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QUESTIONNAIRE ‘
Follow-up Study of JICA Development Survey Program

[Name of JICA Study]
Feasibility Study for FM Broadcasting'Network

Expansion Project

[Period of JICA study]
From 1974 to 1977

[Name of Executing Agency concerned]
Ministry of Information and Broadcasting

Voice of Kenya

[Summary of Study resuit]
Project Site: 20 stations (Limuru, Nakuru, Timboroa,
etc.)
Project Budget: 167 million Kenya shillings
Construction Period: 3 years '

The project is feasible.

The purpose of the present study is to follow up the'progress
of JICA studies after submission of their Final Reports in
order to obtain information for the better formation and
implementation of future JICA studies and the imprdvement of

JICA cooperation system.
December. 1988

Japan International Cooperation Agency (JICA)



| Follow-up Actions and Present Status]

1.

In

what situation is the progress of the Project?

(

)

The Project has already been completed and is

now in operation.

The Project is now under implementation/
construction.

The implementation of the Project is formally

decided and the fund for the implementation is
prepared.

Ihe detailed design {or engineering study) for
the.éréjéct ﬁés compieted.or is now under
study. |

The progress of the Project is interrupted.
Tﬂe impiementation of the Project waé
temporérily

suspended.

L— > To Questions 4

L =To Questions 2 and 3

Pleage state the present situation of the Project on

the following:

(1)

(2)

(3)

Name of Executing Agency:

Kenya Broadcasting Corporation

Scoée of the Project:

As.stated in qIéA Dfaft FM Feasibility Study
Report of 1977 - Establishmenﬁ (by KBC) of a
comprehensive VHF/FM Erdadcasfing Nétwork.
Projéct Site (Projecf Afea):

Location of the 20 (+13) stations is as per JICA

site survey but minor review may be needed due to



some changes in the.present broadcasting situation
.in'Kenya;

(4) Amount of Investiment (Construction Cost): KE 9
Million (To be revised);
Financial savings shéll be realized.by co=-siting new
VHF/FM Stations with existing and on-coming Radio
and TV. Stations.

(5) Source of Finance:
To be identified:-both local (buiidiﬁgs, access
road, power and water supplies etc) and foreign
eleﬁents (mainly equipment and accessories).

(6) Implementation Schedule:
To be drawn up once source of finance énd
implementation agency arxe identified. This may be
in phases depending on the available resources and

cost of the prcject.

Please state the difference between the JICA report's

recommendation and the actual implementation of the

"Project on the following pdints and their réason{s) of

alteration, if any.

(1} Name of Executing Adency:
Kenya Broadcasting Corpbrétion fhrough {(Ministry of
Information & B'Casting/Miﬁistry of Finance).

{2) Scope of the Pfojecﬁ: |
20 VHF/FM Stations in Phase I

13 VHF/FM Stations in Phase II



Programme links: Both off-air & KPTC System.
Infrastructures - See paragraph (5) above,

(3) Project Site (Project Area):
Entire Republic of Kenya to be covered by 33 VHF/FM
stat;ons. There is need for a minor review of the
locations.

(4) Amdunﬁ of Investment:
Approximately Kg£.12 Million shall be required but
this figure is to be revised during supplenentary
study by implementing agency.

{(5) Implementation Schedule:
To be scheduled - see JICA Draft Réport 1977 - but
the project shéuld be completed within 3 yeafs from

the date of commencement.

Please state the reason(s) of the interruption or
abandbnment'of the Project implementation from the
viewpoint of financial, technical, political and other
aspects.

This project was shelved due to financial constraints.
Technically and politically, the project is viable.
VHF/FM System is essential for the long future, bearing
in mind constraints of energy and recurrent cost crisis
on one hand and the effectiveness and simplicity
advantéges of VHF/FM system. There is a need however, to

ensure that VHF/FM Radio receivers are available and



equitably distributed in the country in order to realize

the advantages of the new system.



[ Technology Transfer]

Please let us know names of officials who were in charge of

the JICA Study,

their present posts and special fields.

Full Name Then Post Present Post Special field I'rom
J.P. Kimani Development Chief Ministry of
R Engineer Engineer Posts &
Telecommuni-
cations.
S Ministry of
Posts &
Milcle Ass. Retired Telecomms
Munyers Engineer
‘§.N. Machar Chief Retired Coordinators u
' - Engineetr
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| Your Comments and Suggestions on JICA Studies]

Please givé your frank comments and suggestions on JICA

studies.

(1)

(2)

(3)

{4)

{5)

{6)

Evaluatién of Study Reports:

How do you evaluate the qguality of the study and its
result in general?

(Excellent; Very Good; Good; Noﬁ gdod; In what
respects) |

Very godd; It is simple and easy to follow and
understand. The team that compiled the report after
the éurvéy was quite good.

Evaiuation of Japanese Sfﬁdy Teéms fEngineering
Consulting Firms):

Good

Comments on Methodology of the JICA study:

Fair and reasonable in all respects.

Comments on‘Technology Transfer:

VHF/FM is not new with Kenya Broadcasting
Corporation technologists. Only technical
orientation shall be needed.

Comments on Participation of Local Consultants:
Kenya Broadcasting Corporation is competént to
handle the bulk of the work but this does not
preclude possible involvement of local consultants.
bifferences from other D;nor's Studies:

Similar assuning that the feasibility study was a

precondition for possible financial assistance.



(7) Needs for the Follow-up Study and Further
Cooperation:
This is an essential requirement during feasibility
study, implementation period and future technical
back—up ahd agsgistance.

(8) Any other comments and suggestions:
'The new system should be durable, reliable, easy to
integrate into thé_existing system, of modern design
to ensure its longivity and easy to maintain and

operate both technically and financially.

Thani you for your kind cooperation.
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QUESTIONNAIRE _
Follow-up Study of JICA Development Survey Program

e
[Name of JICA Studyl

Study on National Transport Plan

[ Period of JICA studyl]
From 1982 to 1984

[Name of Executing Agency concerned]

Ministry of Transpbrt and Communication

[Summary of Study Result]
Recommended projects:
Roads: Bypass in Nairobi & Mombasa, Road improVement
etc.

Railway: Transportation expansion projects, Container
terminals, Mombasa Port, etc.

Ports: Mombasa South devélopment, etc.

Marine: Multipurpose ship, Lake Victoria mixed boat

Airport: Malindi air transportation, Kisumu alrport
improvement, Purchase of airplanes,'etc.

Pipeline: Extension to the West of Nairobi

The purpose of the present study is to follow up the progress
of JICA studies after submission of their Final_Reports'in
order to obtain information for the better formation and
implementation of future JICA studies and the improvement of

JICA cooperation system.
December 1988

Japan International Cooperation Agency (JICA)



[Follow-up Actions and Present Status]

1. In what situation is the progress of the Project covered

by the Master Plan?

