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A. Project Immuts 4
1. Are key inputs being supplied according to plan by:
~(a) AID, (b) action agent, (c) cooperating countries,
(d) multilateral organizations, and/or (o) other '
conors? ' ‘ .
[27'YES [:7 NO - 1If no, explain.

L .

2. Are assumptions regarding the supply of inputs $till valid?
/X wms [/ ¥Xo © If no, explain.
3. Rate performance orf action agent(s) against plan:

- [X] Outstarnding [/ Satisfactory [/ Unsatisfactory
Comment on kay factors cetermining rating. Set Issues Narrative

B. Transformation of Inputs into Ouiouts

4, Given the answers abovs, i,e,, Progress to date in supplying
inputs, changas in assumptions, ete., is the nanagamant
hypothesis that the totality of the resourcas eppliad to
the project will be surficient to producs the predeterminad
outputs by the specifisd tarzet dates still valig?

/%] 1Es [T ¥o If no, explain.

5. Is the approach or course of action originally selected,
i.e., project design and/or mathedology, still tha most
appropriate?

— See Issues Narrative
L/ 1ES 127'N0‘ If no, what changes need to be
made in either inputs, workplans and/gr output expectations?

C. Projsct Outouts

6. List the output indicators, their planned targets, and
the actual performance achisved for siach durinz the period
; N . ===
under rsview, 7/ See Matrix

a. Was actual parformance ess than planned target?
[T s 3 wo If $m, explain,

2/ For this ang any other questions or Statemants, if adequate,reforencs
ray be made to the pProjsct rairix, issuss narrative, action agsat's report,

worksheets, or any othsr sttached or ragdid T 2vailsbls documantation.
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/gg/ ¥=3 [/ MO If no, what action will

b axan o co —~ach situation?

Interest of LDC institutions in participating in the -
program.

" An adequate number of proposers obtained the
necessary support of LDC lnstltutlons for their
propasals in FY 72 and FY 73.  There is no infor-
mation  on tile number of potential proposers who
were unable to elicit LDC interest. There is no
information on any initiatives taken by LDC
‘institutions to stimulate proposals.

Continuation of activity after departure from LDC
of U.S. grantee.

There are several cases fron FY 72 travel
grantees' reports where on~going activities were
allegedly stimulated. The FY 72 research teaching
grantees have not yet departed from the host
institutions. It is premature to attempt a
statistical analy51s of this indicator.

Contlnuatlon of -long-term linkages.

It is premature to assess this indicator
(see (2) above).
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SCIENTISTS AND ENGINEERS IN ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

Issues Narrative

This project was reviewed by a three
Guy Baird (TA/AGR), Thomas Hazard (LA/DR) , and Robert Goeckermann

(TA/OST). A report of this review was presented to a Master Pane
whose comments are included in this PAR.

~member panel consisting

(1) The project“§h¢u;dwbgmmgg§Lmore tightly focused to achieve a
‘impact on this scale - e.g., reéE;?ZE“EggﬁﬁﬁﬁBEf_af*countries and
dnstitutions; confine.to LDC institution which received -major:AID
assistance previously, restrict the professional fields for propo

etc. The contractor and project manager will study such possible
restrictions for the FY 74 program.

(2) The project should Esyter utilize USAID
mental needs, elicit more LDC institutional i

- sive to LDC initiatives.{ The contractor and project manager will

take- program developmen to evolve mechanisms for accomplishing tl
ends and stimulate program interest.

Mission khowledgq‘of
nterest, and be'more

(3) The project should provide some follow-on to R/T §rants to bt
Ihe collaborative linkages. The contractor will investijate im B
Xheinterest. of selected FY 72 R/T gréntgggmii;££§§é£fﬁéék'Eoithgi
host institutions. : CTTTTTT———

—— e

(4) The major issue is the future goal of this Program concept or
assumption the -experimental phase is relatively successful. TA/0S

vill analyze this igsue in the light of AID strategy and related
Jrojects in the revision of the PROP.

The panel congidered that NSF hac. d

development, grant selection, and grant
performance.

one an excellent job of pr
administration for an outs





