The project disbursement rate is relatively high, mainly because of the
supply arrangement used. The normal cycle of rural development
projects, however, is relatively long. Two projects for which funds
were committed in 1979 and 1980 (with disbursement rates of 90% and 78%
respectively) have not been completed.

These considerable delays are mainly due to the very cumbersome
administrative procedures according to which the Indian .government
implements the EEC's financial and technical cooperation.

Improvements have, however, recently been made which should speed up
disbursement and project execution. In particular, these improvements

- consist of a system of financial advances granted directly to the

projects (replacing the system of applications for reimbursement), the
systematic presence of European technical assistance, in order to
ensure that projects are ©better prepared, and ongoing <follow-
up/monitoring/evaluation of project execution.

Ingtitutional procedures

These are very much governed by the fact that India is a federal state
(the Indian Union), which groups together 25 autonomous States, but
with very substantial powers belng retainmed by central government.

As in the case of all international aid received by India, projects are
charnelled through the Ministry of Finance, with which the projects
comnittee deals. Under the Constitution, EEC grants are, as with all
other international ald, directed to development projects, paid into
the "Consolidated Fund of India® and are administered under five-year
plans in accordance with the procedures adopted at the instigation of
two committees, the planning and finances committees:

for central projects, administered by the Union, 100% of the
grants earmarked for projects are transferred by the Fund in the
form of loans and grants;

for projects administered by the States of the Uniom, the
expenditure committed for executing the development project is
reimbursed retrospectively upon production of suppparting
documents.

' Report No 4/86 on financial and technical cooperation with India. .
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Reimbursement 1s partial, although there are exceptions: the amount ret
by the Consolidated Fund is normally limited teo 70% of the expenditure
covered by the foreign aid, the remaining 30% and any cost overrums
being met by the State from the general development budget ("pool 'of
plan assistance") in the light of the "additionality" system. Transfers
from the Consolidated Fund to the States are never entirely in the form
of grants (save for exceptional social projects, such as “cyclone
shelters*), even 1f the foreign ald was 100% in the form of grants. s
a general rule, the transfers are 70% in the form of loans and 30% in
the form of gramts, but for the States regarded as particularly
disadvantaged, the breakdown of these transfers can be 10% loans and
90% grants. '

_Even though the system 1s criticized by certaln donors, the Commission
has found that everyone accepts it.

However valid the Indian system 1s, thke crucial question is whether its
application to Community aid fails to comply with the letter and spirit
of the financing agreements..The recipient of the Community aid in the
financing agreements 1is always the  "Republic of India", i.e., the
Federal Union of the States, never an individual State. Furthermore,
the majority of projects financed by the EEC are basic infrastructure
projects (irrigatiom, water supplles), which, at the local level, are
undertaken by the departments of the State concerned under 1ts
" development plan and in due course transferred free of charge to the
" ryral inhabitants (individuals or village communities), who in actual
- fact are the ultimate and real beneficiaries of the projects. That 1is
why, if a fipancing agreement provides for Community financing of 100
. ECU, works to the value of 100 ECU (or the equivalent in rupees) are
carried out and transferred to the recipient population, in full
compliance with the main objective of the EEC commitment in favour of
development.

2.2.3. The levying of customs dutles

Although duties and taxes are not financed from the EEC resources,
where they are levied, this increases the cost and finance charge of
projects and means a reduction in the additional finance intended for
projects for which the EEC is praoviding grants. That is why the Indian
. authorities have been urged to conslder genmeral relief from such taxes.

Even though the Indian authorities have soc far agreed only to consider
relief from taxes on a case-by-case basis and are therefore prepared to
deal with this matter outside the normal projects budget, negotiations
are continuing.
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Overall assessment

Cn the whole, a positive verdict can be givén on the results of EEC
fipancial and technical cooperation with India.

The Indian context 1s a favourable one, compared with that of other '
developing countries, because the technical .departments operating in -
areas relating to rural development are generally efficient in terms of
project definlition and implementation. In some cases, specific

structures have been set up for 'the ‘purposes of follaw-up and .~

monitoring.

Therefore it would appear that development projects for which funds have
been committed im a country such as Indla could move much further than
is the case at present towards genuine codperation proJects The
selection of a number of quite specific nicheés in which EEC aid would’
speclalize would have the advantage of both encouraging resources ta be
concentrated as much as  possible and - fostering the follow-up and
supervision of operations that have been carried out. Such an approach,

which might apparently be supparted by the Indian authorities, would
increase the effectiveness of EEC financial and tecbalcal ccoperatioﬁ.

Operation FLOOD

Lastly, attention should be drawn td 2 major development project with
structural effects financed by the EEC ‘in- favour of India, namely’
Operation Floed, to which the EEC's cumulative financial contribution
stands at around 400 million ECU (i.e., 40% of the total Cammunity aid
to India between 1976 and 1987). This programme to develop the .dairy
sector has In many respects been exemplary and has already been the
subject of special reports by the Commissior to the Council and the
European Parliament. However, since this development project is funded
via food ald, 1t is mentioned here only fdr the record.
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THE LEAST DEYELOPED COUNTRIES

The concept of the "least developed countries® (lldcs), which was
defined by the United Nations in the period 1969-70, was based on .a
combipation of three criteria:

i. per capita GNP (with a threshold fixed at US$ 100 at the time);
i1. the literacy rate (20%)
11i. the rate of industrlalization in relation to GIP (10%)

A country was regarded as belng one of the lldes if its figures for the
three criteria were below the thresholds referred to above. Initially,
26 countries fell into this category.

This concept has been updafed a number of times with regard to the per

capita GNP threshold. The latest updating, which was undertaken by the
OECD', categorizes 41! countries as 1lldcs. Of the LAA developing
countries which, during the period 1976-87, received BEC financial and
technical assistance, ten are classed as lldcs®. These are listed in
Table 15 below, which also provides a summary (based on the data
coantained in Annex XI) of the ald accorded to them between 1976 and
1987. Fig. 11 below shows the trend of total ald over the period
1976-87.

It would appear that:

the amount of financial and technical assistance accorded by the
EEC to each of these countries is very small since, except in the
case of Bangladesh, it came to no more than 2 million ECU a year
and was less than 500 000 ECU a year in respect of five of the
countries in question;

the 1lldcs' share of the aid reciplents' total (standard projects)
was around 20% between 1976 and 1984, but decreased sharply in 1985
(3.6%), 1986 (6.7% and 1987 (5.2%.

This trend is not in line with the priority objectives of the EEC's
policy of financial and technical assistance for the LAA developing
countries, since Article 2 of Regulation 442/81° of 18 February 1981
stipulates that the ald is normally for the least developed countries.
The situation can, however, be explained by.the very limited ability of
the lldcs in question to propose good development projects and above all
to implement them.

This state of affalrs means that, 1in addition to providing EEC
assistance for the preparation of good projects, the support for the
countries in question should be increasingly directed towards technical
assistance and institutional support projects, which are a precondition
for their socloeconomic development. The possibility exists of financing
infrastructure projects (which should be duly Justified in the context
of their overall development) in the countries concerned.

' See the working paper of the OECD's Diractorate of cocperation for developaent dated 18 Fabruary
1988, which was based on the data relating lo 1986 provided by the ¥orld Bank Atlas,

* Including the Deaccratic Yeeen Paople's Republic (South Yemen), which has so far received a project
under the disaster-relief reserve,

2 Sae Annex I,
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TABLE 15; SUMMARY OF FINANCIAL AND TECHMICAL CGOPERATION VITH THE I;I.BCS, 1976-87 (in nillion ECV)

COUNTRY POPULATION  per capita 1976- 1981- 1986 1987 TOTAL
(nillions)* GNP IN US$ 1980 1985 '
AFBHANISTAN ? NF 1,00 - - - 1,00
BANGLADESH 108,6 160 2.7 83,00 - 10,48 126,1%:
BHUTAN 1,2 160 - 9.00 - - 9,00
BURMA 3.8 200 5.9 8.00 - 3.45 17,35
LADS 36 NF 4,10 1,20 6,00 0,40 11,70
HALDIVES 0,2 N 0.50 1,70 - - 2,20
NEPAL 16,5 160 5,20 15,54 - N 23,45
NORTH YEMEN 8.0 850 3,10 16,49 1,50 - 27,09
SOUTH YEMEN 2,1 480 - 2,50 - - 2,50
SUBTOTAL ASIA 163,0 - §2,50 137,43 13,50 17,04 220,47
HAETT 5.5 330 12,90 8.10 5.85 - 26,88
TOTAL LLOCS 174,5 - 65,40 145,53 19,38 17.04 247,32
-TOTAL AID - 35%.30 996,66 232,93 216,75 1803, 24
¥ OF TOTAL AID 18,20 14,63 8,32 1,86 13,
NF: no figures available,
' Source: WYorld Bank Atlas, 1987 {data for 198%),
FIG. 11: SHARE OF AID TO LLDCS (%), 1976-87
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EVALUATION QF COMPLETED PROJECTS
Ene:al_mm:ks__on_pmigﬂ_ﬂmntmn

This type of evaluation is of fundamental importance for ensuring that
development cooperation 1s as effective as possible. Such cooperation
could not continue indefinitely without an assessment being made of the
way in which the varicus development projects have actually been carried
out and without the different types of effect of such projects and their
validity being evaluated in the most precise manner possible.

‘This type of evaluation did not start until 1988 1in so far as EEC
financlal and technical cooperation with the LAA developing countries is

concerned. There are two main reasons for this:

1. since ald for the LAA developing countries did not get under way
until 1976 and projects generally take six to eight years to
complete, it was advisable to wait until enough projects had been
finished, in order to have a representative sample on the basis of
which an overall assessment could be made of the way in which the
different types of project have been carried out;

ii. the evaluation department, which serves both the ACP and LAA
developing countries, has limited resources, particularly in terms
of the number of staff.

It 1is imporfant .that evaluation 1is conducted 1in a close-knit
relationship with the various phases which go to make up the project
cycle and which can be summarized as follows :

Identification - Study - DNegotiation and decision-taking -
Executlon and follow-up - Evaluation.

It can be carried out effectively only if account is taken in each of
these phases of the need to look for the requisite items of information.
This search for coherence is, however, all the more difficult im that
these different phases are often carried out with an input from -
different scurces (experts from external comsultancy firis, development
consultants seconded to the delegations, Commission officlals, etc.).

Qblectives and wethods of evaluation

As s common practice with an operation of this kind, the objectives
pursued by the department responsible for tbe evaluation of development
projects carried out in the LAA developing countries are to make an
assessment, 1n.respect of each of the projects evaluated, in relation
to:

the initial objectives;

the real needs of the cauntry in question;

the project's abllity to survive.

