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MINUTES OF MEETING
ON
THE INCEPTION REP RT
FOR

THE STUDY ON ESTABLISHMNENT OF TOPOGRAPHIC
ATABASE IN TOGO

AGREED UPON BETWEEN
GENERAL DIRECTION OF CARTOGRAPHY (DGC)
AND

JAPAN INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION AGENCY (JICA)

LOME

16t May 2011

B N ¥ .

Mr. Koffi Kouma DAKEY Mr. Akira SUZUKI
General Director Leader of the Study Team
GENERAL DIRECTION JAPAN INTERNATIONAL

OF CARTOGRAPHY COOPERATION AGENCY



I. Outline

The JICA Study Team (hereafter referred to as “the Study Team”) for “The Study on
Establishment of Topographic Database in Togo”(hereafter referred to as “the Study”) was

dispatched to Togo by Japan International Cooperation Agency (hereafter referred to as
“JICA”). The Team was headed by Mr. Akira SUZUKI.

The Study Team commenced the study in Togo from 25th April 2011, and started the
explanation of the project details based on the Inception Report to the General Direction of
Cartography (hereafter referred to as “the DGC”) from 2nd of May.

Then the DGC and the Study Team discussed on the Study Method, Specifications,
Technology Transfer until 12th May 2011, and as a result of this discussion, the Inception
Report was accepted by the DGC and the both sides attained to the following agreements.

The list of attendants is attached in Appendix-1.

II. Contents of Discussion

1. Study area
The both sides agreed that the study area of digital topographic maps on the scale of
1/50,000 shall be the southern part of Togo, to the south of the latitude 8°N, covering
around 22,000 kni (See Appendix-2).

2. OJT (On the Job Training) area for the jobs such as Digital Plotting
The both sides agreed that the work volume for OJT (such as Digital Plotting) shall be 2

sheets.

As specific implementing area for OJT, the both sides agreed that the Team shall
propose the area after the verification of satellite images, and that the work volume (2

sheets) shall be reviewed by both sides during the discussion of the Interim Report.

3. Survey Standards
The both sides agreed that following standard shall be applied as the survey standard in
the project.

Reference Ellipsoid : GRS80
Geodetic Datum : ITRF94

Projection : UTM (Universal Transverse Mercator)

D



Vertical Standard : Based on the existing Benchmarks
Besides, the both sides agreed to carry the following text on the topographic maps *”
This digital map was prepared jointly by Japan International Cooperation Agency
(JICA) under the Japanese Government Technical Cooperation Program and the

Government of Togo.”.

. Photo Control Survey

Concerning the Photo control survey in the study area, the both sides agreed on the

following details.

Due to the lack of reference geodetic control points in Togo, a continuous GPS
observation of reference point will be performed respectively at the one point in LOME
and the other in ATAKPAME.

The results of GPS observation will be tied to IGS (International GNSS Service) and
analyzed so that these 2 points may be the National Reference Geodesic Points of Togo

in the future.

. Technology Transfer

The both sides agreed that the Technology Transfer shall be implemented according to
the schedule and contents of the Inception Report and the DGC shall employ more than
8 staff for the Technology Transfer (See Appendix-3).

. Map Symbols

As a result of the discussion on the Symbols for the digital topographic map on the scale
of 1/560000, the both sides agreed that the table in Appendix-4 shall be adopted for the

project.

. Others

As regards the Study Team office rooms agreed upon in the Scope of Work, three rooms
were prepared for the Study Team on the same floor as DGC Office in LOME city.

<< Appendix >>

1.

List of Attendants

2. Study Area
3.
4 . Table of topographic Map Symbols on the scale of 1/50,000

Staff list for Technology Transfer



Appendix-1

List of Attendants

Name Position (Affiliated Organization)

General Director
(DGC)

Director

M.Koffi Kouma DAKEY

M.El Hadj Aboubakar K.NIKABOU
Togo (DGC)

Side Chief of Geomatic Division
M.ADA Koffi Dodziko
(DGC)

Chief of Photogrammetry Division
(DGC)

M.PAKOUN Lema

Team Leader
M. Akira SUZUKI

(JICA Study Team)
Japan Study Coordinator
: M. Akira OTA
Side (JICA Study Team)
Translator

M. Takashi SHIRANI
(JICA Study Team)
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Appendix-3

DGC Staff for Technology Transfer

No. Name Specialty

1 HOUEDAKOR Anoumou Chief Surveyor

2 PAKOUN Léma ChiefSurveyor
: SODAGNT Vo R Chlef sovevor

4 ADJATT Amévi Agossi Chief Surveyor

; GURGUE Diweéfé—:i?;hs“; _______________ CheiSumeror
6 ESTEVE Moudjibou Chief Surveyor

; AGBOFOATIKudZO ..................................... S ulveym ..............................................

— D()H Yawov1Mawuse Sulveyor
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MINUTES OF MEETIN
ON

THE INTERIM REPOR
FOR

THE STUDY ON ESTABLISHMENT OF TOPOGRAPHIC DATABASE
IN TOGO

AGREED UPON BETWEEN

GENERAL DIRECRORATE OF THE CARTOGRAPHY (DGC)

AND

JAPAN INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION AGENCY (JICA)

LOME

7TMarch 2012

B K F =

Mpr. Kofft Kouma DAKEY Mr. Akira SUZUKI
(General Director Leader of the Study Team
GENERAL DIRECTORATE JAPAN INTERNATIONAL

OF THE CARTOGRAPHY (DGC) COOPERATION AGENCY (JICA)



I . OQOutline

Japan International Cooperation Agency (hereafter named JICA) dispatched the study
team of JICA (hereafter named the study team) to establish the digital topographic database
for the Republic of Togo. The study team began the mission in Togo on February 14th, 2012,
and began the explanation on the contents of the interim report to the General Directorate of
the Cartography (hereafter named DGC) on February 16th. Then, until March 6th, the study
team and the DGC continued the discussion on the contents of the intermediate report, the
technology transfer, and the symbols, etc.

The list of the participants is presented at Appendix 1.

II. Contents of the discussion

1. Discussion on the interim report

The study team explained the resuit of the study relating to the creation of the digital
topographic map, carried out since the beginning until the field identification in the southern
area. The DGC confirmed its contents.

2. Technology transfer and zone concerned

The two parties agreed on the assignment of the staff to the indoor technology transfer to
he carried out in the coming months. With regard to the number of sheets of the digital
topographic map at the scale of 1/50,000 made by the DGC within the framework of the
technology transfer, the two parties agreed on one sheet, taking into consideration the relief of

the zone which may contain both plain area and mountainous area.

3. Acquisition of the relevant information

The DGC agreed to provide to the study team following digital data as soon as possible.

Frontier, limits of province, prefecture, commune, etc
Name of province, prefecture, commune, village, etc
Type of roads, name of river, mountain, lake, etc

High voltage electric line, railway network.



4 . Symbol and marginal information
The two parties discussed and agreed on the following points concerning the symbols and

the marginal information of the digital topographic maps at the scale of 1/50,000.

» The densely built-up district in the urban area will be expressed by
cartographic generalization.

« With regard to the items which are not included in the present list of the symbols,
and regarded as necessary to be added to the expression on the map during the
work of restitution, the study team will add them, discussing with the DGC.

» Concerning the information on the magnetic declination as the marginal
information, the DGC will calculate it and provide it to the study team.

- As an annotation on the cooperation between Japan and Togo, the national flags of
Japan and Togo, and the emblems of the JICA and the DGC will be carried as the
marginal information, at the left upper side of the topographic map, followed by the

sentence below.

« Cette carte numérique a été préparée conjointement par P'Agence Japonaise de Coopération
Internationale {(JICA) et le Gouvernement du Togo dans le cadre du Programme de la Coopération

Technique du Gouvernement Japonais. »

5. Name of new sheets of the map
The two parties agreed that according to the proposal of the DGC new names would be

handed out for the zones where there are no existing sheets of the map.



Appendix 1. List of attendants in the discussion

List of Attendants

Name Position (Affiliated Organization)

General Director

(DGC)

M.Koffi Kouma DAKEY

Chief of Geomatics Division
M. ADA Koffi Dodziko
Togo (DGO

Side Chief of Geographic work division
M. HOUEDAKOR Anoumou
(DGC)

Chief of Photogrammetry Division

(DGC)

M. PAKOUN Lema

Team Leader
(JICA Study Team)

M. Akira SUZUKI

Japan Study Coordinator
M. Akira QOTA
Side (JICA Study Team)
Translator

M. Takashi SHIRANI

(JICA Study Team)
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MINUTES OF MEETIN
ON

THE PROGRESS REPOR
FOR

THE STUDY ON ESTABLISHMENT OF TOPOGRAPHIC DATABASE
IN TOGO

AGREED UPON BETWEEN

GENERAL DIRECRORATE OF THE CARTOGRAPHY (DGC)

AND

JAPAN INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION AGENCY (JICA)

LOME

10th December 2012

AV

M  offi Kouma DAKEY Mr. Akira SUZUKI
General Director Leader of the Study Team
GENERAL DIRECTORATE JAPAN INTERNATIONAL

OF THE CARTOGRAPHY (DGC) COOPERATION AGENCY (JICA)



1. Outline

Japan International Cooperation Agency (hereafter named JICA) dispatched the study
team to establish the digital topographic database for the Republic of Togo.

The study team began the explanation on the contents of the progress report to the
General Directorate of the Cartography (hereafter named DGC) on 234 November.

Then, until 10th December, the study team and the DGC continued the discussion on the
contents of the progress report, the technology transfer, and the map information, etc.

The list of the participants is described in Appendix 1.
II. Contents of the discussion

1. Discussion on the progress report

The study team explained the resuit of the study relating to the creation of the
digital topographic map, carried out since the discussion on the interim report until the first
part of indoor technology transfer. The DGC agreed with its contents.

2. Technology transfer

In the first part of the indoor technology transfer took place from July to August 2012,
the trainees divided into two groups of 5 people. The study team proposed to reorganize the
groups for the second part of the technology transfer planned from May 2013. After discussions,
both sides agreed to maintain the groups formed same as the first part.

3. Map information
The two parties discussed and agreed on the following points concerning the

specification of the digital topographic maps at the scale of 1/50,000.

The number of national roads shall be referred to the document provided by the Ministry
of Public Works and the existing maps of 1/200,000.

The railways shall be acquired in accordance with the lines shown on the existing maps
of 1/50,000. The stations shall be acquired on the start point and the end point of the
railway.

The annotation of river shall be described such as those mentioned on the maps of
1/200,000.

The matters that DGC gives no instruction shall be acquired according to the results of
the field identification and the field completion,

The conservation areas and the national parks shall be acquired according to the existing
map of 1/50,000.

Jo



The area of digital topographic map is not required to cover outside of the border of Togo.
Both parties agreed on the map symbol on the version of 10th December 2012.

The DGC shall obtain administrative data and information of high-tension electric lines
before the start of the field completion in the northern area.

The same font shall be used for the annotation of villages and hameaux.

The DGC has decided the name of each sheet for the new map of 1/50,000 (See Appendix

Appendix 1. List of attendants in the discussion
List of Attendants

General Director
M. Koffi Kouma DAKEY
Togo (bGC)

Side Chief of Geomatics Division
M. Koffi Dodziko ADA
(DGC)

Team Leader

(JICA Study Team)

M. Akira SUZUKI

Japan Study Coordinator
) M. Akira OTA
Side (JICA Study Team)
Translator

M. Tomoyuki OTANI
{(JICA Study Team)



Appendix 2. Name of maps

S

Sheet—ID New_Sheet_name Sheet—ID New_Sheet name
1INB-31-XIlI-2—d |KEVE 60/NC—-31—-VII-1—d LOWOLOBO
2/NB—-31-XllI-4-a |AGOTIME ZOUKPE 61 /NC—-31—-VII-2—a BAGAN
3INB-31-XllI-4-b AMOUSSOU KOPE 62 NC~-31-VII-2-b MALFAKASSA
4/ NB-31-Xll[-4~c KPALIME 63/ NC—-31—-VII-2—¢c BANDJAL
5INB-31-XlI-4—d KATI 64 NC-31-VII-2—-d BASSAR
6/ NB—=31-XIV—-1—-a [LOME 65/ NC—-31-VII-3—b NANDOUTA
7INB-31-XIV-1-b BAGUIDA 66 NC—31-VII-3—d KIDJABOUM
8/ NB-31-XIV-1—-c TSEVIE 67/ NC—31—-VII-4—a GUERIN KOUKA
3INB~-31-XIV-1-d HAHOTOE 68/ NC—-31—-VII-4—b NAMON

10/NB-31-XIV-2—c [ANEHO 693 NC—-31-VIlI-4—¢ KATCHAMBA
11INB-31-XIV-2—-d |AVEVE 70/NC-31—-VIiI-4—d ATALOTE
12INB—31-XI\V—-3—a |AGBELOUVE 71 INC-30—-XXIV—-2-b | GOULOUNGOUSSI
13/NB-31-XIV-3-b |AHEPE 72INC-31-VIH-1—-a 'AMAOUDE

14/ NB-31-XIV—-3—c |INOTSE 73INC-31—-VIIl-1-b | TCHAMBA
15/NB—31-XIv—-3—-d |KPOVE 74INC-31-VIiIl-1-¢ |BAFILO

16/ NB—31-XIV-4—a |TABLIGBO 75 NC-31-VII-1-d |SQUDOU
17/NB—31-XIV—-4—c |SIKPE AFIDENYON 76 NC—-31—-VIII-2—a |AKPATO
18/NB-31-XIX-2—-a |ADETA 77INC-31-VIII-3—a |KARA
19/NB-31-XIX-2-b |HAITO 78/NC-31-VIII-3-b |KETAQO
20/NB-31-XIX-2-¢ |[ELAVAGNON 79INC-31—-VIII-3—c INIAMTOUGOU
21 NB—-31-XIX-2-d |AMLAME B0NC—-31—-VIII-3-d PAGOUDA
22INB-31-XIX-4-a |BADOU 81 INC-31-XIllI-1-b [ KOUMONGOLU
23INB—-31—-XIX-4-b ' KOUGNOHOU 82 NC—-31-XIlI-1-d MANGO

24 NB-31-XIX-4-¢ |SEREGBENE 83/NC-31-XIlI-2—a |IKOUNTOARE
25|NB—31-XIX—-4—-d KAMINA 84 NC—31—-XIl[-2-b |INABOQULGOU
26 NB—-31-XX-1-a WAHALA 85INC—-31—XIlI-2—c¢ |GANDO NAMONI
27INB-31-XX—-1-b TETETOU 86/ NC—-31—-XIlI-2-d |SAMBLABLI
28 NB~31-XX—-1—-¢ GLE! 87/ NC-31—XIlI-3—a | TANDJOUARE
29 NB—31-XX-1—-d AKPARE 88 NC-31-XlII-3-b BARKOISSI
30/NB-31-XX—-2-a TOHQOUN 89/INC-31—-XllI-3—c DAPAONG
31/NB-31-XX—2—c KPEKPLEME 90/NC-31—XlI-3-d |IKORBONGOL)
32INB-31-XX-3-a ATAKPAME 91 INC-31—XIlI-4—a | TCHAMONGA
33INB—31-XX 3 b ADEGBENOL) 92 INC-31—XIllI-4-b |KOUROUKOU
34/ NB-31-XX-3-c¢ ANIE 93/INC-31—Xlll-4—c |KOUNDJOARE
35/NB—31-XX—-3—-d KOLO KOPE 94 NC-31-XIlI-4—~d MANDOURI

