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II.

PROJECT PAPER AMENDMENT

LESOTHO FARMING SYSTEMS RESEARCH PROJECT

Summary and Recommendation

A. Project Title: Lesotho Farming Systems Research Project Amendment
(632-0065).

B. Costs: This Project Amendment totals $3,361,821., AID Grant - $2,886,000
in U.S. Dollars; GOL - $475,821 equivalent in local currency.

Original Project was for $9.032 million; $8,308 million in U.S. Dollars
and $0.724 million equivalent in local currency. The U.S. contribution
has been fully obligated.

C. Life of Project Amendment: The proposed amendment is for two years which
coincides with current PACD of March 31, 1986.

Introduction

This proposed Project Amendment will provide $2.9 million of interim bridge
financing to the Ministry of Agriculture to continue priority agricultural
research efforts. -The January 1983 evaluation of the Project showed that
overall progress of the project was better than satisfactory; further, the
evaluation report strongly recommends that USAID continue providing agriculture
research assistance to the MOA for at least another 10 to 15 years. AID/W has
already approved the concept of a new agriculture project, the Lesotho
Agricultural Production and Institutional Support (LAPIS) Project, as presented
in the PID in November 1982 which includes a Farming Systems Research Component.
The Project Paper is under development and LAPIS Project execution is expected
in FY 1985. Accordingly, the term of this amendment will coincide with the
anticipated implementation of the LAPIS Project which is scheduled for
initiation in January 1986.

This amendment to continue key institutional development and research activities
will provide kev technical assistance and training essential for building long-
term capabilities to respond to rural farmers' neceds.

This amendment is simple and straightforward; it is designed solely to

continue those activities included in the original project which are deemed
critical until LAPIS is executed, so as to continue the momentum of the
original S5-year project and assist the MOA to achieve its agricultural research
objectives. The proposed Amendment will finance the following: a) technical
assisrance, b) training, c) commodities, and d) budgetary support to the MOA.
These components cre deseribed briecfly in Section III and in more detail in
Section V.  Procurement of commoditics under this amendment is limited. One
activity which is not financed by the proposed Amendment and which was included
in the original project is construction, as all construction required under

the Project has been completed.



III.

The original Project Paper demonstrated the financial, economic, technical,
social, administrative and environmental feasibility of the project. These
analyses, which are still valid, are not presented in the proposed amendment.
For the same reason, a detailed Implementation Section is not included in this
document. The reader is, however, encouraged to read both the Project Paper
and the January 1983 evaluation report of the project for a fuller under-
standing of the entire project.

The following sections relate the proposed Amendment to A.I.D.'s strategy in
Lesotho, describes the proposed Amendment in some depth, provides a detailed
cost estimate for the proposed Amendment, and presents an abbreviated
implementation schedule for the proposed amendment.

Brief Project Description

The project goal and purpose of the proposed amendment remain unchanged from
the original project. The project goal is to improve the quality of rural life
through increasing rural income from agriculture; the project purpose is to
create more productive agricultural enterprise mixes which are acceptable to
farmers, sensitive to farmers' management ability, appropriate to the resources
available, and protective of the land base. This will be done, in part,
through improving the capacity of the Research Division to respond to Lesotho's
priority agricultural problems.

The proposed amendment extends for two (2) years those critical technical
assistance, commodities, training, and a limited amount of local budgetary
support activities, which were included in the original project. These
activities are listed further in this sub-section. ' The most recent extérnal
evaluation of the project completed in January 1)83 (the latest of three major
evaluations completed) stated that the participant training program was
progressing at a satisfactory pace. The evaluation report also makes the
following pertinent statements, ''Since the last evaluation, the Contractor

has provided professional assistance to the Research Division's scientists in
planning, designing and monitoring experiments on the Division's stations and
on-farm trials. The [evaluation] team's observations and review of recearch
trials and experiments during this evaluation indicate progress has been
achieved in improving the quality of research work being carried out. As
stated in the last evaluation, the time frame for developing a purposeful agri-
cultural research division in the country will be 15 to 20 years. This
[evaluation] team supports that observation and encourages USAID to coutinue

providing assistance to MOA for at least another 10 to 15 years" {underscoring

supplicd.”)

The proposed amendment provides a limited amount of bridge financing to con-
tinue support for the MOA's research efforts until the LAPIS project is
approved and implementation commences. LAPIS is a projectized agriculture
assistance project which also includes components for agricultural planning,
agricultural educatjoa (for the upgrading/vetraining of extension personnel)
and agricultural production. The Rescarch Component of LAPIS is planned to
be initiated in April 1986 aud will undertake activities (technical assistance,
participant training and commodity support) in agriculture research as
required under the unew project. The PID for LAPIS has been approved in AID/W
and Project Paper development is scheduled for January-February 1984,
Authorization and funding of the Project is anticipated in early FY 1985.



This proposed Farming Systems Research Amendment will provide bridge
financing for the following technical assistance, training, commodities,

and local currency support activities.

A. Project Components

(a) Technical Assistance

Category* Duration
l. Agronomist 2 years
2. Animal Sci/Range Mgt. Specialist 2 years
3. Entomologist (Plant Protection) 2 years
4, Extension Specialist 2 years
5. Farm Management Specialist 2 years
6. Horticulturalist 2 years
7. Marketing Economist 2 years
*One of the above to serve as Team Leader in addition to working
in his specialty.
8. Short-Term Consultants 18 person'months

(b) Long-Term Training

Degree/
Field of Training " Duration - Non-Degree
Plant Protection 2 years = M.S.
(Entomology)
Animal Science 2 years M.S.
Short-Term Training 18 person months

(c) Commodities and Library Materials

(d) .Other Budget Support (goods and services)

(e) Contingency

B. Project Relationship to the USAID/Lesotho Development Strategy

The approvéd USAID/Lesotho FY 1985 CDSS described the critical develop-
mental concerns faced by Lesotho for the period 1985-1989 which are,
specifically, the need to raise rural incomes and create employment
opportunities. Critical to meeting these requirements is the development
of the potential for high value cropping enterprises in the country.

This proposed amendment will provide the means to continue applied

research activitics in potentially high valued vegetable, fruit, nut and
pulses which are now underway, as well as continue FSRP research activities
in food grains, beans and pcas, and livestock.



Iv.

C.

Environmental Considerations

The A.I.D. Environmental Procedures (A.I.D. Regulation 16) provide in
part that those procedures apply to all new projects, programs or
activities authorized or approved by A.I.D. and to substantive amendments
or extension of ongoing projects, programs or activities.

The project, prior to original approval, was examined to determine its
technical and environmental soundness. A negative determination concerning
the environmental impacts of the project was approved on December 20, 1976.
The negative determination was premised on the fact that the project
related primarily to research and institutional development and there

would be no significant impact on the environment.