The last aspect 1Is regarded as absolutely essential, as only a project
which 1s capable of outliving its financing can be regarded as valid.
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The impact of the project will be evaluated using soclal, institutional h
and economic indicators, and from the technology transfer angle,

The project's viability, i.e., its ability to survive, will be assessed .
in the light of the following criteria: the political environment, the
natural enviromment, soclocultural appropriateness, technological.
appropriateness, management and organizational ability, financial and
economic viability, and protection from external factors. '

The systematic search for quantifiable indicators will be accompanied by
qualitative observations in the fleld, which are intended to provide a
better assessment of the context in which the project is being carried.
out. - ‘

For the time being, only evaluations of individual projects are being

considered. Later om, sectoral evaluations and evaluations by instrument
of aid may be contemplated for the major countries. '

Progress made with the evaluation procedures

The Commission's departments have agreed om a priority programme for the
evaluation of the nine projects referred to in Table 16 below:

Table 16: Praojects undergoing evaluation

Country Project No Project title
Bangladesh NA 8211 Consituction of fertilizer silos
4 NA 79/3 Storage of cereals
India NA 80/58 Develapaent of soya beans in Hadhya Pradesh,
“ NA 80/5C Development of soya beans in Uttar Pradesh, -
Indonesia NA 81714 Irrigated area in Bali,
Sri Lanka NA 7745 Pevelopment of the Mahaweli Ganga (Sysiea R},
" Nf 80710 Integrated rural developaent of the Hahaweli Ganga,
Bolivia NA 77115 Integrated rural development of Ulla-Ulla,
* NA 83/7 ¢+ Rural microprojects + Food production/
958-84 BOL environaantal protection, '

In the preliminary phase (entrusted to ar independent consultancy firm,
whichk started at the end of 1987 and was completed in April 1988,
attention was concentrated on the methodological aspects, which are not
fundamentally different from those adopted for evaluating projects
carried out in the ACP countries (imn particular, the criteria referred
to, and the key indicators that enmable the project to be assessed in the
light of the criteria). '
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Phase II, which is currently under way in the field, will enable the
execution of each of the nine projects selected to be evaluated. It will
soon be completed and the results made known in a forthcoming report.

A new batch of projects/programmes will then be selected for the
continvation of this evaluation exercise. It will include one or more
projects in Central America.

cgmlujainn&

A major step forward will have been taken, both from the point of view
of methodology and results, when the work in progress has bheen .
completed. It will only be wholly satisfactory when the sample evaluated
is representative of overall aid, and <this, beyond the '‘results
concerning the projects themselves, will make it possible to channel

future aid as a whole more effectively.
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The analysis of the Commission's activities. during 1987 concerning.
financial and technical cooperation with the LAA developing countries is
an opportune umoment to outline the main problems and difficulties
encountered in the implementation of projects and the measures proposed
in order to deal with those problems and difficulties.

Main struvctural problems

{a) There are problems inpherent in financial and technical coaperation
in developing countries relating to: -

the enormous diversity of the recipients of cooperation (in terms .
of geography, culture and the soclopolitical and economic
situation) and, in some cases, relating to the unstable nature of
the institutions concerned; '

the frequent changes among the political and administrative staff
in the recipient countries, which are detrimental to continuity in
terms of contacts;

the level of training of the local staff in charge of implementing
the projects, which does not always give them an overall grasp of
the technological, economic or social aspects of the projects;

the limited ability of the LAA developling countries to contribute
even partially towards financing development projects, as a result
of budgetary difficulties, exacerbated by their burgeoning
external debt burden;

the absence, in some of the countries concernmed, of & coherent
economic, social and spatial development strategy, into which EEC- -
funded cocperation projects, particularly in the rural sector,
could be usefully and effectively inserted; '

the difficulties concerning coordination, between EBC financial
and technical cooperation and other forms of aid, both
multilateral and bilateral, accorded to each of the countries
concerned;

a certain degree of incompatibility between the procedures of the
recipient countries and the Community procedures.

(b) Rural development projects/programmes take a long time to carry out
and are slow to have an effect, irrespective of whether the projects'
are concerned with institutional reforms ({echnical assistance for
agricultural development agencies), structural changes (agrarian
reform), training, research or extension, or operations involving
the building of relatively large-scale infrastructure. Furthermore,
rural development projects often come up against traditionalist
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attitudes, which change only very slowly, resist the adoption of new
techniques and technologies and sometimes conflict with the
development objectives. '

Lastly, other problems arise from the institutional framework within
which EBC {financial and technical cooperation with the LiA
developing countries is belng conducted: the annual nature of the
budget is difficult to reconcile with the execution of development
projects with a rural emphasis, which are carried out over a number
of years and whose real costs are very difficult to assess in
advance, either because of the real price trend or because of
changes to the project while it is being carried out.

Rifficulties in implementing projects

The main difficulties encountered in the implementation of projects are:

a)

(b

()

@

delays in the negotiation of the terms of the financing agreements,
which often amount to more than a year from the time when it has
been decided to finance the project. This works to the disadvantage
of the least developed countries in particular, since often they do
not have either the human resources or the structures suited to the
processes preparatory to the signing of the agreements, apart from
which they are particularly sensitive to matters of sovereignty;

other delays are encountered with regard tc project -executionm,
either because of the inertia of the national avthorities and/or the
cumbersome nature of the procedures or because of inapprepriate
project organization and management structures, which fail to
provide the necessary lmpetus for successful project execution;

disbursements are also subject to delays, either because ‘pf the
difficulties encountered in speeding up project execution (im so far
as local expenditure 1s concerned) or because of certain ponderous
administrative procedures followed by the relevant Commission
departments with regard to releasing the funds on time; :

lastly, while a large number of these difficulties are
unquestionably attributable to the situation in the recipient
countries, some of them are related directly to the insufficient
human rescurces available to the Commission for successfully
conducting a genuine cooperation palicy over such a vast
geographical area covering such a wide variety of countries and for
implementing particularly difficult rural development projects. The
use of outside experts and consultancy firms to undertake studies
and short-term consultancy work 1s essential to complement the
functions and skills of the ald administrators but cannot replace
them completely. :
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2.5.3. Proposed measures

Vithout going 1into details which do not belong to this report, it is
possible ta propese certain broad 1lines for changing the present
situation, some of which could lead to short- or medium-term measures:

1. the staff of the delegations could’ gradually be increased, - in
particular by engaging 'development officers whase prime
responsibility would be to follow up closely and monitor the
execution of operations financed with EEC support. In addition,

- their contribution to the detalled analysis of the economic
situation of the countries concerned, their development strategles
and their sectoral policles would make it easier to define the
projects best suited to the real needs of the countries receiving
BEC aid; '

i1. ®"rules governing cooperation® could be defined and negotiated (at
least with the major recipient countries) which, although not of a
contractual nature, as this would be incompatible with the nature
of EEC financlal and technical cooperation, would enable the
various conditions governing the execution of - the
projects/programmes to be agreed in a more definitive manner;

iii. coordination of multilateral and bilateral aid for each recipient
country could be 1mproved, with due regard for the development
strategies of each of the ‘couniries concerned, and cofinancing
could be sought as a matter of priority with the Member States;

iv. the follow-up and monitoring of the execution and evaluation of
projects financed in the various countries could be systematized;

v. the number of staff worling in the departments tespcnéible for
administering this form of aid could be increased.

During 1987 the Commission male a start on looking for solutioms to
certain problems. This process recently led to specific propesals for
internal and external measures and procedures. These can be summarized
as an improvement in the effectiveness qf'the disbursement channels,
once an organizational/mesnagement structure has been negotiated with the
recipient which  guarantees a priori the  best chances oif
project/programme implementation.
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This eleventh progress report bas dealt in turn with the quantitative
and qualitative aspects of financial and technical cooperation with the
LAA developing countries. . :

The quantitétive analysis of commitments and disbursements relates to
the 1987 programme and the cumulative figures for the period 1976-87.

The 1987 programme has been executed wholly in accordance with the Basic
Regulation and the general guidelines for 1987. However, a greater
effort must be made to help the 1lldes and look for cofinancing
operations with the Member States.

The exceptional effort made in 1987 enabled a record level of
appropriaticns to be committed and thus the substantial balance of
commitment appropriations carried over from the 1986 to the 1987
programme to be mopped up. Note the very low balance outstanding at the .
end of 1987.

~ Although the cumulative rate of programme implementation between 1976
and 1987 is satisfactory, disbursements made in 1987 have decreased.

As part of a preliminary qualitative/informative analysis, the main
recipients of financial and technical cooperation have been looked at,
more detalled attentlion being paid to Indla, the leading recipient.

During 1987 a thoroughgoing examination has ©been made of aid
implementation procedures, ways of increasing their effectivemess and
the measures to be recommended to achleve that goal. The Commission has
decided to take appropriate action.

This analysis must be fleshed out in the future, as part of an
evaluation process which could lead to an improvement, or even perhaps a
certain shift of emphasis in this form of Community. aid.

Lastly, in order to improve the effectiveness of EEC financial and
technical cooperation in qualitative and quantitative terms, 1t is
. essential to strengthen the Commission's administrative departments.
both in the Delegations and in Brussels.
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" COUNCIL REGULATION (EEC) No 442/81
of 17 February 1981t
on financial and technical aid to non-associated developing countries

THE COUNCIL OF THE EUROQPEAN
COMMUNITIES,

Having regard to the Treaty cstablishing the Europesn
Economic Community, and in narticular Article 23§
thereof,

Having regard to the p'cposa. fram the Commis-
sion (1),

Having regard to the cpinion of the European Parlia-
ment (),

Whereas the pursuit ef 3 Community development
cooperation policy calls for fnter aliu the corrying out
of certain financis! and technivcal aid cperations for
the benefit of non-associsted developing countries,
taking account of the economic principles and priori-
ties established by those countries and having regard
to the aspirations of the developing countries towards
‘promoting their development on the basis of their
own efforts and of the resources available to them

Whereas the implementation of such operntions
would be likely to contribute to the atrainment of the
Community's objectives ;

Whereas the Ceuncil, in a resolution of 16 July 1974,
confirmed the principie of Community financial and
technical sid t¢ non-associated developing ccuntries :

Whereas the action to be taken to implentent such
uid, the objectives to be attained and thy detailed rules
of sdmiristration should be laid down ;

Whereas provision should be made for a provedure
involving the participation of a cemmitige compesed
of representatives of the Member Stares;

Whereas the Treaty does rot provide the specific
powers cf action for this purpose,

HAS ADOPTED THIS REGULATION :

Article !

The Communrity sha!l implement messures for finsn-
cial and techaical aid to ren-associazed developing
countrise on the basis of the criteria provided for in
thiz. Regulation.

Article 2

The aid shail be directed as 2 general rulc towards the
pootest developing countrigs.

{WO) Nc C 4, 4. 1. 197,'<
() O} No C LIk 1a S 1957 p, 60,

Besring this principle in mind, a Co-v.mumry pres-
ence should be ensured in the major regions of the
developing world while simirg ot a reasonable geogra-
phical balonce among thesc regicns.

Article

1. The aid shall be mainly directed towards
improving the living corditions of ‘the most ncedy
sections of the populnuen of the countries concerned,

2. Special imperntance shall be sttached to the deve-
lopment of the rural environmene and to improving
food production..

AQ a subsidiary form of cction, participstioa in
regional projects may be considered.

3. Part of the aid shall be earmarked for measures
to des! with exceptional circumstances. in paniculu
projects to promote reconstruction in the event of
disasters, where such projects asre not financed from
other Community funds.

