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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
 

Introduction
 

For the past thirty-four years the U.S,. has played an important
 
international role as the major supplier of food aid on a
 
world-wide basis. The principal vehicle for U.S. food
 
assistance is the Agricultural Trade Development and Assistance
 
Act uf 1954, as amended, commonly known as PL 480 and often
 
referred to as the Food for Peace Program.
 

The overall objectives of PL 480 are to: expand international
 
trade, develop, and expand export markets for U.S. agricultural
 
commodities, combat hunger and malnutrition, encourage economic
 
development in 
the developing countries, and promote in other
 
ways U.S. foreign policy.
 

Title I of Public Law 480 provides for the concessional sale of
 
agricultural commodities to friendly countries. 
 Although the
 
Commodity Credit Corporation finances the sale and export of
 
commodities under 
Title I, actual sales are made by private

U.S. suppliers to foreign importers, government agencies, or
 
private trade entities. The Corporation finances sales by

paying suppliers directly through the U.S. banking system for
 
that portion of their sale 
not covered by the required down
 
payment. The Commodity Credit Corporation then collects the
 
amount due over the credit period, including the interest, from
 
the importing country.
 

Purpose and Scope
 

Th primary purpose of our review was to assess the extent that
 
the Food for Peace program was contributing to AID's overall
 
development program in the Congo and to determine 
if the terms
 
of the August, 1982 sales agreement and Memorandum of Under
standing of July, 1983, were being followed. Other purposes
 
were to review 
(a) the program planning process, (b) the GPRC's
 
reporting and accountability, and (c) the effectiveness and
 
efficiency of program monitoring. We reviewed the official
 
USAID/Zaire 
files in Kinshasa, Zaire and held conferences with
 
reponsible USAID/Zaire officials and U.S. Embassy officials 
in
 
the Congo.
 

Findings, Conclusions and Recommendations
 

Our review disclosed that the Government of the People's

Republic of the Congo (GPRC) had not complied with the 
terms of
 
the PL 480 Title I sales agreement and subsequent Memorandum of
 
UndeLttanding. Specifically we noted that:
 

i
 



the amount of sales proceeds had neither been deter
mined nor deposited in the special account. As a
 
result, projects had not been identified, approved,
 
funded, or implemented.
 

the 	currency use payment had not been deposited.
 

ten percent of the counterpart funds earmarked for
 
in-country administrative expenses which re-ite to
 
Congolese-American cooperation programs had not been
 
received.
 

--	 the GPRC had not completely implemented agreed upon 
measures to prevent resale or diversion of commodities 
to other countries. 

the GPRC had not complied with the usual marketing
 
requirement stipulated in the sales agreement.
 

--	 reporting requirements contained in the Memorandum of 
Understanding had not been met. 

We believe that the American Embassy/Brazzaville must make it
 
clear to the GPRC that unless they comply with all of the terms
 
and conditions of the FY 1982 program, additional Title I
 
programs will not be approved.
 

At the conclusion of our audit, our findings were discussed
 
with appropriate OSAID/Zaire and American Embassy/Brazzaville
 
officials. A draft report was aJso provided to USAID/Zaire and
 
the American Embassy/Brazzaville. Their comments were
 
considered in preparation of this report.
 

ii 
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BACKGROUND
 

For the past thirty-four years 
the United States has played an
 
important international role 
as the major supplier of food aid
 
on a worldwide basis. The principal vehicle for U.S. food
 
assistance is the Agricultural Trade Development and Assistance
 
Act of 1954, as amended, commonly known as PL 480 and 
often
 
referred to as 
the Food for Peace Program.
 

The overall objectives of PL 480 are to: 
 expand international
 
trade, develop and expand export markets 
for U.S. agricultural

commodities, combat hunger and malnutrition, encourage economic
 
development in the developing countries, 
and promote in other
 
ways United States foreign policy.
 

PL 480 was initially intended as a temporary measure to help
other nations their
with foreign exchange shortages, and allow
 
the disposal of U.S. agricultural surpluses. Over the years

th2 Congress has periodically extended and amended the act, and
 
today several distinct programs are 
conducted under PL 480. In
 
line with the objectives noted above, this report deals with
 
the Title I sales program.
 