1

(Y) The Project has already been integrated into
Nafional Plan.

() “FeéSibility study on the total plan has been
followed up.

) Feésibility study on selected projects has been
followed up. |

() No follow—up action was made.

(.) Unknown.

To Questions 4

~<>T0.Quéstions 2 and 3

2. Please state the present situation of the Project on the

followingE

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

Name of Executing Agency:

Ministry of Public Works

Scope of the Plan or selected Project:

The Plan was épproved by the Govt. and variqus
projects reéommended will be integrated in National
Plans upto.year 2000 and beyond.

Project Siﬁe {Project Areal:

Nation wide

Amount of Investiment (Construction Cost):

Will be known when projects are implemented.



(5} Source of Finance:
Keénya and donot arristance
{(6) Implementation Schedule:

From now upto year 2000 and beyond

3. Please state the difference_between the JICA report's
recommendation and the actual implementation of the
Project on the following points and their reason{s) of
alteration, if any.

{i) Name of Executing Agency:
(2) Scope of the Project:

{3) Project Site (Project Area):
(4) Amount of Investment: |

(5) Implementation Schedule:

4, Please state the reason(s) why the Master Plan has not

been followed up or abandoned.



| Technology Transfer]

Please let us know names of officials who were in charge of

the JICA Study, their present posts and special fields.

- Full Name

Then Post " Present Post Special Field
J. K. K Kirika MOTC ‘Retired -
‘ : Chief Engineer
5. Asfan MOTC Chief Planning for
Chief Engineer Engineer roads and
(Planning) Coordination
5. M. Kiguni MOTC Engineer in Assist. the PS in
Chief Engineer Chief administration of
MOPW technical
departments
P. M. Wakon MGTC Senior Superin- | Planning for
. Chief Engineer tending Roads and
Engineers Coordination
(Planning)
K. Guanda MOTC Engineer Maintenance of
- Chief Engineer (Roads} roads in subject
MOTC {Kimiyaga)
H. Kiragn MOTC_ Engineer Pondges
Chief Engineer (Bridges) design
A. L. Alusa MOTC _ Transferred -
Chief Engineer to MOTC
D. Kaura MOTC Left the -
Cheif Engineer Country
M. Maingi MOTC Semist Superin- ! Confrants
' Chief Engineer tending Evaluation
Engineer ’
{Confrants)
J. Hieatt . MOTC
Roads and Aero-
drome Dept.
M. Mukwana - MOTC
*oads and Aero-
drome Dept
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T

Then Post

:Special Field

Full Name Present Post
NE——— ,F__ﬂ_ml T I M — e e}
F. N. Motudi MOTC
Design Dinsion
— — - -
C. N, Motun MOTC Left the -
Planning Ministry
Dinsion
G. Wabuke MOTC Retired -
Roads and Aero-
drome DPept
P. M. Parkach MOEC Left the -
roads and Aero- | Ministry
drome Dept
[ — . - -
R. N, Karimi MOTC Left the -
Roads and Aero- Ministry
drome Dept
G. A, Okumn MOTC Chief Rero- Aerodromes Design,
Roads and Aero- dromes Engineer | Construction &
drome Dept (MOTC) maintenance
J. P. Aynga MOTC
Directorate of
Ciril Aviation
T. G. Druchs MOTC
Directorate of
Ciril Aviation
B. A. Oder-Cngula|Kenya Parts
Arthenty
b F
. ]
E. G. Njorage MOTC
Meteorological S
Dept .
o — - o T ———
G. P, Mbito Kenya Pailways
Corporation
J. Gatua . .
t Kenya Pallways
Corporation
J. C. Ochido Kenyva Pailways
Corporation
— : ]
J. Dillenbeck Kenya Pipeline
Co.
N. J. Okwemba Kenya Pipeline
Co.
— . i S I — 1}
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¥ull Name

F. B. J. Oluta

Then Post

Present Post

Ministry of

Finance and
Economlc
Planning

Ministry of
Finace and
Economic
Planning

Special Field

Kabirn

Ministry of
Finance and
Ecoomi.c
Planning

Mwngangi

Ministry of
Finance and
Economic
Pilanning

Dynyango

Ministry of
Energy and
Reonomic
Planning

Kimtai

Ministry of
Finance and
Econonmic
Planning

Malova

Ministry of
Energy and
Reonomic

. Planning

R. Bagha

Ministry of
Energy and
Regional

Development

Bereki.

Ministry of

. Agriclture

and Live-
stock
Development

Getao

Ministry of

.Agriculture

and Live-
stock
Development




Full Name

e

Then Post

Present Post

Special Field

M. Watoki

F. G. Kago

Ministry of
Tourism and
wild 1ife
Registrant

of Moter
Vehicles

]




[Your Comments and Suggestions on JICA Studies]
Please give-your-frank comments and suggestions on JICA
studies.
(l)_ Evaluatidn'df Study Reportg:
How éo evaluate the quality of the study and its
result in general?
(Excellent; Very Good; Good; Not good; In what
‘respects)
Very Good. The team understood Kenvya's Situation_in
the ffansport sector and come up with recommendations
-which are reélistic and which commensurate with thé
limited finanal & other resources.
(2) Evaluétioﬁ_of Japanese Study Teams (Engineering
Consulting Firms):
Efficient especially in collection of data and
information and the fast complation of
f9ports. |
(3) Comments on Methodology of the JICA study:
Quite sEéﬁdard and relevant to the needs of Kenya as
a developing country.
{4) Comments on Technology Transfer:
Local personnel who have worked together with the
study'ﬁeam has benifited a lot in preparation of
such studies.
(5) éomments on Participation of Local Consultants:
No Local Consultants were used. Information was
supplied by the Ministrings and analyzed by study

team.



(6) Differences from other Donor's Studies:
This is the thy master plan covering all the modes
of transport. Other studies covered one mode. each.:
{7) Needs for the Follow-up Study and Further
Cooperation:
Necessity is there for follow—-up to ensure
implementation of the projct(s) and to assess the
bottleneck's to implementation such as finance.
{8) Any othef comments and suggestions:
The Kenya Government greatly values the assistance
proviaed by Japan and looks forward to further

cooperation.

Thank you for your kind cooperation.
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QUESTIONNAIRE
Follow=-up Study of JICA Development Survey Program

i Name of JICA Studyl
Feasibility Study for Nairobi Bypass Construction

Project

[Period of JICA studyl
From 1986 to 1987

[Name of Executing Agency concerned]
Ministry of Transport and Communication

[Summary of Study Resuilt].
Prcject Site: Nairobi
Project Budget: 32,276 million Kenya shillings

Construction Period: 2.5 years

The project is feasible.