Any unallocsted part of the resemve in question shall
be released on 31 October of each year to be allceoled
in seme other way, on a proposal from the Commis-
sion, in accerdance with the procedure In'd down in
Article 14,

Article 4

Aid shall be granted by the Commurity either auto-
nomously or, for 3 substantial share, by means of
co-financing with Member States or with multilateral
or regicnal bodies. Wherever pessible, the Commu.
nity naturc of the aid shsll be maingined.

Artidle $
Community aid shall; os ¢ general rule, be ir. the form
of grants.

Article §
1. Aid may cover expenditure on imports and local

expenditure  cequired to carry out  projecis and
progeammes, '
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“Taves, duties and charges end the purchase price of
‘land shall be excluded from Community financing.

2. Muintenance and operating expenses for training
and research progrummes and for other projects may
be covered following a case-by-case exsminstion by
the Commitsse referred to in Article 11, subject te the
proviso that iid for other projects can only be given at
" the lsunching stage and in decreasing .amounts.

3. In ceses of co-financing, however, due account
shali be taken in each casc of the relevant procedures
. spplied by the other aid donors.

 Article 7

1. For those operations, for which the Community
is the sule source of externs! aid, participation in calls
for tenders, Inviwrions to tender, and purchasing snd
other contrzcts shull be open on equal terms to all
ratural or legs! persons of Member States and the
recipient State.

. Such participation may be extended to other deve-
loping countries which are recipients of aid under this
Reguintion during the samc financial year or cne of
the two preceding linsncial years.

., & Peragraph 1 shall slso apply to co-finsncing oper-
ations.

3.  However, in cases of co-finsncing, the participa-
tion of third countries in calls for tenders, invitations
to tender, and purchasing snd other contracts may be
sllowed only after casa-by-case examination by the
Committee referred to in Article 11,

Arifele &

The Commission shall administer the ad in
accordance with the procedures laid down in this
Regulation,

Article ¥

1. The funds required for the mcasures provided
for in this Regulation shall be fixed by the general
budge: of the European Communities.

- Projects and programmes thus finaaced shall be
curried out on & multiannual basis pursuam -to the
Financial Regulaticn applicable to the said budget.

‘2. Acting on a proposat from the Commission and
after consulting the European Parliamant, the Ceuncil
shall determine, in good time before the ead of the
year, the gencnal guidelines to be opplivd to aid for
the following vea.

Article 10

The choice of measures 1o be financed on the busis of
this Regulation shall be made having rcaard tn the

No L 48/9

prefecences snd wishes expressed by the recipient
countrics concerned. |

Article 11

1. A Committer for 2id to non-associsted deve.’
loping countries, hercinafter referred to a8 ‘the
Committee’, shall be set up st the Commission under
the chairmanship of a Commission representstive and
composed of represeniatives of the Meinber States.

2. The secretariat of the Committee shall be
provided by the Commission, ‘

3. Any rule of procedure for the Commitntee not
laid down in this Regulation shall be decided on by
the Courcil, acting unanimously on a propasal from
the Commission.

Article 12

1. The Committee shall deliver an cpinion on the
draft “financing Dccisions submitted to it by the
Commission. '

2. The draht financing Deciticns shall be accom-
panied by a memorandum, the main purpose of
which shall be to assess their effectiveress as far as
possible by means of an economic and socis! evalua-
tion relating the resuits expected [rom their implemen-
tation to the resources 1o ¢ invested in them.

Article 13

Within orc month the Committee shall decide by a
qualified majority as laid down in the first indent.of
Article 148 (2) of the Treaty.

Article 14

1. The draft linancing Decisions accompanied by
the Committce’s opinion, or, in the absence of such
an opinion, by the result of the vote of the
Committee, shall ‘be submitted to the Commission,

2. If the Committee’s opinian is favourabie, the
Commission shall take decisions which skall be imme.
distely applicable.

3. In the absence of aay fevourable opinien of the
Committee, the Commission may reler the mater to
the Council,

It the Commission refers the matter to the Council,
the latter, acting by a qualified majoricy, shall decide
81 the second mecting following such referre! and at
the latest within 2 period of twd months.
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I the Council spproves the deft financing Decision,
the Commission shall take decisions which shall be
. immediately applicable.

', after {ts discussions, the Council has not decided by
a qualified msjority within & period of two months,
the Commission may submit s new draft financing
Decition to the Committee and shall inform the Euro.
pean Patliament thereof.

Article 13

Once a year the Commission shall, within the frame-
work of the annual review which will be carried out

by the Counci] in accordonce with Article 9, provide
the European Perliament and the Council with infor-
mation on the administration of Community finsncisl
and technicel aid to non-essociated developing coun-

trics.

Article 16

This Regulation shall.enter into force on the third day
following it publication in the Official Journal of
the Esxropean Communities, :

This Regulstion  shall be binding in its entirety and directly applicable in all Mgmbct‘

. States.

Done st Brussels, 17 February 1981,

For the Council
* The President
. B ven der MEI
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ANNEX. 11 : COUNCIL DECISION OF '27.1V,1987

determining the gensra) guidelines for 1887
coneearning financial and technicat ald
to Latin American and Aslan
deve {opment countries

THE COUNCIL OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES,

Having vregard to the Treaty establishing ths European Economie
Communlity,

Hsving regard to Council Regulation (EEC) N° 442/81. of 17 February 1961
on flnancial and technical aid to non-assoclated developing countrijes
}, and In particular Article 9(2) thereof,

_Having regard to the proposal from the Commission,
Having regard to the Oplinion of the European Parllamsent (2),

Whereaa general guldelines should be determined for the administration,
by the Commission, of flnanclal and technjcal ald 1o Latin American and
Aslzh developing countrlies in 1987,

HAS DECIDED AS FOLLOWS:

- e — -~

(1) OJ N* L 48, 21.2.1981, p.8

(2) Opinlon delivered on 13 March 1987 (not yet published in the
Offlcisl Journal) ' .
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Article 1
OBJECTIVES AND PRIORITIES

Community &ld shall concentrate on helping the poorest countries and
the needlest sections of the population.

Priority shatl be given to the rural sector and, I[n particular, to
measures almed at Improving the food slituation, as & contribution
towerds the campaign to combat hunger In the world. Within the rural
sector, production and support sarvices shall raeceive spescial
attention, as well as action In the sphers of soclal or production
Infrastructure, but the need to piace the emphasle, in the projects and
programmes adopted, on the training of farmers and middie-level staff
wll! als0 be borns In mind.

In countries where this is g prerequlsrte. ad hoc traln!ng projects may
be considered. _

Whenever possibie, Community atd shall bs used to prepare &nd Implement.
general sapricultursl policies (food strategles) incorporating, where
the need arises, food ald,

Support for regional Integration efforts shall moreover bs continusd.
and stepped up I[In all sectors where Community support can make a
poslitive contribution.

Artlcie 2 .
GEOGRAPHICAL ALLOCATION

The geographical allocatlion of funds shall ba as follows:

Asia 78%, Latin America 25%, without prejudice to Article 4.
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Article 3
AlD IMPLEMENTAYION

Ald may bs granted for projscts and programmes, Including, where
appropriate, Integrated projects and sectoral programmes, In accordance’
with Regulation (EEC) N° 442/81 and all spplicable provisions.

‘Fundg shall be atlccated to projects and programmea, due account. being
taken of:

- the avalfability and state of readinsss of operations, thelr
intrinslic development value and the degree to whic¢ch they correspond
to the priorities of the recipient countries and reglons and the -
needs of the poorest sections of the populationg

- the Income levals and development needs of the recipiant countries,
the velume of funding provided in previous yaars and the axpurlence
gained In Implementing past aid;

- co-opsration agresments concluded with certain reclplent countrles
" or groups of countries;

- significant features of the projects to be financed,

The Commnisslon and the Member States shall contlnue.to make serlous
sfforts to Incresase the volums of co-financing, hotably between the
Community and the Mesmber States.’

Article 4
SPECIAL PROVISIONS

The reserve referred to in Articlie 3(3) of Regulation (EEC) N°® 442/81
shall be set at 6% of the tevel of approprlatlons. .
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The Community shalt continue to assigst Internatlional agricuitural
researeh. Wlthout excluding aid to other national, reglional or
International Institutes, ald to Instituteas of the Consultatlive Group
on Intarnatiomal Agricuftural Resegrch (CGIAR) shall be maintained at
the aams level as In 1986. '

With regard to the cost of administering the 1987 programme (use of
outalde experts, provision of spsciallsts), the guideline percentage
ahall be set at 3%, . :

A ressrve of 10X of the appropristions avallable zfter deduction of the
itema raferred to in this Article shall azlso bs constltuted, This 10%
resarve may bes used for appropriate opsrations of the same kind as
those specified in Article 3,

Done at Luxembourg, 27.1V.1887

For. the cOuﬁcil

" Yhe President
{s)

L. TINDEMANS

Certified true copy

Far the Secretary-General

A, DUBOIS
Elrector-Gensral



PROJECT  RECIPIENT SECTCR " COFINANCING FINANCING
No ORIGIN TOTA®  EEC  COFIN.
NA/TT705  SRI LANKA Irrigation IDA,UF,CANADA,NL,USA 42,20 2,00 40.2
NA/78/03  BANSLADESH Tea rehabilitation UK 62,30 5,80 3,70
NA/78/20  HAITI Rural development FRANCE 1.20 0.80 .40
NAF78/04  PAKISTAN Energy DA, UK, FRG, I, NL 904,30 4.80 1944
NA/79:28 BOLIVIA Rural development GERMANY (FRG) 6.57 1.45 5.93
NA/79/24  PERU forestry BELGIWM 3.4 .00 1,40
NA/79/38  SRI LANKA Coconuts ITALY 3.80 3.00 0.33
NA/8G/09  PAKISTAN Rural infrastructure UNICEF NL,CIDA 25,00 4.0¢ 19,00
N5/8/07  NICARASUA Technical assistance FRANCE 1.5a 2.80  0.40
NA/B0/06  BANGLSDESH Livestock UK 12.00 4,10 2.50
NA/B0/1S  THAILANE Irrigation BELGIUM 26,40 11.00 L20
NA/BO/13  HAITI Rural development FRANCE 8.1 5.20 1.14
FA/BO/20  HAITI Rural infrastructure FRANCE 0.4 030 Al
NA/G0/14 PHILIPPINES Rural development GERMANY (FRG) 8.9 3.5 1.4
NA/BO/12  INDONESIA Livestock ‘ iTaLy 1.80 .40 0.4!
NA/31/21  CENTRAL AMERICA Rural development FRANCE 3.0 1.7 .70
NA/B2/01  BANGLADESH Fertilizers N ) 4,00 2,00 2,99
NA/82/02  BANSLADESH Seeds GERMANY (FRG) 3.60 1.60 p.M,
NR/92/25  THAILAND Agriculture UK' ' 23,80 13.40 1.30
NA/82/11  BANGLADESH Fertilisers/Irrigation UK,ADE, [DA 152.60 15,00 116,20
NA/B2/20  INDONESIA Fisheries ITALY 4,77 2.9¢ 0.89
NA/83/10  PERU Rural development ITALY 7,00 J.40 .00
NR/BI/1T O YEMEN AR Rural development L8 11,00 274 3.8l
NA/B3/19  YEMEN AR Disaster relief L, USALD 4,54 .35 1.82
NA/83/21  PERU Rural infrastructure NL 870 400 12§
NA/$3/35  BANGLA DESH Seeds GERMANY (FRG) 17.00 1008 100
_ NA/B3/37  CHINA Fruit preserve production Ay 848 LTI 075
- NA793/14  INDCNESTA Rural infrastructure UK 19.70  13.10 2.60
i NA/B4/0T  NEPAL Training UK 6.50 5.00 1.5¢
! NA/94/14 CENTRAL AMERICA Industry ITALY 21.00 20,90 2,45
NA/94/2F  EANGLADESH Rural development N 37,20 25.59 7.00
NAJG4/23 YEMEN AR Agriculture ITALY 15.900 3.80 3.3
i NAZE4/01  NALDIVES Rural infrastructure GERMANY (FRG) 14,10 1.7 10,40
©ONA/BS402 NICARASUA Rural development [TALY 8,09 2,50 2,9
NA/85/05 CENTRAL AMERICA  Rural development FRANCE 9,07 4.82 0.13
NA/BS/10  BOLIVIA Disaster relief NL 11,50 9.00 1.00
NA/B5/18  PAKISTAN Education FRG, IDA UNDR, CIDA 103.76 14.0¢ 4.4
NA/83/19  EL SALVADOR Education TITALY S.00 3.0 1.70
NA/89/20 - CENTRAL AMERICA Health ITALY ) 352 16,50 15.80
ALA/B6/25 CENTRAL AMERICA Health " PAKG, BIOFORSE (FRANCE) 5.9; % .93
ALASS7/01  ECUADOR Rural development [TALY 23.84 §.00 3.3
ALA/S7/05  NEPAL Rural development FRANCE L 21 0.9
ALA/87/14 CENTRAL AMERICA Rural development SPAIN 40,00 22.00 2,50
ALA/B7/17 INDONESIA Fisheries FRANCE 3.85 2,20 1,20
1729.71  285.21