Title I of Public Law 480 for
provides the concessional sale of
 
agricultural commodities friendly
to countries. Agreements

under Title I may be signed either for 
dollar credit with up to
 
20 years to repay, or convertible local currency credit with up

to 40 years to repay. The grace period for dollar credit 
agreements zero two forrange from to years, and those convert
ible local currency agreements may be as long as ten years.Specific down payments in dollars may be required under both 
types of agreements. Intere:st rates under both types of

financing are set by law at minimuins of two percent during the 
grace period and three percent thereafter. For the majority of 
Title I sales agreements, the minimum rates have been used. 

Although the Commodity (Crodit Corporation financts the sale and 
export of comrnn(lit-io.; under Title1 , actual sale: .i re made by
private U.S. supp]I ers to foreign [mporters, government
agencies, or private trade e(nities. The Corporation finances
sales by paying supplierst; dir.c Lly through the U.S. banking
system for that portion of the ,;ale not cover.ed by the required
down payment. The Commodity Credit Corporation then col.lects 
the amount due over the credit period, including interest, from 
the importing country.
 

http:cover.ed
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This was the 
 first PL 480 Title I program in the People'sRepublic of the Conjo.l/ Because there is no AID presence inthe Congo, USAID/Zaire, under the policy direction of the U.S.Embassy/brazzavillu, is rcponsible for. program implementation.
The sales agreement was signed in August, 1982. The agreement
called for the salc of approximate.y 6,700 metric tons of ricehaving a total value of about $2 million. The sales agreementwas signed by the Minist-y of Cooperation for the Congo and theEmbassy of the United rtates. A subsequent Memorandum ofUnderstanding 
between the Congo's Ministry of Plan and theEmbassy of 
the United States was signed in July, 1983. This

document provided further amplification and clarification 
the original sales agreement. It also designated 

of 
the Ministry


of Plan as the party within the Government of the People'sRepublic of Congothe (GPRC) responsible for the program.
OFNACOM, a GPRC parastatal, is responsible for sale of the PL
480 Title I rice. There was no FY 1.983 PL 480 Title I program
in the Congo. A FY 1984 progr-am, though requested, has not yet 
been approved. 

PURPOSE AND SCOPE 

The primary purpose of our review was to assess the extent that
the Food for Peace program was contributing AID's
to overall
development program the andin Congo to determine if the termsof the August, 198:' sales agreement and Memorandum ofUnderstundingj of July, 1983, were being followed. Other purposes were to review (a) the program planning process, (b)the G1PRC's rporl ing an1d accouIntabi I i.ty, and (c) theeffectiveness and ef f ic iiency olf prog ca m mon ito ring. 

We reviewed th)e oIficia IJSAiD/Za ire files in Kingha7a, Zajreand held coinfe rences wi th repon. i ble IIJSAID'z ire officja].s andU.S. Embassy officials in the ('ongo. In addition, we met with
the U.S. Amixssador to the Congo. Our attempts to contact indmeet with the GIJ7 officials corjc>,rncd with the FL 400, Title I 
program were UtIcCOtilU Sf ul. 

Our auditCV;a; mad(, in ac.co dianI),:,, with the Con'.rollei_ Ge neral's
Standa (d; for ofAud it Govei ruentaii Programs and included suchtests of the program, record:; ind internal controls weas 
considered TiWeOS;Sary in the circumstances. 

1/ All future refer enccs in the report to thr' Peoples Republic
of the Congo will he. indicated by the Congo. 
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FINDINGS, CONOUSONS3 AND RECOMMENDAT IONS 

GPRC Needed To Comply V;,th The Terms Of The Salcs Aqreement And 
Subsecao1ent- Me_oandtm Of: Underst ndin-v 

Our review showed that the GPPC had not complied w'th the terms
of the PL 480 Title I sales agreement and subsequeht Memorandum
of Understanding. Specitically we found that. 

the 	 amount of sales proceeds had neither been deter
mined nor deposited in the special account. As a
 
result, projects had not been identified, approved,

funded, or implemented.
 

the 	currency use payment1 / had not been deposited.
 

ten percent of the counterpart funds earmarked for
 
in-country administrative expenses which relate to 
Congolese-American cooperation programs had not been 
received.
 

--	 the GPRC had not coi-ipletely implemented agreed upon 
measures to prevent resale or diversion of commodities 
to other countries. 

the GPPC had not complied with the usual marketing 
requiremenL stipulated in the sales agreement. 

reporting requirerorents contained in the Memorandum of 
Under stand n.in h l not been inct. 