The purpose of the present study is to follow up the progress
of JICA studies after submission of their Final Reports in
order to obtain information for the better formation and
implementation of future JICA studies and the improvement of

JICA cooperation system.

December 1988

Japan International Cooperation Agency (JICA}



[Follow-up Actions and Present Status]

1. In what situation is the progress of the Project?

1. ( } The Project has already been completed and is now
in operation.

2. () The Project is now under implementation/
construction.

3. () The implementation of the Project is formally
decided and the fund for the implementation is
prep#red.

4. { )} The detailed design f{or engineefinq study) for
tﬁe project was completed or is now under.study.
5. (/) The progress of the Project is interrupted.
—6., () 'The implementation of the Project is ébandoned.
——>To Questions 4
l — — — =To Questions 2 and 3

2. Please state the present situation of the Project on the

following:

(1) Name of Executing Agency:

(2)
(3)
(4}
(5)
(6)

Scope of the Project:
Project Site (Project Area):

Amount of Investiment {(Construction Cost}):

Source of Finance:

Inplementation Schedule:



Please state the difference between the JICA report's
' recommendation and the actual implementation of the
Project on the following points and their reason(s) of
alteration, if any.

(1) ﬁaﬁe’of Executing Agency:

(2) Scope of the beject:

(3) Project Site (Project Area):

{4) Amount of Investment:

(5) - Implementation Schedule:

Please state the reason(s) of the interruption or
abandonment:of the Project implementation from the
viewpoint of financial, technical, political and other
aspects.

Feasibility study was completed in early 1988,
_ Fuhds are now beiné solicited for the full engineering

design and for the Construction.



| Technology Transfer]

Please let us know names of officials who were in charge of

the JICA Study, their present posts and special fields.

i } o ——
Full Name Then Post Present Post Spacial Field
- — ———— — _W_FF__, .
5.N. Otouglo Chief Same Head of roads
Engineer and bridges
(Roads) .
J. M. Wanyoike Chief Same -Head of roads
Superintending and bridges
Engineer {Design) Dasign
G. N. Muttingain | Superintending Same Roads Design
Engineer
.| (Design} )
I - , ) — L o
K. Tada Superintending Left the -
Engineer Country
(Bridges) '
- —_ - - S
P. M. Wallori Semior Same Roads Planning
Superintending & Coordination
Engineer
{Planning)
= - _ ,
S. W. Mugambi $.S. Engineer Same Materials
Materials Investigations
M. E. Agaloching | Ofic Traffic Same Traffic
Engineerinhg Ceurus
Unit




| Your Comments and Suggestions of JICA Studies]

Please give your frank comments and suggestions on JICA

studies.

(1)

(2}

(3)

(4)

(5}

(6)

Evaluétion of Study Reports:

How do you evaluate the quality of the study and its
résult in general?

{Excellent; Very Good; Good; Not good; In what
respects)

V. good. .The team understood the reguirements of
the city of Nairobi in transpoit matters and made
appropriaté recommendations.

Evaluation Qf Japanese Stﬁdy Teams (Engineering
Consulting Firms) s

Effiéient'espebially in data and in formation
collelction in fast pace of preparation of report.

Comments on Methodology of the JICA study:

'Quite,standérd andzrelevant to the needs of Nairobi

City as a growing metropolitan area.

Comments on Technology Transfer:

The local personnel who participated benefited a lot
in the conducfing of such studies.

Comments on Participation of Local Consultants:

No local consultants were involved.

Differences from other Donor's Studies:

No other donor has conducted a by-pass study in

Kenya in the past.



{7) Needs for the Follow-up Study and Further

Cooperation:

Need is there for the follow-up so that funding in

full design report and construction can be soﬁght.
(8) Any other comments and suggestions:

Future Cooperation in . other such studies {eg.

Mombasa Southern bypass) is needed.

Thank you for your kind cooperation.
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QUESTIONNAIRE
Follow-up Study_of JICA Development Survey Program

[Name of JICA Study]
Topographic_Mapping Project for East Kenya Area

[Period of JICA study| |
From 1980 to 1983

[Name of Executing Agency concerned]
Ministry of Land and Settlement

Survey of Kenya

[Area of Thematic Maps]

Tana River Delta Area, Ranching Project Area

[Area of Evaluation Maps]

Tana River Delta Area, Ranching Project Area

The purpose of the present study is to follow up the progress
of JICA studies aftér-submission of their Final Reports in
order to obtain information for the better formation and
implementation of future JICA studies and the improvement of

JICA cooperation system.

December 1988

Japan International Cooperation Agency (JICA)
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[Utilization of the maps]

i,

How have the maps been.utilized?

The maps have been used very éxtensively by various

government ministries and other organizations involved in

development projects in the area. The Maps: have been
specifically useful in agricultural projects, water and
road engineering surveys. A few of the users are listed
below:- |

{1} Rice irrigation projects, Tana River District e{g.
Garsen . | |

(2) Malindi - Garsen road design and tarmacking project
through the Ministry of Public Works and other
consulting engineers. :

(3) Tana River and Coastal Mangrove forests studies énd.
conservation through the Forest Department.

(4) Soil and Geological studiéé éé part of agficulturai
improvements through the Kenya Soil Survey Projéct
of the Ministry of Agriculture.

{5) Coastal and Mafine life conservatioh ah& eﬁploité—r_
tion through the Fisheries Department and the Kenya
marine and Fisheries Institute.

(6) Preparation of tourist maps by the Survey of Kenya
as an input to the thriving tourist industry at the
Kenya Coast.

{(7) Development of extensivetfanches in Tana Riyer and
Lamun Districts, through the Ministry of Liverstock

Development.
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[Technology Transfer]

Please let us know names of officials who were in charge of

the JICA Study, their present posts and special fields.

Then Post

Surveys
Ministry of
Lands and
Setflement

Full Name Present Post Speciai Field
Dominic Kimando Photogrametrist | Photogrammetrist
Thuo 2 Office of the Grade 1

' President
Francis Mbweri AG. Senior’ Retired
Gikuhi Cartographer

: |0ffice of the

President
Joshua Ogutu Senior Chief
: Cartographer Cartographer -
Survey of Xenya (Mapping)
Samwel Kamunzyu Superintendent Superintendent
' Lithogragpher Lithographer
Walter J. ‘tAssistant Pirector of
Absaloms Director of Surveys
: Survey
Survey of Kenya
Kioko Japheth Assistant Survey
: surveyor Assistant
Survey of Kenya
Charles Mukonyo Carigrapher I1 Cartographey
- Survey Of Kenya . | Grade I
David Livingstone |Chief - Principal
Anyolo Chabeda Lithographer Lithographer
: Survey of Kenya
Christpher Officer in Senior
Agsumani Kimele charge thematic | Cartographer
' : ' © o imapping '
Survey of Kenya
D. Kamau Director of Retired




| Your Comments and Suggestions of JICA Studies]

Please give your frank comments and suggestions on JICA

studies,.