ANNEX IIL:

COFINANCED PROJECTS 1976~87 (million ECL)

1. WITH COMANITY MEMBER STATES:

'T'o'm_ EEC MEYBER STATES (1)

IncLudmg Local financing.

DM 14.9 million {ecu exchange rate = 2.5109).
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ANNEX III (cont.)

2. OTHER:
: FINMNCING

PROJECT COFINANCING
o RECIPIENT SECTOR RIGIN | mmgm EEC  COFIN.
NA/T6702 PAKISTAM Trrigation ] 797 .00 11.84
ume/oz BANGLADESH Irrigation 104 G I I NS v XY
NR/71/04  PAKISTAN Irrigation  ADB ‘ urar o a0 2012
RA/77¢67  INDANESIA Rural development 408 52.59 . .9 50.e2
NA/77/15  BOLIVIA Rurat development IBRD/IDA . 21.07 1.0 15.77
NA/77/03  BANGLADESH Irrigation 1D8/C1DA 83,40 500 2650
NA/77i09  YEMEN AR Agric. research DA 13.44 1.09 8.37
NASTT/138 BURMA - Fisheries ADB 4,50 .00 0.99
8A/77i16  HONDURAS Fisheries 108 3.00 1.36 ]
NA/77717  CRNTRAL AMERICA Rural development CABED, !DB 18.80 180 17.00
NA778/05  SRI LANKA Rural development FAl 12,10 2.00 1.50
NA/78/09  INDONESI& Rural development ADB,ISLAMIC DEY.BANK 5.6 300 37
‘NA/7B/15  NEPAL Rural development Al B o257 B o T R
NASTB/T1 HAITI Rural infrastr. . IDB 5.08 1,60 293
- HA/78i22  HONDURAS Rural development 108 8.00 2.4 PN
NA/78123  BOLIVIA Rural development IDB 11,15 1.90 9.19
NA/79/04  PAKISTAN Livestock ADB ' 13,13 670 547
. NAITR/06  BURMA 0Oil palmtrees  ADB , 15.30 490 460
_ NA79/07  INDDNESIA Rural infrastr.  ADB .70, 410 1090
NAFTR/2L  HAITI Rural infrastr. I0B .44 600 2.3
NAS79713  PHILIPPINES Rural development ADE : 3,60 450 41,00
NASS0/01  NEPAL Livestock ADR 15,70 L% 10,30
NA/0/13  INDONESIA Rural infrastr. ALB .% a0 %A
KAZ81/03  PAKISTAN fRural infrastr. HNICEF 5.00 L7 330
NA/BL/0S  BURMA. Irrigation (1) 3150 5.50 10,59
XA/B1/1E MALDIVES Health UNCDF 1,05 050 6,55
NA/S1712  BANGLA DESH Irrigation ADg U 7.6 1290 44,78
NA/G1/14  INDONESIA Rural infrastr. ADB ‘ 99.60 12,60 25,88
NA/B1/15  PHILIPPINES Rural development ADB ‘ R £: W S ST N L'
NA/82/08  BANGLA DESH Irrigation 208 Wi 3 3L
NA/B3/12  PAKISTAN Rural infrastr. UKICEF 13,20 7.80 1.8
NA/BIF1T  NEPAL fertilizers 1BRD 3,20 5.30 2440
NA/S3120  BURMA Rural infrastr. UNICEF . 1,50 L5 1%
NAZ83/27  THAILAND Rural credit  ADB 142.40 20,00  98.90
NA/83/28  SRI LANKA Rural development SAUD! FUND FOR DEVELOPN 9300  20.00  29.00
NA/33/32  ASERN ) forestry ASEAN cauntries 12.90 7.50 5.42
" NA/B&/0F  LAOS Rural development UNICEF 170 1.20 1.50
NA/B4/16  PAKISTAN Rural infrastr. UNHCR 27,20 400 23,20
NAJES/15  INDONESIA Rural development IBRD 5236 .64 2444
ALA/SS/04  ASEAN Fisheries ASEAN countries . 9.3z 8,77 2.35
ALA/S4/13 ASEAN fisheries ASEAN countries/ 1,92 0,45 0.34

" SEAFDEC

ALA/B7702  BANGLA DESH prainage 104 25,40 210 12.70
ALA/GT/OT SRI LANKA Rural development 10A/C1DA 184,05 25,00 7220
ALA/BTS16 PAKISTAN Education 108/C10A 182,80 15,00 1340
TOTAL OTHER (2} » B 1782,42 253,00 945.58

GRAMD TOTAL (1) + (2: A1 D D5 B IR | A

Includmg local financing. ‘
Cofinancing operations expressed in US dollars were corwerted to ecus using thne follomng exchange rates:

1978: L ECY = US 8 1.18C50 .
1977 LECU = us g Llal
1978: L ECU = N e
1979: S Us 8 1.270%4
1955 e us 8 13921
1981 ! EE =

Us 8 1.11445



Year. and

nuamber of.

operation

- Recipient :ard
title of operation

Type of
operation

Séctor

Type of
financing

Total cost
of project

(million ECU) .

EEC
_contribution

million

ECU %

Payments as’

percentage” -

78/13

Laos: Vientiane Plain

Project

1.C

Autonomous

2.0

2.0 | 100

© 100

Infrastructure

The project was aimed at protecting 2 000 ha of cultivated land along the Mekong River from flooding. EEC funds helped fimance the first
phase of the project, enabling imported equipment to be purchased and technical assistance to ‘he supplied to the Secretariat of the Mekong
Committee,

78/22

Honduras: Agricultural advisory and 10.0 2.6 26

. research services (II)

Project 1.E Support Cofinancing

services 108

99.9

The project was aimed at strengthening the operational capacity of the National Resources Secretariat as regards research, agricultural
advisory services, production of new seed varieties and the improvement of existing varieties, production and distribution of breeding
animals, artificial insemination, and the expansion of soil analysis and soil conservation activities.

The InterAmerican Development Bank was responsible for project administration and management, and was also the lead agency for the
cofinancing operation.

The project followed a previous IDB project and was completed at the end of 1986.
families benefited from it.

Its objectives were achieved in full and 12 000 peasant

7923

| departments, provided technical support (methodology, monitoring and guidance) for the project in 1983, 1986 and 1987.

Project 1.E Support AUt Oonomous 1.3 1.2 8.2 8.3

Bolivia: N
services

National agricultural census

Project for carryi;\g out the first agricultural census at national level since the agrarian reform of 1953 (which had meant that data
collected previously could no longer be used). A first payment of 200 000 ECU was made, but the Commission's technical support for
Bolivia - and therefore for this project — was interrupted by the political events of July 1980. The chrmwsswn resumed its aid for

| Bolivia after-the return of a constitutional and democratic regime in October 1982.

Despite these exceptional difficulties, the project was carried out correctly, albeit over a longer peried than planned (mainly owing to
successive extensions aimed at avoiding norepresentative years).. .The Statistical Office in Luxembourg, at the request of Commission
The Office's
technical reports on the quality of the work being done have always been very favourable.

79/26

| Peru:

Pilot afforestation project in
Cajamarca

Project 2. forestry Cofinancing 3.4 2.0 59 100

(Belgium)

The project was based on several years of research and adaptation work on forestry species carried out by Belgium, and was aimed at
establishing .6 000 ha of industrial forestry plantations (mainly of pine) and carrying out complementary operatlons for the socio-economic
develogment of farmers and herdsmen in the microarea concerned by the pilot afforestation scheme.

These obJectwes were achieved: an industrial, forestry plantation of 4 000 ha was created with several islands of natural woodland, the
necessary roads were built and several nurseries set up with a production capacity of 1.5 million young pine trees per year. The
agricultural goals were also reached: a 60 ha irrigation and drainage system was installed for terraced crops, and potato seeds were

produced so successfully that government approval was given for production to contirue in the future; grazing tand was improved by the
introduction of legumes.
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“Year and - . Total cost ' BEC
Recipient and- Type of. Type of - . contribution | Payments as
runber of ‘title of operation operation Sector “financing of project |- rcentage
operation - . (million ECL) |million ” pe 9
ECU ;
79/28 CABEI: Technical assistance progamme Studies 1.€ Support Autonomous 0.5 0.5 |100 100
services
The programme was aimed at financing studies with a view to accelerating the preparation of development studies, particularty in the rural
sector, in the countries members of Central American Bank for Economic Integration (CABEI). These could be studies carried out by the CABEI
itself, or contracted out to other bodies and paid for by means of a credit Line. ’
The main studies financed under the programme cover the following topics:
- regional programme for the production of edible fats and oils (including an important subprogramme for growing soya in Central America);
~ regional programme for the production and distribution of priority medicines;
- project for the protein enrichment of bananas in Honduras.
The latest studies at present under way concern cocoa growing and industrialization, aquaculture and milk production. Despite long delays
in the programme's implementation and frequent changes in the sectors of activity being proposed, some of the studies carried out provide a
valuabte basis for Launching development projects.
80/19 Haiti: Integrated rural development in Project 1.F Integrated| Cofinancing 6.364 5.2 81.7 93.8
Jacmel rural develpmt| (France)
This was the second phase of an integral rural develepment project cofinanced with France. It provided technical support for the
agricultural district of Jacmel, which covers the whole south-eastern part of the southern peninsula (with around 200 000 inhabitants).
The project included a very broad range of activities in various interlinked sectors: rural ptanning (building of tracks, small-scale water
engineering projects, etc.), agricultural production (improving and diversifying crops, marketing), protection against erosion, utility
crafts, training etc.
The second phase of the project was aimed at intensifying, extending and consolidating the progress achieved in the earlier phase; activities
begun to be pLaced on ‘an autonomous footing and experience gained was cap1talwzed on by means of training and the publication of reports.
80/21  |Honduras: Infrastructure in coffee Project 1.C: Autonamous 2.1 2.1 1100 100
: S producing area Infrastructure
The project was aimed at setting up an infrastructure with 250 kilometres of tracks and access roads for the coffee plantations and
establishing an ongoing training system for farmers. ) )
The projects was completed in 1983 and exceeded its objectives: 1 200 kilametres of roads were built instead of 250 kilometres as planned.
As regards training, the results were satisfactory. The staff thus trained were able to learn how to prevent coffee disease. There were
accompanying 1nprovements to transport, sanitary instatlations, water ard electricity distribution, health centres and school.s within the
reg1on, where access and attendance rates were very high.
81/4 Tha1Land: Seed production centre Project 1.E: Support Autonomous - 4,40 - 2.20 50 9%
services : :

