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Stftfldrd. /'y Questions 

A. .?roe:Ircuts1. Are key inputs being su.plied accor"ng to plan by:(a) AID. (b) action agent, (c) cooperating Countries. 
(d) mltilateral organizatio.a, and/or (e) other 
donors? 

J9 r:-s 110i If no, exlan 
2. Are ass--ptions regarding the suoply of inputs still Yalidi 

z s7 j NO: no, explain. 
3. Rate performance of action agent(s) against plan: 

1aOtstanding .~Satisfactory 17 Unsatisfacto7 
Co.zent on key factors determiaiing rating.
 

-. Transfzrn--tion of Inmuts into C-tz'.-ts 
4. -ren the ansers aove, i.e., progress to date in supplyfr,
inputs, changes in ass-ptions, etc., is the aage..e.'thypothesis that the t:tal!tv of the resources applied tothe project uIll be S-Pficient to produce the predetarmind

outputs by the 
 api-v- strg-
. .ill-.?
 

L7YE .!0 0 Ifno, explain.
 
5. is the approach or co',_se of action originally selected,i.e., project design a.d/or rmethodolorv. still the mosat

a.propriate?
 

1 ~-S 7 -NO ifno, what changes need to be,a1e in either iniuts, "orkalans and/or output expectatIons 
. 'ro'ect utmuts 

'S. list the cutput irdica .rs, t.eir planned targets, ILa
tt e.r...&. performa:e achi'ed for each gurina the ooriodSee Matrix ,_
 

a. 'Ias ac.ual - ....... 
less than plannod trget?
SY L-17i.O If no, oxplain.
 

"erformance equal to planned target.
 

- .-..-. ~a.o-~.e ,St. c ra,~?. ,tAt6-i.,..,, I__Aoquate,referenoe
 
tet
S*.a .. other •.atrix," issus narrative agont's-action re ort,. alable docunentation.e 



o $car "'49,. *34 A n - rs reMvsba,&r In Outputs,Oet at lica'ors, tLget dates. and asuu&egai 

lone
 

Are they .rl cted in attached natrlx? 

c. Do aticn agent's reports provide adequat. pzogroaxdat fr r.onitoring and a.nalysis? 

&j7 =s C7 Nobe.taken Xt no; what action MMl3to correct situatio-? 
:: At the dls-reti~n of the Office Director,- be --. -" -. the followig quOai ctted-- .... -n in-ornl ue.t(Cption A)evaluation. 

Omitted 

7. Give state.nt of purlose as clurrently C€nceived&ifferent 
 . attached matrix.
 

Pl, I S' Sane as in Pj!3?
n_" C_ wos 
b. Sa.-e 
or consistent with contract/PASA/rant? 

£7 .- C No 
E. L-st Conditi:ns which u4lU exist when above purpose Iachieved -if different "ro., those in attached . ...or at a'ny ot*.e- 'particular point I nproject uip.em* itand cite or refer to evidence to date of progress tmiadsconditizns (EOPS). 

9. Are critizal asss-.ptons for achieving purpose still Vald 
L- - /7 Nof no explai. 

is " the......deve -.ent hyJ.othesis that the aggregate produticor4 -ase eP ¢on.kt.n
 
e -. "1 c1 n.,ionsa" he. er- :f r-c is: # .e . achievement or project '..rpos 

...r-. -C 

-s the rati:rtlle as stated in tho PROP still sound.
 

L7 . £7 soCS 

" lS," ": ithsr question above is negative, what"•'93S
"" eare * .. redesign, exten,pro!ect, '!n!reas*, or tow igt
 

,,.haa.::r e,. 
anoit of 1np*Jts or product:ion wrate,,ir _A . ,.I 
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