The nature of the project continues to be the same under the proposed
amendment. There is no change in scope or purpose of the financing of
the same types of activities as originally reviewed in the Initial
Environmental Examination. In these circumstances, it is appropriate to
consider that this modification is not ''substantive' for purposes of the
applicability statement, as rnoted and cited above, of the A.I.D.
Environmental Procedures. Hence, no further environmental procedures
are applicable to the proposed amendment and extension of this project.

Project Analyses

No project analyses are presented in the proposed Amendment, as the
analyses included in pages 25-52 of the original Project Paper are
considered satisfactory and continue to be valid (as attested to by
recent Jaauary 1983 interim project evaluation report).

Recoummendation: It is recommended that in accordance with the ad hoc

Delegation of Authority from the Acting AA/AFR dated September 11, 1983
the Director, USAID/Lesotho, with the concurrence of the Director,
REDSO/ESA, approve a grant of $2,886,000 to the GOL under the terms and
conditions contained in the draft Lesotho Farming Systems Research Project
Amendment Authorization (see Annex B).

Problem Identification and Relation to A.I.D. Strategy

AI

Problems and Constraints

The development problem faced by the original project, this proposed
Amendment and the FY 1985 LAPIS is how to stimulate broad-based devclopment
that includes (i) technological changes to increase yields of staple

foods, (ii) continuous introduction of cash crops (including fodders)

that also preserve the resource base, and (iii) commercial development

of the livestock sector given existing constraints.

The major constraints identified in the agricultural sector are:
(i) a limited and declining land resource base; (ii) the relatively
underdeveloped state of agricultural institutions and lack of skilled



manpower; (iii) the low level of agricultural technology; (iv) the
inadequate agricultural policies; and (v) the critically short amount
of public finance for recurrent costs. These major developmental
constraints, which are closely linked and interdependent, are discussed
below.

1. Limited and Declining Land Resource Base

Soil erosion is one of the most significant agricultural problems in
Lesotho, affecting both the mountain grazing lands (75 percent of

total land area) and the limited arable lands (13 percent of total land
area) located primarily in the lowlands. Annual soil loss owing to
sheet erosion on arable land is reported to be 70 MT per Ha in some
areas. Rangelands have been severely overgrazed because oI excessive
overstocking, resulting in degradation of vegetative cover and conse-
quent widespread erosion.

2. Underdeveloped Agricultural Institutions and Lack of Skilled Manpower

Organizations responsible for improving agricultural production
(especially the MOA) are affected by a continual search for an effective
organizational structure. A sweeping reorganization of the MOA is
slmost completed, which hopefully will result in improved efficiency.

Essential coordinating linkages with other organizations in ministries
that play a role in the agricultural sector are frequently weak or
non-existent. Moreover, many of the units within the MOA have
responsibilities that overlap within the Ministry or overlap with
external units.

Severely compounding these institutional weaknesses are the problems

of the quality of trained manpower to direct a strengthened sector

and the availability of basic educational skills related to agriculture
within the farmer/herder population. If present trends centinue,
finding sufficient numbers of qualified candidates for higher

degree training will remain difficult. Sustained progress in the
agricultural sector thus will depend heavily on the development of
primary, secondary and remedial programs within the education sector
within the context of a long term development program.

3. Low Levels of Agricultural Technology

Inadequate and inappropriate farm technology are major contributors
to stagnant production. Simple farm practices that do not require
substantial capital outlay by farmers -- such as appropriate planting
dates, plant population, planting depth, spacing, and weeding -- are
not extensively employed, with the result that yields in Lesotho are
among the lowest in the world. Where modern methods have been
offered, they have generally been inappropriate for the resources and
management skills of Lesotho's small-scale farmers and thus have been
adopted by only a few "progressive" farmers. This is partly due

to weak apricultural research and the lack of effective institutions
to disseminate knowledge and provide supporting services to farmers.



4, Lack of Agricultural Policies for Long-Term Susta'ned Development

Lack of consistent, fully developed policies remain a major impediment
to productive investment in agriculture by the majority of farmers.
Inadequate domestic agricultural policies are to a large degrece the
result of a limited institutional capability to formulate and analyze
policies and to prepare and evaluate program implications of
development activities.

S. Limited Public Finance for Recurrent Costs

Funding of local recurrent and capital costs of new development pro-
jects is extremely difficult. As growth in expenditures is not

being matched by increased revenues from new sources or more efficient
collection from old sources, internal investment in development
activities is being severely constrained. In view of the G0OL budget
problems, this project amendment provides for budget support Ior
vehicle maintenance and fuel. Experience in the current project has
indicated that lack of funds for these purposes has been one of the
major constraining factors in the supervision and monitoring of field
trials. Overall, the budget for this amendment has been carefullv
developed and reviewed to help assure'that sufficient funds are provided
to carry out the objectives envisaged.

Relationship to CDSS

The FY 85 CDSS stated USAID's intention to concentrate its efforts toward
institution building and technology transfer centering these efforts on
agriculture and education in order to raise rural incomes and provide
opportunities for emplovment. It indicates that the USAID approach will
concentrate efforts on continued institution building in the agriculture
sector and providing direct support for limited scale rural agricultural
production efforts. The continuation of assistance in agricultural resecarch
as planned herein responds substantially to the requirements defined In

the problem and is consistent with the CDSS.

V. Detailed Project Description

A.

Purpose and Goal

The purpose and goal of the proposed Amendment remain unchanged from that
shown in the original Lesotho Farming Systems Research (FSR) Project
Paper. The project purpose is to create more productive agricultural
enterprisce mixes which arc acceptable to farmers, sensitive to farmers
management ability, appropriate to the resources available, and protective
of the land base and increase the Research Division's capacity to address
priority problems. The project goal is to improve the quality of rural
life by increasing rural incomes from agriculture.



Efforts to date in the current FSR Project have resulted in the comple-
tion of all construction required (Maseru offices, labs, staff housing,
central warehouse and warehouses for all three FSR Project Prototype
areas) and the majority of training targets set for the original project.
An intensified focus on high value cash crops, in addition to continuing
applied research efforts on grains, is now underway.

Good progress has been made toward the achievement of the project goal
and purpose and this fact is attested to in the aforementioned January
1983 interim evaluation report; however, the full payoff from research-
oriented projects comes after twenty or so years. The above evaluation
report strongly recommends continuat:on of this effort. The project
elements to be financed under the proposed Amendment constitute what is
considered the highest priority items to be continued, so as not to lose
the beneficial momentum generated under the Lesotho FSR Project. This
proposed Amendment will, therefore, provide bridge financing for two
years until the FY 1985 Lesotho LAPIS Project is initiated.

A detailed listing of the components of the project under this Amendment
are presented in Section III.A. These modest, but critical and high
priority inputs include technical assistance, long-term training and
commodity and budget support to the MOA. These inputs are considered
very necessary to the attainment of the outputs of the proposed ‘Amendment
as presented below.

B. Outputs

1. Long-Term Training

The long-term academic training component of this project amendment
provides for two participants to receive degrees at U.S. universities.