The project was aimed at setting up a large seed t'reatment.centre in Phattalung province in the south of the country to produce, treat ard-
distribute improved qualities of r'ice_seed and other crops. The.centre has been completed and operational since July 1985.
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rural developmt

Ye nd Total cost . EEC S
nu?i;eré-‘ of Recipient and Type of Sector Type of of project _Eontritu)ution Payments as
| operat ion title of operation opera.hon financing (willion ECU) miLlion y percentage
- ECU y
81/24 Yemen Arab Repblic: Seed production Project ‘I.E:.Support Autonomous 6.6 5.2 78.8 %
services
The project was the first phase of a programme aimed at developing the country's seed production capacity and satisfying its cereal seeds
requirements. In order to guarantee the success of the seed centres, the second phase (NA 84/23 Seed production project, with a Community
comitment of 5.8 million ECW was cofinanced with the Italian Goverrment, which will provide a seed farm as part of the pmJect Remaining
Comunity funds will be used to implement the second phase.
82/1 The People's Democratic Republic of Yemen: Project 1.D: Production] Autonomous 2.9 2.9 100 83
Devetlopment of agricultural production at and marketing '
Dhalla
This is the only project ever to be implemented by the Community in the People's Democratic Republic of Yemen, and was aimed at restoring
agricuttural production in the bhalla region, which was struck by heavy rains on 29 and 30 March 1982 and floods: 40% of farming Land,
representing 80% of agricultural production, was damaged.
The project enzbled work to be done on water resources rehab1l.1tat1on, soil protection and the setting up of an early warning system; 3t was
completed in spite of marketing difficulties and the usual proolems, e.g. customs delays.
83/22  |Thailand: Agricultural and rural credit Project 1.F: Integrated Cofinancing 142.4 Y 14 9.7

The Community provided one component of the project, which was aimed at agricultural development and diversification in the eastern part of
the country, through a medium-term agricultural credit programme set up to promote investment and income diversification,
was set up for this purpose with counterpart funds generated.by the sale of fertilizers made available by the Community (18 million ECU).

The rest of the Comunity grant made it possible to purchase small items of equipment and to provide training, etc.

fertilizers from 1983 to 1985 and the revolving fund has been in operation since 1985.

A revolving fund

The Conm.m ty-provided
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ANMNEX V:  SHORT-TERM STUDIES, OPERATIONS AND ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES -~ 198? (ECU)

RECIPIENT COUNTRY  TITLE cofITMENT & B PARTNER
1. STUDIES/EXPERT'S SERVICES _
PAKISTAN ’ BALUCHISTAN AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE 17780 LANDELL
CENTRAL A-ERICA INTERUNIVERSITY COOPERATION 14775 CACERES LAT.AM.
CENTRAL AMERICA TRAINING PROGR. PORTS/MARLT. TRANSP. 3861 COCATRAN
EL SALVADOR HOSPLTAL CONTRUCTION AT ZACAMIL 76556 TRACTEBEL B
CENTRAL AMERICA ADMINIS. AND ACCOLNTING MANUAL 24255 SORCA/ENB B
INDIASR] LANKA,MALDIVES TECH. ASS., FISH. N.E.INDIAN OCEAN 18000 NONOYER B
DOMINICAN REPUBLIC  EVALUATION OF TENDERS 4500 WOROIZO .- B
GUATEMALA : EVAL. OF TENDERS (PROJECT 8/18) 3575 'STRCA BNB B
INDLA ' AGRICULTURAL MARKETS - 80120 CARL BRO BK/UK
CBNTRAL AMERICA HIGHER EDUC. PROJECT INVESTIG. 15000 BRANDA £
INDIA EVAL. COCONUT TREE PROJ. (KERALA) 31460 1RHO F
INDIA IRRIGATION PROJECT STUDIES 14700 BOUNENDIL F
BUATENALA PREPAR. FOR REHABILIT. PROJECTS 14450 DERCLAYE F
CENTRAL AMERICA COMPUTER. OF ADMIN. & ACC. MANUAL 13600 SC0 F
NICARAGUA CONSTRUCTION COSTS 13400 5C0 F
. HONDURAS EVALUATION FOOD AID 12969 BOPA F
"' CENTRAL AMERICA PARTICIPATION IN PROJECT 85/20 5497 KINDERWANS ~ F
o ASSISTANCE FOR FRAMEWORK CONTRACT 4500 PONS/ANALYSE  F
DOMINICAN REPUBLIC  STUDY PROGR. ON AGRARIAN REFORM 15733 IRAN F
CENTRAL AMERICA DEVELOPMENT OF COOPERATIVES 109534 BONIFICA n
~INDIA TECH. ASS. SUNFLOWER PROG. STAGE LD 18440 UN1 PISA I
EL SALVADOR TRANSMIGRATION OF PEASANT FARMERS 17705 COOP TECHNITAL 1T
DOMINICAN REPUBLIC  PREPARATION FOR REDERNALES PROJECT 8911 INC I
PHILIPPINES EVAL. OF CROP PROTECTION PROGR. 13555 NETH CONSULT ML
EL SALVADOR ~ PREP. FOR SAN SALVADOR UNIV. REHAB. PROJECT 8543 NUFFIC "l
DOMINICAN REPUBLIC  EVALUATION OF INFRASTR. TENDERS 5275 800N AL
ECUADOR PREPARATION OF CHAMBO PROJECT 4000 INSTRUPA GERFANY
INDONESIA MARKET STUDY (BALAWIJA) 2718 ARB GERPANY
PAKISTAN IOENTIFIC. OF PROJECT (BONER) 73895 HUNT ING 1
BANSLADESH REPORT ON REHABILITATION PROJECT 5900 RELIEF o
SUBTOTAL : BISEI 22.42
 FRAMEWORK CONTRACTS: 700000 SNT CONTRAT CADRE
850000 SETA DONALNE &
£50000 DANSROUP DONAINE A
50000 AGRAR DOMAINE B
50000 SEMAR METRA DOMAINE B
50000  SETA DORAINE €
50000 BONIFICA DOMAINE C
SUBTOTAL : 2200000 77.58
TOTAL STUDIES/EXPERTS' SERVICES: 2835531 100.00 4080
2. OERATIONS/TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE (EXPEDITED PROCEOURE)
CENTRAL AMERICA FISHERIES DEVELPMT PROJECTS 455000 OLDEPESCA CA
CHINA EVAL. OF MILK PROD. DEV. PROJECT 331570 7 EXPERTS
~ CENTRAL. AMERICA MULTINAT. BORDER AREA DEVELPMT 250000 04s
THAILAND KAYPUCHEA, LAOS TECHN. ASSIST. FOR SECRETARIAT 250000 COMITTEE NEKONG
CENTRAL AMERICA STRENGTHENING OF COOPERATIVES 108000 CADESCA
ANDEAN PACT STUDY ON TELECOMMUNIC. SYSTEMS 20000 ASETA/ESCO
TOTAL OPERATIONS/ TECHNICAL ASSTSTANCE 1425570 20.51
3. LONG-TERM EXPERTS' SERVICES (DELEGATIONS, 2688760 38,49
_____ NS L TANCIES ) e
TOTAL STUDIES/OPERATIONS/LONG-TEKM EXPERTS' 8949961 T o000

SERVICES: (1 +(2)+(3):




CALENDAR COMM:COMMIT- PAYMEMT DlR.I_NG CALENDAR YEAR
YEAR APPR MENTS 1977 1 1978 1 1979 I 1980 1 1981 1 1982 @ 1983 1 1984 1 1985 1 {986 X 1987 X TOTAL 3

)
]
1
1

1975 20.00 20.95 &3 30 3.3 16 4.0 19 1.3 5 20 10 1.4 7 20 10 0.3 i o1 O 00O O 0.0 O 20.8 9.4
1977 45.00 4381 - - &5 10 &2 M4 10,7 25 48 16 3.2 7 28 & 2.2 5 22 S L5 3 L0 2 T %4.1
1978 70,00 29.68 - - - - S5 19 L9 & A5 15 2.8 9 44 15 26 % 05 2 L3 B 0.7 2 25.2 85.0
1979 110.00 117,63 - - - - 373 M3 A 0.6 26 152 13 148 12 104 9 &7 & 3503 L3100 t09.9 9.4
1980 . 138,50 132,45 - - - - - - L7 % M8 32 287 22 154 12 13.2 10 8.0 6 B35 & LT b 1192 90.0
1981 150.00 153.54 - - - - - - - - 1.9 1123 8 521 34 10.0 7 166 1 8.6 & 17 5 H0%.2 7.1
1982 243,00 134,69 - - - - - - - - - - 3.3 2 8.7 b 3.8 M4 19.8 15 2.0 fb 100 7 .6 70.3
1983 212,20 227,41 - - - - - - - - - - - - 287 13 674 30 IS4 16 1.7 9 13,0 b 1842 12,2
1984 218.00 249.34 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 7.7 3 S50 2 8.9 Au 2.6 9 1433 51.5
1985 .264.00 149,71 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 2.8 2 2.0 18189 13 48.7 32.5
1984 248,20 268.58 - - - - - - . - - - - - - - - - - - 2.7 B 4B U B85S 31.8
1987 172.81 342.90 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - CRR T Y T | 13.4 4.0

TOTAL 1891.71 1870.5 6.3 - 1.8 - 19.4 - 39.% - 8.7 - 8.9 - 120.8 - M45.3 - 141.2 - W7 - 1543 9 975.38 -

IA ¢« XINNY
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ANNEX « VIT ¢ . DISBURSEMENT RATES FOR PROJECTS (ECU)

Commit. Nurber Amount % of Nurt?er of Payments Payments as
of . total projects |
year projects COmMIE™ Commit- completed fade at - pe rcgn;agenof
ted ments  at 31.12.87 31.12.87 comitments
PROJECTS:
1978 8 20962372 100.0 1 20891378 99.7
19717 2 434115614 99.5 13 HL3N7 94.7
1978 17 29412793 99.8 15 - 25270444 85.3
197 50 117004700 99.5 . 34 109353341 93.5
1980 33 131142104 - 99.0 17 1178325482 8%.9
1981 33 151011923 98.4 10 105570134 70.4
1982 & 28 132617713 98.3 9 92450847 49.9
1983 * 13 223135000 98.t 8 159883922 1.4
1984 # 35 247032089 99.1 7 141047360 3.1
1985 ¢ 22 143810000 97.4 2 44304055 30.8
1985 ¢ 32 263719065 9.2 3 80893544 30.7
1997 » £ 333922000 98.0 2 10884280 3.2
TOTAL PROJECTS: 3% 1841401373 9.4 . 131 951325187 .7
SHORT-TERM STUDIES, OPERATIONS, ADWMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES: :
1977 i 204799 0.3 R | 204799 100.0
1978 { $5323 0.2 1 85525 100.0
1979 15 422839 0.5 15 422839 100.0
1780 19 1302931 L9 . 18 1302931 100.0
1981 12 2529099 1.6 32 2529099 100.0
1982 k1 2070314 1.5 30 206100t 9%.6
1983 LM 4254507 1.9 43 4254607 100.0
1994 {5 2307947 0.9 14 2292184 99.3
1983 23 3897446t .6 20 3848763 98.8
1986 4l 4850733 1.8 37 4550450 95.7
1987 Y 49961 2.0 9 2734332 319.3

_TOTAL SHORT-TERM 276 29066217
STUDIES, OPERATIONS, ADM. EXPENSES .

