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1. h t x a  6 I n t y l t a l  f ie lded a good team who workd -11 together. 
2. IECO and CAE and t h e i r  uubcmtractorr  continued to  have difficulties in  working 

together. CAE'~  d i f f i c u l t i e s  with ccmpleting Spanieh t rans la t ione  wee ewera. 
3. CENDES did  A good job of securing epecial ized coneultante and eupportiag t h e i r  

work during t b i r  period. 
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CENDES studies  of 9 induetri- 
a 1  projects  completed. 
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COMMENT 

Reports were of good professional qual i ty  an 
su i tab le  fo r  t h e i r  purpose. 

Study of Qui to  and Guayaquil 
a i rpor t  requiremmts 
cmpleto.  
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Study of Chimbo hydro- I 

I ,  
e l e c t r i c  project  completed. I ' Study was terminated a t  mid-study decision 

/ \ 1 J ' point becautm report  indicated much higher 
un i t  cos t s  than a t  other po ten t ia l  hydroeitem. 
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IV. P R O I C f  PURPOSE 

A .  1. Stotemnt 01 purpare or  currently envlroged. 2. SO- a s  in PROP? YES 0 NO 

' ,  

Define f h ~ c e a b l e  projects  i n  cer ta in  mutually agreed areas  of i n t e r e s t  t o  
armuro the continued expansion of aacerrary infrastructure i n  Ecuador and t o  
idontify key dcnralopmant opportunitiem t o  f a c i l i t a t e  increaser i n  agr icu l tura l  
production. 

----- 
8.  I. Condlt lono w h i c h  w i l l  e x i s t  when  1 

Studier being financed by the 
loan w i l l  b. accapted and loan 
application8 or  other appropri- 
a t e  financing u rangmen ta  w i l l  
be nude f o r  f aeaibla  project8 
therein identified.  

obove purpose i s  achieved. 

The industrial lrtudiee a r e  gemrating interomt 
among imeetora  but no def i d t e  cmmitnarrtr 
bove bean made pending Andean Croup decision8 
regarding .=tor program~~ing i n  t h i s  area. 

2 Evi&nce to date of p r m s s  torvad these c d i t l m o ,  

T h e  COE i e  seeking financing for  the new air-  
por t s  and is a h  preparing a lrcope of work 
f o r  f i n a l  engineering design fo r  one o r  both 
of the projects. 

The Chimbo project  was  dropped vhen feasibility 
comparisons so iadicated. 
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V. PROGRAMMING GOAL 
A .  Stntem~a*l of Prograrnrnang Goo! 

1. Promote economic and soc ia l  s i tua t ion  of low incane sectors  of population. 
2. Improve near and m i d d l e  term foreign exchrrnge s i tua t ion  of count+. 
3. Secure a continuing flow of f e a s i b i l i t y  s t u d i t s  t o  develop projects,  su i tab le  

for  financing by U.S., foreign, local  and international i n s t i t u t i m e  i n  
pr ior i ty  development areas. 

- 
0 .  Will the ach~evernent of the project purpose make o significant contribution to the programming given the magnitude of the national 

problem? Cite evidence. 

Even i f  the  project  purpose had been f u l l y  achieved, the contribution of the  
project  t o  the  programming goal would have been -11. Ae the project  turned 
out, only the indus t r ia l  s tudies  w i l l  contribute t o  the goal, a s  the  a i rpor t8  
project  w i l l  have no greater impact on the  law income sector than m y  other 
comparable h e e t m n t ,  but i f  tb B/C r a t i o  i a  lw, ouy have negative impact 
i n  diverting acarcs imrestment funds i n t o  a l o w  payoff project. 
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