36 NB-31-XX-4-a GLITO 95/NC 31 XIV-1—a |INADOBA
37/NB-31—XX—-4—c AFOLE 96 NC-31-XIV—-1—-b | TCHITCHIRA
38INC-31-1-2—a ASSOUKAKO 97/NC 31 XIX—1—a |SINKASSE
39/NC-31-1-2—b PAGALA GARE 98/ NC-31—-XIX-1-b |SANFATOUTE
40|NC-31-1-2—-¢ KOUI

41 NC—31-1-2—d BLITTA

42INC-31-1-3-b TINDJASSE

43|INC—-31-1-3—d TAKA

44 NG-31~1-4-a TASSI

45|/NC—-31-1-4-b SOTOUBOUA

46 I NC—-31-I-4—c¢ DJARAKPANA

47 INC—-31-I-4—d LIMBOUA

48 |INC-31-1I-1-a AGBANDI

49 NC-31-1I-1-b MORETAN

S50/NC-31-1I-1 ¢ KAZABOUA

51INC-31~II-1—-d ISSATI

52 NC—-31-1-2-a IGBOLOUDJA

53INC-31-1I-2-¢ YANDA

54INC—-31-II-3-a ADJENGRE

55INC—-31-11-3-b GOuUBI

56 NC—31-1l-3—c¢ SOKODE

57INC—-31-II-3—d KOLOWARE

58INC 311l 4 a KAMBOLE

59INC 31 11 4 ¢ KOUSSOUNTOU
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Questionnaire

on the Inception Report Seminar
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L'ETUDE SUR LE PROJET DE MISE EN PLACE D'UNE BASE DE DONNEES CARTOGRAPHIQUE AU
TOGO

1ére Séminaire du projet cartographique entre Togo et Japon

L’Equipe d’Etude de la JICA
Le 10 Mai 2011
Questionnaire

Purpose: Cette enquéte effet pour connaitre la demande sur 'usage de SIG au Togo

1 Nom: /u@rwl OreT e QL s

2 Organization affiliée: W,m\;g\)%ju, dos Q\]W éﬂ/\re‘n( : :; 5

3 Fonction, situation: \h—)\,\’\,tb)%(}\/

4  Avez-vous déja utilisé les logiciels de la SIG
] Oui ® Non

Si “Oui”, répondez aux questions suivantes:

4.1  Quel modéle de logiciel avez vous déja utilisé?
L) Arc GIS

(0 Map Inpho
[J Geo Concept
(0 Other ( )

S De quel type de modéle de SIG avez-vous besoin, en utilisant le résultat de ce projet?

6  Quel type de données ou d’information pourriez-vous nous fournir pour élaborer le modéle de

SIG mentionné ci-dessus?

7  Sivous avez des requétes ou questions a soumettre a I’équipe ,décrivez les en détail.

Vot ooy 'L 20l deVera e C»O'Qw 10&)\/‘0(‘ e mlﬂ@;‘«rlxu
\\,, 3(% ob o Tote ek e e -s’nr\ouyv} Pu R L/Om/w}/r% Aang oo mm“&/\
.&-p)\ FSAN P2l N lonl e de noy Taj.z ;(ﬂ-?'\“ K\QJa—'?»&zHL?

Merci Beaucoup Pour Votre Coopération



L'ETUDE SUR LE PROJET DE MISE EN PLACE D'UNE BASE DE DONNEES CARTOGRAPHIQUE AU
TOGO

1ére Séminaire du projet cartographique entre Togo et Japon

L’Equipe d’Etude de la JICA
Le 10 Mai 2011

Questionnaire

Purpose: Cette enquete effet pour connaitre la demande sur I'usage de SIG au Togo

R TCHACOROM Kodp Guitela Ado

2 Organization affiliée: PFIZ,S \\OQ!LMU« (&L/ /QA RQ\VW/WW/
Al Mon s Ol ol Gt agh Pubiadion
A TShod dr L& (@ oz

3  Fonction, situation:

4  Avez-vous déja utilisé les logiciels de la SIG
1 Ou X Non

Si “Oui”, répondez aux questions suivantes:

4.1 Quel modéle de logiciel avez vous déja utilisé?
O Arc GIS
(J Map Inpho
[J Geo Concept
[ Other ( )

5 De quel type de modele de SIG avez-vous besoin, en utilisant le résultat de ce projet?

[Vo_ SMM ,/{ D\.ﬁ()‘uug Conly @zoﬂ/b&/veu/w/l MUM-—
nweom Ao vouts, ed Lo m A‘%&&feoj

6  Quel type de données ou d’information pourriez-vous nous fournir pour élaborer le modéle de

SIG mentlonne ci-dessus?
(m cm/l/amct/) M’W /&A Vi ZZ@ /Lf// &3 L7 %Wad

, /b«eacea P Lo fUNvCi/, ﬁ/f/AmrmuA iﬂmwmwl/

7  Sivous avez des requétes ou questions a soumettre a ’équipe ,décrivez les en détail.

Merci Beaucoup Pour Votre Coopération
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L'ETUDE SUR LE PROJFT DE MISE FN PLACE D'UNE BASE DE DONNEES CARTOGRAPHIQ
TOGO

1ére Séminaire du projet cartographique entre Togo et Japon

[ "Lquipe d"Etude de la JIC
Le 10 Mai 201

Questionnaire

Purpose: Cette enquete cffet pour connaitre fa demande sur usage de SIG

1 Nom: N/“: FO »E O (‘;—O \{’}j@l—\)@ \{\/(VD Ul
2 Organization affili¢e: R \» h ? vQ\ k\b;cm\‘SM -l)f &-Q Q\ \7\—6&5\\/&&

= . = . ;
3 Fonction, situation: (‘/O\f\‘é_‘zf\:%(l/\ G EQ\\M\‘Q\—&LX

1 Avez vous déja utilise les logiciels de la SIG
Oui Non
SiOui™. ré¢ ondes aux cuestions suivantes:
4.1 Quel modéle de logiciel avez vous déja utilisé?
Are GIS
Map Inpho

Geo Concept

Other (
5 De quel tvpe de modéle de SIG aves-vous besoin, en utilisant le résultat de ce projet? r
Y ES=h oV wveel

o v Y

AN

6  Quel type de données ou d’information pourriez-vous nous fournir pour élaborer le modele de

SIG mentionné ci-dessus? _ N B “ g&’ - Q"
- \7@ T~ AMAAMUE TR O

\\‘\‘
o 3

Q

7 Sivous avez des requétes ou questions a soumettre a I'équipe .décrivezsles en détail.

<< h K_
= > 3 wine® > : r v
. h R ) .
N s g N2V Vo U v )L-C&B
» » . % - S

Merci Beaucor » Pour Votre Coopérario i



L'ETUDE SUR LE PROJET DE MISE EN PLACE D'UNE BASE DE DONNEES CARTOGRAPHIQUE AU
TOGO

1ére Séminaire du projet cartographique entre Togo et Japon

L’Equipe d’Etude de la JICA
Le 10 Mai 2011

Questionnaire

Purpose: Cette enquéte effet pour connaitre la demande sur I’usage de SIG au Togo

1 Nom: [< I TS5 |- ’/‘CM'\C’«
) R LR - ' j / -
2 Organization affiliée: 7 '@/\E /711 %’)W//X‘ %%ﬁd - /f)-w i gﬁ//u}/’w
OLL, TV e s Putdcis
3  Fonction, situation: - n Vu 144 \7 a9 /))I/Ly G, LC{ b\w& (" W \(‘(‘\,d/"
T\B\JVW\} \?"LL‘{(/\/U)
4  Aver-vous déja ntilisé les logiciels de 1a SIG

O Oul Non

Si “Oui”, répondez aux questions suivantes:

4.1  Quel modéle de logiciel avez vous déja utilisé?
0 Arc GIS
[J Map Inpho
J Geo Concept
[ Other ( )

5 De quel type de modéle de SIG avez-vous besoin, en utilisant le résultat de ce projet?
4w Al he wabia. azoc oov R e I
a o )

6  Quel type de données ou d’information pourriez-vous nous fournir pour élaborer le modéle de

SIG mentionné ci-dessus? o 11( .
[ oy laoiaa @ Lo ALJ r(//n/‘ i/u!_ﬂr N /’\/‘{\/J:{,"E/\.SL BALELs o« A ZAQD‘T’& =
Ao bet LZ M it !

7  Sivous avez des requétes ou questions a soumettre a I’équipe ,décrivez les en détail.

At & /meMai vad aon Ui ﬁ,é/wau rovien e (du
L (e A VIl g U2 A aracte o unspd Y
Qk\gf\»@}js Q‘(‘&\(AT_\

Merci Beaucoup Pour Votre Coopération
‘2—'3 \\lQ ‘L’\Jl t()/ IV R QW - U/L.C’/L/L_f @/t [Q 7] (/ug), ‘\( RbL Vv
Mo AL & & NN 0N z‘;@ﬁ/md« Ao Davotiny Vbl -



LL'ETUDE SUR LE PROJET DE MISE EN PLACE D'UNE BASE DE DONNEES CARTOGRAPHIQUE AU ;
TOGO

1ére Séminaire du projet cartographique entre Togo et Japon

L’Equipe d’Etude de la JICA
Le 10 Mai 2011
Questionnaire

Purpose: Cette enquete effet pour connaitre la demande sur ["usage de SIG au Togo

1 Nom: IUUAI\TP\’ Nﬂ}lﬂ& 50;}93’()

2 Organization affiliée: Mim1'J Lo'ne cj/ {7/ Fom 54’ £ Horon 'wi Soomd (HMeAH W

3 Fonction, situation: 1w gl mewt MXLMQ{A A—? QA“S*?M(ZO
g, o !
4  Avez-vous déja utilisé les logiciels de la SIG

Oui X Non

Si “Oui”, répondez aux questions suivantes:

4.1 Quel modéle de logiciel avez vous déja utilisé?
L) Arc GIS
(1 Map Inpho
1 Geo Concept
[0 Other ( )

5 De quel type de modéle de SIG avez-vous besoin, en utilisant le résultat de ce projet?
’ PL&) . T u D //.

o ! g
J}A)M,’ In bl X ﬁ/"}mm, S
' /

T
r e
N - e} ’l .

6  Quel type de données ou d’information pourriez-vous nous fournir pour élaborer le modéle de
SIG mentionné ci-dessus? R
Tiprtn ol Reom e o ;wwbv\/{;lr(/vk it g ‘érmij-f - /]f;)
‘Q/EQR&M»\,‘? 0/ /,ap%oilrW;Y\ tanAl 24t Ay /[gyl w R (’l, (’(/Q—LL

@

7  Si vous avez des requétes ou questions a soumettre a I’équipe ,décrivez les en détail.
~ Formen G (awelna olw Moz e fan 2 wh' dicodsoan (é
L 40/){’ (’0 /)(M\/L 2
— Fovawmtd hnts At i Fihawo To as__rm o ot clamons 'S ot
,i’f i CM1L1’/-\ cﬂf It ufzw% Merci Beaucoup Pour Votre Coopération
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L'ETUDE SUR LE PROJET DE MISF EN PLACE D'UNE BASE DE DONNEES CARTOGRAPHIQ
TOGO

1ére Séminaire du projet cartographique entre Togo et Japon
[ "Fquipe d"Ltude de fa JIC

Le 10 Mai 2

Questionnaire

Purpose:  cute enquete effet pour connaitre la demande sur Fusage de SIG

1  Nom: DOTSEVH M&DW de

Organization affiliée: Mmﬂ TELE e Lictonomic [t) & T / AAAC)

3 Fonction, situation: LM‘: A4 M&CW M@_MM £ Ex_.%[ Mﬁ
Tvau  Gewahoude
4 Avez vous déja utilisé les logicicls de la S1G
X Ouw Non

Si70ui™. répondez aux questions suivantes:

1~

4.1 Quel modéle de logiciel aves vous déja utilis¢?
1 Are GIS

1 Map Inpho
1 Geo Concept
0

Other (

S De quel tvpe de modele de SIG aves-vous besoin en utilisant le résultat de ce projet?

Geo Arc Q1S

6  Quel type de données ou d’information pourries-yous nous fournir pour élaborer le modéic
SIG mentionné ci-dessus?

LL CQ((J 24\(‘ aa

7 Sivous avez des requétes ou questions a soumettre a I’équipe ,décrivez les en détail.
Au_Wons obin pripe/ Mg auhetr tmg  ahr e /l\n//;ﬂfmﬂl/s"‘f
v

a/éj/’,”w[fwﬁwd ol Toqp . oA by Canewraio Oo b sys/. Prctiad

SUMA, mj[;\ C g/,{. , Merci Beaucoup Pour Votre Coopératio




L'ETUDE SUR LE PROJET DE MISE EN PLACE D'UNE BASE DE DONNEES CARTOGRAPHIQUE AU 7
TOGO

1ére Séminaire du projet cartographique entre Togo et Japon

L’Equipe d’Etude de la JICA
Le 10 Mai 2011
Questionnaire

Purpose: Cette enquete effet pour connaitre la demande sur I’usage de SIG au Togo

I Nem:  KYOBE  Roenlessiwm
S )
2 Organization affiliée: MWSA'W | OS o
. . . G . . b . — —_
3 Fonction, situation: 6()5—\::44,7 R D,GL&«&;ATO,& e | QUADS ceo

4 Aver-vous déja utilisé les logiciels de la SIG

Ow K Non

Si “Oui”, répondez aux questions suivantes:

4.1 Quel modéle de logiciel avez vous déja utilisé?
O Arc GIS
(0 Map Inpho
[0 Geo Concept
[0 Other ( )

5 De quel type de modéle de SIG avez-vous besoin, en utilisant le résultat de ce projet?
Ao —(,(,\\')e Lo rodile Lo SIG  Vdws C}ﬂf\/)’%wL «Qa neelo
O\A«ML/CVD/‘/J"! L ad uovodtnal pon { Iy 3 fo @' b L posrsces AL

/T‘b\‘/lﬂ'%ﬂ& /& Qo cccto M g et ;OAQQ W/’oéaw G Lo etig

6  Quel type de données ou d’information pourriez-vous nous fournir pour élaborer le modéle de
SIG mentionné ci-dessus?
Nomlre & U toh | ohs G fovcs Sl vrippcpon, che feummmls
Uoved e mmwwl,@fu(u dwa e ac%nmam =t .

