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July 7, 1987

MEMORANDUM FOR U.S.A.I.D./Sri Lan Director, Robert C. Chase
v Stk
FROM: RIG/A/Singapore, ard E. r

SUBJECT: Audit of U.S.A.I.D./Sri Lanka Reporting on
Completed Projects

This report presents the results of audit of U.S.A.1.D./Sri
Lanka repoiting on completed projects. Please advise us
within 30 days of any additional information related to
actions planned or taken to implement the recommendations.
We appreciate the excellent cooperation and courtesy
extended our staff during the audit.

Background

A.I.D. Handbook 3, Chapter 14, requires project officers to
prepare a Project Assistance Completion Report not later
than six months after the Project Assistance Completion Date
(PACD). Two major purposes of the report are to (1) provide
a summary of actual project contributions made by A.I.D. and
the host government compared to the contributions required
under the project agreement and (2) define continued A.I.D.
monitoring responsibilities including the timing and
resources involved. The Handbook prescribes that the
reports should be reviewed hy appropriate mission or office
managers and decisions made on the recommendations. A.I1.D.
Handbook 19 requires mission controllers to receive copies
of project completion reports and comment as necessary on
financial matters.

U.S.A.I.D./Sri Lanka was responsible for preparing
completion reports on eight projects with a PACD during the
three-year period ended September 30, 1986. The total
Government of Sri Lanka contributions required under the
agreements for these projects wcre $47.1 million.

The A.I.D. Office of Inspector General 1issued two audit
reports (No. 1-500-87-07, dated November 26, 1986 and No.
6-263-87-4, dated March 12, 1987) in the past year
specifically on host country contributionsg. The audit work
for these reports covered 49 completed projects in 11
countries. The audits found that the Project Asgssistance
Completion Reports had not been prepared for 33 of the 49
projects. The reports also noted that the missions had not
determined the actual amcunt of the host governments'

contributions for 42 of the 49 projects.



Audit Objectives and Scope

As part of a broader review of U.S.A.I.D./Sri Lanka's
monitoring of host country contributions to A.I.D.-funded
projects, the Regional Inspector General for Audit/Singapore
assessed U.S.A.I.D.'s compliance with A.I.D. requirements
for project assistance completion reports. The specific
audit objectives were to determine if (1) the required
completion reports were prepared, (2) host country
contributions were adequately addressed in the reports and
(3) actions recommended in the reports were monitored to
assure implementation. The audit was performed during the
period April 8, 1987 through April 30, 1987.

The audit covered eight U.5.A.I.D./Sri Lanka projects with a
PACD during the three-year period ended September 30, 1986.
Audit work primarily included a review of the project
completion reports and discussions with mission officials,
For one project, we also met with Government of Sri Lanka
officials and visited warehouses to examine A.I.D.-funded
equipment. The work was 1impaired to some extent because
project officers for several completed projects were no
longer assigned to the mission and recently assigned
management staff were not familiar with the projects. The
audit primarily focused on management weaknesses and did not
attempt to quantify or fully develop problems for each
project. The audit was made 1in accordance with generally
accepted government auditing standards.

Results of Audits

U.S.A.I.D./Sri Lanka had prepared six and was preparing
another of the eight required project completion reports,
However, the reports prepared did not adequately address
host country contributions. U.S.A.1.D./Sri Lanka did not
effectively monitor all the appropriate actions recommended
in the completion reports,

U.S.A.1.D./Sri Lanka issued a mission order in February 1987
which provided for a tracking system to ensure project
completion reports are prepared on time. The mission also
initiated conscientious and excellent efforts teo monitor
host country contributions. These latter efforts should
help resolve the problem of addressing host country
contributions.

However, the minaion still needs to improve its management
system to ensure that (1) project completion reportg
adequately addrennp hoat country contributions and (2)
actiong recommended in the reports are cffectively
implemented and monitored. Therefore, we recommend that the
misslon develop procedures to improve thelr management in
these two arcas. We also recommend that they take action



concerning almost $500,000 of unutilized A.I.D.-funded
equipment.