(1)

(2)

(3)

Evaluation of Study Reports:

How do you evaluate the.quALity.of the study and its
result in general? |
(Excellent; Very Good; Good; Not good;-In what
respectsj

Very good, High standards.were used duriﬁg groﬁnd
survey, Photogrammetric, Céftogréphic and
Lithographic proéeSSing.'

Evaluation of Japanese.Study Teams . {(Engineering
Consulting Firms): |

Very thorough and well.organized. They were very
co-operative with the local consﬁlﬁants and fhé
Survey of Kenya.

Comments onVMethodology of the JICA study:

Modern methods of study were used, which fitted.well
with those used in thelsﬁfvey'of.Kenya

Comments on Technology Transfer:

Technology transfer was dbne-through counterpért
attachment at every stage. The cqunterparts-.
benefitted from the transfer ahd have'céntinued to

use the knowledge gainedpiﬂ their present posts.



(5) Comments on Participation of Local Consultants:
Kenya Soil Survey, Mines and Geology Department,
Keﬁya Rangeland Management Unit and other govern-
ment departments contributed greatly to the study,
and have continued to use the results of the study.

(6) Differences from other Donor's Studies:

The JICA study invlived generally more local
éonsultations, coordination and technology transfer,
as compared to other donor studies.

(7) Needs for the Follow-up Study and Further
Cooperation:

(a) The South Kenya study Project has ensued as a
result of the East Kenya Préject._.(b) Due té the
great demand for the topographical maps produced it
-is proposed that JICA assists in form of materials,
the reprinting of more copies.

{8) Any other comments and suggestions:

Users of the study results have been satisfied. The
.tfignometrié Survey points and the levelling bench
ﬁarks constructed during the study have beenlof much

use by surveyors and engineers.

Thank you for your kind cooperation.
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QUESTIONNAIRE
Follow~up Study of JICA Development Survey Program

[Name of JICA Studyl
Fesibility Study of Kilifi Bridge Construction

Project

- e . . - ]

[Period of JICA study])
From 1982 to 1983

[Name of Executing Agency concerned]
Ministry of Transport and Communication

[Summary of Study Result]
Project Site: Kilifi
Project Budget: 30,093 million Kenya shillings

Construction Period: 4 years

The projeét is feasible,

The purpose. of the present study is to follow up the progress
of JICA studies after submission of their Final Reports in
order to obtain information fot the hetter formation and
implementation of future JICA studies and the improvément of "~

JICA cooperation system.
December 1988

Japan International Cooperation Agency - {JICA)



[Follow~up Actions and Present Status]

i. In what situation is the progress of the Project?

——1. ()} The Project has already been completed and is now
in operation.

.——2. (Y, The Project is now under implementation/
construction.

3. () The implementation of the Project is formally
decided and the fﬁnd for the implemenfation is
prepared.

———4, () The detailed design {or engineering study) for
thé érbject was completed or is now undex study.
5. () .The.progreés-of the Project is interrupted.
—-6. () The implementation of the Project is abandoned.
= To Questidhs-4
.wmm_————+aTo Questions 2 and 3

2. Please state the preéent situation of the Project on the

following: .

(1)

(2)

{3) -

- {4)

Name of Executing Agency:

Min. of Public Works

Scope of the Project:

~Construction of a bridge across the Kilifi creek.

Project Site (Project Areal):

Kilifi Sisfrict - Coast Province

'Amdunt of Investiment {Construction Cost):

K & H 720 million



(5)

(6)

Source of Finance:
OECF - Japan
Implementation Schedule:

April 1988 - Jan. 1991

Please state the difference between the JICA report's

recommendation ard the actual implementation of the

Project on the following points and their reason(s) of

‘alteration, if any.

(1}
(2}

(3)
(4)

(5)

Name of Executing Agency:

Scope of the Project:

Original bridge proposed was cable stayed. Final
bridge design was prestressed concrete box girder'
bridge. Reason of change of design was
cost~reduction.

Project Site (Project Area):

Amount of Investment:

Change of design resulted to'change in cost.

Implementation Schedule:

Please state the reason(s) of the interruption or

abandonment of the Project implementation from the

viewpoint of financial, technical, political and other

aspects.



[ Technology Transfer]

pPlease let us know names of officials who were in charge of

the JICA Study, their present posts and special fields.

Full Nane Then Post Present Post Special Field
Mr. W. P. Permanent P. S. Chief executive of
Wambura Secretary MOPW Min. and the
of MOTC : accounting Officer
Mr. Kilika Engineer in Retired -
Chief of MOTC
Mr. 5. M. Chief Engineer Engineer in Asst to P.$. in .
Kiguru {Roads and Chief administration of
Aerodromes) of technical depts.
MOTC
Mr. G. Wabuke Chief Super- Retired -
intending
Engineer
(Construction)
of MOTC
Mr. S. Asfaw Chief Engineer Same Planning for roads
: {Planning) of & Coordination
MOTC
Mr. D.E.M. Mwasi Chief Transferred to -
: Engineerx Nairobi City
{Planning) of Commission
MOTC
Mr. J.M. Wanyoike Chief Super- Same Head of design
intending of roads &
Engineer bridges
(Design) of
MOTC
Mr. P.M. Wakori Superintending Senior Super- Planning for roads
: Engineer intending & Coordination
(Transport P1 Engineer
anning)} of MOTC {(Plannning}
Mr. C.M. Kamau Provincial Asst. to Chief Administration
Engineer {East Engineer (Roads)|matters on roads
Coast) of MOTC
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Full Name Then Post Present Post Special Field
e e J— T—_—— LR
Mr., T. Kai Bridge Section Left the -
(Road- and Country
Aerodromes) of
MOTC
Mr. Y. Maekawa Bridge Section Left the -
{Road and Aero— | Country
dromes) of MOTC
S —e e - SRS S S S
Mr. T. Xnotton Bridge Section Left the -
{Road and Country
Aerodromes) of
MOTC
A — ) i - ]
Mr. I.. Blombakke { Bridge Section Left the -
{Road and Countxy :
Aerodromes) of '
MOTC
L. : : . . _ —
Mr. J.P, Bridge Section Engineer Bridge design
MURAGURI {Road and (Bridges} and Construction
Aeradromes) of ' '
MOTC
Mr. P.M. Ojwaka [ Bridge Section Engineer Bridges design &
{Road and MOPW Construction
Aerodromes) of
MOTC

-,Gdf



{Your Comments and Suggestions of JICA Studies]

Please ¢give your frank comments and suggestions on JICA

studies. -

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

" Evaluation of Study Reports:

How do you evaluwate the quality of the study and its
result in.general?