7  Sivous avez des requétes ou questions a soumettre a ’équipe ,décrivez les en détail.

Merci Beaucoup Pour Votre Coopération



L'ETUDE SUR LE PROJET DE MISE EN PLACF D UNE BASE DL DONNFES CARTOGRAPHIQ
TOGO

1ére Séminaire du projet cartographique entre Togo et Japon
L Equipe d'Etude de k

le 10 Ma

Questionnair

Purpose Cette enquete effet pour connaitre la demande sur 'usage de SIC

1 Nom: TC H’A LQ’ M/&.mo'é‘}f IM

2 Organization affiliée: m%& d&lw:mw
/ %

3 Fonction, situation: &]"eﬂ;ﬁ’f-’y'(/\ﬁ %\-Q/\««O’;&‘//&d

4 Avez-vous d¢ja utilisé les logiciels de la SIG
Oui ¥~ Non

Si0ui™. rérondes aus cuestions suivantes:

4.1  Quel modéle de logiciel avez vous déja utilisé¢?
2o Are GIS
) Map Inpho
' Geo Concept

] Other (

5 De quel tvpe de modéle de SIC aver yvous besoin en utilisant le résultat de ce projet?

6  Quel type de données ou d’information pourries-vous nous fournir pour élaborer le mod¢le

QIG mentionné ci-de sus ?
’l

p/t' C?c_r’S’

S s avers des requétes ou questions a soumettre a P'équipe ,décrivez les Stail.
7 Sivous avers des requéte t tt I i les en détail
—

l(r

Merer Beaucoup Pour Votre Coopér:ario



L'ETUDE SUR LE PROJET DE MISE EN Pl ACE D'UNE BASE DL DONNEES CARTOGRAPHIQ
TOGO

1ére Séminaire du projet cartographique entre Togo et Japon

[ "Equipe d"Etude de [
Le 10 Ma

Questionnaire

Purpose Cette enquéte effet pour connaitre la demande sur Musage de SIG

1

2

3

4

Nom: MD & Lo 7(0/“/()\‘

Organization affilié¢e: f) /_K,QJA&;@ L—? 'A'\’YM\ALUJMM &J L e.‘(‘iwwig

Fonction, situation: [/Q/\/%\L\J& \ A,X_Q\,\MA&

Avez-vous déja ulilisé les logiciels de la S1G
Ouwi \/i\'on
SEOui™ rérondes aux cuestions suivantes:
4.1 Quel modele de logiciel aves vous déja utilise?
Are GIS
Map Inpho

Geo Concept

De quel tvpe de modéle de SIC aver vous besoin en utilisant le résultat de ce projet?

Quel type de données ou d’information pourries-vous nous fournir pour ¢laborer le moc *le de

Other (
3
MJ;U\; TW%\n.m . Ao GAs
6
SIG mentionné ci-dessus?
7

Si vous avers des requétes ou questions a soumettre a I’équipe ,décrivez les en détail.

Merci Beaucoup Pour Votre Coopcratio



Jo

L'ETUDE SUR LE PROJET DE MISE EN PLACE D'UNE BASE DE DONNEES CARTOGRAPHIQ
TOGO

1ére Séminaire du projet cartographique entre Togo et Japon
["bquipe d'ltude de | TiC

Fe 10 Ma 201

Questionnaire

Purpose Cette enquete cffet pour connaitre la demande sur M'usaee de SIG

1 Nom: é{ﬂ L LE,\J Ez}\)b(/
Organization affiliée: MWAJJ;\_Q, g/\/\ (/QMDLEQ)SL &QQQ Q“Q%/\u%‘:@xt{:\/)
3 Fonction, situation: &QW%Q:\ &/ ’;M .

4 Avezvous déja utilisé les logidiels de la SI1G
Oui \on

SiOui™. rérondes aux  ucstions suivantes:

(3%

4.1 Quel modéle de logiciel avers vous déja utilisé¢?
Are GIS
Map Inpho
Geo Concept

Other (

3 De quel tvpe de modéle de SIC avers vous besoin en utilisant le résultat de ce projet?

6  Quel type de données ou d’information pourries-vous nous fournir pour élaborer le modelc

SIG mentionné ci-dessus?

7 Sivous avez des requétes ou questions a soumettre a équipe (décrivez les en détail.

Merci Beaucoup Pour Votre Coopct -
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L'ETUDE SUR LE PROJET DE MISE EN PLACF D'UNE BASE DI DONNEFS CARTOGRAPHIQ
TOGO

1ére Séminaire du projet cartographique entre Togo et Japon
[ "kquipe d"Ltude de la JiC

fe 10 Ma 201

Questionnaire

Purpose Cette enquete effet pour connaitre la demande sur Fusace de SIG au Toeo

1 Nom:

b

Organization affiliée:
3 Fonction, situation:

4 Avez-vous déja atilisé les logiciels de la 51G
Ouwi Non
SiOui™. ré ondes aux cuestions suivantes:
4.1  Quel modéle de logiciel aves vous déja utilis¢?

Are GIS
Map Inpho
Geo Concept
Other

S De que tvpe de modele de SIC aves vous besoin en utilisant le résultat de ce projet?

6  Quel type de données ou d’information pourriez-vous nous fournir pour élaborer le moc

S1G mentionné ci-dessus?

I Qo fyud

7 Sivous avez des requétes ou questions a soumettre a I’équipe ,décrivez les en détail.
A P
- A A\ B v VN NS —
o [N
e N¢ J

Merci Beaucoup Pour Votre Cooperatio
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L'ETUDE SUR LE PROJET DF MISE EN PLACE D'UNE BASE DL DONNFLES CARTOGRAPHIQ
TOGO

lére Séminaire du projet cartographique entre Togo et Japon
[ "Equipe d Liude de Ta JiC

e 10 Mai 201

Questionnairc

Purpose: Cette enquete effet pour connaitre la demande sur 'ushee de SIG

1 Nom: 'C-— V ) v 7l E(OW 74

Organization affiliée: /772 n/%/%f 9:9 (Jaﬂ /?’ﬁdu(fm /é Ha'wwﬁ@ ot J*‘ &
- ) L V\} b U
27Ty,

X e
3 Fonction, situation: /),%ﬂ(,p) S/

[SV]

4 Avez-vous déja utilis¢ les logiciels de Ta S1G

1 Oui X "Non

S10ur™. rérondes aun cuestions suivantes:

4.1 Quel modele de logiciel avez vous déja utilisé?

Are GIS

] Map Inpho
L Geo Concept
T Other (

O

De quel tvpe de modele de SIC avers vous besoin en utilisant le résultat de ce projet?

6  Quel type de données ou d’information pourries-vous nous fournir pour ¢élaborer le modele

SIG mentionné ci-dessus?

7 Sivous avez des requétes ou questions a soumettre a ’équipe ,décrivez les en détail.

Merci Beaucoup Pour Votre Cooper
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L'ETUDE SUR LE PROJET DE MISE EN PLACF D'UNE BASE DE DONNEES CARTOGRAPHIQ
TOGO

lére Séminaire du projet cartographique entre Togo et Japon

[ "t quipe d"Ewude de fa JiC
Le 10 Mai 20

Questionnaire

Purpose Cette enquete effet pour connaitre la demande sur Musage de SIG au Togo

1 Nom: ANNO J\ JAY (\\C\/bl’gai/\@Qw
Organization affilice: [ 1y ykona - oo &]_(kld\mgﬁiﬂ(w\&: o Cgﬁ?«&*\?‘
3 Fonction, situation: d\@/\%p /*3 C//(miﬂg

[39]

4+ Avez-vous ddja utilisé les logiciels de la S1G
Oui Non
SiOui™. rerondez aux ucstions suivanies:
4.1 Quel modéle de logiciel aves vous déja utilisé?

T Are GIS
_J Map Inpho
'—] 1
Ll 1e0  oncept

{1 Other

3 De quel tvpe de modéle de SIC avers vous besoin en utilisant le résultat de ce projet?

6  Quel type de données ou d’information pourriesz-vous nous fournir pour élaborer le modete

SIG mentionné ci-dessus?

7 Sivous avez des requétes ou questions a soumettre a 'équipe ,décrivez les en détail.

Merci Beaucoup Pour Votre Coopcr



L'ETUDE SUR LE PROJET DE MISE EN PLACKF D'UNE BASE DL DONNEES CARTOGRAPHIQ
TOGO

1ére Séminaire du projet cartographique entre Togo et Japon
[ "t quipe d’Ltude de la JIC

Le 10 Mai 2

Juestionnair

Purpose: Cette enquete effet pour connaitre ta demande sur usage de SI1G

1  Nom: /l/ BUK P S~ QUMEY @ /(00/970

Organization affiliée: Ondne Ades Gf,t;/me\(-/?(ﬁ

o

~ / - g I
3 Fonction, situation: Q‘L-[ /M”(Q/(/M{m & ‘((/)ﬁélﬂm

4 Avez vous déja utilisc les logicicls de la SIG
Oui \on
SiOui™. rérondes aun cuestions suivantes:
4.1 Quel modéle de logiciel aves vous déja utilisé?
Arve GIS

) Map Inpho

L

! Geo Concept
[0 Other (

5 De quel type de modeéle de SIG aves-vous besoin en utilisant le résultat de ce projet?
(i send u Flsen 2 Evpho , sl pont e (/ﬂﬂ/&/m—//’fbf “rr by,
Lo nnedi & L1 4 ﬁ/jﬁz"l/f.m /041/“1 L2g W«/)h’ 1 cz,ﬂd’k&g

6  Quel type de données ou d’information pourriez-vous nous fournir pour élaborer le modeic

SIG mentionné ci-dessus?

7 Sivous avez des requétes ou questions a soumettre a I’équipe ,décrivez les en détail.

F o / T Aawe A o7 . s
pe. g - W va * "k
b g Lot w newhe . Cmam
PJ'W‘VL&\/ Ot VW CW/( @) Merci Beaucoup Pour Votre Coopération



Appendix — 5

Questionnaire

on the Interim Report Seminar



L'ETUDE SUR LE PROJET DE MISE EN PLACE D'UNE BASE DE DONNEES CARTOGRAPHIQUE AU
TOGO

2éme Séminaire du projet cartographique entre le Togo et le Japon
L’Equipe d’Etude de la JICA

Le 1¥ mars 2012
Enquéte

Objectif: Cette enquéte s’effectue pour connaitre la demande sur I’'usage de SIG au Togo

1 Nom: PELEYT C3 50K T LT NA

2 Organisme: M\,{ﬂ)} e C\vi {‘:x A / PWY'LJ)UW g (Aﬂm)}&meﬂk

3 Titre: «)—{\ /()MM Ca. eX o\ ‘\‘\/’,u MW@T\E
[

4  Quel type d’mformatlons concernant SIG est nécessaire dans votre organisme?
- ( o.§ ;ﬂ"u I)’\OI’) (}éL[‘) ) { H - ot
- Al ’ Dy \(\E\ \\ Y dk t_/l ‘qu f*\/\ ( CKL, = B—ﬂ KO’\ 12,;}, ge“fj&gf éi 27__‘; ?@:
HusrrbeZ_=F ) ¥ /
- &ﬁ(y Cle w{l\{/ Az ral ,u'/ 2 xa i N h

5 Comment vous voudriez utiliser (analyser, planifier) les informations mentionnées ci-dessus
dans votre organi .
PRV Ao -
= Your \M&Lo erJ'\ Aoy ocldoer divo S cr J Af s S i\
s D({A_ius‘vv( w\t‘iU \ |

6  Quel type de données ou d’information pourriez-vous nous fournir pour élaborer le modéle de

SIG mentionné ci-dessus?

~ . 1 i .o v ; - i
- \\w Dby Con Coryien]  ntad .L*;‘} W {7)‘3?) Il A ff—«h:v’\f’)l? N A &’ & d,a”j,x-

— r 0 */-‘k‘, - RN A‘ '/
35_))0 Arele,  Mie iy I _-:\yu,ﬂ\ % L g A d\éﬂfkf; -
! e
i g

7 Si vous avez des requétes ou questions a poser a I’équipe de JICA, merci d’en décrire le détajl.
— Uni (oo Fin das (Rt e Tochniauss g [ uh e,
ﬁ{/i{i« /(,0}4@ g [ 25T ﬂ@(?“/ﬁ«p\"ﬁ p

Merci Beaucoup Pour Votre Coopération



L'ETUDE SUR LE PROJET DE MISE EN PLACE D'UNE BASE DE DONNEES CARTOGRAPHIQUE AU
TOGO

2¢éme Séminaire du projet cartographique entre le Togo et le Japon
L’Equipe d’Etude de la JICA
Le 1¥ mars 2012
Enquéte

Objectif: Cette enquéte s’effectue pour connaitre la demande sur I’'usage de SIG au Togo

. s roy
1 Nom: Fr "’\/J/l ¥ (/ <:} & '//M:’z (A

! *"; . ~ : . ; Z ’ . . .:/,’ L
2 Organisme: 73,4,1, }/{'ﬁ/u", <2 1 G, ri’fi 1 'ﬂ:)'j,&z&-:f’,’j 17 ;,74&,_[ 4// 4o ,/ ’/7{ i/

3 Titre: A‘l{’vi Fiin Ll s Lo {m il [/u b /" kz S0 lR < s

- Quel type d’lnformatlons concernant SIG est nécessaire dans votre organisme?
o} ?ﬁ/\w s‘&' L YA M,\U” - zd\u i e b ~!¢/[t'bﬂfi/k\(rug,c/)
- i \-; l CLlt [ v Lvﬁuk Rk xHJ k\/& L(u(“\ nie £ Z §<’—J AL ,LLL(';'A AL

AP f»~f;.4ifr ,(JMI»():/\:,A /J/j L ‘«,w)w\ A Ao ra,(//;x,

F-S
,-»

S Comment vous voudriez utiliser (analyser, planifier) les informations mentionnées ci-dessus

dans votre organisme?

6  Quel type de données ou d’information pourriez-vous nous fournir pour élaborer le modéle de
(\\ SIG mentionné ci-dessus?

oy wlven 2l ah L nrum oo A Mo A J CEl

5 4! o
Ly /} *’Ui”f' ey | \ s de %‘uv »Lrﬁf'\ej;/\ \W 32/{’] & ',2 -5 ) /
% @ .. . 1 - i N A 7 /
}"“C? < *7./(’“"»; $A "("/il) [ (‘1/:5 V A n{‘f? ~.‘,L? /V‘LC)\ Z/’ifu) i {i Ly'L v Lﬂ ( ] ’,{'ﬂ‘ A : ,@/"

[){ fL* WA AN ~"fj"/»m»‘ % {u,)’ 113 /[4, A rLI; VoA 1( {f/f (Ea R kz

‘] J |
7 ) Si vous avez des requetos ou questlons a poser a P’équipe de JICA, merci d’en d rire le }1eta|l
! L }qz{/»v( IAA AT k» A Lk A ) A s D L/./{ )
Sy Ll (9 Lo R 2y (A3 ¥ NIRISY, Woloels 2F
( PRy :\}VLQ ij & LLHf Ll/v\v,’;.—’& ,}/«( 1 i ( A {/i-} ’!/(«Q/l (?i/*/(/"‘ ;?l,/ ; f«//{f’l‘f{/’\, //
Aoty ol WS O ol e

1\/}91'01' Beaucoup Pour Votre Coopération




L'ETUDE SUR LE PROJET DE MISE EN PLACE D'UNE BASE DE DONNEES CARTOGRAPHIQUE AU
TOGO

2éme Séminaire du projet cartographique entre le Togo et le Japon
L’Equipe d’Etude de la JICA
Le 19 mars 2012
Enquéte

Objectif: Cette enquéte s’effectue pour connaitre la demande sur I'usage de SIG au Togo

1 Nom: /6\(;\ o UNA f//\(’ & C é q _
2 Organisme: (s M/t/)// /M,Q éz 0 Q;C //,/Q é/ ( ﬁ’(( o };m ({QM\/% %/,Z f(iﬂ # [/

3 Titre: / %Z w(/ Ja( / Qucx /’/J &Lw AL

4  Quel type d’mformatlons concernant SIG est nécessaire dans votre orgamsme"
= e atheay izl Log] Gloip oty i< (oo ol 0 pri S )
Z -pﬁ f-oe//)'/’/i/{y w;t/f),{; /bw‘/ SYSINY . /}t/&i/é@/v{/?ﬂ/d/éw
/ f;NM//t/- Aol Ll < o 0t 7/ Reke b Ao e PRoGrE
i

/

A

S Comment vous voudriez utiliser (analyser, planifier) les informations mentionnées ci-dessus

dans votre orgamsme"
- /\/VL/ IO DA i Ceg el &u//\/7LLL’7/\ %A )/‘%’//?/fﬁ%é/)/éé/\ Koo

DLy MM/»/Q/>/\ f{/M/L/Q7 2d O(,P Wu‘g
ML [)wb(k _/[/“,l‘*” 2l L /‘/\M/CK /J (SN /Mﬂﬂ@/z@*%

\

6  Quel type de données ou d’information pourriez-vous nous fournir pour élaborer le modéle de
. SIG mentionné ci-dessus?
- ZM /ﬁﬂgh H@;% DA Xw) \/‘@Mc’bé"’%? s 111 L/~é A C/QPM 9(40
//V/M of Ly (e y/// f)a/) At g 1.2 c/{ £ -~
e _Lex e iAo, e /w /L///A{p/: (oed o O o
/K /Z&U%CO?A/AM c’ () 4741‘4/743//\/3 ol W’i(/})\ %ﬁ/&m
JZZ/)Z € ({(ﬂ ( JPage o cloviiee, | RoCy2 “'J(,/)

7 ous/ ames requetw ou questions a poser a Péquipe de JICA, merci d’en décrire le détail.