U.S.A.I.D./Sri Lanka's Management System of Project
Completion Reports Needs Improvement - A,I.D. missions are
required to prepare project completion reports which compare
Planned versus actual host country contributions. The
missions should also ensure report recommend-tions for
continued A.I.D. monitoring are carried out. U.S.A.1.D./Sri
Lanka did not in all cases ensure that the reports
adequately addressed host country contributions and that
recommended monitoring actions were effectively performed.
Therefore, U.S.A.I.D. was uncertain if *he Government of Sri
Lanka contributed its required contributions. Also, actions
recommended in some reports were not performed or maragement
did not know if they were performed. For example, 1in one
project A.I.D.-funded equipment purchased at least six years
earlier and costing almost $500,000 had still not been
utilized at the time of this audit. The mission could have
mitigated these problems if they had procedures to ensure
host country contributions were adequately addressed and
appropriate action was taken on report recommendations.

Discussion - A,I.D. Handtook 3, Chapter 14, requires project
officers to prepare project completion reports which compare
required versus actual host country contributions to a
project and include recommendations for continued monitoring
responsibilities. The report should be reviewed by
appropriate mission officials. Comments should be made as
necessary on financial matters and decisions taken on
recommendations for continued monitoring.

U.S5.A.1.D./Sri Lanka prepared project completion reports for
s8ix of the eight completed projects. A report was being
prepared for a scventh project. No project completion
report was prepared for the eighth project because mission
officials thought an A.I.D. Office of Inspector General
audit report (No. 5-383-85-4, dated August 29, 1985) issgued
at the end of the project sufficed tor the completion report,

U.S.A.1.D./Sri Lanka addressed the Government of Sri Lanka

contributions {in all six completion reports, However, the
reports did not provide complete and accurate information to
determine if the Government provided its required

contributions. For example, as nhown in Exhibit 2, five of
the six reportn indicated the Government did not provide itn
required contributionn. However,  the reports did not
arovide a reconciliation or explanation on the differences
etween required and actual  contributions, In nome canes,
the actual amounts reported were not correct or were amounts
reported by the Government of Sri Lanka without verification
by tL2 misaion,



Examples of report weaknesses follow:

-- The completion report on an agricultural storage project
reported both the required and actual contributions of
$11.0 million. Based on available data at the mission
and discussions with mission and Government of Sri Lanka
officials, the amount actually provided was less than
$10.2 million.

-- The report for a training project noted that the
Government of Sri Lanka was to provide at least 25
percent of total project costs, This would be about
$1.9 million. The report merely stated that the
Government support for this project was considered
satisfactory. No specific amount of contributions was
identified.

== The report for a rice research project identified

required and actval Government of Sri Lanka
contributions of about $3.2 million and $2.1 million,
respectively. The report did not explain the

contribution shortage.

In addition to not assuring that the completion reports
adequately addressed host country contributions,
U.S.A.1.D./Sri Lanka did not assure continued project
monitoring recommended in the reports were effectively
carried out. For example, the completion report prepared in
August 1985 on a training prolect which was completed that
month recommended that a final financial review would be
required soon after May 31, 1986 to determine the amount for
deobligation. The review was not performed. However, a
subsequerit and unconnected financial review of this project
was periormed in February 1987 and $186,403 was identified
for deobligztion. This amount could have been deobligated
more than six months earlier if the mission performed the
review recommended in the completion report,

Another example of not carrying out recommended actions
concerned an agricultural storage project which had a PACD
of June 30, 1984. The project completion report prepared in
January 1985 identified A.!.D.-funded equipment costing
about $661,000, which had been in Sri{ Lanka since April
1981, was not wutilized for project purposes, The report
stipulated that, to asnure compliance with the project
agreement, U.S.A.1.D/Sri Lanka should continue to monitor
project progrens to aspure that the equipment was
effectively utilized.



Mission officials did not follow up on the recommended
actions in the completion report and did not know the status
of the equipment, The project officer believed most of the
equipment was stored in a warehouse. Thereafter, a joint
auditor/project officer inspection at the warehouses and
discussions with Government of Sri Lanka officials showed
that most of the equipment was still not utilized. This
included equipment (costing about $341,000) for a milling

complex and about B800 mnisture meters (costing about
$128,000). Thus, by not following up on the recommended
actions, U.S.A.1.D./Sri Lanka was not aware that

A.I.D.-funded equipment purchased more than six years ago
and costing about $469,000 still was not utilized.

In commenting on the draft of this report, U.S.A.I.D./Sri
Lanka stated that the Government of Sri Lanka officials
informed the auditors that the moisture meters were being
used. The Government officials actually informed the
auditors that only about 1,200 of the 2,000 moisture meters
identified in the project completion report had been
utilized. As noted above, the audit disclosed that the
remaining 800 moisture meters had yet to be utilized.

