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Independent Evaluator’s Opinion on
Agricultural and Fisheries Research Equipment Moder nization Project

Kwan-young Kim, Hanyang University

1. Relevance

The agricultural and fisheries industry is a declining industry in Korea. It is much
more apparent after WTO era. The GDP share has been decreasing continuously.
However, the importance of this sector far exceeds the simple GDP share. Since Korea
has a root of agrarian society, the Korean people are very sympathetic toward farmers
and fishermen. So the relevance of this project should be evaluated with this view.

The Uruguay Round started in 1986 when this project talks was on progress. The
agricultural sector was most seriously affected industry in UR. Thus the Korean
Government needed to do something for the agricultural industry. The best thing that
the Government could do is to assist, lead, and encourage the R&D in order to enhance
the productivities. The R&D included developments of new agricultural products,
improvements of farming technology, increases in the yields and etc. Thus, in the
UR-WTO era, this project can be seen as very relevant.

The same is true for fisheries sector.

2. Impact

This project is aimed a promoting experiment and research activities and technological

development in agriculture and fisheries sector by providing experiment and research tools to
government sponsored research centers. Most of equipments were disposed since durable periods
ended before the evaluation. However, the interviewed researchers at both RPA and NFRI agreed on
the view that this project worked as a catalyst for the modernization of agriculture and fisheries
research centersin Korea.
Until 1990s, the Korean Government set up highest priority on the export industry. The Government
policy toward this sector was price control, Government purchase, provision of loans for farming and
fishing fund, and etc. The agriculture and fisheries sector was a neglected one in terms of R&D.
However after this project and after UR, the Government realized the importance of R&D in this
sector and allocated more budgets.

3. Sustainability

Since most of procured items have exhausted their durable years, and they have been
disposed of and orderly being replaced by new ones or alternatives, few things can be
said about sustainability.

4. Recommendation

In order to evaluate the project properly, the evaluation time should be set within the
durable life span of procured items of ODA loan.
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