Details relatinc, to t.In abov(- findings are discLu..sed in the
subsequent sect ions of this; r)eI t, lloweve r , a specif ic 
recomme~cnda ti on for ech fi nding is not made in view of one 
overall recommendati6n which we make in this section. 

1/ 	Section 103(b) of the Agricultural Trade Development and 
Assistance Act known as the Purce] 1. amendment provides,
inter alia to accept foreign currencies in payment of
credit sa le, for )l) rosW;; othLr than payHie n t of U.S.
obligati On;. 'I'h.;r, payrImf t s, k row,; 1.; i'ct r rei y use
payments", are requ i red only in non-e:cCss c r rencv 
countrie:;, and are designed to a::ist the U.S. baiancz of 
payment. 
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USAID/Zaire and the American Embassy in the Congo were aware of 
the above prob].ems, but they had been ursuccessful in their 
attewpts to resolve theIr. Off[icials from these two organi a
tioIs held nume? rous meetings ,'.th GPP": off icials responsible 
for the program in attempts to get proj:ct activities started. 
Also, offjcia] files were re})lete with docu.:ent. evidencing the 
USAID's efforts m,-,ci to get the GPRC to comply with the terms 
of the August, 19,2 sa]es agreement an1] subse(uent Memorandum 
of Understandinc, cted July, 1983. Despite these efforts, we 
noted little evidence of any positive measures which the GPRC 
had taken to comply with the agreements.
 

In our meetings with USAI/Zaire and U.S. Embassy officials in 
the Congo, we were given the following as reasons for the delay 
in program implementation:
 

(a) the program came about in a hurry;
 

(b) there was no Food for Peace Officer in the Congo;
 

(c) very few peope invo] ,:v:J in the program at the
 
beginning had any knowledge or understanding of the 
program; and 

(d) bOcaws.e of numLOVes and freauent replacement of key 
Congo],l:e ofrcidii1 invol vud, there was confusion in the 
GFC as to who should be respan;ible for the program. 

Seni or oImfvici 1.; told uS that ther,. were just too many 
co.nplicated factor: i; vol v'd for one to shy that the Congolese 
wer ? rfu i niq ton ',' the t of sa I's ajgre lentc.:q' vih Lu mv t--he 

I!12 ,.,, , :"n,:n:f i H
a .. j,inr ,ivi of tiled . USA ID/Zaire 
coSc( l 1.1 loff i ci 1n lPn(I v-scd Sni.n di i t. ;. Accordin'jly, thte 

U.5;. l ii (Cckgo ) that positivC!,Ai:v;,;, tL. r-mu: i ,; optimistic 
m, : ;u,,. vi I 1. 1, t, 'n by tI, G'(PIC w;hich -;.ould allow them to 

rd it 19 8 4 aremove f(, r',.',, w h ,1 FY progran. We not as 
optim ;s c. r;o:;t. the cited cau.Es. theiL While! of probl en as for 
delay in ,.n!,0 Q v(, been corr,.ct(d, the ,tillimplp t J on progr am 
had n( t. 1ilov',d for..' I(]. 

Co rnc ]' i, rl ,,-TA I, :,! ,,, , -ion 

Althour,,h th, eo-ij Il ,] P1, 4130 ''it W I prograTm sales agreement 
was 5 i1(_nud oli.o'rt 015, , u I one half years ag.(), few poti v -e 
moo s.ou, hav, b! (In ti.,, nI y the ;PIPC to coHnsly with the tormm 
of tihe protr1 ,agr',,m.,t:. Acc(otdiJ.n,:] y, we to not be]ieve that 
additiona Tli tilr I pi(,ir; m;s should hn apl ooved until then GPRC 
complie; with the trrms and conditlons of: the I'Y 1982 program. 
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Recommendation No. 1
 

American Embassy/Brazzaville should
 
(a) advise the GPRC that unless they 
comply with the terms and conditions of 
the FY 1982 program, additional Title I 
programs will not be approved and (b) 
take no action regarding a FY 84 Title 
I program until all the terms and 
conditions contained in the FY 82 
program have been addressed. 