Merci Beaucoup Pour Votre Coopération



L'ETUDE SUR LE PROJET DE MISE EN PLACE D'UNE BASE DE DONNEES CARTOGRAPHIQUE AU
TOGO

2¢me Séminaire du projet cartographique entre le Togo et le Japon
L’Equipe d’Etude de la JICA

Le 1¥ mars 2012
Enquéte

Objectif: Cette enquéte s’effectue pour connaitre la demande sur I’usage de SIG au Togo

1 Nom: K CHeM e i\u&fw\'\,@\\u %ﬂwhﬁ;}}ﬁh h@’ \Emn:&ia&m
¢ ¢
i~ I . i y / I S . @ i
2 Organisme: I\/l\g{“{(bo cic { D wvua_\nwd' @Aﬁ des f?; WErn G uh_cf,u; / ANCE
%/‘H«QLALLSL en éi&t@ -l _f
ob StG J

4 Quel type d’mformatlons concernant SIG est nécessaire dans votre organisme?

t/ r\rr(,kﬁ’tu C:‘Lu C\S{/ VAL’ f%f(m/ Ctﬂ—ec_/t)iuﬂ r{om fzm’ls.u) :
‘ Eic"\\n:[fa» ole A»m:» hmﬁ& ; nl AU L2 Lﬂ()/i%yﬁu_

= 2

3

S Comment vous voudriez utiliser (analyser, planifier) les informations mentionnées ci-dessus

dans votre organisme?

A\nx\ uM& e,( (‘LA\:\Ai?_,th_N\

6  Quel type de données ou d’information pourriez-vous nous fournir pour élaborer le modéle de

SIG mentionné ci-dessus?

g ﬁ(? (L( A A\\c 2 Y tﬁfdj;S i //f; /P\/kk 1 1‘1 L,L&) :t!:’\ W‘L&ELM”) \:e\ (/i. G(\S
; / A ] ] &) ) 7y

7 Sivous avez des requétes ou questlons a poser a l’equlpe de JICA, merci d’en décrire le détail.
- t‘s% L\ ’?\fvds(( \ d-&.-UL\ (z!ﬂ L;:L;._,\f:r Ll Cl U\'M "\Ltﬁ fLi % Lr iﬁu
e (pamn Y\f\Lh'TV )‘lw 9 c{LL, D@u f‘oth,m LQ& L,m (L 41;: u g\ (Lab Jnt(mo .

Merci Beaucoup Pour Votre Coopération



L'ETUDE SUR LE PROJET DE MISE EN PLACE D'UNE BASE DE DONNEES CARTOGRAPHIQUE AU
TOGO

2¢me Séminaire du projet cartographique entre le Togo et le Japon

L’Equipe d’Etude de la JICA
Le 1% mars 2012

Enquéte

Objectif: Cette enquéte s’effectue pour connaitre la demande sur I’usage de SIG au Togo

1 Nom: L _ABARI Este o ‘H&kw&\&g
2 Organisme: G A’b ﬁS;T:R‘C—

3 Titre: 1ef A

4 Quel type d’informations concernant SIG est nécessaire dans votre organisme?

o

le oo ze XLLQLB,M};L\U ‘

S Comment vous voudriez utiliser (analyser, planifier) les informations mentionnées ci-dessus

dans votre organis

me?
I\,\, NS\ 7&'41{@) zts (\n\)\\é)bh\ &x\_ Co

6  Quel type de données ou d’information pourriez-vous nous fournir pour élaborer le modéle de

SIG mentionné ci-dessus?

SR g et
DD ASA EOS AN

\\-CCU,Q_S JLLLU;L@@A Q/E -

Si vous avez des requétes ou questions & poser a ’équipe de JICA, merci d’en décrire le détail. .

Mﬂ_&iéﬂﬁﬁb by Conte s & o wde Oé{f’v@f[‘f(jlj’@
iﬁj\}‘\ y’ s FNEVA Y T oo Cu m-\fmo., ” 5% ~)

L% had

Merct Beaucoup Pour Votre Coopération



L'ETUDE SUR LE PROJET DE MISE EN PLACE D'UNE BASE DE DONNEES CARTOGRAPHIQUE AU
TOGO

2éme Séminaire du projet cartographique entre le Togo et le Japon
L’Equipe d’Etude de la JICA

Le 1¥ mars 2012
Enquéte

Objectif: Cette enquéte s’effectue pour connaitre la demande sur 'usage de SIG au Togo

Y Snid g T e J/
1 Nom: AMNABFNE Sl Sty
- .,)1 A . ;/ - »"I .J/;! " g /"‘, - 7 R L = [ 4/ /” i
2 Organisme: H ' clurn 2 A0l Aeptloiviwtes  of  (Grflerihates -
/e
itre: | SN ELEA D8l SEh Aredliee
'nﬁA % 2

/

4  Quel type d’informations concernant SIG est nécessaire dans votre organisme?
X gl ovanaen ya L TS TIEPLE n Py Ao e deaid on €0 ey nce o
7 B . T /

i

5 Comment vous voudriez utiliser (analyser, planifier) les informations mentionnées ci-dessus

dans votre organisme?

Py

Pl AARE LA repgadlida]

A -

/ .
I - PN =S o o i
i k Al A ~'5@L//;€,“C{ 4 s S AL Ay 2 . Y e

ks

; ;
J ; . - .y PR - . . A L.
DA O e K A Ken SEATEN g i !{/[,1 tftagl, (et YPLEPTT
oo i Ty - 7 { H
/ / £ e foad v )

A ST O R o R T o7 i - : WA W 1 VA iAo

K w A\ ot Al

4 7 7

6 Quel type de données ou d’information pourriez-vous nous fournir pour élaborer le modéle de

SIG mentionné ci-dessus?

7  Sivous avez des requétes ou questions a poser a I’équipe de JICA, merci d’en décrire le détail.

A

Plian 2, Y C . I SV
W St D dad T S T A - ke S BERY . s ey Ala
i ny . ¥ / ke
J~ Tl A L N X s = 'Jf-{ e s Az e I
T
7
jitiag oA

Merci Beaucoup Pour Votre Coopération



L'ETUDE SUR [LE PROJET DE MISE EN PLLACE D'UNE BASE DE DONNEES CARTOGRAPHIQUE AU
TOGO

2éme Séminaire du projet cartographique entre le Togo et le Japon
L’Equipe d’Etude de la JICA

Le 1¥ mars 2012
Enquéte

Objectif: Cette enquéte s’effectue pour connaitre la demande sur I’usage de SIG au Togo

1 Nom: LTS H r\t% ¢ LJ;' L

2  Organisme: 5‘\( L\'\f eve AL *‘ HL*N N\ ;»u,\,w,u.\{ vooU Guetaa oty ’l)k\nk>

\

3 Titre: L ( u»\ el \Lc" v VY eestlu] esvdytis [ Gre e Ty €
D ~

4  Quel type d’mformatlons concernant SIG est nécessaire dans votre orgamsme"
o : 4 { rp , . e e
il SR \ NS \“ rL,L \\ A\JML 73 L—fL‘VLO‘/L {k N Py i v Q'g« 1(‘.‘_( u\;«;a_u_-,‘ o
\ ,

T s O
i Al Cen st el {)i 4.(( X

- if%‘f(,b;S\ souieil ol /»4«4. AL,g G oo lyogeen ola b '~; Cgiine s 41/?‘ cir ol KL

Y e S .
VI e T S DOl 7 / s /}

S Comment vous voudriez utiliser (analyser, planifier) les informations mentionnées ci-dessus

dans votre orgamsme"

3 .
- : > .y e g -
p T Ol J LT i yog e e “‘7{3 o -z ’ o
} Ry,
, _— ; 3 . . o T P
] /.'€¢ e, 4\,((“' !} ¢ C ,‘_{ ) ey / "/"‘},; . el Loried e I [y 55

N ;s . z Loy PR » imy 1
S L A - iy S e S Pt o e .
R A U R T P S AN 7 T sheo iy 3 AL TE T
! :

6  Quel type de données ou d’information pourriez-vous nous fournir pour élaborer le modéle de

SIG mentionné ci-dessus?

P { . o & . B
. . L . i . . . .. Ay St P o E i o
T »L\'\»’{ Ce 3 g lemnc z‘, LN R I } Ly e K«K,,\ BN Loeld S T e i i P H
i i .3 B
L Vil - CJ |, A ,u—’.«'z;i" i b 7‘«{1» e e L L5 iy e L '[;7,/

7  Sivous avez des requetes ou questlons a poser a l’equlpe de JICA, merci d’en décrire le detall

4‘ Z‘v N - '/ - '1 ’ - - s
v 1 i ;e & i AR o SN A A P /
s - B
< - A AR N 2 o
Y R s A (J e Vi E i [ ST
< £ 7
il /
[

Merci Beaucoup Pour Votre Coopération



L'ETUDE SUR LE PROJET DE MISE EN PLACE D'UNE BASE DE DONNEES CARTOGRAPHIQUE AU
TOGO

2éme Séminaire du projet cartographique entre le Togo et le Japon

L’Equipe d’Etude de la JICA
Le 1% mars 2012

Enquéte

Objectif: Cette enquéte s’effectue pour connaitre la demande sur I'usage de SIG au Togo

e R o y 4 o . Lo
1 Nom: { el jo- /\/J\, / LNt
2 Organisme: Reete wat -~ ¢ (4 H
3 Titre: *,’\M7 o z‘w,uculg-l_u e gy e ft—{,., s et AR {5 el

i
i

o Fa N
x’\f’, \W EVRVCNE oy \;4,..\_‘_ N

D oy T N e
RETE ]{\: ViwAa L AR LALELR e

4  Quel type d”informationsAconcernant SIG est nécessaire dans votre orgamsme"

D o . g K , — . g
oo ey Uven \.\L;‘k‘{—t.\ Ay ;r':;w\; ,?; &Céx Y T k& vv",m., U Luxﬁ(;*{t wt

Ii\

.'\v L‘LY{ LT v’;’t & U0 XS > ( “\,\ \'*c “‘zt“{\( m < t e bce v \iu \,,\,.»._,‘{‘(

S { e Y o P
oy \)\ ‘u—i U A AL bbx‘\dv\:f 3y sts ALY ’(,{ ,‘.CI et W(\ :;! AT ey TR i\‘lk LU\ 5
AN )
E) L t-~~ HUMT (e i b A A e G C - ,)u‘L\~ Lo vaﬁ AU 0 0 RGO e 58 f“z“uz:f\_/'&__},)

5 Comment vous voudriez utiliser (analyser, planifier) les informations mentionnées ci-dessus

dans votre organisme?
l( i ( . . ( l
// M\ kV(\— ‘(Q A4 **‘\“‘({ ] k( \LK\ h\\& ‘,‘_‘)L\Kw- 7 AL —C\[L&qﬂ
LNt k\.L\,<~ AN Wy L( R T Lkl( S AL m“x A G ole ‘\,\if\

kn, q w\,\k_i if'*\ g S (( 4 } y.j ( 4~ ’ia 5 RS AN /(»’1 x¢ ‘LQ»(.‘»;.{J <

6  Quel type de données ou d’information pourriez-vous nous fournir pour élaborer le modéle de

SIG mentionné ci-dessus?

