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value for the regional SOFI.
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'-;v eI the question: does the future seem to be
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= Provide means for determining why improvement or
worsening has occurred or is expected.

e Provide a new tool for policy analysis and direction.

e ldentify points of leverage for policy, and achieve
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ticipant can determine how many rounds or times they revise
a ’responses

me they come back to the on-line matrix, they can see new
ne. ts and ratings entered since they last S/gnea’ on, and they

11 see their previous answers in relation to the others. They

1 have the ability to change their responses

= - Sysz‘em/ca//y collect, store, feedback, and rate the best thinking
.~ from a range of the best minds that are not easlly assembled in a
meeting

— Define and weight criteria for important & controversial decisions
— Add and rate alternative decision options
— Provide logic and traceability to decision making

* RT Delphi makes the approach asynchronous, and efficient
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