Sales Proceeds Had Neither Been Determined Nor Deposited In The 
Special Account
 

The amount of sales proceeds cbtained from the sale of PL 480
 
Title I rice sold to the GPRC under the FY 1982 program had
 
neither been determined nor deposited in the special account 
as
 
required in the Memorandum of Understanding dated July 29,
 
1983. As a result, specific projects required under the
 
agreement had not been identified, approved, funded, or 
implemented.
 

Although the original sales agreement was silent regarding

disposition of th~e salecs proceed s, tie Nemorandum of
 
Understanding required the GPRC to deposit the proceeds in a 
special account at the Barpque Internationale de Developpement
du Congo. Fifty percent of tie value of t:he Title I rice sold 
to the GPIC under the FY 82 program was to be deposited upon
signature of the MNcrandtnm of Updrstandinq. Tin! remaining
fifty pLerc(,nt was to he d,}:)-;t Aithin 90 days following the 
first paynlant. l' doposiLs v''re to bc n, ]e; than the dolar 
value of Lhe commoditis dyl i ,Led in the U.S., 11lus any taxes 
directly Lied to the imj[rt of FI, 480 Title I cormodities. 

We founl [hot none of tLhu -.ale proceeds inad ben deposited in 
the sp9cial account eve:n tWl:Ugh all of the rice had bon 
received in counik y as of D) k:hbc,, 1 91}2. FurLi-er, .e were 
unable to verify tie' t ()t)l anoenn!L of i ice s0l to date. 
USAI D/V ,ieoffi i lf, , uns wi tb :;Ici (~lo'uiiment. ii:; ;ii n al. 
Mhich in,licatud tht , trcent of t:th, rice ja:d )-ein sold in 
Brazzv'i] . lhe oth',r 42 t.rco-Lt represented rice sales 
rema i n t 1-be acce Lt(.(i f or. ''hf-oe conno't it i e.-; were shipped 
to the rural areas to be sold. Sub:equent.]y, in rt-sponding to 
our (Ir a ft reporL, US I i/a re arn( t, he Am(.r ican Emassy
Brazzavi] le adviSd uS tht they had been informed orally by 
Ministry of Com:merce officials that al1 P1, 460 rice had been 
sold. 
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USAlD/Zaire and U.S. Embas,)/BrazzaviIle officials held
 
numerous meetings with r espons-iJ] e GPRC o ff ic ia.ls. During
these meetings, the GPZC officiatI< promised that the proceeds
woUld he deposited in tile speci,,l account. These promoi!ses were 
not Lept as the amount of Lhe sJ]s proceecds still nieeded to be 
detormin,,d and deposited. 

Currency Use Payments had Nlot Been Pecej.,ed 

The currency Lu:e payment- (CUP) specified in the sales agreement
and further amplified in the subsequent Memorandum of Under
standing had not been received. The U.S. Embassy in the Congo
requested payment cf the CUP in a letter dated July 7, 1983. 

In accordance with the sales agreement Part I, Article 8 and 
Part II, Article 2(B) , arid further amrplified in the Memorandum
of Understanding, the local currency equivalent of five percent
of total counterpazrt, funds was ti:o be rc,pos ited in the Banque
)ntern.,tioiale de - (i Conga ihv,IenBraz:.zavill.ein on the
sI,cifir "tTw , fnds weore then to be 
traliI e;r e( to t ,: hIA - ar i accolIti U:i)O I No. 35-706
001-P. .et r 7, theIn a t (;i,t (d .uly -91"3, [).,S. Embassy
r(-d 
CF j / fr 

, the C 'i t" d ei ,).it t-hr_ CUP of U.S. )94,866. 15, in 
H(,' 11V,7, t: cuL rent . oflL, tlh ga1l rat. ex chanIge. 

To cia t:e , th C) "1 lad not cof i 1 ith tLe terms; of the 
agre w; lt, or of ii i 1 . ;;ndU to th(, U.S. ".nbJa.sy letter 
rgaJ tl',-
 A n t 11 C !- o f ot h- r terl; and 
C 1i11ti : cr Lit 1 1 i 1- (V a 11.:s tej( G IP rI 'le0 l hi" promisesbult l(4-Lol1U ( ~ i + 

Co I ; I(1f; 1 r (-1 or 1 .A. n ! jt,0" , I C- c r t.r t i s ve 

A].I~t~~lg~lh I cc., add;r e,: ;:;+ci l 1nhi(: o rj i ia ] 1sale ag r ei t , the 
1112:;,tW',.Ic U 1nn [, ' tha t en e rcI)t of 

c UiiV"IA1 ,.t I I1,11," t ,* 'r ( ) i I i--c w It. r y 
C o .,,iJ: t I , i { '. ,'i,)-: 1,.. k': ,) tr ](t1 "f i"!" _iv )()l df,' ; 