TOTAL PROJECTS + SHORT- 1870467389 . 975892318 32.2
TERM STUDIES, OPERATIONS, ADM. EXPENSES: :

219 2567132 8.5

—
o

*Including supplements for projects committed in earlier ye;ars
1982 =4, 1983=2, 198 =%, 1985=5, 1986 = 6: TOTAL = 27
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ANNEX VIII.1

MAIN RECIPIENTS (except INDIA)

FOR EEC FINANCIAL AND TECHNICAL COOPERATION
1976-87 (million ECL)

* RECIPIENT: INDONESIA
i .. . EEC payments
Year Title and'type cosT at 31.12.87
of operation Sector 1o, EEC_ [Cofinancing] “** |m ECU *
NA/T8,/08 Soya Pllot Project, Susatra Agriculiure (Ganeral) 1,40 1,28 - 0,13 1.07 100
NAST?/07 South €ost Sulowes! = Trans— Integrated Arec Dovelopment 60,00 $ 2.2¢4 57.78 $ ADB 1.39 02,2
migration and Area Development
MI/’O7 DPatur ocden Dairy Development Pra]. Livestock 0,13 0,13 - - Q.18 100
NASTB/OB Bark Inconesio Small Credit Rural Credit 2.3 2.3 - - 2.3 100
Pr ags oo i
RA/78/08 Bank Indonasia Smoll Credit Rurot Credit Q.47 0,47 - - 0.47 100
Programms, (suppl.)
NASTE /09 South Cout Sulowss! Tranamlgro— Inl-w‘-lc‘ e oc Cavetopmant e7.12 8 3,00« 4.3 3 A00 15,28 8§ 3.0Q -]
tien {=3.383) 0.0 8 (1)
NASTE/0Y Talunggoguag Dr slncge ené freigotion and Drainage 47,7 .10 27.9 AD8 [ ] 100
Fleed Contrel
NA/STD/08 Secondory Crop Dev., Susalra Agrleulture {Ceneral) 4.7 3,00 - 1,70 Joo 0o
M‘/b! Sagondary Creo Dev., Sumstre agriculturs {(Ceneral) 0,80 0,80 - - 0.80 100
NAST9/ 108 freigotlon Studles {re lgatien and Dralnoge 0.80 0,80 - - 0,80 100
MA/80/12 Baturoden Dalry Dovelapmant Livestock 7.5 4,80 . 0.41 falle 2,85 “‘.I
RA/BC/ 13 Lowsr Cltonduy [rrigation lerigation ond drolnage 78,90 3.0 39.40 AO8 Q.78 0.0
HASB1/ 14 Batl lrrigation {rrigation and Dralnaoge [N ] 12,09 28.88 A8 8.3 7.0
NA/B2/19 Small Enterprise Daveiopmant Rural Credit 12.3%0 3,x - 4.2 4,28 31,8
Pro)ect (Bonk Indoneclo) . . .
NA/B2/20 Artlsanal Filsherlas Developsent Fisher les 4.77 2,90 0.89 [tatle 1,48 50,8
HASBI/ 14 wodura Ground Boter Agr leulturs w.% 13,10 2.0 U 4,18 3.7
MA/B3/2S Waet Pasomon lrrigotion treigotion ond Dralnage 10,44 7.50 - 2,94 0.54 8.3
a/BAL 1 1 Southern Sumatra Boter Irelgation 8,15 7.3 - 0.29 0,00 0.0
Resourcas devalopment
NA/ES/ 14 Lusl [reigotion Jrontunselune Rural Developswnt 52,3 20,64 2884 81RO 7.08 0.00 0.0
Basla Schemw
ALASBS /2 Pala. Sesd Production and Agricultvrel production 1.2 9.7 - 1.5 @,00 0.9
Morketing
ALA/BI/IT Javo Off Shore Pelagic Fisher les 3.8% 2.20 1.20 Fronce 0.43 0,00 0.0
Fisherise
ALA/ETS 19 dlero Mydro Powsr Ganeration Ener gy 19,90 18,90 - 1.0 Q.00 0.0
Progr onws

(1) leiomle Deveiopmani Bank.
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ANNEX- VIII.2

RECIPIENT: THAILAND

EEC_payments

Year Title and type CosT . at 31.12.87
of operation Sector TOTAL £EC  [Cofinancing| woea m ECU x
Na/T7/08 Plg Breeding Project Livestock 0.8 0.10 - 0.01 100
NASTB/ 11 Seed Cantre Study, S. Region Agriculiture 0.0 Q.10 - - 100
NASTB/12 Crop Diveralfication Study Agricuityre 0.20 0.20 - 100
M.E. Region
DMP/OI Winged Bean Deve’opment Agriculturs 0.80 0.80 - 100
L7 TaL-] Smalino)der Rubber Agrlculture J.80 1.80 - 1.8 1.84 -3}
AT/ VY Trrigetion Studles Agric. (lrrig. and Drolncge) c.70 s.7 - 0.437 [1}
N.C. Reglon
LT 2 Prellminory Crop Develaopment Agr lculturs 2.80 2.80 - 00
N.E. Regton . .
NA/BO/O2 Cooper ative Deveicpment Rural Institution 2.9 2.5%0 - 100
HA/BO/ 35 Hudl dong Pump Irrigation Agric. (lrrig. and Dreinage) 8.40 11.00 4.2 Belglque 8.0 109
NA/BO/ 16 Smalihotder Rubber 11 Agriculture 1.80 1.8 - 100
NA/B1/04 Sead Centra, $. Reglon Agricullure 4.4 2.0 - 2.0 2.3y 90
NA/82/03 Ol lassd Crop Develapmant agrleutturs .20 3.30 - 0.0 .50 - |48
' Progr omma "
na/B2/23 Suxholal Gr cundwater Develop— Agt lcutture .60 13,40 £.30 K 19,00 6.73 51
mant
NA/B3/ t Agr leyitural Cooperotlves Agriculture 7.88 3.44 - 2.44 3.42 54
Training . ,
NA/B3/ 13 ‘Coshew Devalopment Agricullural Production .92 1.30 - 0.02. 0.91 70
NA/B3/22 Agricuiture Credit Project Agricuiturot Services 2.40 20.00 38.90 AD8 83.50 19,94 0.9
i 0.32 - 100
NA/ B4 Supplosentory Proviclan Agriculture
Praliainory Crop Develapment .
NA/B4 /02 Crep Diversificolion N.E. Reglon Agrlcullural Resscrch ¢.80 4.90 - 1.90 3. 18 [}
NA/BA/ 12 vl Basin Irrigation 3.00 4.00 - 1.00 2.44 8
Na/34 /20 Rural Pianning Rural Technological Cacperalion 2.00 2.00 - - - -
AASBE/13 Mual Nong Project Agrlculture 3.3% 5.0 - $.0
ANA/BY/08 Mas Kok Sludy Rura) lrrigation 3.8 2.80 0.43 -
AA/BS /00 Agrlcultural Crodit ond Piant Rural Development 12.00 .00 - 7.0 n.n 82
Projects
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: ANNEX VIIILZ
RECIPIENT: PAKISTAN
EEC payments
Year Title and type cosT at 31.12.87
of operation Sectar TR tec  [Cofimancing| v |m ECU x
/T8 /02 Knar pur T1oa Oreinege Lre lyation 8.3+ 3.0 .00 104 RN 32 100
AT /O Chosay Right Sara Ireigetien 133.7 4.0 24,30 A8 108. i» 4.2 100
ATB /0% Torbeile Dom freigation 904.3 4. 1.6 100/ | 70,8 .8 100
REA/ LT '
ASTR/O4 Batuehinton Livesteock Agrieviture 0.0 .7 7.30 A8 t.8 1.4 2.8
HA/BO /08 Selar Energy Lrer gy 2.0 1e - .1 [R] sa.1
Na/BC /09 Seivehiston Bater Supply Weler Supp'y .0 .0 ®.0 :—lg:,m 1m0 3.8 X ]
/8101 Keracn! Flah Horbewr Flahor tue 12.0 1.0 - - 03 ., 4.2
"A/81/03 Emer ganey Progromma of Soler woter Supply s.0 2.7 3.3 wicr - 2.8 s
Suppiy fer Retugees f
NA/B3 /2 Salvcnioton Reter Supply It water Supply 13.3 7.8 - IR T 4 3.8 e 10
NA/B4 S Balvenistan Race Recensiruction Rurel Aaude 7.2 .0 23,3 UCR - 3.5 7.
nasas/ 2nd vecatisngi Tretalng Leveation w37 .0 4.4 rasIDa; | 333 o o
VDA/TI0A
~A/RS /22 Rrat Eleetrificotlon Cner 9y "ne 10.0 - 1.8 ° °
ALA/SS/13 Totii Fiwed lerigetian terIgetion .y 7.6 - 0.7 ° °
ALASRT/ 1S Bunet Develepment Rural Developmant e 0.4 - ¥ o 0
u.h/l?/i‘ Prioory Cducation Coucotian 102.4 13.0 37,4 1oavcion | 0.0 0" °
N * .-
ECUs and USD
RECIPIENT: BOLIVIA
R cosT EEC_payments
Year Title and.type at 31.12.87
of operation Sector Tota T EEC Cofinancing] =& |m ECU :
AL Cradite Agro=incustrimle Agro=industrie 2.00 2.0 - .00 100
AT/ 1S Developpement rurel Ceveloppemant rural 26,048+ | 1,00 “va.oes (v} .00+ i.6 1
inlegre Lito-diile .
NASTS/23 Devsioppemant rurel Devaloppenmnt rural % -1} 1.0 $1,70es (310) | 3.0 1.0 100
Integrs Abepc—lzersg
WATB/LY Depasesmant Deve leppement vurel 0.3 0.38 o. % 100
NAT9/2S Reconsoment ogrloele aorlauiture {oluees) 1.8 1.00 - 0.1 100 100
AS79/23 Depors smeat agrleulture {otudee) 0.20 0.20 - - 0.1 o8
L'2d e Irrigetian Alts Vaites Deve'sppomsnt rur el .00 2.00 15,42+~ (OC) 1.00¢ |.;' n
{Cocramomru) .
A/ B30T Mittopro els turoun PR | Duvsloppomant rurat 24.00 .0 - s.00 .00 00
RA/LY /DT D poseemant Coveloppement wgr lcaia 2.00. ™ (-]
HA/B4/TS Progrome de recenstruetions Infrastrueiures (Calortrophen) 3.0 3.40 - 0.0 2.9 [
(Trinicea/Scrta Ana)
NA/ B4 /0% Depassemant Iatrantrueturss {cotaatropres) e:ll 8.00 « o
MA/B4 /08 dicro—pro sl rurous PPA 11 Dwvelsppesmnl rural 19.50 12.%0 - 1.unl 1.3 [1]
V28/84 Bot Wicre—projets ruroun AW | Devaloppement rurel .60 12.00 - 2.0 11,04 °»
NA/B3/10 Protectior contrs Inencaliens Infraviructures (cotostrepher) 11,50 .00 1.00 (W) 150 2.1 s
(Sente oruz) '
)wu/n Progrorves de Develsppesent ¥aT Deveioppeewnt rurel 24.00 20.00 - [N} 3.3 "
AA/BT/23 Praveniion des inemdations Intrasteuctures 5.50 3.0 -0 0.30 o [
Lac Titisoce b