Government of Sri Lanka officials said they intend to use
the milling complex equipment when funds are available to
build the complex. They also intend to use the moisture
meters once the country's ethnic problems are resolved.

Mission officials attributed the above problems to
inadequate procedures to ensure (1) the reports acequately
addressed host country contributions including guantified
and verified amounts and (2) recommendations included in the
reports were effectively carried out, Thus, U.S.A.1.D./Sri
Larka should establish effective management monitoring
systems in these areas.

Recommendation No. 1

We recommend that U.S.A.1.D./Sri Lanka :stablish procedures
to:

a. review project completion reports to ensure the reportsg
adequately addreas host country contributions including
guantified and verified amounts 50 that migasion

management can determine whether or not the required
host country contributions wore made; and

b. ensure recommendations {ncluded in project completion
reports arc implemented,



Recommendation No. 2

We recommend that U.S.A.I.D./Sri Lanka establish a plan for
the effective utilization of equipment costing almost
$500,000 under the agricultural storage project or take
appropriate action to collect a refund from the Government
of Sri Lanka.

U.S.A.1.D./Sri Lanka agreed to implement the two
recommendations. Therefore the recommendations are
considered resolved and will be closed upon completion of
the corrective actions. There comments have been

incorporated in the report as appropriate and the full text
of the comments are included as Appendix 1.
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Exhibit 2

Page 1 of 2
Analysis of Required and Actual
Government of Sri Lanka Contributions
to Completed Projects 1/
Project Host Country

Project Name Assistance Contributions ($000

and Number Completion Date Required Actual Comments

Agricultural Base Jan 31, 1984 1,900 1,362

Mapping (383-0045)

Development Services Aug 31, 1985 1,917 - Project completion

and Training report merely states

(383-0044) Sovernment of Jori Lanka
support was considered
sati{afactory. No amount
fdentified,

Market Town Water Jun 30, 198% 1,625 3,4%)

Supply (381-00613)

Paddy Storage and Jun 30, 1984 11,028 10,169

Proceasing (183 0041)

Rice Research Jun 30, 1984 ), 220 2,06]

(183-0040)

Water Managsmeént Dec 31, 1965 8,%78 7,186

(383-0057)

1/ The required and actual contribution amounta are based on amounts reported
in the project completion reporta, No additional teview was petformed by
the auditore o verify the accuracy of the data, The only exception s
the actual amount shown for the Paddy Storage and Processing Project, The
completion report 1dentified actual as  §11,028,000, However, hbised on
availavle inforsation, the Gaverarent of 5ty Lanka did nat  provide mofe
than $10,164%,000,

U:B.A 1D /811 Lanka comsented on the deaft of thia (epaft  that the
project paper for the Paddy nrofage and Frocesding Praject jdentified that
Government, of Hr1  lanka project contfitiytion shoyld be 11 alllion Rypees,
We do not disagres, However, the [toject Agreemunt tequited the
government to pravide contfitytieas of not  less than the equivalent of
appronimately $11.0 s1liion at AR eschange fate of 16 Rupews 10 §l. This
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Exhibit 2
Page 2 of 2

computes to about 176.4 million Rupees. Available data and discussions
with mission and Government of Sri Lanka officials {ndicated that the
actual contribution was not more than 162.7 million Rupees--or about
$10,169,000 at the conversion rate of 16 Rupees to $1.

U.S.A.I.D./Sri Lanka also believed that this exhibit should be deleted
from the final report because the exhibit does not identify actual A.I.D,
expenditures, In our opinion, the exhibit 1illustrates the need for
completion reports to provide a reconciliation or explanation on the
differences between required and actual contribution to help mission
management assure that the Government provided its financial commitment to
completed projects.
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™ AMIMBASSY CCLCMBC

TO AMIMBASSY SINGAPCRE IMMITIATE 3168
B?