Upon the originally scheduled completion of this project (PACD
3/31/84), 15 participants will either be in training or will have
returned to assume positions in the Research Division. During the
term of this Amendment, two additional participants will be trained
in animal science and entomology. This will result in a total of 17
participants who will have been sent for degree training in
specialized fields such as agronomy, animal science, ag economics,
rural sociology, horticulture, plant protection (entomology), ag
journalism and soils. With the completion of this training, which
does not include short-term or certificate training, a trained
Mosotho will be placed in the majority of key positions with notable
exceptions being irrigation, plant pathology, ag engineering and
seed technology. With the focus under LAPIS moving to intensive
high value crops, which will require supplemental irrigation,
reinf{orcement of key positions will be absolutely essential.



The participants receiving training under the Amendment will return

to the staffs of the Research and Extension Divisions of the MOA. The
academic training provided for under this Amendment will be in key
disciplines that complement those participants who have received

their degrees during the first phase of the project.

Technical Assistance

The continuation of the technical assistance effort will continue to
strengthen the performance of the Farming Systems program, improve
the strategies for reaching farmers, and strengthen the MOA Research
institution itself, which are all part and parcel of the original
Lesothe Farming Systems Research Project.

a.

Farming Systems Program

The Farming Systenms Research Project has substantially contributed
to the formation of the required capabilities in research for the
MOA. - Therefore, continuation of the: FSR Program will permit
further refinement of methodologies and expansion of the on-farm
testing program. It is expected that the crop and livestock
mixes now being tested and demonstrated will improve during the

_next two years, as research results become available after each

crop cycle. Improvements in the conduct of on-farm tests and
farm demonstrations have been documented in previous project
evaluations, hence it can be expected that further progress will
be made during the ensuing two years. With two additional years
the MOA scientists will receive further practical experiences in
conducting farming system research.

Applied research efforts in high value cash crops will continue
to be intensified during the two year extension of the Project.
With the further continuation of this focus on intensive cash
cropping in the LAPIS Project, a sufficient commitment is being
made by the Mission to a long-term research effort to enable the
attainment of the major CDSS objective of raising rural incomes.

Strategies for Reaching Farmers

During the first phase of the project a large number of on-farm
trials and demonstrations have been conducted on farmers' fields.
Extension agents have been seconded from the Extension Division
to assist with an educational program in the prototype areas.

It is expected that the extension educational pupgram will be
expanded to selected areas outside of the present prototype
designated boundaries. Expansion of the educational program will
be possible through closer collaboration with the District level
extension offices. As.collaboration between the research and
extension divisions improves, it is anticipated that there will
be an increase in the number of on-farm trials and demonstrations
conducted on farmers' f{ields.



c.

c. Agricultural Research Institution

It is planned that the agricultural research capabilities of the
MOA will be further developed and strengthened during the next
two years. First, the core of research scientists will be
increased through the return of participants who are now or will
be undergoing training at U.S. universities. Participant
disciplines include agronomy, horticulture, animal science,
agricultural economics, extension, and rural sociology. These
trained scientists, as well as those to be trained under the
proposed Amendment, will form the basic research staff for the
research institution. Secondly, the capacity of the research
scientific staff to organize, plan, monitor and analyze research
trials will be improved and strengthened. The management and
administrative skills of the research staff will benefit from
collaboration with the U.S. contract team as well as gaining
practical experience in conducting in-country research investiga-
tions during the life of the Amendment.

Inputs

The inputs to attain the above-described-outputs are as follows:

1,

3.

Long-Term Training

Funding is to be provided under the T.A. contract to finance two (2)
MOA candidates to acquire M.S. degrees in Plant Protection and Animal
Science. These long-term training programs are for a period of two
years.

Technical Assistance

The long-term technical assistance to be provided under the proposed
Amendment (sce detailed listing in Section III.A.) is directed
toward strengthening on-going activities described in sub-sections
2.a.b, and c. above.

Commodities and Budget Support to the MOA

The Contractor will procure library materials (books, periodicals,
ctc.) to update the MOA's agriculture Research Institution Library
so that MOA scicntists will have better access to pertinent
scientific information.

Continued budgetary support in key arcas will help to assure that

MOA scientists will be able to attain the projected outputs described
above. USAID/Lesotho and REDSO/ESA have determined that the amount
carmarked (sce below) for these catcgories are the minimum necessary
to attain the objectives of the continuing Lesotho Farming Systems
Research Project.,
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The present A.I.D.~-direct technical assistance contract is planned
to be extended two (2) years (collaborative assistance mode) to
continue the technical assistance and other services listed in

USAID/Lesotho anticipates that a Project Grant Agreement Amendment
can be executed in December 1983 and contracting action to be con-
cluded in January 1984. There are no substantive changes to the
Contractor's Scope of Work or other major contract provisions which
would require prolonged negotiations. Consequently, no undue delays
are anticipated in maintaining the momentum of research activities
at headquarters in Maseru or at the three research stations outside.

Two (2)'participants during the period of this Amendment will under-
take’ long-term training for the purpose of acquiring M.S. degrees,
one in Plant Protection (Entomology) and the other in Animal Science.

A limited amount of procurement of library materials (books, periodi-
cals, etc.) is included in the budget.

Annex C presents a breakdown of the items to be financed by AID, as
well as CY disbursements, under this category. No major difficulties
have been encountered in providing this support in the original
Lesotho FSR Project and therefore no changes to the modus operandi
are proposed herein.” No major problems are envisioned regarding the-
provision of budget support to the MOA under the proposed Amendment.

Implementation
A. Implementation Schedule
1. Technical Assistance
Section III.A.
the city.
2. Long-Term Training
3.  Commodities
4, Budget Support to the MOA
B. FEvaluation Plan

In view of the short term of the extension only one evaluation is planned
under the proposed Amendment. This evaluation will occur towards the

end of the project extension period. No changes are suggested for the
scope of the evaluation from vhat was included in the January 1983
evaluation report. lunds are provided in the proposed Amendment although
REDSO/ESA and AID/W evaluation assistance will be sought.
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VII. Conditions and Covenants and Negotiating Status

No conditions Precedent are considered necessary for the proposed Amendment.
The same Covenants included in the original Project Grant Agreement will also
apply to the proposed Amendment. USAID/Lesotrho 'ias discussed the proposed
Amendment with appropriate representatives of the GOL, and consequently
USAID/Lesotho foresees no obstacle to duly signing the proposed project
Amendment immediately after the concurrence of the Director, REDSO/LSA, to
USAID/Lesotho's authorization recommendation, receipt of fiscal data, and
notification to proceed.

VIII. Waivers

A waiver of the 25% cost sharing requirement of Section 110(a) of the FAA
has been requested of the AA/AFR, as permitted by Section 124(d) of the
FAA, and the approved waiver including justification therefore is set forth

in Annex F.