*In USD million.
*Loan in USD million.

hk
Loan of OM 12.8 million + grant

of DM 2.82 million in bilateratl aid from Germany.
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ANNEX VIII.4

JRECIPIENT: SRI LANKA . '
. EEC_Payments
Year Title and type T at 31.72.87
of operation Sector ™ | EEC  |Cofinancing] “™* |m ECU *
NAST76/00 Mohadlulvevia Tamk frr. Intugrated Rurgl 2.00 .00 - .00 00 -
RASTZ /05 Mahgwe!i Ganga [t treigatien 42.20 z.dn 40.20 (I). 2.00 100
frrigation (System M) :
RAS78/CS Polunar . Settlement Intagrated Rurol 12.10 1.00 1.50 P 8.8 .00 100
(System G)
NASTS,/08 Hydretoglcal Sludy Irrigetion 0.3 0.3 - 0.3 100
MA/TD/3 Cooorut Renabilitatien Agriculture 3.0 3.0 0.33 ltelie 0.7 .5 3
WA/80/ 10 fategrated Rural Dev. Integrate Rurgl 3.3 15.40 - 5.0 15.40 100
. (System C)
NA/83 /28 Integrated Rural Dev, Integratleg Rurgl $3.00 20.00 29.00 (2) 24.00 9.00 12
(System B) Left Bara
ALA/B7/33 Integroted Rural Duv, Intagrated Rural 14405 .00 72.20 10A/CIDA | 48,29 Q
{System B) Right Bonk
(1) IDA = UK - Canada ~ M. ~ USA
{2)Soud| Fund for Developmant
RECIPIENT: HONDURAS
. EC payments
T cosT EEC pay
Year ftLe a‘”‘t"tYpe at 31.12.87
- ot operation Sector ™A | EEC_ |Cofinancing] “* | mECU | *
NASTT/ 18 Artleanal Fiater lex Davelopment Flaher laa 3.00 1.2 ‘ 08 p.o. 1.64 1.17e a8 -
NA/TS/22 Agriculiyral & Livestock Rural 8.00 2.4 D8 p.=, 5.0 2.39 99.8
\ Reseorch and Extension
L2Vl Py - Rural Water Supply and Haalth 8.0 3a - 1'.l L | 9.4
Sanitotlon
NA/B0/21 Fesder Roads In Coffee - Introstructure 3.0 2.1 - 0.9 2.00 0.8
' Producing Arsas
MA/B0/22 Rural Storogs Sheds (IHaa) Rural 1.3 3.3 - 3 J.J‘. 3.4
NA/BO/23 Cevelopmant of {ndigencus Rural 2.0 1.4 - 0.8 Q.20 20
Coemynlty (YORO)
MAZBO/ 26 Salee Contres (BANASLPRO) Rur ) 2.1 1.0 - 0.9 e | we
KA/B2/ 14 Strengthaning of the Agrorlan Rur a1 ' 17.7 18.9 - 0.8 3. 0
, . Aatorm {Banli) . . [
NA/83/23 Consolldation &k Developemnt of Rural 11.0 .0 - - 2.0 0.35 3.8
. fFarewr Assocliatlions (chotuteca) .
TRA/BS /24 Fesder Roods In Coffee Infrastruatur en 0.0 1.7 - ra 0,07 0.2
Prooucing Arsar (II)
AA/88/20 Rural Water Suppiy and sl th 2.2 ".s - 7.7 - -
Sanilation .
* Final cont
RECIPIENT: PHILIPPINES
Title ard cosT EEC_payments
Year Oft e rati;ype at 31.12.87
-ope n Sector v T UEEC | Cofinancind =% | m ECU x
MASTR/ 38 Bleal Alver Integrated Rural Davelopment 53.0 4.5 41.0 8.1 100
MA/BO/ 14c1 Crop Protection Rur ol Development 8.5 ;.s 1.8 3.4 100
NA/BI1/15e1 Palgwan Integrated Rural Cevelopment 8.0 1.1 4.0 ar.s 8.2 k2]
NA/BS /23 Auroca Integroted Rurol Development 2.8 'Ol - 1.8 - 0
Nassas e CECAP - Cantral Cordlilera Intogroted Rural Devalopemnt 0.8 8.9 - .3 - ¢
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ANNEX VIII.5

RECIPIENT: NICARAGUA
. CoST EEC_payments
Year' Title and type at 31.12. 8?
of operation Sector TOTA EEC [Cofinancing| “** [ m ECU
WIS Rencbilitatlon of Agrlcultural Rural 2.8 2.8 - 2407 9.4
¢ Cantres
HA/B0/Q3 Techalcal Assintance to the Wi- Rur at 3.38 2,00 @.8 Frenae 2.92 8.8
nletry of Pianning and Agric.
NA/B /08 Tocanical Assistancs to ENABAS Rural 0.5 X} - - 0.5 4.6
Wll’/{: Progromems tor 1he Development Rurgl 1.9 7.4 - 12.3 5.28 Tt
of Basic Oroine
RA/82/13 Strengthening af the Agrorign Rural 13.98 11.78 - .2 .97 81.3
Rotorm
NA/BS /01 Integrated Rura!l Davelopment Rural [N 3.5 - 5.0 2.44 80.7
(®asiatea)
HA/BS /02 Progr omwe for Decrecsing Poet~ Rura? 8.0 2.5 2.5 ttoly 5.0 0.%8 23.3
Horvest Losses and Amelloration
of Morneting (Chanialaes)
ALA/BE/R Oevelopment of Agricubturat Rue o) 8.8 s.8 - L3 - °
Production (Messta)
RECIPIENT: _PERU
. EEC payments
Year Title ard type X COST at 31. 12 87
of operation wcTeR ot EEC | Cofinancing % | m ECU
HAST0/20 Boisemant Cojamorq Rural, forestotion 3.4 2.0 1.4 SOCIAKE total 100
HA/BO/58 Ml cro—barr ages /Anzach Infrostructure 1.3 1.5 total 100
NA/BI/ 10 Projet pliots dajes Rur ol 7.0 5.8 2.0 ITALIE 0.4 2.08 b4
HASBI /21 Nlurrlnv--ll-lu’nl ansy Introsiructure a.r 8.0 |‘.a PAY~BAS 1.45% 3.3 sy
NA/BS Y Mlcro praojets ruroux Pampa/Puro infrastructure 19.0 18.0 3.0 5.6 -]
M;A}M/N Prevention lnondatlona Titlcoco infrastructurs 8.0 3.0 1.0 -] -]
RECIPIENT: COSTA RICA
EEC payments
1 «
vear Title and type oSt at 31.12.87
of cperation Sector ot 1 EEC [Cofinancing| ** [ m ECU
NA/B2/ 12 Strengtnening of the Agrorlan Rur at p-% 8.0 - 7.8 12.908 00.9
reform
WA/83/01 | Progronme of Productive Rurat 4.3 3.0 - 0.9 1,209 =.8
Projects in foveur of Refugeas
NA/BS /06 Integrated Rur o} Developmmnt Rural 21.63 0.98 - 11.68 1.120 1.2
(OSAXXF1T0)
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RECIPIENT: CENTRAL AMERICA (CABEI, CADESCA, CATIE, CFAD, CIM, IDB, ICA, INCAP) %
" EEC payments
Year ;tle c:::i;ype cosT at 31,12.87
' oee Sectar % | EEC [Cofimancing| Y™ | m ECU *
T Contratl Ammrlcen reglone! dealc Rur ol | w0 z.0u o.08 cratl - e 0
weiny oy omme (Mondures,
Coato-Rica)
ST/ Motz tisna] Ressorch Aural 2.4 2.0t Coa N 0.3 2.0 0.8
Na/78/28 Studlies wIth rurat sscter Rur o} 0.43 0.43 - - 0.43 100
T Prist prajects fer rural sl 0.97 0.37 - - 0.37 100
Devalapmmnt )
WA/TR/28 Technieal asalstence Bregr coums [ 0.3 os - - " jos 100
W/78/31 | Eatension o1 Priet Prajects ter Ruret 3.20 1.320 - 0.9 1229 2.

rurel development. Conisidutien
e CATIE s core Buogset

WA/BO /28 Tecnnicol Aseletance for Prejoct Rur @i . 0.3 0.8 -~ - - 71 7.7
Properation
NA/BO/3Y Resanreh Support Rur el 1.9 0.2e8 - 1R 0.238 [
(AR /1T Supperi te fermers' swseclzled Rural ! J.o1 ‘1 T ©.7 Framee - V872 7.7
woduclivn wnlta .
nAJB2/Y Raconstruction Brisges Infrestructures 3.2 3.2 - - 0.7%2 a1
(Nleor egve. mendurcs)
NA/BI2 Heimtogrotion of qualified L.A. Lmigranta . . e 1.4 - - o.8m an
" ratlonalr In 3 C.A. eountrlss ! '
/B 4 Asganeration of SuE's in C.A, Induetriel 3.0 0.0 . [r2.a8e [ty 7.5 379
NA/DS /S Technlco! Cooperetlon Progr orem Rue ot 9.07 a2 0.33 fromce 2.213 4.9
on Food Securlty
nNA/R3 /20 ile Survivatl Preg owe Health 1252 ®.5 15,0 Itely 1,801 0.9
aaseass Chiminatien Robles nealth 3.8 2.0 1.4 PNO 1.0 -
- . 0.33 sloromcx
ARAET] 14 “Stronglhenlng of Ceeperstives furat .0 n.0 23 Spein 5.3 -