111 Ifl)t I I t. hl- i Ic :l (r / , ILl" . A ( Icl D " I)o', 1o p u
ment1:. cl 'a i t i ifi , , t. t he :;I,oC i I ic I ,(!tlf ,: of tile 
U. S Enita<:;y to tle 'L]#AL)-in, 5:r,, tl.ccoun 

.17 ThFeCFA (Afric;an Pi"nanclal Comirunity) franc is the official 
curr ency of, the Congo. 
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According to USAID/Zaire officials, the.-se funds are to be used
 
to cover certain operating and administrative expenses in
 
connection with the impl(mentation of AID's development

assistance program in the Congo. The major expenses include
 
the costs for a U.S. AID laison officer in Brav.aville; travel 
expenses for AID administrative and technical personnel who 
regularly visit the Congo from Zaire; and administrative 
expenses incurred in connection with U.S. government officials 
who periodically travel to and from the U.S. in connection with 
AID-sponsored activities in the Congo. 

To date, the GPRC has not complied with terms of the Memorandum 
of Understanding. Although there had been considerable
 
dialogue between USAID/Zaire and responsible GPRC officials, we
 
noted little evidence of any positive measures which the GPRC
 
had taken to comply.
 

The GPRC Had Not Comjletely Implemented Agreed Upon Measures To
 
Prevent Resale Or Diversion Of Commodities To Other Countries
 

U.S. Mission personnel in Zaire had noted that Zairian traders
 
were bringing into Zaire one hundred pound bags of PL 480 Title
 
I rice as early as February 1983. The source of this rice was
 
the Congo. Exact figures were not available but at that time
 
it was estimated that approximately one hundred bags a week
 
were ope*nly transported on the ferry that operates between
 
Kinshasa and Brazzaville. After some investigation, it was
 
leaened that the Zairian traders were purchasing the rice from
 
authorized retailers in the Congo and bringing it into Rinshasa
 
for resa.. No attempt was made at either border to conceal
 
theso activities. The situation was reported to AID/W and
 
other involved agencies when It was first noted.
 

The sales agreement. specificilly requires the Government of the 
importing country to take all possible measures to prevent
resale, diversion in trancl t, or transship-ent to other 
countries or the use for other than domestic purposes of the 
z.gricu.tural coinmoditien purchased pursuant to the agreement.
After several months in att6mpting to moot %zlth responsible
GPRC officials to discuss the problem, a meeting was held on 
August 25, 1983 between U3/AID/Zaire and the Ministries of 
Cooporation, Plan, Commorce, Interior, Agriculture and 
Livestock. It was agrepd, at that meeting, that signs would be 
made and posted on OFNACO stores (site of sales of PL 480 
rice). These signs would state that the sale of PL 480 rice 
was for local consumption only. Other signs would be posted at 
border cronsings prohibiting the export of pL 480 rice. It was 
also agreed that customs agents would be officially instructed 
to prohibit any PL 480 rice to be shipped from or brought out 
of the Congo. 



Nuncerous meetings and discussi1ons were held with responsibleGPRC officials t.o get them to comply with agreed upon 
measures. The GP1],C had not co.pletoy implemicnted agreed uponJInle0asures to prevent the j:esale or diversion of couimodities toother count 1::es. The Director of Customs Seorvice for theRegional Office in Braxzi-ville issued a letter to custom posts
within the Brazzaville area wit) specific intructions to block
the export of PL 480 rice. However, we were unable toascertain whethcr similar instructions were issued in other 
areas of the country. Also, USAID/Zaire and U.S. Embassy

officials in the Congo both advised us that although they hadbeen told that signs had been made, they had not seen any of
them rpo.:.ted in places as agreed upon. 

GPRC Had Not Complied With The Usual Marketing Requirnments 

The GPRC had not complied with the usual marketing requirement
stipulated in the sales agreemoent. In fact, based upon the
limited reports proviJed by the GPRC, they had not imported anyrice other than PL 480 Title I during the period covered by theFY 1982 program. USAID/Zafre and the U.S. Embassy continued toremind the GPRC of thii rgequirement, as well as other
conditions stipulated undc r the agrecment. We noted nomea.-,urable effort on the part of the GP.C to address the 
requirement. 

