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Questionnaire on JICA Evaluation Study and Feedback

@Name of the agency :

B  Please respond to each question by ticking. [¥]
B  Plural answers are applicable.

B “A project” here indicates “the JICA supported project”.

1. Has your agency ever taken part in joint evaluation study with JICA /or ever received
JICA evaluation mission?

O Yes- we did joint evaluation study with JICA
O Yes- we received JICA evaluation mission
0O No experiences in the evaluation with / by JICA ----——please go to Q6

2. Did you share the evaluation results with JICA?

O Yes

O No please go to QS after responding to the question below
What do you think are the reasons?

O there was not enough communication with the evaluation mission

O there was no joint meeting '

O the evaluation reports were prepared only in Japanese

O other reasons (please specify: )

3. How were the evaluation results disseminated in your agency?

Evaluation seminar

Joint meeting

Evaluation reports

Executive summaries of evaluation reports

ooooao

Others (please specify : )
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4. Were lessons learned or recommendations of the evaluation study incorporated into
new operation of your agency? '

O Yes:

Could you give some specific examples?:

O No:
Could you give some reasons?
1 lessons learned were not included
lessons learned did not respond to specific information demands from us
the evaluation reports were too numerous and not easy-to-read
the evaluation reports were prepared only in Japanese

Oon0ao

there is no feed back mechanism or decision making process to utilize the
evaluation resulis in our agency

O the quality of evaluation was not satisfactory

O other reasons (please specify: )

5. Regarding the recent evaluation studies by JICA, how satisfied are you? Please
answer the set of questions by different type of evaluation study, i.e. mid-term evaluation,
terminal evaluation and ex-post evaluation. [f you have no experience with a specific
type, please disregard the related questions.

mid-term evaluation = evaluation during the project implementation
terminal evaluation = evaluation at the end of the project period

ex-post evaluation = evaluation some period after the project termination

5.1 Mid-term Evaluation: How satisfied are you with:

Very Very
sat Sat  Neither Dissat dissa
B Evaluation methodology---------- O O Ot O O

Suggestion for improvement:

B Quality of evaluators------—----—o- (| ([ [} O O

Suggestion for improvement:



fHFEEEEENTRES

B Organization of evaluators-——--— O O O 0 O

Suggestion for improvement:

B Period of evaluation study-——--- [ 0 O O il

Suggestion for improvement:

B Usefulness of lessons leamed /- O O O O O
recommendations 4

Suggestion for improvement:
B Presentation of the evaluation----- [] 0 (Il O ([

results (dissemination)

Suggestion for improvement:

5-2 Terminal Evaluation: How satisfied are you with:

Very Very
sat Sat  Neither Dissat dissa
B Evaluation methodology---——— O O o O O

Suggestion for improvement:

B Quality of evaluators-——eeerme ] I O O L

Suggestion for improvement:

B Organization of evaluators«.-— O a ([l d [l

Suggestion for improvement;

B Period of evaluation study--------- [ O O 0 0

Suggestion for improvement:

B Usefulness of lessons leamed /~—-- [ d L] (3 M
recommendations

Suggestion for improvement;
E Presentation of the evaluation------ [ (I il [l O

results (dissemination)

Suggestion for improvement:

_1 0_
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5-2 Ex-post Evaluation: How satisfied are you with: :
Very Very

sat Sat Neither Dissat dissa
B Evaluation methodology—-—-—- O O O [ O

Suggestion for improvement:

B Quality of evaluators-----—---—---—- O () O O 0

Suggestion for improvement:

B Organization of evaluators---—--- O 0 O O a

Suggestion for improvement:

B Period of evaluation study--———- [ Ll O 1 O

Suggestion for improvement:

B Usefulness of lessons learned /---- - O O | O O
recommendations

Suggestion for improvement:
B Presentation of the evaluation----- [ U a & O

results (dissemination)

Suggestion for improvement:

What type of evaluation studies do you think are most needed for the improvement of

o

development cooperation between your agency and JICA?

B By objectives:
O To feed back to the existing project management
O To feed back to the new project planning
[0 To feed back to the development strategy
[0 To get support from people in your country ( to secure accountability)
[0 To know the aid strategy of JICA/ or the possibility of JICA support

_11._
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B By time of evaluation:
[0 Before the project starts ( ex-ante evaluation or appraisal)
O During the project implementation (mid-term evaluation)
[0 Atthe end of project period (terminal evaluation)
O Some period after the project termination {ex-post evaluation)

B By what to evaluate:

Impact evaluation of the projects

Evaluation of implementation process of the projects
Evaluation of implementing agencies in your country
Evaluation of donor coordination by issues or sectors
Identifying “ best practice” projects by issues or sectors
Evaluation of aid strategy of Japanese ODA

Oooo0o@oon

Other type of evaluation (please specify: )

@ By mechanism of dissemination

Presentation and circulation of evaluation reports
Making executive summary reports

Evaluation seminars/ workshop to stakeholders
Evaluation seminars to general public

Press release / media release

Internet web sites

OoO0ooQoaoao

Others (please specify: )

7. Have you ever utilized evaluation resulis other than JICA? [f yes, what were the major
information resources and how did you utilize them?

O Yes
B Information resources
O Evaluation reports by other donors
O Internal evaluation results (by your own agency)
0O Attending evaluation seminars/meetings held by other donors
[0 Others ( please specify )

B Could you give some specific examples for utilization?

_"I 2_.
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8. Do you have any internal evaluation system in your agency? If yes, please describe

the system briefly by the following aspects .

O Yes
B Who are the evaluators?

B What do you mainly evaluate?

B When do you evaluate?

2 How do you disseminate the results?

9. What kind of information from the evaluation studies is most needed and useful for your
agency?

10. We appreciate any suggestions and comments regarding JICA evaluation study.

Y Thank you very much for your cooperations

._1 3_.
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