© o Project suspenced (cns component (Monduros) saly cowplaled; the Wicoroguon part wes sowplated Indapendently.)

ea 3,882 Wle Lit,

RECIPIENT: ANDEAN PACT = JLNAC

. R EEC payments !
Year Title and_type COST at 31.12.87 |
of operation Sector ] Tora EEC Cofinancing: ‘&% *
L Ve gVall Cooperslisn taghnique rurgie Rayr 0l ' 1.6 1.0 (-] 100
NASTY 20 Tachraingie o) lmmntaire Aural 1.8 2.0 2.8 100
“A/78/17 Tochneiogie & bels Lo Lot e ' 3.0 100
| MAST/28 Technalogle ov dars 0.1 01 0.1 100
AR/ 28 Technalogis ov dels 0.e 0.4 0.4 100
MASTO/I0 Flla se palve Rural 0.4 0.4 . 0.4 100
WA/TE/IS Induairie: stondar ¢iaatien et Industrie o.2 0.2 0.2 00
contrile de ouallte . X
[TV Fr il Teehmolngin ailmanteirs = mtri= Al lwantalre &7 0 A2¢+.08 0.32{1) ' ¢.M 100
them
NA/B0/28 Cooperation lachaioue ruraie "ol N EY-T) 200258 0.80(1) | 2.8 oo
KA/81/7 | Coeseratien teen Trduen Ingustr te 1.708 1130 .873(3) [IRE7 w0e
rie ot pronlfl N schneei gus !
W81/ | Techmoiag.a rurale (PaCT/rural} Aurole 7.50 LR Y 3.63(e) | 2.3 80
/8274 Lrargie Energle 8801 [ 05010 o.w(s) Joes - |1
Nag B3 £8 Promotion Industrielis du boin 1.0 §.0 ‘eS| 5.0 a3
8. WIRs (8)
A/ /8 Strategie = Secur its 10.08 7.0 | 3.08(s) | e.08 sa
Alimentoire
RA/25/3 laeustrie = Lchanges seur 823 7.0 2.055(8) | .08 Eo
reglensux
(1) 0.22 member countries of Andean Pact + 0.0 JUNAC. ' .
(2) O 44 u n " " " + D 16 L} 4 X ’ .
(3) 0.2?9 " " " 1] [1] + 0 29‘. n
(4) ember countries of andean Pact.
(5) JUNAC.

(6) Member countries of Andean Pact plus JUNAC.
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ANNEX VIII.7

RECIPIENT: ASEAN

EEC payments

. COST
Year Titte and‘type . at 31.12.87
of operation Sector ot | EEC |Cofimanci Loed m ECU *
NAST8/ 18 PAST HARVEST STUOY Pre/post hervest cersals 0.3 0.% 0. 184 81
RASIB/T TGOt STOY forestry 0.2 0.30 e.1m 90
AT/ 17 QLU TRE STWOT Fiaherios 0.3 0.3 0.2 n
/81702 ASEAN SCIENTIFIC &8 TEOWICA Industr ial Cooperation 2.0 2.3 1528 55
o o {sT0) .
NASBY/ 16 POST HARVEST TEONOLOCY Pre/poal horvest 4.30 4.3 3.431 L -]
NA/B2/AT TIMBER STWOY (SUPPL.) Forasiry 0.03 0.03 - - 0.03 100
NA/SI /32 TIMEER TEOMOAOIT CONTRE Forastry 12.90 ?.%0 3.42 ASCAN a.30% 7
i CONTRIES f
ALASB8/08 ARAOA. TRE DEVELOPENT & (OOR— Fisher lag 9.32 [ %) 2.38 ASEM L]
OINATION PROGRAAME COUNTAILS
ALA/BS /08 THOUSTR AL STANDARDS & QUALITY [ndustriql Cooperation '5.00 3.00. In Nind ASEAN [}
. CONTROL PROGRAME N .
ALASBS/ 38 MAINE FISHERIES RESCLRCES AS- Fiaher ies 1.018 0.032 0.363 ASEAN ¢
SESSUMENT & TRAINING COUMT . -SEAFDEC
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: AID FOR DISPLACED PERSONS
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+ ECOLOGY

7330/7309 : RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT (7730 DIRECT)

T
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934
950
949
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ANNEX X:  PROGRAMME OF FINANCIAL AND TECHNICAL COOPERATION WITH INDIA - 1976-87 (MILLION ECW)

! DISBUR- O
AYMENTS SEMENT ' PAYMENT!

0
3
=
2
A
- -

1975 17611 Irrigation of dry areas Y600 ' H
_________ A ) { N S S SR
1977 I ! Strge of grains & fert. (ICWCH  &.40 : A0 100 }0CT.85 !
1712 ! Intensive grain storage Y560 H 50 ! 100 (DEC.80 ¢

1978 17841 i Cooperative storage (NCDC) @7 15.40 To15.40 100 JJuN.85
17872 1 Cyclone shelters (AP &T.N) 200 L0 100 !A%R B3 !

1979 :19/9 [ Supply of fertilizers 125,00 275,00 1T 100 AR B1
© %% ilIrrigation of dry areas (UR.) 7.00 : HEL N
7949 1 Agric. credit (ARDC IID) 18.00 : : 1982 8

179436 1 Cyclone shelters (Orissa) ¢ L.5) I P [ : L :

11937 i Flood shelters (W.B.) P00 Yo% T 9 {

1980 80/5 SL;pﬁLy of fertilizers T208.00 12800 ¢ 100 1AVR.82 !
180/5 : Mark. of agric. prodts (U.P.} L 1s0 H H !

'90/5  : Soya development (M.P.) - 12,80 ! : !

180/9 : Soya development (U.P.) ! .70 ! ' !

'80/3¢ ! Cyclone shelters (II) (T.N.)!  0.40 !0.50 ¢ 83! H

180/37 i Cyclcre shelters (Kerata) ! 3.80 R 100 {AVR.BS

1981 181/10 ¢ Supply of fertilizers 1 38,00 36,00 100 {SEPLES ¢
81710 Agric. credit (ARDC IV) H 18.00 ¢ A MAR.BA ¢

81710 Water supply (H.P.) H 18.00 ¢ ! ! !

8113 ¢ Afforestation (U.P.) LI R 8.1 I 4 : !

1982 18210 ! Supply of fertilizers L85.00 V45000 100 HJUR.BL
1810 ! Water supply (T.N.) : 17.00 ! ! ! !

'82/10 Water supply (Punjab) : 6.30 ! ! ! H

82/10 1 Agricul. credit (ARDC IV) ! 2,70 4 ' ‘MOR.B4

182/ 1 Cyclome shelters (A.P.) b0 o0 1A !

‘826 ! Cyclone shelters (III) (T.NJi  L.00 R !

182/30 i Fish—-farming (Kashmir) 'L Po0.50 ) 50 ¢ :

1983 183/16 | State training centres (RD) | .50 R !
‘8318 ! Modernization of irrig. (TN 25.00 P90 38 !

83/2% i Supply of fertilizers ! 3300 Y3300 100 :JUL.B5 !

193/26 ! Advisory services (fertilizld 6.00 } i : :

‘83426 ! Reclmg of salt marshes (Maharashtra) 20.00 ! ! ! H

83/% ! Small-scale irrig. (Gujarat): 7.00 ' : !

98¢ 10 1 Supply of Tertilizers Y4500 {4500 ¢ 100 !DEC.E7 !
18¢/10 & Small-scale irrigation (A.P.2) 30.00 ¢ H ! H

194710 | Grain storage ! 15.00 ! ! ! !

84/ ! Devlpmt of water distn systems 15.00 © }  _ 0V _ H

1985,  '85/12 ! Supply of fertilizers V4500 !45.00 ¢ 100 (DEC.87 !
185712 | Devlpmt of mustard seeds (Rajasthan) 26,00 ! : ! H

BH1T 1 Integrtd managmt of water ! 17.00 3 ! : :
_________ ‘oot resources {(Gujarat) S S FON SR
1986 18876 ¢ Intgrtd mngmt o vater res U.P)) 45.60 ! : : !
18876 i Supply of fertilizers : N5.00 1 13,70 8 30 !

18547 ' Storage by coop. (Bihar) O T L R R R H

186719 1 SHE hydrology modet 'o0.98 I ;

1987 814 i Devel. of sheep breeding (T.NL) 4.10 S :
97/9 ! Cocorut development (Kerala): 45.00 R !

18179 i Supply of vegetable oit H 23.80 ! H :

T ThonaC e < Thear s T T R TN T s T



JANNEX XI:  FINANCIAL AND TECHNICAL COOPERATION WITH LEAST [5EVEL03ED CONTRIES (LLOCS) - 1976-87
{million ECW) .

i

1976-80 1981-85 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1985 1987  TOTAL 1

STANDARD PROJECTS:

- AFGHANISTAN 1.00 R . 1,00 0,06

SANGLA DESH 3270 83.00 1200 23.40 . 17.00 25.50  4.90 C598 18 T.10
© BHUTAN _ 900 _ 340 450 110 ) _ %00 0.53
BURMA 590 8.00 55 - _ 2.5 . . _ 345 L3 103
LATS 10 120 N ) L2 T 600 0.40 170 0.9
HALDIVES 0.50 L.70 _ A R i ) 2200 013
NEPAL 5.20 15,54 _ LT 530 5.00 154 C_AT Bas LW
YEMEN AR LU0 1T 520 LM 580 T 1.50 W L4
HAITI 1290 .60 5.60 1,00 _20.50 1.2

SUETOTAL LLDCs: 63,40 138,78 2270 37.30 22,54 A%70 7.54 M4.50 10,54 229.22 13,59

TOTAL. STANDARD ' "
PROJECTS: 331.30 938,46 120,10 191.00 238.33 175.29 211.49 206.80 201.75 1685.3! 100.00

I 19.73 14,82 18.90 19.83. 11.56 2493 3.9 6,69  3.22  13.99

DISASTER RELIEF

PROJECTS:
BANGLADESH _ - . . . R _ 650 450 5.57
HATTL* _ L0 } . L50 . R Y1 . &3 S
YEREN AR 2 . _on8s 02 . I N B R
YEREK PDR _250 _ 250 ) oL _ - B B T
_SUBTOTAL LLDCs: 675 250 405 0.20 4,85 650 18.10 15.51

TOTAL DISASTER
RELIEF PROJECTS:  27.80 SB.20  9.70 ° 9.70 il.40 11.50° 15.90  {5.73 15.00 116.73 100.00

) 11,60 5.7 3533 LN 30.87 433 159

SUBTQTAL STANDARD PROJECTS +
-+ DISASTER RELIEF 55.40 M5.50 22.70 39.80 3159 43.90 7.5 19.35 1704 24732

PROJECTS (LLDCs): : i
TOTAL STANDARD 339,30 99466 129.80 200.70 249,73 186,79 227.99 232,33 216.7% 1803.24
PROJECTS + DISASTER RELIEF PROJECTS:

4 18.20 1483 17.49 9.8 12,45 23.5¢ 1.3 B.32 7.8 132

*x . .
Project shared with Dominican Republic.
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