ONCIAS SECTION €1 OF 82 COLCMEO 2432

AILAC

I.C. 1285€: N/A
SURJECT: DRAFPT AUDIT REPORT ON COMPLETED PRCJECTS

REF: A) SINGAFCRE 227113 B) COLOMEO Q24277 C)RIG/A/S
LETIFR ANT ATTACHMENT DATIL 2€ MAY 1987

MISSICN REGRETS THAT WE INALVERTANTLY SEVT COLOMEO
@4¢7? (€/16/87) 1C AID/e INSTEAL OF RIG/SINGAFORE.
TRE FUOLL CABLE IS RETRANSMITTEL BEL(CW:

1. PMISSION AFPRECIATES TFE OPPCRTUNITY TC CCMMENT CN
THE SORJECT REPCRT. OUR COMMENTS PELCY ARF LISTIT BY
TEE INIIVIDUAL RECOMMENDATICAS:

2., RFCCMMENTATICN NC 1,: QUCTY A, REVIEY PRCJECT
COMFLETICNS REPCETS TC INSORY THE RIPORTS ADNCUATFIY
ADLPESS BCST CCONTRY CCNTRIBUTIONS INCLOLING
QUANTIFIRL AND VERIFIED AMOUNTS SO 19AT MISSICN
MANAGEMENT CAN CETERMINT WRETRER OR NOT TRY REOQUIRET
BOST CCUNTRY CONTRIPUTICNS WYRE MALE, ANT P, INSURFP
RYCCMMENDATICNS INCLUPEL IN FRCJECT CCMFIETICN
RFPCRTS AR} IMPLEMENTED. UNCUOTE

MISSION COMMEINT: THE MISSION IS IN GENERAL AGREEMENT
VITB TR} ABOVE RICOMPENCATION. AS TRT EACKGRCUNT
PORTION CY TRE REPORT NOTES, TRE MISSICN AAS QUOTE
INITIATYD CONSCIENTICUS ANT EXCELLYNT IFFCRTS TC
MONITOR KRCST CCUNTRY CCNISIPUTION.. WHICR,..SRCULD
BYIF REISCLVE TRE PRORLEM OF ALDRESSING HCST CCUNTRY
CCNIRIEUTIONE, UNQUOTF IN AIDITICN, TRI PACKSRCUND
SICTICN NOTES THAT A PREVIOUS SURVEY CF 11 CCUNTRIIS
JOUNI TRAT 20 OF 49 PROJECTS COMPLETICN RFECRTS HAD
NOT BEEN PREFARFD ANL TRAT TPY INVOLVIT MISSICNS BAD
NCT CITIRMINID TRL ACTUAL AMOTUNT OF THY WHCST
GOVIRNMINTS CCNTRIMUTICN FCR 42 O TRF 46 FRCJICT,
IN VIIV C7 TAE OVIRALL AGENCY PERJORMANCE, PISSICH
PERJORMANCE VITR RESEBCT TC MONITONINC FNCJICT
COMPLETIONS WCOLT APPPAR TC RN IXCELLENT. OF BIGHT
PRCJECTS REIVIRVEL IN SR1 LANBA, CCYPLETICN REPOMTS
JOR SIX PROJRCTS WERE CN RAND, THE REPORT YOR ONTY
RECINTLY CCMPLITED FRCJPCT IS NOV BEING LRAFTEID CN
SCEIDOLE, AND TBE OTRTR PROJICY VWAS REPRESEINTED RY A
PRIVICUS AUIIT REPORT., IN ATLITION, PISSICW
INITIATIVES TC BSTADLISE PONPAL MISSICY PRCCEIDURYS TO

142 DMLLASSIDIED LLrIAVEA 204A%%42/78%
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1/2 OUNCLASSITFIEL CCLCMRO 00422€/01

RECCIRE ANL MONITCR FRCJECT CCMPLEYTICN REFCRTS RAVE
PYEN SIT SINCE TBE BEGINNING C¥ 1587.

USAID CCLO~PO WILL BE RIPINING THY ESTABLISHED
PRCCEIURES PCR FRCJECT COMPLWTICN TC INS"RF THAT TH}Y
ISSUY C¥ THI 9CST CCUMTRY CONTRIBUTION IS
SFECIFICALLY ALDRESSPD; THE REFCRTS ARY REVIYWEL PY
THE AFFRCPRIATE MISSICM STAFE, ANT ALL
RECCMMINTATIONS AND PCLLOV-CN ACTIONS ARE TRACKED FOR
COMFLIANCE. VI WILL INCORPCRATE TRESE INTC
ESTABLISREL MISSION PRCCEDURES ANT FORWARL A COPY TO
RIG/A/S WITR A RECUEST THAT TBIS RICCMMINLATICN EF
CLCSII.

