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Summary

The Office of Energy's Energy Technical Service Support
project was initiated in 1978 to provide a means of
responding to a broad range of requests for short-term
professional, scientific and technical services. Most of
the assignmente funded under this project were implemented
via inter-agency agreements between A,.I.D. and the U.S.
Department of Energy (DOE), and were performed by personnel
of DOE contractors. Independent consultants were
occasionally chosen by the Office of Energy to work
directly under specified projects, as well. Through
mid-1988, aggregate life-of-project costs were $1.8 million.

A.I.D.'s current energy program focuses on three areas:
enhancement and efficiency improvement in electricity
generating systems with a growing role for the private
sector, energy conservation in the commercial and
industrial sectors, and increasing supplies of energy for
rural development, Actjvities being financed are designed
to address the most critical energy problems now facing the
LDC's: the "power crisis™ and the rising costs (and
increasingly limited supplies) of fuels traditionally used
for domestic purposes.

The energy program has evolved over the past few years in
response to several factors: (1) the changing energy
environment brought about to a great extent by
significantly lower fossil fuel prices; (2) a better
understanding of the role that donor assistance plays in
policy change and the encouragement of private sector
investments in energy; (3) the application of "lessons
learned™ from past projects activities; and (4) efforts to
capitalize on unique technical and scientific skills
available in the U.S. energy industry.

The Energy Technical Service Support Project, with the
cooperation from DOE, clearly played a signirficant role in
launching the agency's energy program.

Evaluation Methodology Final evaluation of a completed
project.

External Factors Not pertinent at this time. (N.P.)

Inputs N.P.
Outputs N,P.
Pupose N.,P,.

Goal/Subgoal N.P.
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Beneficiaries

Diverse policy considerations guided the implementation
efforts of A.I.D.'s energy program, including the Energy
Technical Service Support prcject, onto two principal
tracks: the first in non-conventional renewable energy
mainly dedicated to rural development, and the second in
more traditional energy forms (i.e., derived from fossil
fuels) associated with urban and industrial development.
This distinction continues to the present day in A.I.D.'s
energy program. Beneficiaries were and are similarly
diverse, those of rural development and those of industrial
development.

Unplanned N.P,

Lessons Learned N.P.

Remarks N.P.
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The Small Decentralized Hydropower Program (935-5715), 93 pgs.



