
COMMAND SUPPLY DISCIPLINE PROGRAM 
 

FLW Form 2000-4-5  (Jan 03)   

 
Proponent For Inspection: DOL          Point of Contact:______________________________________ 
 
Unit Inspected:_________________________________________ Date of Inspection:____________________________________ 
 
Unit Representative:_____________________________________ Unit Phone No.:_______________________________________ 
 
Inspector’s Name:______________________________________ Inspector’s Phone No.:__________________________________ 
 
Unit Overall Rating:     T           P           U 
 
REFERENCES:  AR 710-2, 31 Oct 1997 
 
STANDARDS:  “T”= 90% success rate of evaluated tasks with no failed critical tasks.  “P”= 70% success rate of evaluated tasks with no failed critical 
tasks.  “U”= less than 70% success rate of evaluated tasks or one failed critical task.   
 

INSPECTION CRITERIA LEVEL GO NO GO REMARKS 
1.  Has the commander appointed in writing a CSDP monitor? (AR 710-2, appendix B)  BDE/BN    

2.  Does the command use the requirements listing of appendix B, AR 710-2, to establish 
 the minimum standards for evaluation? BDE/BN    

3.  Do evaluators record findings on each applicable requirements listing entry? (AR 710-
2, appendix B) BDE/BN    

4.  Are there any recurring deficiencies from the evaluation that have not been corrected?  
(AR 710-2, appendix B) 
 

BDE/BN    

5.  Does the commander/supervisor report to the immediate higher headquarters any 
applicable requirements within the listing that cannot be complied with?  
(AR 710-2, appendix B, para B-5-d.) 

BDE/BN  
 

 
 

 
  

6.  Are copies of previous inspections/evaluation maintained on file for two years?  (AR 
710-2, appendix B)  BDE/BN    

7.  Do evaluators provide the unit being evaluated with a copy of the evaluation results? 
(AR 710-2, appendix B)  BDE/BN    

8.  Is the frequency of evaluations IAW table B-7?  (AR 710-2, appendix B.) BDE/BN    

REMARKS AND FINAL COMMENTS: 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 


