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Attached are five copies of an Agency-contracted Audit of the Mauritius
Industrial Diversification Project (MIDP) No. 642-0010. The non-Federal
accounting firm of Bellhouse Mwangi Ernst & Young, Nairobi, Kenya
performed the audit.

The Regional Economic Development Services Office for East and Southern
Africa (RED3O/ESA) signed a project grant agreement on August 30, 1988
with the Government of Mauritius to initiate the Mauritius Industrial
Diversification Project. The estimated completion date of the agreement has
been extended to September 30, 1996 and it has been incrementally funded
to a total of $5.35 million. The purpose of the project was to assist the
private sector and the Government of Mauritius to: (a) identify and evaluate
strategies and opportunities for the diversification and expansion of the
industrial and service sectors of the Mauritius economy and identify any
opportunities for related new trade; (b) to assist the private sector in its
efforts to further the development of the industrial service sector; and (c) to
provide short-term, offshore training for various economic development
aspects. Project inputs included technical assistance and the provision of
equipment. The project is being implemented in Mauritius by the Ministry
of Economic Planning and Development (MEPD).

The objective of the audit was to examine the MIDP Fund Accountability
Statement (Statement) and to express an opinion as to whether the Statement
presented fairly the use of funds in accordance with the grant agreement. To
answer the objective, the auditors were asked to consider MEPD’s internal
control structure to determine the auditing procedures necessary to express
an opinion on the Statement, and to repor* on significant internal control
weaknesses. As part of obtaining reasonable assurance the Statement was
free of material misstatement, the auditors were required to test MEPD’s
compliance with terms of the grant agreement and to report any identified
material instances of non-compliance.
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The audit covered all USAID funds received and disbursed through the MIDP
for the period August 30, 1988 through December 17, 1991. MIDP
disbursements during this time period totalled $522,803.

The auditors issued an unqualified opinion on the Fund Accountability
Statement and the audit report disclosed no material instances of non-
compliance with the terms of the grant agreement. The audit did note one
material internal control weakness concerning the lack of reconciliation
between USAID-generated information to MEPD financial records.

The draft audit report was submitted to the Government of Mauritius and to
REDSO/ESA for comments and REDSO/ESA’s comments were taken into
consideration in the preparation of the final report. REDSO/ESA comments
are included in the final report as Appendix I. The Government of Mauritius
did not comment on the contents of the draft report. REDSO/ESA
provided certain editorial suggestions and certified that certain costs that were
originally considered unsupported were in fact legitimate expenditures for
which REDSO/ESA had received the original supporting documentation.
Also, REDSO/ESA provided evidence that the Mauritius private sector had
contributed the equivalent of $40,000 as required in a special provision of the
grant agreement.

The report contains one recommendation and it is REDSO/ESA’s
responsibility to ensure appropriate action is taken on the recommendation.
We are not, however, including the recommendation in the Office of the
Inspector General’s audit recommendation follow-up system.

Thank you for the cooperation exiended to Bellhouse Mwangi Ernst & Young

auditors and the Regional Inspector General for Audit representatives during
the audit.

Attachments: a/s.
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MAURITIUS INDUSTRIAL DIVERSIFICATION
PROJECT NO. 642-0010

1.

1.1
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1.2.1

INTRODUCTION
Background

The purpose of the Mauritius Industrial Diversification Project (MIDP) was to assist
the private sector and the Government of Mauritius to:

a. identify and evaluate all strategies and opportunities for the diversification and
expansion of the industrial and service sectors of the Mauritius economy and
identify any opportunities for related new trade; and

b. 1o assist the private sector directly in its efforts to further the development of
the industrial service sector.

¢. to provide short term, non-degree off-shore training for various economic
development aspects.

In order to achieve these objectives the project provided technical assistance and
equipment. The project is being implemented in Mauritius by the Ministry of
Economic Planning and Development (MEPD).

The project was authorized on August 30, 1988 by the United States Agency for
International Development (USAID) with an estimated completion date of August
31, 1990 and funding of $850,000. The grant was incrementally funded to a total of
3$5.35 million and the completion date extended to September 30, 1996. As of
December 17, 1991, project disbursements amounted to US$522,803.

