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Standaré/<ay Questions

as Zrales: Irzuts
1. Are xey inpute baing s:rplied according to plan by:
(2) AID, (b) action agent, (c) coopsrat countries,
(d) sultileteral orgamizations, and/or (e) other
cdonors? ' ‘

X 1=s /7 o If no, explain.

2. Ars assumptions regarding the supply of inputs stil) valigs
[d = xo If no, explain.

3. Rate parformance of aciien egent(s) against plan:

15 Outstanding /7 Setisfactory U Unsatisfactory
Corzent on key factors deterrining rating.

S. Trensfornztisn o0 Inouts dnts Catosts

4, C:iven the answers etovs, i,s., prograss to date in supplysr
inpuls, changes in assu=piions, stc., is tho management
rypothesis that ths t2t231sy of the resources applied to

tze project vill be suf®isient to produce tho predetormined

outputs by the specitied tarcet dates =641 valia?

[ ¥E: LT o If no, oxplain.

5. Is the approach or course of sction originally salected,
i.2., project cesizn sndfor methodology. still the most
eroropriate?

[ YEs [T If no, what changes need to be
zade in either inputs, woriplens and/or output expectations:

~

Jatouts

Se I'rofect

st the cutput indicaiors, their planned targets, ana

B3%L2: perlormanca echlsved for each qurinc the poriod
. . "—'—-——n—-—-—*_._
s sovisyc. »/ See Matrix

&. 7as a2tuwl perfor-incs sess “han planned tziget?
U TL3 E hEw If no, oxplein.

Performance equal to planned target.

/¥

T, Vo ee2 < e - . :

L Fiooinls ar...‘.n. v olier juestisng on s.ateroncs, 17 adoquate,referense
Tey 14 rnads 10 the Project matrix, issuss narrative, action agont's report,
Yilrrenzet

§, or avy othar attached zr readily availabls docunentation.



Q. Waac coanies, 1z Aty ‘,l‘. Hecessary in N‘ﬂu.
Spat indicaiors, ta.get dates, and assuz=ptions!)

Are they reflected in attached matrix?
v [T o

€. Do asticn agert's reports provide adequats progress
dets for ronitoring and analysis?
&7 = [T w If 1o, what action wily

be. teken to correct situation?

SI2Z: At the discretisn of the Office Director, the following questions
T2y De critled in an infornel (Cption Adevaluation,

Omitted
-e Proisat Pur2ose

7. Give statzzant of puraose as currently conceaved 4f
different Sroz gitached matrix,

a, T= it 5298 ae in PUOD?

L0 = [T w

b. Sare or consistent with contract/P%SA/krantt
L s [T w

8. Ilist conditions which will exist when above purpose is
achieved--if different from those in attached matrige..
or at & otier particular point in projsct drplemsntation
&nd cite or refer 4o evidence to date of progress towards
conditizns (=673).

9. Are critiss} essumptions for achieving purpose still validi
[T = /7 m If no, explain.

0. Is *he devalszrent hypothesis that the sgyregate production
of outputs w111 Yaed io the creation of 2 sob of conditions
8c the end :f zrclest, i.e:. achieverent of Prvject purposs
$till vglic” :

7 w2 ST ke
=8 the >s%3:7179 &s s-ated in tho PROP still sound.
A TR iy

if answes <o e4iisr question above is negative, what /50
suanges ars ngssssare la.g., redesign, extend or terminste
project, inrsass, ancunt of inputs or production rate,
ohancs anticw azewt)?
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To develop multy
sistance, resea

T82 End of Profect Status:
1)y a ligniticantly expanded US institutional cap+

'i

ducipnmry capa-

ch, education,
o the contributing |abi1tey ongoecon Providing high quality services
s esployment and new knowledge of major bencfit to LbCs,

the growing international net
s-=1in the LDCs and 1 the dono.

p] Assung:jon;

(1) The labor/tec
of priogity conce
(2) us engineering, ind
Preneurial, extension,
!be more ettcct.lvoly har

rn.

hnology eguation will remain

ustrial analysis, entre~
and sconomic skills can

nessed.

technological baais for more affectively employing the “concerned with intermediats technology. (3) There will be oPPortunities for US inputge=
labor, capital, ang hatural resource endowments of 3) The employment oriented link in the US net= ‘either bilaterally or through multilateral
developing countries in manufActuring processes and suh- |work of universities concerned with more effac~ organizationg--that can significantly influemce

8¢5 and in transportation and Sonstruction activitiegtive application of science and technology to LDC actions. )

CI outPors, 'd \nderatanding and applicetic;develoment.
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Adentifying thoge aspects of manufacturing,. con'i;ructlon, involved 1 development activities. condu?ted.
and transportation activities which are .uscépu.blo to (2) Impact/ of univeraity activities on LDC ](2) Discussions held with WIDO, mAs and other
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3 (4) technological

ntermediate technology.

to enkance the capability ¢ employability of unskilled (5) Impact of Program on activities of .other US 1(5) Informal Consultations with ather donors
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