{Excéllent; Very fGood; Good; Not good; In what
respects)

V. gobd. the recommendation was good but the Cost

resulted in the change of design

Evaluation of Japanese Study Teams (Engineering
Consulting Firms):

Very efficient especially in data & information
Collection and their speed in preparation of report.
Comments on Methodology of the JICA gtudy:

Quite good and relevant to the needsrof the Country
in deviéing the most economical choice.

Comments on Technology Transfer:

The local personnel who were involved benefited in

“the methodology of data collection and analysis.

Comments on Participation of Lecal Consultants:
Local consultants not involved.

Differences from other Donor's Studies:

Other donors have not done such bridge feasibility

studies in Kenya.



{7) Needs for the Follow-up Study and Further

Cooperation:
There is need to follow up the implementation to

ensure final completion of Construction.

{8) Any other comments and suggestions:
The Government of Kenya will welcome further

assistance in other areas of transport facilities.

Thank you for your kind cooperation.
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-QUESTIONNAIRE
Follow-up Study of JICA Development Survey Program

[Name of JICA Study]
Feasibility Study on Water Supply Augmention Project

of Mombasa-~Coastal Area-Hinterland

[Period of JICA study]
From 1980 to 1981

[Name of Executing Agency concerned]
Ministry of Water Development

Summary of Study Result]
Project Site: Mcmbasa area
‘Project Budget: 3,157 million Kenya shillings
2nd Mzima Pipeline and Tsavo
Reservoir
Recommendation: Adjustment with Munyu Scheme

The purpose of the present study is to follow up the progress
of JICA studies after submiésion of their Final Reports in
order to obtain information for the better formation and
implementation of future JICA studies and the improvement of

JICA cooperation system.

December 1988

Japan International Cooperation Agency (JICA}
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[ Follow-up Actions and Present Status]
i. In what situation is the progress of -the Project?
— 1. (No) The Project has already been completed and is

now in operation.

AAAAA 2. (No) The Project is now under implementation/-
construction.
———3. {No) The implementation of the Project is formally

decided and the fund for the implementation is

prepared.

———4. (No} The detailed_design (oxr éngineeringxstudy)_for
“the projeét was completed or is now ﬁnder
study.

5. {Yes) The progress of the_Pﬁdﬂect'ié intefrﬁbﬁéd.

6. (No) ~ The implementation of the Project is abandoned.

-}To'Questions 4

>To_Questions 2 and 3

2. Please state the present situation of the Project on the

following: o | -
{1} Name of Executing Agency::

NATIONAL WATER CONSERVATION AND PIPELINE CORPORATiON
(2} Scope of the Project:

Pipeline 220 km - Intake Works

Storage Tanks, Extension to South Coast.’
(3} Project Site (Project Are;):

Coast Province
(4) BAmount of Investiment (Construction Cost):

150 -~ 180 m. USS



(%} Source of Finance:
Japan
Ttaly
{6} Implementation Schedule:

To be Proposed.

Please state the difference hetween the JICA report's
reéommendation and the actual implementation of the
Project on the following points and their reason{s) of
alteration; if any.
(1) Name of Executing Agency:

m/A.
(2} Scope of the Project:
(3) Project Site (Project Area):
(4) Amcunt of Investment:

{(5) Implementation Schedule:

Please state the reason{s) of the interruption or
abandonment of the Project implementation from the
viewpoint of financial, technical, political and other

aspects.



{ Technology Transfer]

please let us know names of. officials who were in charge of

the JICA Study, their present posts and special. fields.

~T0—

N e S
Full Rame Then Post Present Post Special Field
— ] ] S R . o -
M. Mutito Director of Permanent N/A. .
planning Secretary -
Ministry of Ministry of
Water Energy
Davelopment
M. Odiambo Vice Director of !General N/A.
Planning Manager'—
Ministry of Water |Maircbi City
Development Commission.
I R .



[Your Comments and Suggestions of JICA Studies]
Please give your frank comments and Suggestions on JICA

studies.

{1) Evaiuation of Study Reports:
| How do you evaluate the qﬁality of the study and its
result in general?
(Excellent; Very Good; Not good; In what respects)
(2) Evalﬁation of Japanese Study'Teams (Engineering
Consﬁlting Firms}):
Excellent
(3) Comments on Methodology of the JICA study:
Very.Good
(4) Comments on Technology Transfer:
'N/A.
(5) Comments on Participation of Local Consultants:
Nil.
(6) Differences from other Donor's Studies:
| EQﬁite different ~_Bétter
(7) Needs for the rollow-up Study and Further
Cooperation:
Yes
(8) Any other comments and suggestions:

The donor should be more flexible.

Thank you for kind cooperation.
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QUESTIONNAIRE
Follow-up Study of JICA Development Survey Program

[Name of JICA Study]
Feasibility Study on Likoni Crossing Construction

Project

{Perlod of JICA study]
From 1983 to 1984

[Name of Executing Agency concerned]
Ministry of Trasport and Communlcatlon'

[Summary of Study Result]
Project Site: Mombasa
Project Budget: 2,326 million Kenya shillings

Construction Period: 4 years

The project is feasible.

N TPEEIIT S

The purpose of the present study is to follow up the progress
of JICA studies after submission of thelr Final Reports in
order to obtain information for the better formation and
implementation of future JICA studies and the improvement of

JICA cooperation systemnm.

December 1988

Japan International Cooperation Agency (JICA)



[Fonow~up Actions and Present Status]

1. In what situation is the progress of the Project?
1. { ) The Project has already been completed and is now
in operation.

2. () Thé Project is now under implementation/
cénsﬁruction.

3. () The implementation of the Project is formally
decided and the fund for the implemeﬁtation is
prepared,

4. () The-detailed design (or engineering study) for
the project was completed or is now under study;

—5. { ) The progress of the Project is intexrupted.

(¥) - The implementation of the Project is abandoned.

T Questions 4

—_»7To Questions 2 and 3

2. Please sfate the present situation of the Project on the
foilowing: |
(1) MName of Executing Agency:
{2) Scope of the Project:
(3) Project Site (Project Area):
{4) Amount of Investiment (Construction Cost):
(5) Soﬁrce of.Finénce:

{6) Implementation Schedule:



Please state the difference between the JICA report's -

recommendation and the actual implementation of the

Projeét on the following points:and their reason(s) of

alteration, 1if any.

(1)
(2)
(3)
{(4)
(5)

Name of Executing Agency:
Scope of the Project:
Project Site (Project Area):
Amount of Investment:

Implementation Schedule:

Please state the reason(s} of the interruption or

abandonment of the Project implementation from the

viewpoint of financial, technical, political and other

aspects.

No dicision has been made on whether the crossing

facility will be a bridge or a sub-merged tube or tunnel,



[Techhology Transfer]

Please let us know names of officials who were in charge of

the JICA Study, their present posts and special fields.

