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Opening Session
Session | : Introduction

“T'he role of family planning programmes as a fertility determinant.” (R. Freedman and
D. Freedman)
“Issues in relating fertility demand and programme supply functions.” {(T. Paul Schultz)

“The effect of public policy on the efficacy of family planning programmes.” (D. Warwick)

Session 2 :  Theoretical issues in the interpretation of programme effects.

‘A framework for characterizing the role of programmes as a fertility determinant.”
(G. Simmons)

“Theoretical perspectives on the intersection of the supply of services and demand for fertil-
ity regulation.” (W. Robinson and J. Cleland)

‘Programmes as a fertility determinant : Proximate operational determinants of fertility
regulation behaviour.’ (R. Simmons and J. Phillips)

“A framework for assissting the role of programmes in influencing contraceptive choice,
continuity, and use dynamice.” (R. Bulatao) ,

Session 3 :  Therole of service quality in the efficacy of programmes

“Quality of services, program efforts and fertility reduction.” (Anrudh Jain, Judith Bruce, -
and Sushil Kumar)

“Relations of contraceptive choice to continuity of use.” (Igbal Shah)

“The relationship between service quality and demographic outcome in four rural Chinese
counties.” (Joan Kaufman, Zhang Zhirong, Qiao Xinjian, and Zhang Yang)
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4 . Case studies on the determinants of success in unfavourable institutional settings.

“Weak demand or inappropriate supply : Programme Efforts in Indigenous Guatemala.”
(S. Rosenhouse)

“Organizational implications of inadequate demand : Some case materials from India.”
(A. McIntosh)

“An analytical overview of successful and unsuccessful projects in Kenya.” (John Oucho
and D. Ayiemba)

5: Programme Effort asa Fertility Determinant

“Birth planning and fertility decline in rural Ghaanxi.” (S. Greenhaligh)

“Programme effort and contraceptive use in India.” (Pravin Visaria, Abusaleh Shariff, and
Leela Visaria)

“Study of programme effort and performance of family planning services in Thailand.”
(Aphichat Chamratrithirong)

6 . Methodological issues in assessing the role of programme intensity as a fertility
determinant.

“Fertility regulation and community programmes in Egypt : The application of multi-level
analysis to assessing the impact of the Egyptian family planning programme.”
(Hossain Abdul Aziz Syed)

“Service proximity as a determinant of contraceptive behaviour : Evidence from Cross-
National Studies of Survey Data.” (A. O. Tsui and Luis Hernando Ochoa)

“Methods for measuring programme impact : The research record.” (J. Ross and C. Lloyd)

“New estimates of potential demand for family planning.” (C.Westoff and Lorenzo
Moreno)

7 : Societal constraints to family planning programme

“The societal constraints to the organization of effective family planning service delivery in
Subsaharan Africa.” (Odile Frank)

“Institutional constraints tofamily planning in the Arab East.” (Mohammed Faour)

“Institutional constraints onthe provision of family planning services in Latin America.”
(Susheela Singh and Diego Berrio)

“Constraints on Supply and Demand for Family Planning : Evidence from rural Bangla-
desh.” (M. Koenig and R. Simmons)

8 :  The programmatic response to societal constraints demand : Strategies for enhancing
the role of programmes as a fertility determinant.

“The potential contribution of incentives and disincentives in enhancing family planning
programme effectiveness.” (J. Cleland)

“The role of community participation in improving the performance of family planning
programmes.” (Ian Askew) .

“The utilization of traditional village institutions in Indonesia : Is the BKKAN organiza-
tional experience relevant fo family planning programmes elsewhere 7" (Djamalluddin
Ancok)

“Modernization of Reproductive Behaviour in Kenya : Societal Determinants and Pro-
gramme Implications.” (Wariara Mbugua)



Session 9 : Developing programme impact . The experience of organizational research in family
planning programmes.

“An overview of efforts to improve programme performance in Latin- America and the
Caribbean :Lessons learned from Operations Research.” (J. Townsend and J. Foreit)

“Developing public sector programmes : Strategies for introducing programmatic change
in India.” (R.Maru and J. Satia)

“Operations research in family planning in Africa.” (D.Lauro and M. Catherlne Mater-
nowska)

“The determinants of impact and utilization of fertlhty research on public policy : China
and Mexico.” (Axel Mundigo)

Session 10: Querview and Synthesis
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