The sales agreement ntatud that the government of the importing
country would i nsuru that tota]. imporLs from the exporting
country anO other friendly coun:ries into the importing country
paid for with the resources cl the impor'tinrg country wouldequal at least the quantties of 7iricul.tural commodities asspecified in the uistal inarketiro; table set forth in Part II of
the agreenenL. Part XI of t..;e agreemoent established 4,575metric tons of rice as the tl marketing requirement duringthe FY 1.982 Import period. The U.S. EmbassyIs quarte,-ly
reports to th, Departntent of State indicttecd that no hadrice
boen implo:ted commercially into the Congo since the signing of 
the cales agreement in Augutt, 191A2. 

l . Re u r:.mnt s reu led In The Mcmorindum Of 
R I ,rt. ,4,.; n. To r L;r tod 

Reporting oquirement.s opecif J.d in the Memorandum ofUnrc1rstanding had not been rta.t. The Memor:andum of Under
standing called for: 

• (1) a monthly report detailing for each special account theamount of 0locl currency deposited during the previous
month and cumultivo depslts s valI as the amount 
disbur:tsd and the ucipient fundso 



-9
(2) a semi-annual 
 report indicating the receipt and
expenditure 
from the project activity accounts, andstatus of project implementation, including 

the 
any explanationof delays in expenditures or other implementatico~ problems; 

(3) an annual certified r-epo r t theon receipt and.expendi ture of the sales proceeds, cerLifie] by theappropriate audit authority of the GPRC, and in the case ofexperditures, the budget chapter in which they were used; 
and
 

(4) a self-help report nodue later than November 15, 1983 on the progress of implementation of the self-help measuresagreed upon in Part: II, Articles 5 and 6 of the sales 
agreement. 

We find this lack of reporting especially significantreference to the self-help report. Annu-al PL 480 Title 
with 

Iself-help reports dueare in AID/Washington not laterDecember 15. Timely recceipt 
than

of& th ann u.al], report is es senti 1to prepare meetand the (h ,ddl ine for the irs; ident' s annualFood for Peace Report to Coiv:rss within wicctraieE'ction408 of Pf, 480. The repo rL :,hould rr'JtO,_ iniormpaijrn onachievoments of spec if 
the 

ic .elf -hy Ip provi.2ionz: coita i notd incurrent year ,orcr:imnnL . 'Inbis infer;:ation is al so vital to tLheMission in its ,valu'l- ion of !The host con rl~c,' s performance in
car ryinq out so] f-help provi<ions f , 480 agreements.
need] for a mean ing fu] PvO Theuo tion of a recipients country's
 
sel f-helpI perfor mance 
 is md, xplitt in th PL 480 Act.
Section .105(a) makes (l ,r al,: 

"Be for;,, en toring in to r(.mv t with developing countriesfor tal e of ni t {(1 t ,f r u I Lu ral camiimod i Li.s onwhatever t 'erm:;, i, IK < oi nt h ill consider tlhr, xtnt towhich the recipi i ci( Nit r y ia u ortakin;,. verpracticable tOn vI1 --h , 1j ii1A',' tIo ci er(-s:;e 1per (-rijiJ Laproduct 1on and ihupi O'' th a',ns f0r s tor i(_ and
distribumt;ri on agricQ ulI ol j 

In our opi ni on, tlii:; is-, hut. anothei,.l; ,nn ' of the r-.luctance or inabi] ity of ti. ( l Iq o I kte posi t iv- lii;easur(, to colllywith the terms and coid i.tions oi. the program. 
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APPENDIX A
 

LIST OF REPORT RECIPIENTS 

No. of Copies 

Field Offices 

RFFPO, REDSO/WCA 
USAID/Zaire 
U.S. Embassy/Brazzavile 

2 
5 
5 

AI D/Was h i n- ton 

AA/AFR 
AA/FVA 
AA/M 
AA/P PC 
AFPI/CA 
EXRL 
FVA/FFP 
GC 
IG 
LEG 
M/FbI/AS D 
OPA 
PPC/E 
PPC/E/DIU 

5 
2 
1 
1 

2 
1 
3 
1 
1 
1 

2 
2 
1 
2 