AUDIT OBJECTIVES AND SCOPE
Objectives

Bellhouse Mwangi Ernst & Young (BMEY) were appointed under Contract No. 623-
0000-1-00-2006-00 to perform an agency-contracted audit of Mauritius Industrial
Diversification Project No. 642-0010. Our audit covered all USAID funds disbursed
on behalf of MIDP amounting to US$522,803, for the period August 30, 1988 through
December 17, 1991.

The objectives of this engagement were:

a.  Audit the MIDP Fund Accountability Statement and express an opinion as to
whether the Fund Accountability Statement presents fairly, in all material
respects, and in conformity with the basis of accounting described in the report,
the use of funds in accordance with the grant agreement;

b.  Consider the MEPD's internal control structure in order to determine the
auditing procedures for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the Fund
Accountability Statement and to report on significant internal control deficiencies
and material weaknesses; and
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1.3.1

c. Test MEPD's compliance with the terms of the grant agreement as part of
obtaining reasonable assurance about whether the Fund Accountability
Statement is free of material misstatement, and report on any identified material
instances of non-compliance.

The audit was undertaken in accordance with generally accepted auditing standards
and the Government Auditing Standards issued by the US Comptroller General (1988
Revision). We were required to adhere to guidelines contained in the "Guide for
Financial Audits Contracted by AID" and "Guidelines for Audit of Federal awards
to Non-Profit [nstitutions”.

Scope

Our audit covered all REDSO/ESA funds disbursed under Project No 642-0010
amounting to $322,803, for the period August 30, 1988 through December 17, 1991.

The scope of our audit was limited by the following:

i. We relied on USAID-generated Advice of Charge (AOCs) for expenditures
amounting to $61,954. These were direct payments by USAID/Washington
whose supporting documents were retained in Washington.

ii. We relied on REDSO/ESA’s representations and photocopies of supporting
. documentation for expenditures amounting to $26,355 relating to technical
services. ‘

In carrving out our audit we did not comply with Government Auditing Standard
Sections 3.46 and 3.6 regarding External Quality Control Reviews and Continuing
Professional Education respectively. It is our opinion that non-compliance with those
standards did not impair our ability to perform the audit.

Methodology

A review of the project’s documentation and financial reports (MACS PO7B & PO7D)
was performed on January 30, 1992 at the offices of REDSO/ESA in Nairobi. In
view of the fact that most original documents supporting disbursements were retained
at the USAID offices in Washington D.C., we relied on certified copies provided by
RFMC. We visited Mauritius to examine the internal control structure at MEPD,
which is the implementing agent. The audit was delayed for over a year because of
an investigation conducted by USAID into the Mauritius Industrial Diversification
Project.

We held meetings with REDSO/ESA and RIG/A/N personnel and discussed various
matters relating to the audit and to the project.

SUMMARY OF AUDIT RESULTS
Fund Accountability Statement
Our audit determined that the Fund Accountability Statement for the period August

30, 1988 through December 17, 1991, presented fairly all the revenues and
expenditures of the project.

9
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1.53

Internal Control Structure

In our examination of inte-nal controls at MEPD, we noted that no reconciliations
are prepared between MEPD records and REDSO/ESA records on the project funds.

Compliance with Grant Provisions and Applicable Laws and Regulations

In our review of compliance issues there were no findings which we considered
reportable.

SUMMARY OF AUDITEE'S COMMENTS

We did not receive comments on the draft report from the Ministry of Economic
Planning and Development.

SUMMARY OF REDSO/ESA COMMENTS

Fund Accountability Statement

Costs amounting to $26,355 classified as unsupported in the draft report were
certiied by REDSO/ESA as legitimate and allowable and should therefore be

accepted.

The auditors have complied and made a note of the matter in the report (see section
1.2.2).

Internal Control Structure

There were no comments on this section

Compliance with Grant Provisions and Applicable Laws and Regulations

As of October 30, 1993 the balance in the Private Sectors contributions bank account
was $47,566.56 (MR 863,333.65). The finding in the draft that the special provision
of the grant agreement requiring contribution in Mauritian Rupees (MR) equivalent

of $40,000 had not been complied should therefore be deleted.