ON AN RLITCRIAL MATTER TEE MISSION EFLIEVFS TRAT 1RF
TITIE OF THF SICTION CN PAGE & OF THE LRAFT REPCRT
QUCIF USAIL/SRI LANKA’S MANAGEMINT SYSTEM NFIELS
IMFROVEMINT UNQUCTE IS TOO BRCAL ANI TRAT AN
ALTERNATIVE SUCB AS CUCTE USAIT/SPI LANFA'S
MAMAGEMENT SYSTEM CF PROJECT CCMPLETION RFPCRTS NFEDS
REFINFMENT ONQUOTE Ww(CUIL BE MCRY ACCURATE,

3. RECCHMINTATICN NC,2: QUOTE WE RECCMMEND TEAT
USAID/SRI LANKA ESTAPLISH A PLAN FCR TRY EFFECTIVE
UTIZIZATION OP EQUIPMENT CCSTING ALMOST DOLS £79,200
UNTER ThE AGRICULTURAL STORAGF PRCJECT C® TAVF
APFRCFRIATE ACTICN TC CCLINCT A REFUNT FRCv TRE
GOVERNMINT C¥ SPI LANKA, USAIC SRI LANKA CCNCURRFD
VITF TR} FINCINGS AND AGKEEL 10 IMPLFVEINT EACY C¥ TR}
RECCMMENCEL ACTICNS. UNQUOT?

THE MISSION 1S IN GENERAI AGREMMENT TC TWF
RECCMMINCATION AND WILL ESTARPLISB A FLIAN PCR TH?Y
UTILIZATICN CF THE EQUIFPMINT, IN VIEW C¥ 1RE TIMF
TRAT HAS ELAPSEL SINCE THE PROJECT WAS INITIATED IT
WOULD AFEREAR ORVIOUS TRAT 7TRERT WAS NO INTYNT CN
ANYONT ’S PART TC DIVERT TRI USE OF THET PQUIPMENT, TRF
MISSICN TREREFCRE VII1 RFCOFMINE TC TRE GCVERNMINT
TAAT TBE PEST COURSY IS TC SICRY 17 UNTII IT CAN B¥
PUT INTO SERVICE. THE KEPORT SROULIL NOTF THAT THE
MCISTURE MTTERS PHE FTING USEI IN A VAY WRICR TRE AIT
AGRICULTURE CYFICF AND AUDITCRS JOUNT ACCEPTARLE.
;g{%%;%ﬂl. TEAT FART CF TEF RICCMMINLATICN SROUIL 2}

"
LL I
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Page 3 of 4
e/ ONCLASSIFIRE CCLOMPO ree4l32/¢2

FISSICN COMMENTS TO SPECIFIC SECTIONS CF TBE REPORT
ART AS FCLLOVS:

A) PAGE 8 - QUCTE MISSION CFPICIALS IID NOT POLLOW
UF ON TBEY RICOMMENDED ACTICN IN 1TRI COMFLETICN RFPORT
ANI DIT NOT ENOV THE STATUS CF THI EQUITMEXT. TR}
OFFICER PILIEVE®D THAT ~0ST OF THE ECUIPVENT ¥AS
STCREL IN A WAREROUSE. UNQUOTE  WHIIT EARLIIR
AGRICUITURE MANAGEMENT POIICY MAY HAVF EYEN TRAT FCST
PACC MONITORING WAS NOT NECESSARY, MISSICN STAFF VERE
AWARY CF¥ THE STATUS OF THY UNUTILIZED ECUIFMENT AND
INFCRMEL THF AUDITORS THAT TPE FCUIFMENT WS IN A
WARIRCUSE,

B) PAGE 8 CUOTE DISCUSSICNS WITH GOVERNVENT
CFFICIALS SHOWED THAT MOST OF TRE TCUIPMENT BAS STILL
NOT UTILIZFCL, UNCUNTF THAT STATSMENT IS °ARTIAILY
CORRECT. TR} ICENTIFIED FQUIPMENT APF (A) CCMPCNENTS
OF T1RE ?71R COMEFLEX AND (B) 220 MOISTURY MFTYRS, AS
FEGARLS (A) THE STATIMENT IS CORREICT. AS REGARDS (B)
STATEMENT IS INCCRRECT., TRF STORFXFEFIR AT TRY
WAREECYUSE ANT THE GEANERAL MANAGER ANL CHAIRMAK OF THY
FACLY MARKETING ECARD INFCRMEI THY AUTDITORS THAT
LOFING TRE SEASOMS YALA AND MAWA THE MPTERS ARE
EITBER ICANED CR EIRFD T0 TRF CC~CPIRATIVY
TEFARTMINT, THE AGRARIAN SFRVICES DFFARTMENT AND THT
PRIVATE TRATERS/™ILLERS FOR USE IN THF SALT CR
FURCHASY CF FALDY.