IX. Contracting Considerations

Implementation of the Farming Systems Research Project since its inception

in 1978 has been through the collabotative assistance contracting method

with Washington State University (Title X1I, BIFAD). The plan is for a
follow-on two year contract with Washington State University to ensure

during this interim bridge periocd continuity of organizational and staff
relationships within the Research Division, and to avoid duplication of costs
and unacceptable delays in project implementation.



Cable address: PLANNOFF
Telephone: 2J811 Masenu

CENTRAL PLANNING AND
DEVLELOPMENT OFFICE
P.0. BOX MS 630
MASERU 100
LESOTHO

"30th Secptember, 1983

Ms, Edna Boorady
DPirector USAID
P.0. Box 333
Maseru

Dear Mr. Boorady,

Extension of the Farming Systems Research Project

Following a review mneeting held between GOL and USAID
representative on the 29th September, 1983 to discuss the
above proposal, I am pleased to submit an official request
for the extension of the above mentioned project for
another 2 years {(i.e. extend PACD to March 31, 1986).

This extension is meant to facilitate the inmplementation
of the following issues:-

(1) To allow projected training to be completed and allow
continuity of AID support to Research until new
USAID project is operational.
]
(2) To encourage the formal approval by the PS/MOA of
the Research Policy developed by the Research Division
staff.

(3) To encourage and assist MOA, to the extend possible
in the establishment of an Agricultural Research
and Planning Council. !

(4) Complete analysis of baselipe survey.

(5) Asszist the Director of Rescarch in strengthening the
Rural sociology sectionm of the Rescarch Division through
timely use of project consultants and strengthening
the linkages between Resecarch Zxtension, Agricultural
information and farmer clientale,

(6) Reviev extent of transportation problem within the
Research Division and effect on perfomance of contract

team and provide recommendations on how to overcome this
constraints.,

The project is now completely integrated into the Rescarch
Division and the Division is becoming a significant positive
influence in Lesotho's agricultural programs.

The nunber of projcct personnel will be reduced. At least
the foilowing six key position will be required:-

(1) Farm Management specialist
(2) Extcension specialist

(3) Agvononmist

(4) MNorticulturalist

(5) Livestock/Range specialist
(6) Entonolopist

(7) Marketing specialist
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This team would help us maintain and erengthen cunent pro-
grams and permit some additional vital effort in other areas.
e.g. Hortlculture and Entomology.

Looking ahead this contract could provide an effective
essential bridge between the present research efforts and
the poposed future overall agricultural projects. It is

our desire and expectation that big strides would be made

to mobilize resources towards improving on ox-drawn
equipment testing and demostration. Also the project should
adopt an integrated agricultural approach inorder to deal
with the problems facing the poor farmers.

Thank you for your expeditious processing of the matter.

Yours si-cerely,

St e

T. Tuoane
Acting Permanent Secretary
Planning, Employment & Econ. Affairs.



ANNEX B

PROJECT AMENDMENT AUTHORIZATION

Country: Lesotho
Project Title: Farming Systems Research

Project Number: 632-0065

1. Pursuant to Section 531 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as amended,
The Farming Systems Research Project for Lesotho was authorized on April 5,
1978. That Authorization is hereby amended as follows:

2., The third and fourth paragraphs are deleted and the following paragraphs are
substituted therefor:

I approve a total level of A.I.D. appropriated funding planned for this
project of not to exceed Eleven Million One Hundred Ninety Four Thousand
United States Dollars ($11,194,000) in grant funds over a seven year
period from date of authorization, subject to the availability of funds in
accordance with the A.I.D. OYB/allotment process to help in financing
foreign exchange and local currency costs for the project.

The planned life of the project is seven years and ten months from the
-date of original obligation.

3. The Authorization cited above remains in force except as hereby amended.

Date:

Name and Title



Farming Systems Research Project Extension

(Obligation  Schedule - $000)

1. Personncl

A.

Lecng Term - Field*

W N
L B )

(I~ I\ B )]

p—t
(@)

Agronomist

Animal Sciencc/Range Mgt. Spec.
Entomologist

Extension Specialist

Farm Jdigmt. Econonist
Horticulturalist

Marketing Economist
Administrative Asst. (Local Hire)
Graduate Asst. (llorticulture)
Extensions

- Holland, Farm Mgmt. Econ. (5 mos)
-~ Wallace, Agronomist (4 mos)

Cne member of field team will also
serve as Team Leader/Chief of Party

Short-Term Consultants

T.A. Backstop/Home Office Support

Campus Coordinator

(2.0 p/y x 1/4 time x $40.0 p.a.)
Adninistrative/Financiel Asst.
(2.0 p/y x 1/2 time x $28.0 p.a.)
Secretary

(2.0 p/y x 1/4 time x $16.0 p.a)
Staff Trips (3 ea x $5,000)

Local Hire

Accountant/Auditor

Field Extension/Evaluators (5)
Other (Rescarch Center Personnel
Drivers) (4) :

FY 83 - FY

FY 84

1025.0

140.0
125.0
130.0
120.0
135.0
130.0
130.0

1

(=2~ 4)]
© 0O

9

" 40.0

38.0

10.0
14.0

4.0
1026
34.0

‘9.0
15.0

10.0

85

FY 85

9 35.0

140.0
125.0
130.0
120.0
135.0
130.0
130.0
16.0
9.0

30.0
33.0
10.0

14.0

36.0

10.0
16.0

10.0

annex C .



E. »Misccllancous Personnel! Costs

i. Travel - Ticld Staff

Consultative Travel - U.,S. Home

office (2 ca x $6,000)
2. Local In-Country Travel

TOTAL Personnel Costs
Trairving

A. Long Term - M.S.

1. Plant Protection (Entomology)

' 2. Animal Science

($2,300 p.m. for longterm'M.S. training)

B. Short Term Training

- In U.S. (short term courses)
- Local Training

Commodities & Equipment

A. Library Materials/Books

B. Equipment to include:
1. Tractor(s): 35.H.P.

2. Reproduction Equipment (replacement)

3. Miscellaneous

C. Vehicle: (1) ea. 4-W.D. Station Vagon

D. Geeds, Fertilizers, Misc.
Miscellaneous

Vehicle "Maintenance (3 vehicles x

$3,000 p.y. (1/4 '‘mew vehicles cost p.a.)