The auditors have complied with this.

W
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MAURITIUS INDUSTRIAL DIVERSIFICATION
PROJECT NO. 642-0010

2.1

FUND ACCOUNTABILITY STATEMENT
Independent Auditor’s Report.

We have audited the Fund Accountability Statement of the Mauritius Industrial
Diversification Project No. 642-0010 for the period August 30, 1988 through
December 17, 1991. This statement is the responsibility of the Government of
Mauritius. Our responsibility is to express an opinion on this statement based on our
audit.

We conducted our audit in accordance with generally accepted auditing standards and
Government Auditing Standards issued by the U.S. Comptroller General of the (1988
Revision) with the exception that we did not comply with sectious 3.46 and 3.6 on
External Quality Control Reviews and Continuing Professional Education. These
standards require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance
about whether the Fund Accountability Statement is free of material misstatement.
Our audit included examining, on a test basis, evidence supporting the amounts and
disclosures in the statement.

Our audit also included assessing the accounting principles used and significant
estimates made by the management, as well as evaluating the overall Fund

"Accountability Statement presentation. We believe that our audit provides a

reasonable basis for our opinion.

As discussed in Note I to the Fund Accountability Statement, this statement was
prepared on the basis of cash receipts and disbursements, which is a comprehensive
basis of accounting other than generally accepted accounting principles.

The scope of our audit was limited by the following:

i.  We relied on USAID-generated Advice of Charge (AOCs) for expenditure
amounting to $61,954. These were direct payments by USAID Washington
whose supporting documents were retained in Washington.

ii. We relied on REDSO/ESA’s representations and photocopies of supporting
documentation for expenditure amounting to 326,355 relating to technical
services.

Shbject to the foregoing, in our opinion the Fund Accountability Statement presents
fairly in all material respects and in conformity with the basis of accounting described
in the fourth paragraph above, the expenditures of the Mauritius Industrial
Diversification project for the period August 30, 1988 through December 17, 1991.
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Financial information contained in this report may be privileged. The restrictions of
18 USC 1905 should be considered before any information is released to the public.

This report is intended solely for the use of the Government of Mauritius and the
United States Agency for International Development but this is not intended to limit
distribution of the report if it is a matter of public record.

BELLHOUSE MWANGI ERNST & YOUNG
NAIROBI.

November 9, 1993



FUND ACCOUNTABILITY STATEMENT OF
MAURITIUS INDUSTRIAL DIVERSIFICATION
PROJECT NO 642-0010

FOR THE PERIOD FROM AUGUST 30, 1988
THROUGH DECEMBER 17, 1991

US$
Total Revenue 522,803
Expenditures:
Techrucal Assistance 58,915
Technical Services 463,888
Total expenditures 522,803
Balance on hand NIL

Notes to the Fund Accountability Statement

1. Basis of Accounting
The Fund Accountability Statement is prepared on the basis of cash receipts and
disbursements which is a comprehensive basis of accounting other than U.S.
generally accepted accounting principles.

2. Costs Supported by USAID-generated Advice of Charge (AOCs)
Included under Technical Services are accepted costs amounting to $61,954.
These were direct payments by USAID Washington that were only supported
by USAID-generated AOCs. (See Appendix II)

3. Costs supported by photocopies and REDSO/ESA’s representations

Included under Technical Services are accepted cost amounting to $26,355 which
were supported by photocopies and REDSO/ESA's representations (see
Appendix III).



AUDIT OF MAURITIUS INDUSTRIAL DIVERSIFICATION
PROJECT NO. 642-0010

22

22.1

FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
Introduction |

We extracted the Fund Accountability Statement from the MACS PO7B4 and PO7D
pay track reports maintained by RFMC, showing the detailed project revenues and
expenditures. The scope of audit included all the expenditures which were contracted
under MIDP for the period August 30, 1988 to December 17, 1991.

In view of the few transactions and the amount already expended in relation to the
obligated amount, all transactions for the period August 30, 1988 to December 17,
1991 were vouched.