C) EXHIBIT 1 CF TPE AULIT REPORT INLICATES THAT THF
ROST CCONTRY CCNIRIPBUTICNS RIQUIREC WAS APPRCYX,
DOIIATS 11 MILYTICN WHIIE TRE ACTUAL COMIRIFUTICNS WAS
ONLY AICUT 1@ “ILLICN. THE ACTUAL FCSITICM IS A4S
FOLLOW S

(A} AS PYR FRCJFCT FAPIR

- USAID ICAM [OLS T .4 “IILICN
- GSI CCNTRIBUTICNS RS 71 MILLICN

(F) FRESENT PCSITICA

- OSAID ICAN LOLS 4.9 MIYLICKN

- (ATTER DFOPLIGATION)
- GSIL CONTRIBUTION APFR0OY, T 1€7

- PILLICN

TRE APOVE INCICATES TRAT THE PROJECT RELATIHL
IXFINCITURY 1S APPRCRIMATELY 23% PER CENT CF FP IND
PRCAG RSTIMATEL GSL DXPENDITUWIS, ¥ 18F Pp1R IS
NSIE WBICA WAS In FORCE DURING TRI TI4T THY PP VWiS
AUTPORIZIL, (DOI® 1 RS 12,%7), 17 WO'LL SWOV A
CCAMIRIFUTION MUCH LARGER THAN B®AT VAS FXPSCTRD.

2/a UNCLASSIFIRD COLO~®0 er4ld4/02
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2/z UNCLASSIFIED CCLOMEC 00422€/@22

TRY US IOLLAR FIGURE CITED ®Y TBF AUTITCR IS PASET ON
CUPRENT EXCEANGE RATES ANT NCT TBCSY IV FCRCE WOrN
TBE AGRYIMENT WAS SIGNED., AGENCY PRACTIC® SAS BEEN
TO CALCULATE TRE CONTRIRUTICN EASED ON 75T RATF IN
EFFICT AT THE TIME TRE AGREEVENT WAS SIGNED, VWF ARE
UNAWARE CF ANY CFFICIAL GUILANCY WRICR IN EFFECT
CEIIGATES THE HCST GCVERNMENT TO EFAP A FCFREIGN
FXCBANGF RiSK FOR LOCAL CURRENCY EXPSNTITURES., 1IN
ADDITICN, ACTUAL EXPENDITVRES FROM THF AID PCRTICN OF
THY PRCJECTS REFERENCED AR® NCT CITEL AND IN SOME
CASES WERE LYSS TRAN TRE CRIGINAL AGRFEMENTS, 1IT,
THEREFCRE, VOULD BE APFROPRIATE FOR THE FINAI AULIT
REPCRT TO PELRTE THIS EXHIBIT. SPAIN

e
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Report Distribution

No. of Copies

Mission Director, U.S.A.I1.D./Sri Lanka

Assistant Administrator, Bureau for Asia and
Near East (ANE)

Office of India Affairs (ANE/SA)

Audit Liaison Office (ANE/DP/F)

Assistant Administrator, Bureau for External
Affairs (XA)

Office of Press Relations (XA/PR)

Office of General Counsel (GC)

Office of Legislative Affairs (LEG)

Assistant Lo the Administrator for
Management (AA/M)

Office of Financial Management (M/FM/ASD)

Center for Development Information and
Evaluation (PPC/CDIE)

Inspector General

Deputy Inspector General

Office of Policy, Plans and Oversight (I1G/PPO)

Office of Programs and Systems Audit (IG/PSA)

Office of Legal Counsel (IG/LC)

Executive Management Staff (IG/EMS)

Assistant Inspector General for Investigations
and Inspections (AIG/1)

Regional Incpector General for Investigations/
Singapore (RIG/1/S)

RIG/A/Cairo

RIG/A/Dakar

RIG/A/Manila

R1G/A/Nairobi

RIG/A/Teqgucigalpa

RIG/A/Washington
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