/

rm...\\

f;'\,rp%fz;;*:n N S O L R G T R ,\, NS ‘\ -
. e . S N -
P NIRCUN, SR e I S R N S WRCL O G T ORI O, SCEE TNyt AN

7  Sivous avez des requetes ou questions & poser a l’equlpe de JICA, merci d’en décrire le détail.

S . ~ .
(i ( AT & U R ¥ & [N <t (R Ao t(\’ “t LN (,\1'*., " x( &{ IL B Aes W
/ :

XN &'/U“' i C K (S s S R N ‘*!t R AT WV RS LUV NG - . ,\’ \.ﬁt: T b oA T
, I ;b R . . -
[ s vt L i L S . M N4 G -7
b e \..,\\, En ‘* USRS & STV \«{\{{ SRV W TR N Ul IR T P O AT AN
') 3

Merci Beaucoup Pour Votre Coopération



L'ETUDE SUR LE PROJET DE MISE EN PLACE D'UNE BASE DE DONNEES CARTOGRAPHIQUE AU
TOGO

2¢me Séminaire du projet cartographique entre le Togo et le Japon
L’Equipe d’Etude de la JICA

Le 1" mars 2012
Enquéte

Objectif. Cette enquéte s’effectue pour connaitre la demande sur I"usage de SIG au Togo

1 Nom: JHARE Dok

2 Organmisme:_[linére oy jviniasx N SEG { beir’/ DS E )

P - i ; -~ /‘ t‘/“
Lo L"""'L “‘V“' S v “il«ris « ) /(; [T }Il. e ZIVv) P I x/‘Lf vociged f e

3 Titre: y

hl—(( Iz 4! LLid (, (/th/‘) -
4 Quel type d’mformatlons concernant SIG est nécessaire dans votre orgamsme'r

Zivile s‘f.(f'r_'&ff.‘f-u[)m L Sleh Avav: ey ivucl);v?/ e bieditide i PSS STra

)‘) ot ;;3 ol g & G;.M,J FRPLE e )iu ety M!) I'Wl el /.-h,m/‘* f)/&r L ((;ng’fﬁg

U O W W S, AL emeid bevaa o by é!"ﬂ
7

[MJ‘ el bien @ ! ,-K;'a/;m.a.a'(\\ (i) s )/Vlvi Af pasi /ff‘m/z;:: X s ufl;'c, AW

5 Comment vous voudriez utiliser (analyser, planifier) les informations mentionnées ci-dessus
dans votre organisme?
b) . . . J} . c, . 3 }
1ot ¢ 47w fundng [ T2 B 5.'; £ g );1 L e e Al e s & / SN e vl 5

v ; - P 5 : . f - -
L‘ rf e A “L« s (»L(‘v ,!»; ;( (( 1"&'} I)LV\ AP ATy )+ Lﬂ/‘ﬁ. -1’4’:“{‘ —‘( i »é f“‘/ZfL /—p L’Lﬂ

7/;’,.5;3’/ e wl:rm i s 1«.[(“ ) 9 4%) f' !
- { 7 v 7

6  Quel type de données ou d’information pourriez-vous nous fournir pour élaborer le modéle de
SIG mentionné ci-dessus?
Bevee oo L\"va ~~-:":/\ - fe )w![ O /7\{»1 {s e ]Vlfi‘ .ol LL(.:; A Lol Fed C“jir‘»"l ,//
e b b MU e Lo

7  Sivous avez des requétes ou questions a poser a l’eqmpe de JICA, merci d’en décrire le détail.
o \}’ ( e 4 f"l(”j:; R (/i.‘—’« S L o Lg/;(}f) ,‘,‘V\ Sk /[uLL 4({»

7 ; i
2 leew mehen d o F P??(\l’ﬁ wal Do e s by P i b ey TH 4y TEEGS
R ; ~ « :
bloug cebbrmets R Geia 8 gchadilhgwe o b \ .
— . . o - . ; S T (! P Y -
Vory e J) AARCR /31 sl oMY Ln Q\/T L1r Ls /f”zv& LS N ;}vaL, ‘Z‘/f{ (’ et L ),V/\'/

Merci Beaucoup Pour Votre Coopération



L'ETUDE SUR LE PROJET DE MISE EN PLACE D'UNE BASE DE DONNEES CARTOGRAPHIQUE AU
TOGO

2éme Séminaire du projet cartographique entre le Togo et le Japon
L’Equipe d’Etude de la JICA

Le 1¥ mars 2012
Enquéte

Objectif: Cette enquéte s’effectue pour connaitre la demande sur I"usage de SIG au Togo

1 Nom: (. i?\) AesaN CGBE T, % abat

2 Organisme: Manisteve de ¥’ Aced el 0L luing. Tawn oy

3 Titre: Cw b{‘uuvfﬁu - ( (&ow‘ Ly C\\h &XL&D/\

4 Quel type d’informations concernant SIG est nécessaire dans votre organisme?
@Lk N ."w’sw /)l: Q m@\ A Aaat JC‘Q\X A %, N

[

S Comment vous voudriez utiliser (analyser, planifier) les informations mentionnées ci-dessus
dans votre organisme?
Cey v A‘\*‘UM Qusr\/m.n Cewdn ,\’L‘—U}wa ﬁw 2 (YW ’\r‘/k\ﬂb(_ ﬁ:vc \.\.+ ole
Cauniyv Dm "Aw\‘\a oAun P\S.'J,(fwv\q . mr-u Legt;\vu , € ovaliawn ( &/\)(’éi:xi'%
Y »xrx« I \\é—n&«r& ~ v

6  Quel type de données ou d’information pourriez-vous nous fournir pour élaborer le modéle de
SIG mentionné ci-dessus? '
1 N e e . b N - N 7
b LeYdn O X Touii el Ao e e S & Lovgens 5wy

e \?\,y{;) L‘tM\p.&i e Cowrbow el o ?,4,/3—)’\17‘61 o bl Pe

i

1

7  Sivous avez des requétes ou questions a poser a I’équipe de JICA, merci d’en décrire le détail.

LXB& Tl o '("YWJM el oo Q‘M(»f/bef‘? ’@'E KA e iV\A,\:{),( Uife.

AN \X:bsﬁv) (:xf\mu Vi c-s\ft;) e S nvi o *\ vv\ﬂ&i«i’vv\ = A j V\Iffi—s TLQ

Merer Beaucoup Pour Votre Coopération



L'ETUDE SUR LE PROJET DE MISE EN PLACE D'UNE BASE DE DONNEES CARTOGRAPHIQUE AU
TOGO

2éme Séminaire du projet cartographique entre le Togo et le Japon
L’Equipe d’Etude de la JICA

Le 1¥ mars 2012
Enqguéte

Objectif: Cette enquéte s’effectue pour connaitre la demande sur I’'usage de SIG au Togo

Nom: /O ASSE/T /%ﬁc /<.)nﬂ-

1
’ 24 ’ ‘o e 2
2 Organisme: (i un vl Zé’,:aw%% At Bonti { C&t’)

-~
- a7
3  Titre: Cviir ey na s /;’g;/{,/i,fx;&:i/‘

4  Quel type d’informations concernant SIG est nécessaire dans votre organisme?

-

- B g ; . . 2 7
(Gandlrrr  gpenns  SIG  otieg Zpriasen e me) Kodsinag Do ts

. z’éAAVA{Zf:y‘l) _/:3 2aw g9 27 AP LA *‘[:}'/'A rs)ﬁﬁrf Al mfé 7?*? b o

om

S Comment vous voudriez utiliser (analyser, planifier) les informations mentionnées ci-dessus

dans votre organisme?

- s
Aia drand?. Lo o lredo. o M2 ctpes  Pin vl Camnpyg s X
ol Vot sam g o oo g hﬁ)/,{A_o NS . R AT
- ; (_,7/'111 Aé‘f; 5 PPN ,{. l/ ,.V,a/;;aiivé’
}'I%"Lzlﬂ“/"’ e %(‘M ‘\‘;l £ 4;[;4 211 Aw/ﬂﬁ' Y {d 4‘/‘«74{;%44 ‘@Z@
e e LB G e

6  Quel type de données ou d’information pourriez-vous nous fournir pour élaborer le modéle de

SIG mentionné ci-dessus?

. L o, 2 R y. M/ .2
f//Cd e (};—aﬁ LA AD 7:;@\/1/1 //}ny, s /,f(éﬂ;} //ﬁ)*wfjt o ";'4 e/l Vi / é@"”‘ﬂ

i

, f -
_ T 405 L{.})!/’i YAV L o D s T /&«.\ L A sy

Jg )/

7  Sivous avez des requétes ou questions a poser a I’équipe de JICA, merci d’en décrire le détail.

Merci Beaucoup Pour Votre Coopération
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SYMBOLES DE LA CARTE TOPOGRAPHIQUE DU TOGO (ECHELLE 1:50 000)

— Type de . Over | Détail de Représentation / &5
No Code Désignation dOnnEes Symbole, Taille LAYER COULEUR print | Observations / /8751
Utliser les données fournies par la DGC sur les limites!Coordonnées,
Fronti¢re-Borne frontiére et son numeéro Ligne | &fmm 3'-?mm 1001 K100 on ags) e s Soordom
1 1001 Boundary between Countries Symbole . ’ Utliser la carte existante pour positionner la Borne frontiére et Son numéro.
EfE Text P 1001_f YE0 On | meicouti, r~dBEASSQREREERT 7 UALT—5
2.0mm  1.5mm 0.3mm FEHENA-BRI-EA.
HOBFBIREFE SR
Limite de Région
2 1002 | Region boundary Ligne 1002 K100 On 6 12
YR ——— -——— ————— -
Limite de Préfecture 2mm 1fmm o Q3mm
3 1003 Prefecture boundary Ligne e B T — 1003 K100 On
FZxoFx—R 0.2mm
Limite de Sous-Préfecture 20mm - 24mm - 0.3mm
4 1004 Boundary of Sub-Prefecture Ligne L - 1004 K100 Oon
YT ATy FA—R 0.2mm

Limites administratives / Administrative Boundaries / fTIE M




. . Type de . Over | Détail de Représentation / E®
No Code Désignaticn donndes Symbole, Taille LAYER COULEUR print Observations / Big ik
Route avec Terre plein central ey 1.2mm-ee 2001 ¢ K100 On
5 2001 Road with divider Ligne S ——————— 2001_f Brown&0 Off
3 TRARBER B 2001 K100 On
=] Tracer ialigng centrale de Ja route.
E é % Plot the centerling of the road.
ez H HEO P OREMB
EREE- 4
5 & R .
=& & | Route a une Chaussée : £.9mm--er
6 2002 “ | Road with 1 lan Ligne B Amm ; 2002_f Brown40 Off
1 IR 2002 K100 On
Plus de 10m de largeur.
Principale $E10mEL_E Ok R EY
Prnomat ~Bdmm 0.8mm.-.., 2003_f CMYK 0 Off | zEgmRLtEERTELO,
7 2003 | 3 e Hane 2003 koo | ©
= n Tracer 12 ligne cenwale de la route,
% -:,g EIER Plot the centerline of the road.
x o HEOSLRTREG,
i3x
5 E"_i E Plus de 6m et moins de 10m de fargeur
3 B5& | Secondaire 9.6mm--- HomiLL (OmF AR BELE.
8 ) 2004 22K Secandary Ligne 2 08mm : 2004 f CMYKO Off Tracer Ia igne centrale de la route
= R EE 2004 K100 On | Potthe centeriine of the read.
- — HEEODLRERSB,
=]
=
=]
R Flus de 10m de largeur.
. .
" Route en construction 05mm 0.8mm--- 2006 f CMYK O Of Hioma EDRIDNE,
¢] % 2005 Road under costruction Ligne = e e e =———"a - Tracer la igne centrale de la route.
- i 20058 K100 On Plot the centerline of the road.
g PO 5.0mm 1.0mm HEODLRERR
Plus de 3m et moins de 6m de largear.
. e BAOGIDRSEFRL . A0 BRGNS TLL0,
Piste praticabilité 9.6mm ! N .
10 2006 Track suitable for vehicles Ligne 0.3mm 2006_f CMYK O Off | e ToRER. Mooz BELRELEILO
GILH 20086 K1G0 QOn | Tracer la ligne centrale de I ioute.
Plct the centertine of the road.
HEODOAE G,
ENHISERTHL0. B TORER
Sentier 0.15mm Tracer Ia ligne centrale de la route:
Path | o __ e Plot the centeriine of the road.
11 2007 : Ligne 7 2007 K1G0 On ABOSORERR,
Hil 1.5mm  0.5mm
Marqueurs de route pourraient &tre placés par des matériaux fournis.
Route markers might be placed by provided materials.
Marqueur de la route ay 16 HBEFTERELIERDSAND
12 2010 | Route marker Texte 2010_t K1CO On

BHEES

Usage font is Swiss721 Bt ltalic 7pt




ignati Type de ; Over | Détail de Représentation / &M EHE
No " Code Designation données Symbole, Taille LAYER COULEUR print | Observations / Bui8 % it
ié?é Utiliser [a carte existante ou les données fournies par *Togo Rail".
— b o 0.4mm 10.5mm EFEASTE. 5LV EToge Rail{Minitutre of Transport) S50
racticable i : - 1 5mm F BB S E TR,
12 % 2101 i Ligne 4 . o 2101 K100 On T i
= o ERSNTVWSHRE e 0.15mm Tracer laligne centrale d'emplacement des wis
£ = Plot the centerline of the space of rails.
— £ g O R & GE R,
= g2t ®
"; g _‘é & Utiliser [a carte exisiante cu les données fournies par "Togo Rail”.
= > ‘;’ g ) 0.4mm 10.5mm | 2.0mm BAEMNCIRE. HBL L Toge Rail(Minitutre of Transport) LG
w0 = Non practicable . Co e 15mm F—RIETSERB.
13 | .E 2102 Ligne e = e = = 2102 K100 On
= EASN TR RE v D.45mMm Tracer 2 bigne centrale d'un voie
g 4 Smm Plot the centerfine of the rail.
&) B R LRERB.
Utiliser 12 carte existante ou les données fournies par *Togo Rail®.
Gar;, Stati_on (A\_/‘CQ Bitiments) zomm %ﬁ?;:?:ntzémtngo Rait(Minitutre of Transport) a0
14 2201 | Station (with Building) Point 2201 K100 on |77° :
9 o allouer un symbole sur le centre de bitiment
R @PrHD 4.2mm dlocate a symbol on the center of building.
lineweight 0.1mm B0 LItEIERE,
Utiliser la carte existante ou les données fournies par “Togo Rail*.
Halte, A_ﬂ'ét (Sans Bétiments) 12mm g?j?;g:ﬁgéh\liTogo Rail {Minitutre of Transport} i n @
15 2202 | Halt (without Building) Paint : s : 2202 K100 On 3 )
. = dlover un symbole sur le centre de haite
It (B eaiiel . RE. BROS) G.7mm dlfocate a symbol on the center of halt.
lineweight 0. 1mm BRAOHOILFERR,
Uiiliser la ¢arte existante ou Jes données fournies par *Tege Rail*,
) . . i . .
Voie de garage ¢.zmm gf?gggmzéulthgo Rail (Minitutre of Transport) &M
Incoming line ; - ’
16 2203 & L|gne [ — 2203 K100 On Tracer la kgne en conséquence dilué pour aveir plus que § 3mm espace

Bl&idi

entre les symbales.

Plot accordingly thined line to have more than 0.3mm spaces between
symbols.

R IRERMCELOImmU EOSHERDESEALERLT
[0 o)

Ouvrage pour Chemins de fer / Structures for rails / $kiEt§iE4h




- Type de : Over | Détaii de Représentation / & E D FEE

No s Code Désignation danrées Symbcle, Taille LAYER COULEUR print | Observations / FR/2FE

:" Exprimer la forme d_es Batiments dont le cOté long est plus de 50rm,

— GmmﬁB&mmnm ;g;ﬂgﬁ;ﬁ:;ﬁ;ﬁg;atmrjutfm%&iaﬁTé
17 | g | 3001 Big buildings Polygone 3001 K100 On _

= PR Tracer le cadre oula ferme du Dahmep!..

S " Plot on the cutline ror shape of the building.

E . BOOARHILLERRTRSTS,

ES

o S=

~ E" é g Batiments dont le plus court coté est plus de 50m.

] Petits Batiments ou Batiments banco G.Bmm BinsomE O IR,
18 | § 3002 Small buildings or Paint 3002 K100 On | allouer un symbole sur le centre de béfiment.

&L . 3 uilding.