Audit Results

There were no revenues or expenditures which were considered questioned under the
audit. '



2l BELLHOUSE MWANG! ERNST & YOUNG

MAURITIUS INDUSTRIAL DIVERSIFICATION
PROJECT NO. 642-0010

3.1

INTERNAL CONTROL STRUCTURE

Independent Auditor’s Report

We have auditcd the Fund Accountability Statement for the Mauritius Industrial
Diversification Project No. 642-0010 for the period from August 30, 1988 to
December 17, 1991 and have issued our report thereon dated November 9, 1993.

We conducted our audit in accordance with generally accepted auditing standards,
and Government Auditing Standards issued by the U.S. Comptroller General (1988
Revision). These standards require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain
reasonable assurance about whether the Fund Accountability Statement is free of
material misstatement.

In planning and performing our audit of the Fund Accountability Statement we
considered the internal control structure of the Government of Mauritius, Ministry
of Economic Planning and Development in order to determine our auditing
procedures for the purpose of expressing our opinion on the Fund Accountability
Statement and not to provide assurance on the internal control structure.

. The management of the Ministry of Economic Planning and Development (MEPD)

is responsible for establishing and maintaining the internal control structure. In
fulfilling this responsibility, estimates and judgement are rcquired to assess the
expected benefits and related costs of internal control policies and procedures. The
objectives of an internal control structure are to provide management with
reasonable, but not absolute assurance that the assets are safeguarded against loss
from unauthorized use or disposition and that transactions are executed in accordance
with authorization procedures and recorded properly to permit the preparation of the
Fund Accountability Statement in accordarnice with generally accepted accounting
principles. Because of inherent limitations in any internal control structure, errors
or irregularities may nevertheless occur and not be detected. Also, projections of any
evaluation of the structure to future periods is subject to the risk that procedures may
become inadequate because of changes in conditions or that the effectiveness of the
design and operation of policies and procedures may deteriorate.
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For the purpose of this report, we have classified the significant internal control
structure policies and procedures in the following categories:

Control Environment

- Custody of documents

- Written procedures

Accounting System

- Accounting records and reporting

- Reconciliation to independently generated information
Control Procedures

- Selection and approval procedures

For all of the control categories listed above, we obtained an understanding of the
design of the relevant policies and procedures and whether they have been placed
in operation, and we assessed control risk.

We noted certain matters involving the control structure and its operations that we
consider to be reportable conditions under the standards established by the American
Institute of Certified Public Accountants. Reportable conditions involve matters
coming to our attention relating to significant deficiencies in the design or operation
of the internal control structure that in our judgement could adversely affect the
organization’s ability to record, process, summarize, and report financial data
consistent with the assertions of management in the Fund Accountability Statement.

The following reportable condition was observed:

- Lack of reconciliation between USAID-generated information (P04 report) to
their records on the MIDP.

A material weakness is a reportable condition in which the design or operation of
the specific internal control structure elements does not reduce to a relatively low
level, the risk that errors or irregularities in amounts that would be material in
relation to the Fund Accountability Statement being audited may occur and not be
detected within a timely period by employees in the normal course of performing
their assigned functions.

Our consideration of the internal control structure would not necessarily disclose all
matters in the internal control structure that might be reportable conditions and,
accordingly, would not necessarily disclose all reportable conditions that are also
considered to be material weaknesses as defined above. However, we believe the
reportable condition described above constitutes a material weakness.
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Financial information contained in this report may be privileged. The restrictions of
18 USC 1905 should be considered before any information is released to the public.

This report is intended solely for the use of the Government of Mauritius and the
United States Agency for International Development but this is not intended to limit
the distribution of the report if it is a matter of public record.

BELLHOUSE MWANGI ERNST & YOUNG
NAIROBI

'\M ST T Tl

November 9, 1993
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MAURITIUS INDUSTRIAL DIVERSIFICATION
PROJECT NO. 642-0010

32

33

(a)

Work Performed

We reviewed the Internal Control Structure of the MEPD in relation to those
elements which concerned the receipts and disbursements of the grant funds. We
obtained an understanding of the design of relevant procedures and assessed control
risk. Our review considered the significant internal control structure policies and
procedures, categorized as follows:

Control Environment

- Written procedures

- Financial Management Capabilities

Accounting System

- Accounting records and reporting

- Reconciliation to independently generated information

Control Procedures

- Selection and approval procedures

Findings and Recommendations

Our review indicated that documents relating to the project were properly maintained
at MEDP. Selection and approval procedures for various project activities were

proper and adhered to.