Sub-Total
Contingency - 7%

FY 84

16.0

oo

1153.0

112.0
56.0
56.0

32.0
22.0
10.0

69-.0

5.0

12.0

12.0

40.0

39.0

1,405.0

:98.0

FY 85

10.0

1050.0

30.0
20.0
10.0

57.0

12.0

40.0

45.0

1182.0

83.0

Page 2 of 3
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FY 84 _ FY 85
inflation ~ 10% in FY 85 118.0
TOTAL 1503.0 1,383.0

TOTEL (2 yr. Extension) $2,886.0



Farming S
632-0065

Government of Lesotho Contribution

1. Personnel

Figures used in computing GOL personnel contribution based upon the

Establishment List Lesotho July 1983. Actual salafy figures were used

in establishing the salaries of the individuals scheduled for involvement
in the project extension period. Upward adjustment of these salaries would
obviously increase the GOL input., Anticipated attrition and replacement

costs at a lower level will likely keep the level similar to the present

figureél
Item
- Contribution Comment
1. Personnel , ) ——
Countecrpart Salaries (20) M200,00 - 2 years Estimated 20 counterparts
100%

(Grades Trange from 4 through 12)

Director’s Salary 7,000 The Director of Research

will spend 1/3 of his time
on project activities.

Deputy Director's Salary 6,500 The Deputy Director of
Research also allocates
1/3 of his time.

Research Assistants 9,600 3 Research Assistants.
Registry Typists 2,000 A minor part of the typing
load is assumed by Research

Division registry typists,

Total Contribution M225,000

2, Training

A. Two long tern Parti- M2,400 (2 years) GOL pays full salary to
cipants' salaries participants for the first
three months of their
training.



Dependency Allowances

Grade 8~9 @ M,160 per annum x 2 x 2 years = M8,640

Short-term training (out of country) - salary 18 weeks total =
M2,250°

Short-term training (in-country) contribltion will bé covered under
counterpart salaries - conference rooms, etc. Under the present
system participants pay their own expenses,

Total Contributions M13,290
for Training



Item

Other

Counterpart Contribution

Otfice space - (9)

Office Equipment and
Supplies

Conference Room
Researéh Materials

Farn Equipment

Vehicles (4) @ 8,000/
Vyehicle ‘

Farm Lands on Research
Station

Prototype lousing
Team Housing (7)

Hotel expenses to tem-

porarily housc new-hire

U.S. contractors upon
first arrival.

‘Lebubane Range

TOTAL

TOTAL GOL Contribution 528,690 ( =$475,821)

Per Annum

M30,000

11,000

3,200

500
4,000
5,000

32,000

2,500

3,000
33,600

2,500

5,700™

M146,400

Total

2 Years

MGO ,000

22,000

6,400

1,000

8,000

10,000

* 64,000

5,000

6,000

67,200

11,400

290, 300

Each quarter the Rescarch
Division bills USAID for
50% of those operating
expenses which are a direcct
result of project activity.

This figure includes the
rental valuc with all ser-
vices supplies as cleaning,
maintenance, telephones,
electricity, water, sewer
and parking.

Same as office space.

Includes petrol, deprecia-
afion, maintenance, oper-
ators.,

Est. of value of use of
GOL vehicles

(Provided? y GOL - Not USAID
projédt) Experimental
plots - rental value,
labor.

Three sites.

M400 per month rent,

furniture included. (Estimated)

365 hectares, caretaker,
buildings, fence.
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ANNEX_F

ACTION MEMORANDUM FOR THE ACTING ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR FOR AFRICA

FROM: Director, AFR/PD, Norman Cohen.
SUBJECT: Lesotho Farming Systems Resedrch Project Paper
Amendment

Problem: You are requested to approve: 1l)an ad hoc delegation of
FUthority to the Director, USAID/Lesotho with REDSO/ESA concurrence,
to amend the Lesotho Farming Systems Research Project to provide
additional funding; and 2)a waiver of the cost sharing requirement
of Section 110 (A) of the Foreign Assistance Act (FAA).

pP Amendmentzf;?hé Lesotho Farming Systems Research Project was
authorized on 8/31/78 for a life-of-project funding level of $8.3
million over a six-year obligating period. The original PACD was
March 3, 1984 and with REDSO/ESA concurrence, the Mission Director
approved a two-year extension to March 31, 1986 to allow all
participant training to be completed. At that time it was
determined that other institution building activities under the
projéct would be phased into the proposed Lesotho Agricultural
Production and Institutional Support Project (LAPIS). However,
since then, funding for the LAPIS Project has been postponed until
FY 85. Bridge financing is required for the FSR Project, therefore,
in order to ensure continuity in technical assistance, research,
commodities and local currency support until resources are available
under the LAPIS Project.

The FY 85 Lesotho ABS estimated that $2.13 million would be needed
as bridge funding. The Mission now.estimates that this amount may
be revised upward to $2.5 million, pending f£inal PP amendment
preparation. Since this amount represents an increase of more than
10 percent of LOP cost, your approval would otherwise be required.

There are no policy or other issues which would require AID/W review
of this PP amencment. Furthermore, this amendment represents no
significant departure from the original project purpose. Funding
will be provided for activities which are already being supported
under the FSR Project.

Waiver: The amended PP will include a waiver of the 25 percent cost
sharing requirenent of Section 110 (a) of the Foreign Assistance Act
(FAA). In accordance with HB 3, appendix 2G, section 6, you are
authorized to exercise the waiver provisions of Section 124 (d) of
the FAA. The waiver provision restricts eligibility to those
countries included in the UNCTAD list of "relatively least developed
countries". Some of the factors to be considered in determining
whether a walver is apbropriate include: financial constraints-
overall budgectary performance, existing expe-ditures, and
devglopment priorities; and host government commitment to the
project.,



-2=-

Justification for waiver: Lesotho is included in the UNCTAD list of
Yrelatively least developed countries" as indicated in AID HB 1,
supplement B, chapter 5. It is one of 14 countries in the world in
which 57 percent or more of the population is living below the
assolute poverty level. The GOL is currently operating under an
austerity budget and is unable to contribute 25 percent of total
project costs. This project will provide resources for research and
institutional development. Recurrent costs have been kept to a
minimum in terms of new local employees and infrastructure. The GOL
contribution to the project will total an estimated $495,000 which
represents about 20 percent of total project amendment costs.

The GOL has already demonstrated a strong commitment to research as
demontrated by the creation of the research division in the Ministry
of Agriculture and the allocation of the necessary personnel and
resources to manage the division. Also, the GOL has strengthened
its research capacity through increased training of research
.scientists and- increased -emphasis- on research in the educaticn of
agricultural professionals.

An Advice of Program Change will be prepared in early FY 84 as soon
as project implementation details have been finalized.

Recommendation: That you approve USAID/Lesotho's reqhest for an ad
hoc delegation of authority to amend the Parming Systems Research
Project and to approve, with REDSO/ESA concurrence, an estimated

- $2.5 million in additional funding for the project as well as a
waiver of the 25 percent cost sharing requirement of Section 110(A).
of the FaA.