E IENERGEB LB R alocate a symbel on the center of build:

= ks Lol . GRmd 3 T

jad]

Syajnbotas du batiment ne doit pas ére p[acé_dans Agolomeération,
Agglomération ggﬁzgzggﬂggrﬁ:wmmmwmm

18 3010 | Buill-up Area Polygone 3010 K30 off h :

Agglomération / Build-up Area / At#piEdE Hitlik




i i Type de ; O Détaii de Représentation / FE#EEEH
No Code Désignation " Symbeole, Taille e : PRIl A2 i
9 données Y Tail LAYER COULEUR | rint | Observations / B8 i
Inclure écoles et logement.
Catholique Cloturé par Mur en Maconnene {plus dg 200m "
o : . Représentativité suvant le conserl de fa DGC.
20 3101 g Catlhffllc Point EATTEE 3101 K100 On | spoEamBEst, $10200mu L) THEAS,
§ 7 fR: bl DB £..1.0mm dizmeter ARNLLOERBOCCOHBIZRS).
% g E (R alover un symbole sur le centre de batiment,
o é = alieeate a symbo! an the center of building,
',,9, Z }2 RBOHLICEIERE.
SE N
= G 4&,— Protestante
21 3102 Protfstant Paint 2.0mm 12-13?- - 3102 K100 On
FuT Ay ek L. 1.0mm solid square
lineweight 0. 1mm
] Représentativité suivant le conseit de la DGC.
. oS gamoigque BT OERBOCCHYRIZHES),
22 | 2 2103 a2 atholic A 2.0mm
7 w2 TS Poirt ‘? 3103 K100 On | aouer un symoore sur e centre ce batiment
= o = i..1.0mm diameter alocate 2 symbal on the center of building.
= ineweight G 1mm BROPLIIREERE,
/
~
~—
§ é; T Protestante
23| 3 3104 § S | [rotestant Point 3104 K100 On
g S5 = | TuTAv#ES Omen 5
2 1,0mm square
Fas]
i lineweight 0.1mm
g
5
z P
= § o Batiments Musulmans
24 | | 3105 | FFR M““*l;:;”“dmgs Point 2.5mm b 3105 K100 Cn
= AT L T 1
g Z= % 437 L& i 4 Omm square
._g lineweight 0.1mm
o
B %
8 3 Utiliser les données fournies par la DGC
= W ou obtenir comme "Chapelle{3104)* dans 1a restitution.
= 3 . ) B2 # =z AL
251 3 3106 L. 8 Lleuﬂdc c?ltc protestant Point 20mm b, 3108 K100 On DECALT—2H BIRSRZRE, FOFAS FRREI04)ELTRE,
28 K FOF A MR | alauer un symbole sur le cenire de bitiment.
Eg i i.1.0mm square allocate a symbol on the center of building.
55 TE lineweight 0.1mm oG ResR]
Retenir I'espace dont le plus court c&t& est plus de 109m.
. . . Retenir fespace dont & plis court cOlé est moin de 200m de kong comme *Paint.
g;:zg::i;cggitlen Point + smm o} I 3107 K100 O | Petenir Pespace dont I plus court colé est plus dz 200m de leng comme *Polygone*.
26 3107 | Polygone R t t. . 24mm $653100mLl E#ERiR
. YA B om0 3107_f CMYK 0 Off | mimeoom#btizPoin THML . 200mBl L EHY T CRIGT S,
p= L2
g . . dlouer un symbole sur le cenire de la zone,
g z . ST iR e alocate a symbol on the center of the area.
EBE RO+ L RBERE,
OO W
Cimetiére Musulman
o7 3108 Musulim grave Point 1 5mmy YT, 3108 K100 On
I Polygone S = ™ 3108_f CMYK O Off
’ 3.2mm

lingweight 0.1mm




P——— Type de ; Over | Détail de Représentation / o 5¥H
No Cede . ' . . ik
cd Désignation données Symbaole Taiile LAYER COULEUR print Observations / /8 i
'y en a 2 au Togo {Lomé et Niamtougou)
. . Cans la zone d'étude, 1 sevi d Lomé.
Acroport internaticnal &
R S O AN 2B R (A BRAREEE TE0ACA),
28 31089 International airport Point /53 Oram 3109 K100 On :
i alouer un symbole dans Ve de la piste
e adlocate  symbol inside the area of the,
g REBOTANIKELRE.
2
2 iy en a 4 au Togo (Atakpame, Sckodé, Mango, Dapaong) .
2 Aérodrome domestique allouer un symbole dans I'aire da1a piste
29 3110 z Domestic airport Point AL 3omm 3110 K100 On | dlocate a symbol inside the area of the.
g HER MEROBEAESERE.
E B
=_H
EEE
g E‘ %Ei‘j Tracer le cadre.de 1z piste
E<# | Piste d'auerrissage (Aéroport) \ ?:% 0;13:;{;: ; imﬁ;z fusway.
30 | 3111 Runway in the airport Polygone Ay 3111 K100 On |’ :
2 BUAD L \
e
g lineweight 0 mm
&
— Retenir l'espace dont le plus court cOté est plus de 100m.
] Marché 30100mEL 28,
31 | 3 3112 Market Paint 1.5mm e 3112 K100 Op | alouer un symbole sur i centre de fa zone ou caractéristicue.
15 B dlocate @ symbol on the center of the area or feature.
g 1.2mm EF-H0oo LRI ERR,
/51 lineweight 0.15mm
o]
=) aliouer un symbole sur le centre de la zone ou caractéistique.
c:- Hopital aiocate a symbol on the center of the area or feature,
8 A : . [Ty 3
2| 3113 EZ Hospital Point 1.5mm T 3113 K100 on HpohdsRgeRa
3] <3 El i
2= 2 (i | 1 5mm
'g RE ™ Ingweight 0 15mm 0.3mm
& ERN
1723 @ ¥
] [
= ==&
= E= % | Centre de Santé
33| B | 3114 Sﬁg Health Center Paint 1 8mm 4 3114 K100 On
- R s —
1 8mm
lineweight 0.3mm
Représentativité suivant le conseil de la DGC.
RENGLOEDRR,
Sells Point 3115 K100 On *
34 3115 School 1.2mm 2z g XXX alloues une texte du mon sur FUNIVERSITE, ENS{ATAKPAME).
o Texte 3115_t K100 On | BN (NOTSE), INFAJKPALIME).
- 4.8mm K& ENS(P A2/ A, ENH/wF ) L INFAU S DIZIRB HFE
lineweight 0.15mm ERELTER.
alover un symbale sur (e centre de |2 zone ou caractéristique.
Post 1 Téle - locate 2 symbol on the center of the area or feature.
ostes et Télécommunications _
35 2116 Post office and Telecommunication Point 2116 K100 On RE-wworlRIERS.
HEBRRUHER 2o
lineweight 0. 15mm

N



ssignati Type de i Over | Détail de Représentation / & #D¥AE
Code . f . b 4
No d Désignaticn données Syrbole, Taille LAYER COULEUR print | Observations / B2
alover un symbele sur le centre de 1a zone ou caracténistique.
Gendarmerie, Palice * “2.5mm g;%z;ygzl,;?_u;:g";;;m areaorfestue.
36 3117 | Gendarmerie, Police Point T 317 K100 On ) :
BER CSBIHH 3. 3mm
- 1.0mm diameter
Douanes lingweight C.15mm
37 3018 | Customs office Point £ 20mm 3018 K100 on
BRI i
0.8mm
Staticen de radio 35mm
38 | z4 | 3019 | Radiostation Point e 2.0mm 3049 K100 on
i1 SUAHER §
Kty 0.4mm diameter
o lineweight 0.15mm Retenir l'espace dont le plus court cAlé est plus de 500m
d En cas de moins 500m mais important
— (& ig ), utiliser les d foumnies par la DGC.
0 . EAS00mEL LB S CTRT,
o Usine E500mFE M TH o TRFNICHEL TR ONTIFh—T BAF
39| 3 3120 | Factory Point 27 2.0mm 3120 K100 On | tolsEhsF—seam,,
g - alouer un symbole sur (e centre de (2 zone ou caracténistique.
= alocate 2 symbol on the center of the area or feature.
w1 lineweight C.15mm OB BHOohOIIRIFRE.
3]
=) dlouer un symbole sur le centre de la zone ou caractéristique.
E . . . . . allocate a symbol on the center of the arez or jeature.
Site historique ou archéologique W DB REERR,
an 3121 Histeric or archeelogical site Point 3121 K100 On
8 IESEY, S A bk
)
=
o,
3 Tracer le cadve de la zone par "7202" et alover un symbole sur le centre
2] ) dela zone. Lorsque sans 7202 pourrait étre représenté par 1a zone
=) Mine en pointills
S 2 Mine Point % 10 3122 K100 0
S .Umm
41 = 31 g oin s 3197 f K100 n Plot as limit used 7202 and allceate a symbol in the area
e - - when without 7202 might be represented the area by dashed line.
lineweight ¢ 1mm
GCHEOABETNARBE THBL, POICRIERE
0.8mm  D4mm 7202 OREMJLMESIHRTCEBETERT S
Quarry _ 3123 t K100 On
42 3123 Carriere Point Carriere
Sat 3123_¢ K100 On
" lineweight 0 1mm
Usage font is Swiss721 Cn Bt ltalic 6pt
Ligne & haute tension.
10mm Utikser les données foumies par iz DGC.
Ligne de transport d'énergie électrique ERENMOEELRTH
43 4101 | Electoric power line Ligne 4101 K100 On | F—IEEEssREShET —2EER,

lineweight 0.1mm

Tracer la ligne centrale.
Piot the centerling.

P EERR.




. A Type de ) Over | Détail de Représentation / E$E L
No Code Désignation données Symbole, Taille LAYER COULEUR print Observations / B /85 i
Tracer la ligne genlreie.

Mur en Maconnerie (Avec et sans arbres ) 22mm - 0.3mm ?;m’;:g?;ne‘
44 4201 Fence (with and without trees) Ligne - 4201 K160 On :

BOREARLIR UYL {.0.4mm diameter 02mm

lineweight 0.1mm
2.5mm

Cléture végetale A

45 4202 | Planting fence Ligne i 4202 Brown10G | On

e£:1

“.zmm

lineweight 0.15mm

Cloture / TFences / [




No

48

49

50

51

Hydrographie et détails particuliers / 7K M USRS &

Code

5002

5003

5004

5101

5102

5103

Désignation

Lac, Etang. Mare

[Lac, Etang, Marc
L.ack, Pond, Bog

s Lack, Pond, Bog
g
Chéteau d'eau
Water tower
K

L=
3 g Point d'cau en sortie (Forage)
=2 oy Water point
EES 4B
£z ¥
Station de pompage
Water point of Pomp
FaAsy
Canal, Fleuves, Riviéres(>25m)
Rivers{Large)
0 I
2
=)
;f Canal, Fleuves, Riviéres(<25m)
= Rivers{small)
a )
sE_
825
T E

Cours d'eau saisonnier
Seasonal Rivers

ZEFRF)

Quand |a rivitre devient progressivement plus troil, les lignes simples de débul sont 1 ¢m de 0,4 mm 20,3 mm, d'autres lignes sont Lilisées 0 2mm

Type de Symbole, Taille

données
Poilygone
lineweight 0.15mm
1.5mm diameter
L. 1.5mm diameter
lineweight 0 45mm
.. 1 5mm diameter
Polygone
fineweight 0.15mm
icm . lem
Ligne

04mm  0.3mm &.2mm

ineweight 0.4mm - 0.2mm

04mm  0.3mm 0.2mm

lineweight 0.4mm - 0.2mm

When river is gradualy becoming narower the single lines of beginning 2re 1 ¢m of 0.4mm 1a 0.3mm, other lines are used 0.2mm.
B ARSI s —&A @EFELZ04mmbtiem. 03mmaticm. TOIEMNH0.2mmERES,

5001
5001_f

5101
5101_f

8102

5103

CCULEUR

C100

G100
C30

Over
print

On
Off

On

On

On

On
Off

Détail de Représentation / &0 LA
Observations / Ftig ik

Retenir lespace dont le diamétre est plus de 100m
T 100mul LEAR{8,

Teacer sur le rivage.

Plot on the shoreline.
KBRROABERRT S

allaugr un symbele sur le tenire d2 la zone ou caractéristique.
alocate a symbol on the center of the area or feature.

KH- OO RS ERE

Sources, Puits, Robinets, etc.

Utiliser es dennées foumies par iz DGO,

AF. HE . ROF
F—TEEA MR EENET—2EEE,
alouer un symbole sur le centre de la 20ne ou carag
dlocate a symbel on the center of the area or featur

WBE-epos Ll REEng,

Dispositif qui conduil l'eau au *Chateau d'eau”
BAGEITKE ST SRR

alleuer un symbole sur le centre de la 20ne ou caractéristique.
allocate a symbol on the center of the area or feature.

BH-woOPLIZRIEER

Canal, Reyves, Rivieres (permanent), plus de 25m de largeur
BRAKAFEALTLNBE NI 4R25mil b

Tracer sur le rivage
Plot on the shareline.

AERAROABERRT S

Canal, Reuves Rividres (permanent), moins de 25m de largeur.
BRAKA TR T DTN 4825mE

Tracer la ligne centrale d'objet.
Plot the centerline of the chyect.

H RO FLHE G

MEITE LahHE

Tracer laTigne centrale d'objet.
Piot the centerline of the cbject.
HEDOGLEE RS
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N Type de . Over | Détail de Représentation / TR
No Code Désignation données Symbole, Taille LAYER COULEUR | print Observationgl Kiig ik
2
Bord de la mer
2o - 510 C
53 5104 8= Coast line Lighe 4 100 on
TR | A 5104_f €30 off
=%
TOR lingweight 0.15mm
Scale Size Minimum Size Pour les viticules, 165 trains
o Magonnerie, Métal 2.0mm SR, BHA.
54 5201 S2# | Brick, Metal Licne i 5201 K100 O | Tracer un symbole fongant ta e sur 1a tianche croisée & a rvérs.
omE D S 5201 m K100 on Plot a symbel along the road on the ¢ross range to the river.
: 0.5 - HERIZE-T, AN EDER R RRERRT S
_ ) FN(P5102) DR E [ELongth: 2.0mm
lineweight 0. 25mm
% 54 0.8mm Tracer la ligne centrale d'ebjet.
P ; : - Flot the centerline of the object.
. =4 Barrage i Scale Size Minimum Size
4 . AN i
55 | | 5202 & | ater Barricade Ligne 5202 K100 on |TEBOLHERR
) B | KARBOSANCRAOS A ;
E g 2.0mm
'f) 3 % linewsight 0.15mm
Suh
5 %E ~_2 Scale Size Mimmum Size
I U'g E Cascade
]
56 f 5203 5= & Fall Ligne 5203 C100 On
gn .
& @ % ‘ 1.2mm
—_ lineweaight 0.5mm
=
% Tracer la ligne centrale dobjel
< Wharf Plot the centerline of the object
o Whaff ) HRBHOPOREDH
57 | 2 5204 ar Ligne 5204 K100 Cn
3 (4
o
E linaweight 0.5mm
5]
2 g & Tracer sur le rivage.
= _‘g’ 2 Jetée Plot on the shorelinet,
= g8 - 0 AEBBREOHBERBT S,
58 Eo“n 5205 nE& | Pier Polygone 5205 K100 nstroke]
= Ex g | oown CMYKO | Off fil
ER
E‘ g g i: lineweight G 1mm
AO# g
Allcuer un symbale sur le centre de biliment.
Allocate a symbol an the center of buiiding.
Phare ‘ WO ERERE,
59 5206 Lighthouse Paoint *  20mm 5206 K100 On

TaE
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No

Code

Désignation

Type de
données

Symbole, Taille

LAYER

COULEUR

Over
print

Détail de Représentation / EROEHE
Observations / B& k1

60

6001

61

6002

62

6003

Forest

FRAR

Forét

Ferét dense / Galerie
Forest dense / Gallery

FEHk

Poiygone

6001

Green70

Off

Fortt d'arbres  Plus de 7m  dense ou Fordt hardant les Rivigres
Densité plus de 90%

Supérieure & Tkm® 1km  Forét galierie: > 1km de long
mA(ImilE TRBEGHADER OIS ORF
BRIFIOMLLE

Tkmxlkm L EQGAUILBLOHHIEES L L)
Tracer le cadre de |2 zone.