Our finding and recommendation on the internal control structure is as set out
below:

Finding: Lack of Reconciliation between MEPD and RFMC records

The Ministry of Economic Planning and Development (MEPD) does not prepare any
reconciliations between its records on the project and those of RFMC. Lack of such
reconciliations could result in errors in project’s financial records going undetected
for a significant amount of time.

Recommendation No. 1

We recommend that MEPD obtains the MACS reports from RFMC and regularly
reconcile these to MEPD's records on the project.

11
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MAURITIUS INDUSTRIAL DIVERSIFICATION
PROJECT NO. 642-0010

4.

4.1

COMPLIANCE WITH GRANT AGREEMENT AND APPLICABLE
LAWS AND REGULATIONS.

Independent Auditor’s Report.

We have audited the Fund Accountability Statement of the Mauritius Industrial
Diversification Project No. 642-0010 for the period August 30, 1988 to December
17, 1991, an'd issued our report thereon dated November 9, 1993.

We conducted our audit in accordance with generally accepted auditing standards and
Government_Auditing Standards issued by the U.S. Comptroller General (1988
Revision). Those standards require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain
reasonable assurance about whether the Fund Accountability Statement is free of
material misstatement.

Compliance with the terms of the grant agreement and applicable laws and
regulations is the responsibility of the Government of Mauritius through the Ministry
of Economic Planning and Development (MEPD). As part of obtaining reasonable
assurance about whether the Fund Accountability Statement is free of material
misstatement we performed tests of MEPD’s compliance with provisions of agreement
terms, applicable laws and regulations. However, our objective was not to provide an
opinion on overall compliance with such provisions.

Material instances of noncompliance are failures to follow requirements, violations
of agreement terms and applicable laws and regulations that cause us to conclude
that the aggregation of misstatements resulting from those failures or violations are
material to the Fund Accountability Statement. The results of our tests of
compliance disclosed no material instances of noncompliance.

The results of our tests of compliance indicate that with respect to the items tested,
MEPD complied in all material aspects, with the provisions referred to in the third
paragraph of this report. With respect to items not tested, nothing came to our
attention that caused us to believe that MEPD had not complied in all material
respects, with those provisions.

Financial information contained in this report may be privileged. The restrictions of
18 USC 1905 should be considered before any information is released to the public.

This report is intended for the information of the Government of Mauritius and the
United States Agency for International Development but this is not intended to limit
the distribution of the report if it is a matter of public record.

N G - T

BELLHOUSE MWANGI ERNST & YOUNG
NAIROBI.

November 9, 1993



MAURITIUS INDUSTRIAL DIVERSIFICATION
PROJECT NO. 642-0010

42

43

Work Performed

Our audit of the MIDP included obtaining assurances that GOM through MEPD,

complied with the grant provisions and applicable laws and U.S. government

regulations.

Procedures performed to test such compliance included:

a. a review of the grant agreement and related regulations to identify those
provisions and regulations which would have material effects on the Fund
Accountability Statement; and

b. audit procedures including detailed testing to confirm GOM'’s compliance with
those provisions and regulations.

Findings and Recommendations

There were no findings on compliance issues which we considered reportable.



APPENDIX |

REDSO/ESA COMMENTS



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT

REGIONAL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT SERVICES OFFICE
FOR EAST AND SOUTHERN AFRICA (REDSO/ESA)

United States Postal Agaress Internstiona! Postal Acoress

U.S.A.L.LD/REDSO/ESA

UNIT 64102 POST OFFICE BOX 30261
APO AE 098374102 NAIROB!, KENYA
Y HAND

Bellhouse Mwangi Ernst &
P. 0. Box 442&6,
NAZROZT.

Dear Sir,

Re: Mauritius Industrial Diversification Project No.642-0010.