Approved: ,4/ (‘\——_/

Disapproved:
Date: ﬁ u//b'/ . Y
77 4 ;

Attachment: Maseru 02249
Clearances:
DAA/AFR, GPatterson ﬁﬁo Date ?/7)74;?
AFR/PD/SA?, EMGilbert (draft) Date 9/2/83
AFR/PD, LKausran (draft) Date 9/12/83
AFR/SA,DD'intonto {(arort) Date _U/50/B3
GC/AFR,?EOER (draft) Date 9/1/83
AFR/DP,JdCGovan (drart) Date 9/1/83

APR/TR/ARD,VanVoorthuizen (araft)  Dgte 8/30/83

Drafted: AFR/PD/SaP, KJNurick; §/26/83; X28818; 0585



Lesotho Farming Systems Project
632-0065 -~ Amendment
5C()l) -~ COUNTRY CEZ=ZCXLIST ANNEX G

Listed below are statutory
critezia applicable generally %o
FAA funds, and criteria
appvlicable to individual fund
sources: Developmant Assistance
and conomic Support Fund.

A. GEINETRPAL CRTITERIA FOR_COUNTRY

TLIGISLITY

1. ©Aa Sac 5as it been

. 431.

desermones cthat ihe
government cf the No such determination
recipient c¢cunisy has has been made.
failed to taka2 adecuzt '
steps to prevent narseoticz
drugs an2d cthe

ub

[ 308 }
(14

controlled
defined by the
- Comprehensive Druc Abuse
®revention and Control
Act of 157C) rzrediced or
processed, in whole ‘or in
part, in such countIy, oI,
‘transported thscugh such
country, £rom being sold
illegally within tha
jurisdiction oi such ‘
country to U.S.
Governnment »ersonnel or
theiz depencents, oz fcom
entecing the U.S.

4

ances (as-

unlawfully?

2. TXA Seec. 620(c). I£f
assistonce 18 o a
government, is the

government liable as
debtor or uncondicional
guarantor on any debt %o
a U.S. citizen for gocds
or secvices furnisked or
ordered where (a) such
citizen has exhausted
available lecgal remedies
and (b) the debt is not
denied or contested by
such government?












14.

i5.

16.

abetted, by granting
sarctuhry fzeo
prosecuticn to, any

individual or group which
bas coanitted a war crime?

rAd Sec. 666. Does the

countzy ooject, ona the
basis of race, religion,
pational origin or sex,
to the presence of any
officer or employee.ol
the U.S. who i1s present
in such country to carry
out eccnenic cavelconent
programs under the FAA?

PAMN Sec. 669, 670. Sas

the countsy, &Zter August

3, 1977, delivered o:r
received nuclear
enrichment or
reprocessing eguipnent,

materials, or technology,

without specilfied
arraﬁgemed-s ocT
safequarcds? 3Zas it
transferred a2 nuclear
expicsive device to a

npon~-nuclear weapon state,

or if such 2 state,
either received or
detonated a auwclear
explosive device, after
August 3, 19772 (FAA
Sec. 62CE permits a
special wvaiver of Sec.
669 for >2akistan.)

TSDCA of 1981 See. 720.

Was the country
represented at the
Meeting of Ministers of

Poreicn Affzirs and Ecads

of Delogations of the
Non~-Xligned Ccunktzies to
the 35th Genaral Session
of the General Assembly
of the U.N., of Scpt. 23
and 28, 1981, and failed

None known.

No.

'No.

Yes, it was represented at the subject
meeting and to date (9/21/83}—1t'has
failed to disassociate itself from the
communique.

This factor was taken into consideration
by the Administrator in approving the
FY 83 OYB Budgets.



to disassociate itself
from the communicue
issued? 1If so, has the
President taken it into
account? (Relerence nay
be mace to the Taking -
into Consideration memo. )

ISDCA of 1981 Sec. 721.
See specral recgulirements
for assistance to saiti,

Not applicable.

ING SOCECE CRITEIZRIZ PFOR
v

TRY DLIGIEILITY

Develconant Aissistance

Counctrv Cricaria.

a. XA Sec. 116, Eas the

Departnent ol Scate .. o
deternmined that =his No such determination has been—made.
governuent has engaged in ' '

a consistent pattern of

gross violations oI

internationall

recognized human rights?
If so, can it be
demonstrated that
contenslated assistance
will directly benefit the

needy?
Econonmic Sugvozt Fund Not an ESF Country
Councrvw Critaria

a. FMxX Sec, 5022, Has
it been devarmiaed that
the country has encaged
in a consistent patiern
of gross viclations of
internationally
reco¢nized hunan righktas?
If£ so, has the countrny
made such significant
improvaments in its human
rights reco:zd that
furnishing such
assistance is in the
national interest?

Not applicable.



b. ISDCA of 18281, Sec,
725(5). 1f Z3F 1S to be
¥ornished to Argentina,
has the President
certified that (1) the
Govet. 0of Argentina has -
made significant vrogress
in human rights; &nd (2)
that the provision of
such assistance is in the
netional interests of the
0.S.7?

C. ISDCA c©cf 1681, Sec.
725(b). I1Z EST
assiszance 13 to be .
furnished ¢c Chile, has
the President certified
that (1) the Govi. 0f
Chile has made .
significant pregress in
human rights; (2) it is
in the naticnal interest
of the U.&.; and (3) the
Govt. of Chile is not .
aidinc international
terrozisa and has taken
steps to bring to justice
those indicted in
connection with the
murder o Crlando
Letelier?

Not applicable.

Not applicable,









6.

PAA Sec. 209, 1Is vproject
susceztiole to execution
as part of regional or

nultilateral project? If
so, why is project not so

.executed? Iniornmatien

and conclusion whether
assistance will encourage
regionzl development
prograss. :

FAA See. 601(2).,

Infoznatica and
conclusicns whether
project will enccurage
efforts ol tae couniry
to: (a) increase the
£low of internaticnal
trade; (b) fostel private
initiative and
conpatition; anc (c)
encourage develeopaent and
use of cooperatives, and
credil unions, and ‘
savings and loan
associations; (d)
discourace moacpolistic
practices; (e) inmplove
technical efficiency of
industry, agriculture and
commerce; and (£)
strencthea £re2 labor
unions.

FAA Sec. 501(d).

Infornaticn and |
conclusicns on how
project will enccurage
U.S. private t:iade and
investunent abread and
encourace orivate 0.8,
particization in foreign
assistiance proegranos
(including usc oI private
tracde channels and the
services .6f U.S. private
enterprise).

The project is not susceptible of
execution as a regional or
multilateral project.

Improving the quality of rural life
through increasing rural income from
. agriculture will assist Lesotho
development in (b),(c), and (e). The
Project would. appear to have little
effect with respect to (a) and (f).

The Project will finance U.S. source
technical assistance, U.S. university
participant training and some U.S/
manufactured commities.’



10.

11.

12,

i3.

* tahe U.S.

FAA Sec. 612(b), 636(h);

™Y 1682 ATorotriasion

ACe Sec. 307. Describe
sceps taken to assure
that, to the maxzizun
extent possible, the
countzy is coatzibuting
local currencies to nmeet
the cost of contractual
and other services, and
foreign currencies owned
by the U.S. are utilized
in lieu ¢f ¢ecllazss.,

F24 Sec. 612(&). Does

‘arridngenencs

oWNn eXcess
foreign currency 0£ the
country ané, if so, what
' have been
made for its release?