Special Field

intending
Engineex
(Bridges)

expired and
left country

Full Name Then Post Present Post
Mr, W.P. Mote Permanent MOPW Chief ex. Cutwi
Wambura Secretary Permanent of Ministry &
Secretary accounting officer
Mr. J.K. Kirka Enginner-in- Retired -
Chief
Mr. S.M. Kiguru | Chief Enginéer Enginner in Helps PS in
{Road & Rero- Chief administration
dromes) MOPW of technical
departments
Mr. 5. Asfaw _Chief'Engineer Chief Ehg. Planning of roads
' {Planning) {Planning and Coordination
MOPW
Mr. D.M. Mwasi Chief Exeéutive Transferred to -
Engineer Nairobi City
Commission
Mr. G. Wabuke Chief Super- Retired -
' intending
'Engineer
{Construction}
Mr. S.N. Otonglo ‘Chief Super- Chief Engineer Head of roads and
' : intending {Roads) ' bridges design,
‘Engineer MOPW Construction &
{Design} maintenance
Mr. C.M. Kamau Provincial Asst. to C.E. -
' Engineer, Coast (Roads)
Province MOPW
Mr. T. Kai Senior Super-— Went back to -
‘intending Japan
Fngineer
{Bridges)
Mr. T. EKnotten Senior Super- Contract -
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Special Field

Tull Name Then Post Present Post
Mr. T.. Blom-Bakke|Senior super- Left the -
intending Country
Engineer
(Bridges)
Mr., J.M., Wanyoike{ Senior Super- Chief Super- Roads and
intending intendng bridgyes design
Engineer Engineer '
{Design) (Design)
MOPW
Mr. Y. Maekawa Superintending Left .the -
Engineer Country
(Bridges)
Mr. O, Mokrid Superintending Left the -
Engineer Country
{Design) ' '
Mr, P.M, Wakori Superintending Senior Super-— Planning for roads
Engineer intending Eng. & Coordination
{(Planning) (Planning) '
MOPW
Mr. M.E. 0/ic Traffic . O/ic Traffic Traffic
Agalochieng | Engineering Engineering Census
Unit Unit MOPW
Mr., J.P. Assistant Engineer Bridges design &
Muraguri Enginner (Bridges) Construction
(Counterpart MOPW
Staff)
{Bridges)
Mr, F.DD. Karanja ; Assistant Engineer Planning for roads
Engineer (Planning) & Coordination
(Planning) MOPW
Mr. P.M. Ojwaka |Assistant Engineer Bridges design &
Engineer MOPW Construction
{Bridges}
Mr. V.B. Ochieng | Assistant Left the -
Engineer Ministry

{(Planning)

Mr. Klem

Material Branch




[Your Comments and Suggestions on JICA Studies]

Please give your frank comments and suggestions on JICA

studies.

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

'(5)

.Evalﬁation of S5tudy Reports:

How do you evaluate the quality of the study and its
result in general?

(Excellent; Very Good; Good; Not good; In what
respects)

V. good. The team understood Kenya's Situation in
the transport sector and recommended appropriate
measurés commehsurating with country's economic and
other resources.

Evaluation of Japanese Study Teams (Engineering
Consulting Firms):

Efficient especially in data collection and

information and fast in report compilation.

Comments on Methodology of the JICA study:

Quite standard and relevant to the needs of /Kenya

as a developing Country.

Comments'on Technology Transfer:

Local ?eréonnel who worked with the Team has
benfited a lot in preparation & conducting such

studies.

Comments on Participation of Local Consultants:

no local consultants were used. Information was

supplied by the Ministries and analyzed by the Team.

P 1/ -



(6) Differences from other Donor's Studies:
lThis is the only major study for the project. No
donor has conducted a similar Study before.

(7) Needs for the Follow-up Study and Further
Cooperation:
Follow-up is needed to ensure final study is
conducted and construction of crossing facility
done.

(8) Any othéf comments and suggestions:
Kenya values the assistance in such studies and will

welcome more assistance in the future.

Thank you for your kind cooperation.
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_ QUESTIONNAIRE
Follow-up Study of JICA Development Survey Program

Name of JICA Study])
Feasibility Study on the Mwea Irrigation Development
Project

[Period of JICA studyl
From 1987 to 1988

[Name of Executing Agency concerned]

National Irrigation Board

[Summary of Study Result]
Project Site: Mweé'Irrigatioh Settlement area and
' " 'proposed Mutithi extension area
Project Budget: 1.220 million Kenya shillings
Recommendation:
The lgt Stage: Pilot farm (SOhaj, Improvement of MIS
area irrigation system, etc.
The 2nd Stage: Construction of dam, Development of
Proposed Mutithi extension area,

etc.

.The purpose of the present_study.is to follow up the progress
of JICA studies after submission of their Final Reports in
order to obtain information for the better formation and
implementatién of future JICA studies and the improvement of

JICA cooperation system.
December 1988

Japan International Cooperation Agency (JICA)
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[Follow-up Actions and Present Status]

1.

In what situation is the progress of the Project?

————— 1. () The Project has already been completed and is now

in operation,

—2. () The Project is now under implementation/
construction.
——3. () The implementation of the Project is formally

decided and the fund for the implementation is

prepared.

—-—4. (Y¥) The detailed design {or engineering study) for

the project was completed or is now under study
( ) The progress of the PrOJect is 1nte1rupted

{( ) The.lmplementatlon of the Project is abandoned.

—=T0 Questions 4

—————>"T0 Questions 2 and 3

Please state the present situation of the Project on the
following: |
(1} Name of BExecuting Agency:
National irrigation board
{2) Scepe of the_Preject:
Rehabilitation of existihg ﬁis scheﬁe_aﬁd exteneion
into mutithi area -including pilot farm
(3} Project Site (Project Area):
Mwea irrigation settlement area and proposed mutithi

area



(4) Amount of Investiment ({Construction Cost) :
1,229 million Kenya shillings
(5)  Source of Finance:
Proposed grant and loan from Japan and government of
Kenyarfunding.
(6) 1ﬁplementatioh Schedule:
Phase I to bé.completed by end of 1991 awaiting a
decision on phase II1
Please 'state the difference between the JICA report's
recommendaﬁiOn and the actual implemenfétion of the
Project on the foilbwing points.and their reasbn(s) of
alteration, if any.
(1) Name of Exeéuting Agency:
Same
{2) Scope of the Project:
‘Same
(3) Pfoject Site (Project Area):
Same
(4) Amount of Inveétment:
Séme
{5) Implementaticn Schedule:

Samne

Please state the reason(s) of the interruption or
abandbnment of the Project implementation from the
viewpoint of financial, technical, political and othex
aspects.

.