Draft audit report for the period Aug. 30, ’88 thru Dec. 17, r91

REDSO/ESA has reviewed the subject draft report. Following are
REDSO’s comments:

A. Section 1, para 1.1
In addition to two project goals and objectives mentioned in the

‘Background’, per grant amendment three annex 1B para VI 6.01A,
shecrt-term, non-decree off shore training fo* various economic

development aspects was included as . an dditional preciect
opjective. Thereicre, the audit repcrt should also iaclude this
objeczive.

E. Section 1, para 1.3.3 and Sectien 4, 4.1 f£ifth para

Please note that the private sector has complied with the special
provisions oI the grant agreement requiring contribution in
Mauritian Rupees(MR) eguivalent of $40,000.00. In fact the
con:::ou:ion has exceeded this level.

Attachment I is the copy of bank statement £from The Mauritius

Commercial =ank L:id showing the balance as NREEE.SEB.ES &s of

October 30, 1883. This balance is eguivalent of $47,566.36 at the
&

excnange rate of


http:47,566.56
http:40,000.00

In addition, please note that the ccuntry representation of
Intermaticnal Executive Ssrxvice Corps ({IESC) was provided office
space in Mauritius Chamber of Commerce (MCC) offices for che
duration of the IESC grant (approximately Z-3 vears) and that uader
the terms cf the IEST program a varietv cf Privaze Secicr firms
werse reguired o coxntribute support funding for the technical
agdviscrs Drovided by IZSC LpCer that program

Therefore, vou are recuested to delete all references and

recommendaticns related to nom-comp

[ =]
’J
)
b ]
QO -
i)

Feyment oI $Z,24C tc Intermaticnal Executive Service Corps.

This payment Is in respect tc excess expenditures cver the advance
Zfunds and Is supported by ‘Certified Prciect Kepcrt Balance
t

See Attachment IT.

Payment of $24,11i5 to Ministry of Economic Flanning and Development
(ME®D) .

This was a reimbursement tc MEPD for pro.curement of services
authorized by REDSO/ESA under Prcject Implementation Letter No.04
cated September 13, 1989, REDSC/ESA reimbursed MEPD based on
criginal SF-1034 submitted under cover letter and supported by

copies oI paid receipts. In addéition to this, REDSO stzff has
knowlecce that services have been provided and are being utilized
Dy MEPD.

Consequently, REDSO/ESA certifies that above costs are legitimate
and allowable and that the recommendation related to this payment
should be deleted from the repor:t.

Should vou have any questions related to the abcve, please do not
hesitate to contact Mr. Rober: Leonard, Director, Regional
Financial Management Center.

Steven J./Freundlich,
Acting Difrector, REDSO/ESA

Attachments: a/s
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ADVANCE USAID CONTRISLTIONS DATZ:_FIBRUARY 20, 19¢)
DATE: 8/8.90 CHECK NUMBER: €257-06172:05 AMOUNT:___ S 18,880  On
DATE: 11/1/90 CHECK NUMBFR:  6207-00167273 AMOUNT: __ § 28,350 ., 00
DATE: CHECK NUMBER: AMOUNT: s
TOTAL AMOUNT OF ADVANCES: AS OF 2720701 S L7230 .02
FRCJIECT FUNDING APPLILDL ACAINST ADVANCES:
PROJECT NUMBER: AQ910 TYPE: ABLE  COMPLETION: 2/20/9]
AMOUNT: $ 1.500 .00
PRCJECT NUMBER: TYPE COMPLETION:
AMOUNT: $
PROJECT NUMBER: TYPE: COMPLETION:
AMOUNT: b3
PRUJECT NUMBER : TYIE: COMPLETION:
. AMOUNT: $
PROJECT NUMBER: TYPE: COMPLETION:
AMOUNT: N
TOTAL AGAINST ADVANCES: - s 1,500 .00
CALCULATION SINMMARY:
BALANCE CARRIED FORWARD AFTER 12/31/90
XXRTAXNXANARXTXANXAKLEDY ($ 740 (0)
TOTAL AGAINST ADVANCES: (LESS) (S 1.500 00 )
BALANCE + (-): ($ 2.2640 00 )