FAA Sec. 601(e). Will

‘the project tzilize .

competitive selectisn
procedures fcr the

awarding of contracts,

except where agplicable
procurement rules alliow
otherwise?

PV 1982 Anvrowriztion Act
Sec, £21, IZ ass.stance
15 for the protuction of

u
any comnodity for export,
is the commodity likely
to be in surplus on world
markets at the time the
resulting procductive
capacity becomes
operative, and is
assistance likely
cause substantinsl
to U.S. pnroducers
same, similar or
competing commodity?

such

Zo '
injury
0 the

PAA 1M5(e) and (d).

Does the preoject comply
with the environmental
procedures set fozth in
AID Reguletion 21687 Does

Lesotho is listed by the UN as a
"relatively least developed country"
and has limited financial resources.
Nevertheless the Govermment of Lesotho
will contribute approximately 107 of
the total cost of the Amendment.

Lesotho is not an excess currency
country.

Yes.

Not applicable.

Yes.






otherwise encourage
democratic privacte and
loczl QO"L*nmcM-a’

ins ituticns; (c) support
the self«help effcrts of
gevelowing ccuntries; (4)
pronote the partizipation
of women in the national
econonies of develozing
countries and the
improvement of women's
status; and (e) utilize

ané enceourace regional
cooperation by developing
countries?

c. 103, 1033,
L0, Dces :the
T wne csiteria
e oI --n:o
(functional ace

being used?

e

'

¢, FTAA Sec., 107. 1Is
empLasis cn use oI 200r0—
priate techaoloagy
(relatively smalleg,
cost-saving, labor-using
technologizas that are
generally mcest appro-
priate £cr the small
farms, snall busincsses
and snall incames o2 the
poor)? : '

g. XA Sec. Yl0(a)., Will

the recipient countzry

- provide at least 25% of
the costs of the progran,
project, ¢ activitiy
with respect to which the
assicstance is Lo be
furnished (or is the
latter cost-sharing
reqguirement being waived
for a "relatively least
developed" countryv)?

(c) the Project will lead to improve-
ments in the productivity and welfare
of small-scale farmers and herders. Th:
will support Lesotho's self-help
efforts in agriculural developmant.

(d) Farmers, both men and women,are
are the Project's main beneficiaries.
The Project will develop farming
systems appropriate to the mass of
Basotho farmers rather than a selective
better endowed groups.

Yes.

Yes. Research. act1v1t1es will be so

oriented.

A waiver of the 257 cost sharing:
requirement has been preparéd




e. FAA Sec. 110(b).
Will grant capital
assistance be cisbursed
for project over mcre
than 3 vears? 1IZ so,
justzfzcat;on satis-
factory Lo Congcress been
made, anc eiforts Zfor
other f;nancius, ccT
the recizient countrs
“relat -VGLY Yanne
developed'?
de-; ed a €3
as "the con
expansion, ng e
alteraticn chvsical
facility or facilicties
financed by AID dollar
assistance of net less
than S100,200, including
related adviscry,
nznacerial and tsainin
services, and not under-
‘taken as cart ' of a

" project of a sredom-
inantly technical _
assistance character.

Q-
-~
’

f-
(%

H
lﬂ’rf!“()(

1729.1

L~ 0

oa,

.

I A AT
R O v .

-
-
o

-
-

-
Y

1]

(h ‘J
th) ¢t g
5

(@)
m

f. FAA Sec., 122/b), Does
the aczivity cive
reasonable dreaise cf
contributing %o the
develcnment of ececnexic
resocurces, or to tae

,lncrease o Dz‘Oc"Ct:L Qe
cepacities and seif-sus-
taining econcaic growth?

g. FAA Sec. 281(h).
DescIade extent to which
program recognizes the
particular reeds,
desires, and capacities
of the pcoole of the
country; utilizes the
countIv's int

ellechual
resousces to encouzice

has

s s s & o

pcoject

No.

Lesotho is a relatively least developed
country.

Yes,the Project does give reasonable

promise in the improvement in the productivity
and welfare of small-scale farmerss und herders
This in turn should lead to a more stable and
prosperous nation.

The Project is"farmer-oriented" Rural
enterprise mixes will be developed which

are acceptable to farmers, sensitive to their
management capability, appropriate to their
resources, and protective of the country's
seriously eroded land base



Developnent

institutional development:
and supports civil
education and training in
skills recuired for
effective particization-in
governmental processes
esential to self-government.
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(44
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PAXN Sec. B20(E)
assiscance 1S ~or any
productive enterprise which-
will compete with U.S.
enterprises, is there an
.agreement by the rac
country Tc prevent ¢
to the U.S. 0% more
20% of the ente'p is
annual production du
the life of the loan

c

Not’

~1
N
By

ISDCA of
(c) and

Nicarasat
agreeme

funcs L~e ot
maxinmun extoent

the pr:v3“e sec
the project »ro
monitoring unde
624(g9)?

eLgl,
)

tiln
0

LA

trereln

= cr @ Ol
-0

J c,
- m '1
(20 60 0.
D G O
£,
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s < gt'0 O 1
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p2 ) O

FAN Sec, E312(a). Will
thils ass: stonce yromote
ecencnmic or political

Not a DA loan.

Not applicable.

applicable.

ft G
[+8)
o )
b
(o]
(a3
[+

o
jte)
—
’-l
0
]
ot
-4
(1]

Not ESF funded.

Not lapplicable.



d.

stability? To the extent
possible, does it reflect
the policy directicns of
FAA Seceion 1022

FAh Sec, 531(c). Will
assistance under this
chapter be used for
pilitary, or paramilitary
activities?

P23 CSac., S24, Will =S?
fLnce de U3cs =0 finance
the conscructicn ¢f &he

operation or @maintenance
of, or the supplving of
fuel for, a nuclea:r

. facility? £ so, has the

President certified that
such use of funds is
indispensable to '
nonproliferation

cbjectives?
PAA Sec. 609. If
commodicies are to be

granted so that sale
proceeds vwill accrue ¢0
the recizient country,
have Special Acccunt
{counterzart)
arrangeiments been made?

Not applicable.

Not applicable.

Not applicable.



5C(3) - STANDARD ITTH CZELCRLIST

Listed below are the statutory
items which normally will be
covered routinely in those
provisions of an assz“tance

agreement dealing with its
implementaticn, or covered in tlie
zgreement by iz oos¢ng liznits on
certain uses of funds.

These items are arranrged under
the general headings o2f ()
rocuerexment, (2) Construiction,
and (C) Cther Zestricticns.

». Procurenent

l. ¥xA Sec. 5§02, Are there
arrangencencts t¢ pernit
T.S. sxmall bUSiﬂ.—-au L0
participate eguitably in
the furnishing of
coamodities andé se"vmce
finanaced?