[Technology Transfer]

Please let us know names of officials who were in charge of

the JICA Study, their present posts and special fields.

Full Name Then Post Present Post Special Field

C.T. Kimani Senior Agricul- | Retired Agriculture
tural officer '
(Operations}

F.K. Nijoroge Assistant Engineer - Civil
Engineer Engineering

S.N. Alukonya Senior Agri- Agrucltural Agriculture
cultural officer | Officer '
(Planning)

A. Brigut Assistant Resigned Civil
Engineer Engineering

A.A. Ali Senior Resigned Irrigation
Engineer Engineering

J. Manete Assistant Engineer Civil
Engineer Engineering

N. Gichobi Works Works Agricuture
Officer Officer

J.P. Olum Assistant chief | Assistant Irrigation
Engineer Chief Engineering

Engineer




[Your Comments and Suggestions on JICA Studies]
Please give your frank comments and suggestions on JICA

studies.

(l)'-Evalﬁation of Study Reports:
How do you evaluate the guality of the study and its
result in generai?
(Excellent; Very Good; Good; Not good; In what
respects)
Excelent
{2) Evaluation of Japanese Study Teams (Engineering
Consulting Firms):
Very Good
(3)° Comments on Methodology of the JICA study:
Very Good
{4) Comments on Technology Transfer:
Very Good
(5) COﬁméh£s on Participation of Local Consultants:
Good
(6) Differences. from other Donor's Studies:
N/A
(7’ ﬁeeds_fﬁr_the Follow-up Stﬁdy.and Fﬁrther
Cooperation:
Great Need
- (8) .Any other comments and suggestions:

N/A

Yhank you for your kind cooperation.
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QUESTIOMNAIRE
Follow-up Study of JICA Development Survey Program

[Name of JICA Studyl
Feasibility Study on the Irrigation Development .

Project

[ Period of JICA study]
From 1987 +o 1988

[Name of Executing Agency concerned]

National Irregation Board

{Summary of Study Result] _ _
Project Site: Mwea Irrigation Settlement'area and
proposed Mutithi extension area
Project Budget: 1.220 million Kenya shillings
Recommendation: .
The l1lst Stage: Pilot farm (SOhé},'Improvement of MIS
area irrigation system, etc. -
The 2nd Stage: Construction of -dam, Developmeht of.

Proposed Mutithi extension area,

etc.

The purpose of the present study is to follow up the progress
of JICA studies after submission of their Final Reports in
order to obtain information for'the.bétter formation and
implementation of future JICA studies and the improvement of

JICA cooperation system.
December 1988

Japan International Cooperation Agency {JICA)



[FoHow-&p Actions and Present Status]

1. In what_situatidn is the progress-of the Project?

——— L. (V3 The Project has already been completed and is now

in operation.

.~2. { ) The Project is now under implementation/

- construction.

3. () The implementation of the Project.is formally

decided and the fund for the implementation is

prepared.

4, () The detailed design (or engineering study} for
the project was completed or -is now under study.

{ } The progress of the Project is.interrupted.

() The implementation of the Project is abandoned.

To Questions 4

L »To Questions 2 and 3

2. Please state the present situation of the Project on the

following:

(1) Naﬁe of Executing Agency:
Formerly under ministry of agriculture
Now: (sﬁpplies and marketing)

(2)° Scope of the Project:
Construction of grain silos of 110,000 meﬁric
fonnes.

(3) .Project Site (Project Area):
Nakuru - 50,0007
Kisumu -~ 30,000T

Bungoma. - 30,000T



{4} Amount of Investiment (Construction Cost):

KSHS 475 million

(5} Source of Finance:

OECF -~ JAPAN -

Ministry of PFinance (GOD)

{6) Implementation Schedule:

Construction commenced on 13+h March 1986 and

completed on 8th February 1988 handed over to BCPB -

April 1988

Please

state the difference between the JICA report's

recommendation and the actual implementation of the

Project on the following points and their reasOn(S) of

alteration, if any.

(1) Name of Executing Agency:

None

(2) Scope of the Project:

Piling not done at Kisumu - Favourable SOil-report
S5ild Bin Diameter reduced from 12m to 10m to
provide more silo Bins.

Bagging plant added - Bag handling customers.
Wagon weighing facility added.

Height- of silo projet reduced due to airport
restriction

Bag filter added at Kiéumu fisheries requirement
Conventional stores added due to cost savings énd
Loan - Contract sum diffefeﬁce

Conveyor to mining corporation added:



(3) Project Site (Project Area):
Previous site altered slightly due to demolishing
stores avoided.
(4) Amcunt of Inveétment:
e None =
(5) Implementation Schedule:

-~ None -

Please state the reason(s) of the interruption or
abandonment of £he Project implementation from the
viewpoint of financial, technical, political and other
aépects. | |

- None -

of



f Technology Transfer}

Please let us know names of. officials who were in charge of

the JICA Study, their present posts and special fields.

Full Name Then Post Present Post Special Field

Mr. Kikwai Managing Director|No Longer
N.C.P.B. with Board

Mr. Karanja Financing "
Manager
N.C.P.B.

Mr, Shamala Storage "
Manageyr
N.C.P.B.

Mr. Bogecho Technical Technical
Manager Managexr
N.C.P.B. NLPB

Mr. Migunda Cperation Operations
Manager Manager
N.C.P.B, NLPB

Mr. Kariungi

Field Service
Manager
N.C.P.B.

Mo Longer
with board

Mr. Muchuma

Maintenace
Officer

N.C.P.B.

[Ministry of Agricul

ture]

——

Full Name

Then Post

Present Post

Special Field

Mr. Shikwe

Under Secretary

Transfered

Mr. Muthama

Director of
Agriculture

Mr. Kimani

Deputy Director
of Agriculture

Mr. Kabuga Manage of Grop e
Production

Mr. Waithaka Agronomist "

Mr, Biungu Chief Economist "

Planning




{Your Comments and Suggestions of JICA Studies]
Please give your'frank comments and suggestions on JICA

studies.

(1) Evaluation of Study Reports:
How do you evaluate the gquality of the study and its
result in géneral? |
.(Excellent; Very Good; Good; Not good; In what
respects)
Very good
{2} Evaluation of Japanese Study Teamns (Engineering
Consulting Firms):
Good
{3) Comments on Meﬁhodology of the JICé,study:
- Good
(4) Comments‘dn.Téchnology Tranéfér:
‘Beneficial on new technology
(5}' Comments on Participation of Local Consultants:
Good
(6) Differences from other Donor's Studies:
N/A
(7) Needs for thé F61low—up Study and Further
.Coopexation:

(8) Any other comments and suggestions:

Thank you for your xind cooperation..
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QUESTIONNAIRE
Follow-up Study of JICA Development Survey Program

[Name of JICA Study]
The Study of Inttegrated Regional Development Master
Plan for the Lake Basin Development Area

[Period of JICA studyl]
From 1986 to 1987

[Name of Executing Agency concernead]
Lake Basin Development Authority

[Summary of Study Resuit]

Project Site: Lake Basin Development area

Recommendation: ‘
Integrated lake shore development, East-west
corridor development, Kisumu—Eldoret duel core _
development,'Kisumu—Eldoret'duel:core develbpmént,
Northern growth center development, Southern growth
center development, Western frontier'development,

Eastern gateway development, Integrated Kano Plain

development.