THE UNDERS IUNED HER{nY CERTIFG
ADVANCES, PROJECT COMPLETIONS

AS STATED,

BY: PETFR W. CRUSS: \/?Zc./(.:/.‘ "/ radh

TEPLF D prere v as e

DN FRY N

(X} '.’"p"‘l.' [ELN

ES THAT TUE ABOVE COMPUTATIONS, RECORDING GF
AND BALANCE ARE IN LINE WITH GRANT AND CORRECT


http:UMI'L0*'.LN

INTIL REATIONAL EXECUTIVE SF. RVICE CORPS
(lllllllll ll()ll(l l\'ll'()l’l BALANCE '-lllll
"\I\“' R l\/\Nl h D Ty THO-G=102-1K) (H”" )

ADVANCE USAID CONTRIBUTIONS DATE:__DECEMBER 3i, 1990
DATE: 8/8/90 CHECK NUMBER:__6207-06172495__ AMOUNT: _ $ 15 aun .00
DATE:  11/1/90 CHECK NUMBER: _ 6207-06197373 AMOUNT: __ $ 28 380 .00
DATE: CHECK NUMBER: AMOUNT: §

TOTAL AMOUNT OF ADVANCES:_AS OF 12/31/90 § 47,200 00

EEQJEQI"£!§Q1§G-ABELJEQ.AQ.!EST“ARYAHEE§= (ADDITIONAL COMPLETION SINCE 12/15/90)

PROJECT NUMBER:  A0906 TYPE:_ABLE _ COMPLETION:_ }3/3)/9q
AMOUNT; $ 1.500 .00
PROJECT NUMBER TYPE: COMPLETION ;
AMOUNT ; $
PROJECT NUMBER: TYPE: COMPLETION:
AMOUNT ; $
FWUJECT NUMBER ; . TYPE: COMPLETION: ,
. AMOUNT: $
PROJECT NUMBER: - TYPE: COMPLETION:
AMOUNT: $ .
TOTAL AGAINST ADVANCES: $ 1,500 . 00

CALCULATION SUMMARY:

BALANCE CARR]ED FORNARD AFTER 12/15/31.

VYV ey



APPENDIX II

ACCEPTED COSTS SUPPORTED
BY ADVICE OF CHARGE



APPENDIX II

TECHNICAL SERVICES

We accepted expenditure amounting to USS 61.954 which were incurred directly by
USAID - Washington and were only supported by Advice of Charge (AOC) from
Washington.

Vendor Purpose Date Amount
US$
Seebaluck Bigneswaree Water & Sanitation

for Health 12/18/89 22,730

" 1/26/90 13,605

" 3/15/90 25,844

" 7/30/90 58

" : 3/8/90 738

" 3/11/91 22
" 5/9/91 (1,043)

61,954

14



APPENDIX Hi

ACCEPTED COSTS SUPPORTED BY
PHOTOCOPIES AND REDSO/ESA’S REPRESENTATIONS



APPENDIX III

EXPENDITURES SUPPORTED BY PHOTOCOPIES
AND REDSO/ESA’S REPRESENTATIONS

During the audit we noted the following Technical Services costs amounting to
US§26,355 supported by photocopies which we have considered as accepted on the
basis of REDSO/ESA’s representation.

Vendor/Contractor Purpose Date  Amount
US$
1. International Executive Technical and management
Service Corps assistance to firms 2,240
2. MEPD On line data base system 8/21/90 24
Total 26,355



ATTACHMENT II

Report Distribution

U.S. Ambassador to Mauritius
Director, REDSO/ESA
AA/AFR

AA/FA

LPA/PR

M/FM

LPA

GC
10S/Djibouti/REDSO/Seychelles/Comoros & Mauritius Desk
PPC/CDIE/DI, Acquisitions
M/MPI
REDSO/ESA/RCO
REDSO/ESA/RFMC
REDSO/ESA /Library

IG

AIG/A

D/AIG/A

IG/A/FA

IG/A/PSA

IG/LC

IG/RM/C&R

IG/RM/GS (Unbound)
AIG/1&S

IG/I/NFO

RIG/A/Bonn

RIG/A/Cairo
RIG/A/Dakar
RIG/A/EUR/W
RIG/A/Singapore
RIG/A/San Jose