Piot on the oulline of the area.

BEQIBERBYT D,

Forét Arbustive
Forest of shrubs

RO

Polygene

H{%

!%iiéiiﬂiﬂ

fill 8002 pattern

%i

R
--..--"-'.‘.‘-‘a

6002

Pattern

Off

Forét d'arbustes {Moins de 7m) dense
Densité plus de 80%

Supérieore & Tkm® tkm.

R Tma) Ok, EREI0SL L
Tkm*1kmll = O§EHE,

Tracer le cadre de 12 zone.

Plot on the outline of the area,
BEOCHRERGTD,

Autres Foréts
Other Forest

HEhHDWFIREH

Polygone

{ill 5003 pattern

6003

Pattern

Off

Forgt d'arbres mélangée d'arbustes

Densité moins de 80%

Supérieure & 1km® tkm.
BAHINEIERMNESTIEE. BREINES
Then* Tk 20 b 6O ERHEY,

Tracer le cadve de la zone.

Plat on the outiine of the area.

EHONBERRT 5,

63

6004

Végétation / Vegetation / 4=

6005

65

6006

Savane
Savanna
LAV L Y

Savanne boisée
Savanne with trees

MADHLD YT

Palygone

{ill 6004 pattarn

6004

Pattern

Off

Savanne avec arbres éparpiés (Plus de 7m}

Supérieure & 1km® {km.
BARASTL IS AFLERBEN YL H (BEDES)
WA SET SR, T tkmil £ O®EE,

Tracer le cadre de la zone,

Fiot on the outline of the area.

CBOAMERSBT S

Savanne arbustive
Savanne with arbustes

HAROBSF T

Polygone

fili 6005 pattern

5005

Pattern

Off

Savanne avec arbustes éparpillés Moins de Tm
Supérieure a 1km* 1km

EARMRET IR

The* 1 km 4L O FEE

Teacer le cadre de la zone,

Fiot on the out! ne of the area.
BHOMFEER®T 5.

Savane herbeuse
Savanne with prairie

it

Polygone

fil B00E pattern

60086

Pattern

Of

Supérieure a 1km* 1km.
Tk km il E O GHE
Tracer le cadre de la zone,
Piot on the culling of the area.
WHOABER®T S

66

6007

Zone de Cultures
Farming lands

;2301

Polygone

fil 6007 pattern

6007

Pattern

Off

Supérieure & 1km* 1km
Tre# kBt L DS E
MIEEE T TR,
Tracer le cadre de [azone.
Plot on the oulline of the area.
REROMEER®RT S,

67

6008

FT—lar

Plantations
Plantations

-

Plantations
Plantations

FiEHHERROGE)

Polygone

1ili 6008 paltern

6008

Pattern

Off

Espace planté d'arbres en rangée

Supérieure a 500m * 500m.

The farmiand trees and crops at ragular in.

WARF—2, 0L ) AHMRICE SR e (BERCHD
500m*500m L L D EEHE,

Tracer le cadre de la zone.

Plot on the cutline of the area.

EHOARERRTS




70

71

72

HEe

Végétation / Vegetation /

6011

6012

6013

Bananier
Banana tree
sFF
2@ Caféier
2.2 Coffee trees
[
§ § . empn
B N
Cacaover
Cacac trees
FHFA
Teck
Teak
F—z
Riziére
Paddy field
R

Zone marécageuse
Marshy area

1w

Mangrove
Mangrove

4

Pelygone

Polygone

Polygene

Pclygone

Polygone

Polygone

Polygone

fill 6010 pattern

) £ £

fill 6011 pattemn

= w -

2 & &

& ) )
fill 8612 pattern
] ¢ ]
L)) 4 ¢

A i
fil 8012 paltern

fill G016 pattern

Pattern

Pattern

Pattern

Pattern

Pattern

Pattern

Off

Off

Off

Off

of

Off

Off

Supérievre 4 500m * 500m.

ST AN A (B ERLH)
500m*500m L D TBEE,

Tracer le cadre de la zone,

Plot on the outiine of the area.
BBONBAENRT S,

Supérieure 3 500m * 500m.
I—-E—-AEHMBIE SBER{EERLE)
SC0m*S00mEL EDFE.

Tracer la cadre de |5 zone.

Plot on the qutfine of the arez.
CEOCABERET S,

Supérieure & 500m ¢ 500m.

HAA DGR SR R EFCH)
S00m*500m 124 L O,

Tracer le cadre de la zone.

Plot an the outline of the area.
BECABERBT 5.

Suptrieure & 500m * 500m,

F—oH BB S EERLE)
500m#500m kL O REEE,

Tracer le cadre de la 20ne.

Fiot on the outling of the area.
CHOAHERRT 5,

Supérieure & 500m * 500m.
500m*500m Lk DEBH,

Tracer le cadre de la zone.
Plot on the outline of the area.

RHEOGHBERRT D

Supérieure  500m = 500m

TARGHSAIRT LRI EREL D S/

Zio®] . B/ E QR IE R ELLD M DT
500mES00m Lk DR,

Tracer le cadre de Ja zone.

Piot an the oulline of the area.
BEQOAHERETE



fi 4}

HWEHDH IR LB

Isolated Cultivation

Végétation / Vegetation /
Calture isolée

Désignation Type de
données

Palmier
Palm trec

Y

Cocotier
Coconut tree

aztuy

Bananier
Banana tree

S+ F

Caféier
Coffee trees

a2—k—

Cotonnier
Cotton trees

i

Cacaoyer
Cacao trees

AARA

Teck
Teak

Ty

Bacbab
Bacbab trees

237317

Symbole, Taille

COULEUR

K100

K100

Deétail de Représentation / R0 &40

HOTM, B, 7RG OR (MESh A LA ELY),
Allouer un symbole sur le centre.

Allocate a symbol on the center

SfORLHIIRIERE

Pas allouer dans I'aire de plantation.

Not dlocate in the Plantetion area.
FIuF—avRIzIFERL L,

Répartition naturetle

Allouer un symbole sur le centre
Allocate a symbol on the center
BREEODPOIZRIERT

Pas allouer dans l'are de plantation.
Not dlocate in the Plantation arez.
FIUF—avRIZERBLLL,

Allover un symbole sur le centre.
Alloczle asymbol on the center.

AMEEOPLIUREERY.

Pas allover dans l'aire de plantation.
Not allocate in the Plantation area.
I avRIZERELLGL

HuHns,

Allcuer un symbole sur le centre.
Allocate a symbol on the center.
SEWEOFGIIREERE,

Pas aliouer dans l'aire de plantation.
Net alioeate in the Plantation area.
FILF—LaRICERRLLL,



14

No Code Désignation gggﬁe‘ies Symboie, Taille LAYER COULEUR g:gtf Détail de Représentation / & %348
IO,
Allouer un symbole sur le centre.
Bambou NS o Allocate a symbol on the center.
84 6108 Bamboo trecs Point L..>bmm 6108 K100 On | sHsonnicnszE,
T Pas allouer dans |'aire de plantation.
Not allocate in the Plantation area.
ﬁ FILT—larNizRERLEL,
= MO,
e REDRBEDTLHBWNA, LBIZSLAML. FHIZIELDL,
E 3 Fromager T3 o Allouer un symbole sur le cenlre.
2= Fromager ; ..o mm Allacate @ symbol on the center.
B85 6109 § E = N > Point 6109 K100 On SRS GRS SRR,
‘% o Z Fasrl o Pas ailouer dans 'aire de plantation.
B WG Not allocate in the Plantation area.
EE 3% FILF—LarBITRELLL,
32= BABOH,
RSB, WERISIEALL,
Sisal *k Allover un symbole sur le centre,
Sisal . . 3.0mm Allocate a symbal on the center,
B6 6110 - Point 6110 K100 Cn SO B R B EEE.
FA R Pas allouer dans I'sre de plantation.
Not allacate in the Plantation area.
' FoLT—ianRITITERLGL,
¥+
E Utiliser 72 cartes existantes ou s données fournies par la DGC
Lo . L . Supérieure & Tkm™ 1km.
- Limite de réserve forestiére, de %arc_ nat;onalk BENLRBHLNEF—TRERA S SBHSNIT—HELH
87 g 5111 Boundary of forest reservation, National parl Polygone 6111 Green100 On | thoreilonbl t DR,
'% FHABE, Bramosm
B
b
1)
> Limites qui sont généralement utifisés uniquement pour la prise de polygone,
~— .o . . il ne serait pas utilisé pour les SIG, ta symbalisation.
o Limite Temporaire (pour Polygone) pour la Restitution Limits which are generally used only for polygon making,
gg | © 8200 Temporaly timite (for Polygon) for the Plotting Ligne 8200 CMYK O Off | #would not be used for GS. Symbeiization.
= RV ERBORER @RI BRI RO —SRUERTHY.
S PGS THIERALLL
=}
0y
-
89 6300 Polygone 6300 CMYK 0 Off

=
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No Code Désigration Jgﬁﬁeies Symbole, Taille LAYER COULEUR gr\l’ﬁtf Détail de Représentation / & 2EH
Courbe maitresse Liane
90 7101 Contour (index) (1090m) 7101 Brown100 on
& (B
lineweight 0.2mm
=1
g
-
ER Courbes normate Liane
91 7102 | 8T | Contour (Principal) 2om) 7102 Brown100 | On
£ Eg | EaR{Ean)
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The Study on Establishment of Topographic Database in Togo

Technology Transfer Program on Aerial Triangulation and Plotting

JCA Study Team
July 2012
Training Need Assessment

Purpose. This questionnaire is to understand the experiences and knowledge of counterpart
personnel before conducting Technology Transfer. The Study Team will consider its result in

formulating the contents and ways of Technology Transfer.

1 Name:  PAWV OGN Le o

2 Affiliated Organization: _MJLCM%_@ZQMLZ_KQ [ o Erwf”g*v <

3 Position:

4  Academic Degree/Major Subject:_ 1 ¢ }p o5 05/1 ::Lf/n/ﬁ{ - P 140({6 qb,-.aw € ﬁé

5 Please List Your Three Ma] r ResponSlbllitleS
fale oo ole bos jlises
O Celuste et o c)gvv oy ed gt
@ :D%P/ﬂt‘- Lan L@C‘d K\L [@aé
&) LEM%A:_ les - %E—é‘ 7/u,u e iy,
6 Please rank your knowiledge of computer?
[] Excellent # Good O Fair 1 Negligible

7  Please rank your knowledge about photogrammetric theory?
(] Excellent o Good U Fair [J Neghigible

8 Have you ever operated the photogrammetric software or equipment?
Bt Yes [0 No

If “Yes”, please answer the followings:

8.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
] LPS {Leica Photogrammetry Suite)
] Inpho (Match AT, Summit Evolution and so on)
[J Socet Set

O TmageStation

® Other ( J f
ezbvgwé.%?u&( £ r.j CLmLuZ Z e (" Z%Lm

i J SC; g

( Plevas Cc'-—xm/;ﬂ 1



The Study on Establishment of Topographic Database in Togo

8.2 What were the contents of works? Please describe them in detail including the
worked data scale (for example, 1:50,000; 1:1 000)

: e A2 gt P P I .j, (ev
neae  pols o plhede  Stode _.HM Lo
s A ; J s/, i 4 //
P L o) )
(e M,L&emf (‘Dﬁw ¢ aérm. e Lh (PQT'MQ,S)
O (?:ﬂ’r B_/} (s uale; '//wo@u

9 Have you ever created data from aerial photos or satellite images?
U Yes K No

If “Yes”, mention the Software used for that and the created data scale (level)

10 What do you wish to learn through this Project?

\ oy ’3£1 ‘ aLo f s By iﬁa /va-U‘\AJ. 8»4 Iﬂj B,

11 If you have any requests to the Study Team, feel free to describe them.

Thank You Very Much for Your Cooperation



The Study on Establishment of Topographic Database in Togo

Technology Transfer Program on Aerial Triangulation and Plotting

HCA Study Team
July 2012
Training Need Assessment

Purpose: This questionnaire is to understand the experiences and knowledge of counterpart
personnel before conducting Technology Transfer. The Study Team will consider its result in

formulating the contents and ways of Technology Transfer.

1 Name: SDDF\GNI \(.'CN\IO

2 Affiliated Organization: D.G.G.

3 DPosition: Pv’*'l\’\ Cl?ﬁl] ‘/‘;LE,Q{](’ELQY TEC%\’LCCIE:IW SL{YV{?)}DY‘ .

4  Academic Degree/Major Subject:_ = Y\QJ{ neey inTe P cyrap \’\ Y

5 Please List Your Three Major Responsibilities.
@ SMQ{: 'c,‘ﬁ He ‘TOF.:%m yhe C%‘a " e g‘f&Féel—uYE 0{: WAW 4
@ \\%‘?vw\.@,ab\@_ D"(‘ ﬁt'& S‘)rb\/df-zﬁ {‘?'.IC ;bu—‘u(iﬁl/uvb% ?lgt' cm,a,}zd‘
® ‘Rvﬁ“?‘w"'\ MIBEQ— (")E- Cj? s D&;S’ e ‘f{‘\fﬂ Ty \ QVQ\\%%' ;itwfﬁld ,

6  Please rank your knowledge of computer?
U Excellent U Goad W Fair [ Negligible

7  Please rank your knowledge about photogrammetric theory?
[J Excellent X Good U Fair [J Negligible

8 Have you ever operated the photogrammetric software or equipment?
[J Yes X No

If “Yes™, please answer the followings:

8.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
LPS (Leica Photogrammetry Suite)

Inpho (Match AT, Summit Evolution and so on)

Socet Set

(I B

ImageStation

Other ( )

-

1/2



The Study on Establishment of Topographic Database in Togo

8.2 What were the contents of works? Please describe them in detail including the
worked data scale (for example, 1:50,000; 1:1,000).

9 Have you ever created data from aerial photos or satellite images?
] Yes ® No

If “Yes™, mention the Software used for that and the created data scale (level)

10 'What do you wish to learn through this Project?

Mc\wﬁ?bk\q’rﬁ'\n b Ave (1S
MGIA'MK M\tﬁ’v‘}l I

11 If you have any requests to the Study Team, feel free to describe them.

Thank You Verv Much for Your Cooperation

b2
T
)



The Study on Establishment of Topographic Database in Togo

Technology Transfer Program on Aerial Triangulation and Plotting

JICA Study Team
July 2012
Training Need Assessment

Purpose: This questionnaire is to understand the experiences and knowledge of counterpart
personnel before conducting Technology Transfer. The Study Team will consider its result in

formulating the contents and ways of Technology Transfer.

1 Name: GOl E 0 Lt fe - fji Sq

2 Affiliated Organization: .0, o« ¢ [ que.‘n Crab ofz o (o (./'_Hﬂ !mﬁ;t'ﬂ

3  Position:

. . i 7 C.‘, . o ;
4  Academic Degree/Major Subject: Te QL\ W £ B o A })-{JM ¢ gf{ O nitt /4"’\

5  Please List Your Three Major Responsibilities.
TCwd G ' o L = g N SN
D Te o Gra ’Ofw@- <« o Dineeh o 5;,\,\{»,‘(_‘(‘{ cle ¥ ik eonu Awe.