2. PAA Seec. 604(a). Will all
procurenent o€ Irom the
U.S. except as otherwise
detesmined by zhe
Presidens or unde
delecation Irom hiam?

3. ©PMA Sec., 604(d). If the

cooperacing coulnuIy
discrimineates ecains%:
marine insurancs
companies authorized ¢o
do business in the U.S.,
will commodities be
insured in the Onited
States aqainst x:r*ne
risk with =zuch 2 company?

4. FAA Sec. 604(e); TISDCA cof
- 1980 Sic705(%]) . it
. OfIshore procuiemant of
agricultural comaodity oz
procuct is to bhe

Yes.

Yes.

The cooperating country does not
dlscrlmlnate'agalnst u.s. marlne

- insurance companles.

Not applicable,



PAGE NO,

3M-20

EFFECTIVE OMYE
Septemher 30,

1932 3:43

TRANS., MTMO NO.

AID HANDZO00K 3, A"P M

€inanced, is there
provision acainst such
procurement When the -
domestic price of such
commodity is less than
varity? (=xception where
commocdisy Sinanced could
not reasonably be
procured ia U.S8.)

FAA Sec. §04(aq).
cons+<Iuction or )
engineering services be
procured from fizms of
countries otherwise «
eligible uncer cOde 841,
but which have attained a
conpetitive casadbi l;tj'in
.internztional markets in
one or thes2 areas?

will

PAZ Sec., 603.. 15 the
saippang excluced fronm
compliance with -
requireneat in section
80Yl(b) 0% the Merchant
Marine 2c¢t cf 1836, as
amended, that at least
per centum of the gross
connace of commedities
(computed separately for
dry bulkx carriers, dry
cargo Jiners, and
tankers) financed shall
be transoosted on

l-skn\- rv

Lol T.S.
commc*c;al vessels to the
extent that such veosels

are available at fair and

reason wable rates?

50

meovem n A
el

£las

&‘A_A Snc.
tecans u¢l 2
€inanced, wi 11
assictaonce be furnished
by private enterprise on
a contract basis to the
fullest extent
practizable?
facilitices

IZ the
of other

(9
~
-

-~
e

Not applicablé.

The Projéct'will comply with this
Section.




Pederal agencies will be
utilized, are they
particularly suitable,
not conpetitive with
private enterprise, and
pade available without
undue interfarence with
domestic programs?

8. ZInternational Air
mransoort. Fa

b
Competizive Practices
Act. 1874, I exr
transcTolracion of persons
or property is Zinancad

4 ‘Jill UoSc
ed tc .the
rvice is

on grant basi
carriers ke t
extent such s
available?

9., Y. 1982 xapprodoriation Act.

Sec. 504. IE tnhe U.S.
Government is a party to
a contrace for
procurement, does the
contract contain a
provision authorizing
termination of such
contract for the
convenience of the United
tates?

Constructicn

1, =x) Sec, 601(d). IZ
capital (e.q.,
construction) droject,
will U.S. engineering and
professional services to
be used?

2. FAX Sec, 61l(c). I£
contracts =cr
construction are to be
financed, will they be
let on a competitive
basis to maxinmum extent
practicable?

Yes.

Any AID direct contract under the
Project will contain such provision.

Not a conmstruction project.

Not a comstruction project.



E'1ECTIVT OATL
Sentombapr 20, 1962

TNANS, 1AENMO MO,

3:43

TAID HARDEOOK 3 Apn 3

her

FAA Sec. §20(k).
construcLion or
productive entacdrise,
will zgguzegate ‘value of
assistance to be

furnished by the U.S. not
exceed S)100 nillion
(except fcr precductive
enterprises in Zavot that
were described in the C2)?

If for

- . .
Rectrichions

1.

PAA Sec. 12
develormenc
interest rat
per anaua du
pericd aad a

h

). If

oan, is

e at least 2%
ing grace
lease 3% .
ealter?
PAN STe, 301(28). IZ fund
15 eztadbiished so0lely by
U.S. contributions and
adminicced by an
intecnatioal
crzanization, does
Comptrollar General have
aucit richts?

Ak S26, €20(RY, Do
&Irangenents exist to
instra that Onited Staktes
foreign 2id is not used
in a manner which,
contrazy o the hest
interests of

foreign aid
projects or activities of
the Comnunist-bloc

countzries?
Rill arrangemenis preclude
use ¢ financing:
a. PFAN Sec. 104(f): FY
1982 itoronriztica AcCt
Sec. »sni: (1) wo pay for
poesicriance of ions

Y

‘Not a construction project.

Not a development loan.

Not applicable.

Yes.

(1) Yes.
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YAANS, [ALMO NO.

EFFLCTIVE DATE

Septenber 30, 1

)

o

82

PAGE 140,
3M-23

vlanning or to motivate
Or coverce Dersons to
practice abortions; (2)
to pay for periormance of
involuntary sterilization
as method of fanily
planning, 0r to coerce or
provide Zizancial
incentive t£o anv »
to undergo sterili
- (3) to pay Zor any
bicnedical research which
relates, ia whole or

vart, to metzocs ¢r the
perfocz=ance ¢f ascriions
or inwvoluntary
sterilizations as a nmeans
of family zlanning: (4)
+0 lcbby for e&bortion?

b, 2L Sec. 620(c). To
compensate OWIELS IOC
expropriated nationalized

property?

€. T2 Sex., £50.: Io
Provice LIGLLING O
advice or provice any
financial supcort for
police, priscns, or other
law enforcement Zcrees,
excent Ior nancotics
programs?

d. FTAA Sec. 662. For
CIA acuervities?

e, FM\ Sesc. 636(1) Por

(
purchase, sale, 1
lease, exchaence o
guaranty of the s
motor vchicles
manufactured outcide
U.S., unless a waiver is
obtaincd?

(2) Yes.

(3) Yes.

(4) Yes.

Yes.

Yes.

Yes.
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adjusted service
compensation for military
persoanel?

g.” FY 1982 xooronriation
act, Sec. 503, To pay
UO.N. assessnent CS
arrcarages or cues?
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i. PY 1982 roorovriation
Acts, Sec. 319, To

finance tile cxport of
nuclear eau;:ment, fuel,
or technolosy ¢z %o train
foréign natisnals in
_nuclear Zields?

Jo FY 1982 Mcoreopriatien
Aet, Sec. Sll, wWill
@ssistincy oo nrovided
for the purzcese ¢f aiding
the efiozrts of the
governnent nf such
country to repress the
legitinate richts of the
population of such
country contrary Lo the
Dniversal Daclaratioa of
Buman Righes?

k. FY 1882 Aporovoriation
Act, &7C. 5:3. G0 oo
Used for puslicity or
propaganda pursoses
within U0.S8. notc
auvthorized by Congress?

Yes.

Yes.

Yes.

Yes.

No.

Yes,