The purpose of the present study is to follow'up the progreSs
of JICA studies after submission of their Final Reports in
order to obtain information for the better formation and
implementation of future JICA studies and the improvement of

JICA cooperation system.
December 1988

Japan International Cooperation Agency (JICA)
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{ Follow-up Actions and Present Status]

1... In what situafion is the progress of the Project covered
by the Master Plan? .

———1. { } The Plan has already been integrated into

National Plan.

-——2.. {.) Feasibility study on the total has been followed

up.

——3. { ) Feasibility study on selected projects has been

followed up.
—~4, () No follow-up action was made.
—5. () Unknown.

__ —>To Questions 4

= To Questions 2 and 3

2. Please state the present situation of the Project on the

following:

(1) Name of Executing Agency:
Lake basin development auvthority

{2) Scope of the Plan or selected projects:
33-1/3% (15 yr. pl.) 1/3

(3) .ProjéctISite {(Project Area):
L;B.D.A. Region

(4)° Amount of Investiment (Construction Cost):
JICA/LBDA

(5) Source 6f Finance:
Government of Keﬁya and external donors.

JICA/LBDA/DONOR



{6) Implementation Schedule:

Up to year 2005 - broken into 3 - 5 year plans.

Pleagse state thé difference between the JICA repbrt's
recommendation and the actual implementatioﬁ of the
Project on the follcwing points and their reéson(s) of
alteration, if any.
(1) Name of Executing Agency:

Laké basin development authority
(2) Scope of the Project:

33-1/3%
(3) Project Site (Project Area):

LBDA Region
(4) Amount of Investment:
{(5) Implementation Schedule:

3 - 5 year plans
Please state the reason(s) why Ehe Master Plan has not

been followed up or abandoned.

The plan is being followed up. -
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[ Technology Transfer] .
Pleagse let us know names of officials who were in charge of

the JICA Study, their present posts and special fields.

Full Name Then Post Present Post Special Field
S.M. Machooka LBDA Deputy M.D Same Team lLcader
.D.L. Mshila Regional Planner Sate Regional Planning
A.P. Achieng ‘Fisheries Same Fishery

Specialist
5. Buckens Socioleogist Same Sociclogy
Levi Karani Senior Planner Same Physical
: Planning
- C. Lenya Civil Engineef Left on Civil
' 16.6.86 Fngineering
M.H. Lihemo Senior Planner Sanme Industry
Industrial
Planning
J. Magudha Marketing Same Marketing
' Specialist
Were Malaba Public Health Left on Public Health
' Specialist 131.1.87
J. Mbuguah Irrigation and Left Drainage
Drainage in 1987
Engineer
W.a. Mukangula Electrical Left on Electrical
Engineer 12.9.87 Engineering
‘L. Nyongesa Hydrologist Acting Data Hydrology
' - ’ ' Centre Manager
J.0. Oduk Irrigation Same Irrigation
Engineer

__ggﬁ




e S — S —
Full Name Then Post Present Post Special Field
Okulo Arum Senior Planner Same Bducation
Maripowex
Development:
A.0. Omolo Agricultural Co~ordinator Agriculture
Manager West Kenya
Rainfed Rice
Programme.
| .. - - — e
P. Olindo Ecologist Left on Ecology
22.9.86
W.S. Siawbi Geclogist / Left on Geology
Mineral 16.131.87
Economist '
T - = -
G.0. Adem Agriclturist/ Same Agriclture
Agronomist
D.0. Arunga Administrative/ Co-~ordnatoxr Administration
Personnel Rural Develop-
Manager ment Water.
Supply and
Sanitation
Programme.
Rautta—-Athiambo Authority Same Law
Secretary
A I - —
0.C.B. Balah Horticulturalist{ Acting _ Horticulture
Agricultural
Manager
J.N. Bonuke Regional Plannexr Same Regional
’ Planning
— N - ]
S. Genga Chief Accountant| Acting Finance
Financial '
Controller
M.0. K'Oniala Chief Engineer Same Civil
Engineering
- i I — _—
B. Manyendo Biochemist/ Same Biochemistry
BEcologist
S S— — e
$.0. Ngwalla Accountant Left in Finance
| July 1986
'___ S S S
J. Nyandoro Community Same Community
Development Development
) mf?fficer ] ]




Full Name Then Post Present Post Special Field
J. Ochieng Planner Same Planning
Onyango Ogembo Hydrologist Same Hydrology
J.M, Okello’ Civil Engineer Same Civil
: Transferred to Engineering
R.D.W.S8.S.P,
A. Okinda Rural Same Rural’
" Sociologist Seciology
N.R. Olina Livestock Same Animal
' ‘Specialist Medicine
L.J. Poyck  Senior Planner Left on Physical
: 30.9.88 Planning
E.H.J. Schroten Hydrologist Left in 1987 Hydrology
Co-ordinator
K.C. Thomas UNDP - Chief Left in 1987 Water
: Technical Resources
Adviser
M. Wafula "Aguaculturist Same Aquaculture
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[Your Comments and Suggestions of JICA Studies]

Please give your frank comments and suggestions on JICA

studies.

(2}

(3}

(4)

(5)

Evaluation of Study Repqrts:
How do you evaluate the quélity of the study and its
result in general?
{(Excellent; Very Good; Good; Not good; In what
respects)
Very Good - Analytical
Presentation and execution of the'project
timely
Evaluation of Japanese Study Teams (Engineering
Consulting Firms): |
N/A
Excellent
Comments on Methodology of the JICA study:
Very Good
Comments on Technology Transfer:
Good - Not very effective. On the job exchange
of technology was very effective. Proposed
study tour to other areas was not effected.
Draft done in Japan without participation of
counterparts.
Comments on Participation of Local Consultants:

N/A No involvement



() Differences ffom other Donor's Studies:
Japan should implement some of the projects
the.y recommended in IRDMP.
- Study complied with international standard.
(7) Needs for the Follow-up Study and Further
| Cooperatibn:
There is need for indepth studies of JICA
project proposals.
{8} Any other comments and suggestions:
| Scholarships in specialized fields needed
related to brojects identified in the Master
Plan. JICA should fund some projects that have

feasibility studies.

Thank'you'for your kind cooperation.'
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