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Post-project activity
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1. Each evaluator grades (A, B, C or
D) for each evaluation item.

A: ,B: ,C. ,D:
2. An average of rating isused as an
indicator.

A=3,B=2, C=1, D=0
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Prospectsfor practical applications (Y)

Score Results for Post-project Evaluation
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2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
Midterm evaluations 30 13 29 29 6 6 10*
Post-project evaluations 9 27 29 30 15 56 38*
YEAR FY2003 FY2003-2005 GOAL
GOOD 80%(12/15) 88%(65/74) 80%
EXCELLENT 33%(5/15) 53%(39/74) 60%
2001 [ 2002 | 2003 2004 | 2005
- - 2 13 3
4 2 12 12 1
16 15 6 )
2 2 2 0
22 13 29" 29" 6
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— 513 342 11 9 151
444(87%) | 335(98%) | 11(100%) 9(100%) 89(59%)
393 240 15 17 121
e 346(88%) | 235(98%) 14(93%) 14(82%) 83(69%)
e 183 94 15 19 55
163(89%) 87(93%) 13(87%) | 19(100%) 44(80%)
. 1,089 676 41 45 327
953 88% 657(97%) 38(93%) 42(93%) | 216(66%)
88% 97% 93% 93% 66%
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