@
@
6  Please rank your knowledge of computer?
[} Excellent O Good O Fair X Negligible

7  Please rank your knowledge about photogrammetric theory?
U Excellent [ Good O Fair 4 Negligible

8 Have you ever operated the photogrammetric software or equipment?
O Yes X No

If “Yes”. please answer the followings:

8.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
7 LPS (Leica Photogrammetry Suite)
[ Inpho (Match AT, Summit Evolution and so on)
[1 Socet Set
[] TmageStation
3 Other ( )



The Study on Establishment of Topographic Database in Togo

8.2 What were the contents of works? Please describe them in detail including the
worked data scale (for example, 1:50,000; 1:1,000).

9 Have you ever created data from aerial photos or satellite images?
O Yes b No

If “Yes™, mention the Software used for that and the created data scale (level)

10 'What do you wish to learn through this Project?

11 1f you have any requests to the Study Team, fee! free to describe them.

} ‘ a R - ‘ * “ N |
j Oilmencnd CCmanen Coa  po M s lien e aly L*xé,i
. 2 i . . . H i A s "
A /p L ’l! ‘/6: i) CLtl LA f]t ki ‘g [“’\_d Y \‘ Lo, 0 CL-.«L' ,éé‘,) i Li_ii’i o
e el pea .

Thank You Veryv Much for Your Cooperation



The Study on Establistment of Topographic Database in Togo

Technology Transfer Program en Aerial Triangulation and Plotting

JICA Study Team
July 2012

Training Need Assessment

Purpose. This questionnaire is to understand the experiences and knowledge of counterpart

personnel before conducting Technology Transfer. The Study Team will consider its result in

formulating the contents and ways of Technology Transfer.

Name: /')ﬂ %’0 o AT )/(/IJLEL')/O :
Affiliated Organization: D%et’ S 4%4,!47& A /ﬂ [M@Q Lﬁ/ Z"w [ JGFCJ

Position: TO/M fj/z,-a,//;//fu_

{ «
—
Academic Degree/Major Subject:  -ULaz adfurs, ( 1t pOgR a\;]’ﬂ;u_ﬂ \

Please List Your Three Major Responsibilities.

@ Lo w\-k(/"y‘#«- YD(CJ\ na P—MCL”G\AA_&J ’
_Cal eda Leponas
Please rank your knowledge of computer?
J Excellent [.] Good X Fair [1 Negligible

Please rank your knowledge about photogrammetric theory?
U Excellent U Good il Fair LI Negligible

8 Have you ever operated the photogrammetric software or equipment?

] Yes ¥ No

If “Yes”. please answer the followings:

8.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
7 LPS (Leica Photogrammetry Suite)
[0 Inpho (Match AT, Summit Evolution and so on)
I.] Socet Set
O ImageStation
U Other ( )

1/2



The Study on Establishment of Topographic Database in Togo

8.2 What were the contents of works? Please describe them in detail including the
worked data scale (for example, 1:50,000; 1:1,000).

9  Have you ever created data from aerial photos or satellite images?
0 Yes & No

If “Yes”, mention the Software used for that and the created data scale (level)

10  What do you wish to learn through this Project?

11 If you have any requests to the Study Team, feel free to describe them.

Thank You Very Much for Your Cooperation



The Study on Establishment of Topographic Database in Togo

Technology Transfer Program on Aerial Triangulation and Plotting

JICA Study Team
July 2012
Training Need Assessment

Purpose. This questionnaire is to understand the experiences and knowledge of counterpart
personnel before conducting Technology Transfer. The Study Team will consider its result in

formulating the contents and ways of Technology Transfer.

P -y g .
1 Name: [NV G D2RKE A ass A D

2 Affiliated Organization:

‘-(3\"9{ H‘L L

3  Position: T PO G PAPH =

4  Academic Degree/Major Subject:_ /. (' I=C R NP H I E

5 Please List Your Three Major Responsibilities. ) .
MTRAVAIL Suv le Tercauvt gvee THRESRLLITE Pour
@ ETHABRLI&SE PiENT PES PoAng DE TERAAIN.

@
6 Please rank your knowledge of computer?
[0 Excellent O Goad [J Fair [[J Negligible

7  Please rank your knowledge about photogrammetric theory?
] Excellent L] Good ¥ Fair L] Negligible

8 Have you ever operated the photogrammetric software or equipment?
[ Yes D No

It “Yes”. please answer the followings:

8.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
] LPS (Leica Photogrammetry Suite)
(1 Inpho (Match AT, Summit Evolution and so on)
[0 Socet Set
[ ImageStation
Other ( )

L1



The Study on Establishment of Topographic Database in Togo

8.2 What were the contents of works? Please describe them in detail including the
worked data scale (for example, 1:50,000; 1:1,000).

9 Have you ever created data from aerial photos or satellite images?
(] Yes M No

If “Yes”, mention the Software used for that and the created data scale (level)

10 What do you wish to learn through this Project?

11 If you have any requests to the Study Team, feel free to describe them.

Thank You Very Much for Your Cooperation

212



- The Study on Establishment of Topographic Database in Togo

Technology Transfer Program on Aerial Triangulation and Plotting

JICA Study Team
July 2012
Training Need Assessment

Purpose: This questionnaire is to understand the experiences and knowledge of counterpart
personnel before conducting Technology Transfer. The Study Team will consider its result in

formulating the contents and ways of Technology Transfer.

1 Name:  HOUEDAKOR. Anouameou

2 Affiliated Organization: G\'@M ae) O B/UUJ & wm U{ COULE %L/‘“@\E)
3  Position: (:«:Q C C)SLQ( }*@“«( M«."‘VL QS;\,U/[/
4 Academic Degree/Major Subject: (‘ (1 MCU’Q, W(mu Cv/“a/[f"p

5 Please List Yo?; Three Major Responsibilities.
O OJ‘“’rEwt\

6 Please rank your knowledge of computer?
(] Excellent ¥ Good O Fair O Negligible

7  Please rank your knowledge about photogrammetric theory?
1 Excellent M. Good T Fair [0 Negligible

8 Have you ever operated the photogrammetric software or equipment?
K Yes [] No

If “Yes”, please answer the followings:

8.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
] LPS (Leica Photogrammetry Suite)
] Inpho (Match AT, Summit Evolution and so on)
0 Socet Set

ImageStation | ~ M )
IEOther(TTLCV%A_ \GeN / M AT Rix ) BiCDMﬁ/‘

1/2



The Study on Establishment of Topographic Database in Togo

82 What were the contents of works? Please describe them in detail including the
worked data scale (for example, 1:50,000; 1:1,000).

Al o _
To }/DC??\J%/[‘*ibxﬁz- “rvaajf) Ef?% l:;”za/VL(;z é{ff 1+ 20 000

9 Have you ever created data from aerial photos or satellite images?
K Yes O No

If “Yes”, mention the Software used for that and the created data scale (1

M s h/\ﬁ[zo»- Fraewu () ﬂ yu/u Wﬁﬁ Maknﬁfﬁ/mo oov
(}Vm& ngajﬂdi h/I\.amf\, MQF ot /1/,fc Doo

10 What do you wish to learn through this Project?

| /}/c/[%’mmwo\ as M\rheg{ﬁfm = A\’?‘ﬁg};ﬂ’

L/

L Pc

11 If you have any requests to the Study Team, feel free to describe them.

M Praining o aflen 4o 9&({3

: ‘Kwaﬂ.@x“{/ﬁm rff ,c{/f B IZVAN D
L E J

Thank You Very Much for Your Cooperation

212



The Study cn Establishment of Topographic Database in Togoe

Technology Transfer Program on Aerial Triangulation and Plotting

JICA Study Team
July 2012
Training Need Assessment

Purpose: This questionnaire is to understand the experiences and knowledge of counterpart
personnel before conducting Technology Transfer. The Study Team will consider its result in

formulating the contents and ways of Technology Transfer.

1 Name: A D 0V irmon Pl wiin Jpas byl i

2 Afﬁliated Orgallimﬁon: wi [ : A . \.' Lii L) \ k) che Ao - BILE _ = . & '%)7:::" -
3 Position: o 00iint wa . . b L Dt ey e i ”
4  Academic Degree/Major Subject: R LR T L L e e
5  Please List Your Three Major Responsibﬂities. )
@ e b L L Y. ’x '{ ; R '
@ et st cehen
6  Please rank your knowlédge of computer?
[ Excellent [T Good ] Fair [1 Negligible
7  Please rank your knowledge about photogrammetric theory?
[J Excellent U Good U Fair [.J Negligible

Qo

Have you ever operated the photogrammetric software or equipment?
(] Yes 1 No

If “Yes”, please answer the followings:

8.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
1 LPS (Leica Photogrammetry Suite)
1 Inpho (Match AT, Summit Evolution and so on)
L1 Socet Set
::‘\

ImageStation
£1 Other ( )

1/2



The Study on Establishment of Topographic Database in Togo

8.2 What were the contents of works? Please describe them in detail including the
worked data scale (for example, 1:50,000; 1:1,000).

9 Have you ever created data from aerial photos or satellite images?
O Yes L1 No

H “Yes”, mention the Software used for that and the created data scale (level)

10 What do you wish to learn through this Project?

11 If you have any reguests to the Study Team, feel free to describe them.

Thank You Very Much for Your Cooperation



The Study on Establishment of Topographic Database in Togo

Technology Transfer Program on Aerial Triangulation and Plotting

JICA Study Team
July 2012
Training Need Assessment

Purpose: This questionnaire is to understand the experiences and knowledge of counterpart
personnel before conducting Technology Transfer. The Study Team will consider its result in

formulating the contents and ways of Technology Transfer.

1 Name: # , [ M AT B

- £ . 7 Iy oo . ‘.
2 Affiliated Organization: /¢~ & ¢ /tki' Gienoaedds ot b Saf - f.ir"*xfi'\{k"\“’\

3 Position:

— . \_“;J;—-_ - b ;‘—"i } f’l i !"f,"
4  Academic Degree/Major Subject: —f - f S !‘s ROFTL

S  Please List Your Three Major Responsibilities.
7 Fl

® (2 A 1’[){'5'1 o e O / ;,\‘(:I\.»\Q;‘ et dtedls L/ Lo,
@
6
6  Please rank your knowledge of computer?
[ Excellent 7 Good Fair [l Neghgible

7  Please rank your knowledge about photogrammetric theory?
[0 Excellent U Good O Fair % Negligible

8 Have you ever operated the photogrammetric software or equipment?
(3 Yes & No

If “Yes”, please answer the followings:

8.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
0 LPS (Leica Photogrammetry Suite)
L1 Inpho (Match AT, Summit Evolution and so on}
[] Socet Set
[l ImageStation
L Other ( )

1/2

T4,

To



The Study on Establishment of Topographic Database in Togo

8.2 What were the contents of works? Please describe them in detail including the
worked data scale (for example, 1:50,000; 1:1,000),

9  Have you ever created data from aerial photos or satellite images?
O Yes No

If “Yes”, mention the Software used for that and the created data scale (level)

10 What do you wish to learn through this Project?

o
I

11 TIf you have any requests to the Study Team, feel free to describe them.

M/l Fﬁi &L&@mﬁ b’\Q.un }' E&mo-u, 14 ‘jﬁﬂ’ /U’v
. ?,_ Q{jﬁj&p aﬂ:w 'Y\/‘A

\J

Thank You Very Much for Your Cooperation



The Study on Establishment of Topographic Database in Togo

Technology Transfer Program on Aerial Triangulation and Plotting

JICA Study Team
July 2012
Training Need Assessment

Purpose: This questionnaire is to understand the experiences and knowledge of counterpart
personnel before conducting Technology Transfer. The Study Team will consider its result in

formulating the contents and ways of Technology Transfer.

1 Name: _MhmSSet LT NG Q\fm awd )

. . . - e N .. o AT A
2 Affiliated Organization:__*— T¢7h 060" i1 o ANV LS SR N i\a' AUARE
3 Position: _ LJ“”,L R LN
4  Academic Degree/Major Subject: ',‘.'"'»f_ o w2y o i \NTChpmi ’L‘/

5  Please List Your Three Major Responsibilities.
O Crerinede Jla SPhce pefrmwm , o
@ Tark LD') a\y g 5\{ xurr SQ\M:;L'\M MR oj ey ?\‘\K\"\ij

@
6 Please rank your knowledge of computer?
] Excellent ] Good M Fair I} Neghgible

7  Please rank your knowledge about photogrammetric theory?
] Excellent M Good 0 Fair A Negligible

8 Have you ever operated the photogrammetric software or equipment?
] Yes ¥l No

If “Yes™, please answer the followings:

8.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
[J LPS (Leica Photogrammetry Suite)
O Inpho (Match AT, Summit Evolution and so on)
[ Socet Set
[J TmageStation
[ Other ( )
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8.2 What were the contents of works? Please describe them in detail including the
worked data scale (for example, 1:50,000; 1:1,000).

9 Have you ever created data from aerial photos or satellite images?
L VYes Xl No

If “Yes”, mention the Software used for that and the created data scale (level)

10 'What do you wish to learn through this Project?

11 If you have any requests to the Study Team, feel free to describe them.

Thank You Very Much for Your Cooperation

Y 7//—_— )?
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The Study on Establishment of Topographic Database in Togo

Technology Transfer Program on Editing, Symbolization, Structuralization

JICA Study Team
July 2012
Training Need Assessment

Purpose: This questionnaire is to understand the experiences and knowledge of counterpart
personnel before conducting Technology Transfer. The Study Team will consider its result in

formulating the contents and ways of Technology Transfer.

1 Name: P ALy JK Yat 2%

2 Affiliated Organization:___ |5, . . . / T T A A /),, 4o
I sy o

3 Have you ever operated the CAD software?
Yes b No

If “Yes”, please answer the followings:

3.1 What Kkind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
Auto CAD {(Autodesk)
O Microstation {Bentley)
O Other ( )

4 Have you ever operated the Symbolization software?
[0 Yes K] No

If “Yes”, please answer fhe followings:

4.1 What kind of Symbolization software or equipment have you operated?
[0 Ilustrator (Adobe)
1 Other ( )

5 Have you ever operated the GIS software?
Yes 0 No

If “Yes”, please answer the followings:

5.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
0 Arc GIS (ESRD
Maplnfo (Pitney Bowes)
[ Quantam GIS (Free Scftware)
O Other ( )

1/2
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What do you wish to learn through the training for Editing, Symbolization,
Structuralization (Ex: Focus theory, Focus Basic operation, Focus Software

Manipulation, etc)?

. / . P J qo i T |
A R A A B | L b vl

7  Ifyou have any requests to the Study Team, feel free to describe them.

Thank You Very Much for Your Cooperation

212



The Study on Establishment of Topographic Database in Togo

Technology Transfer Program on Editing, Symbolization, Structuralization

JICA Study Team
July 2012
Training Need Assessment

Purpose. This questionnaire is to understand the experiences and knowledge of counterpart
personnel before conducting Technology Transfer. The Study Team will consider its result in

formulating the contents and ways of Technology Transfer.

1 Name: %OD/SIGINI Yawo

‘ i sy F .
2 Affiliated Organization: N.6.C. DH’@CHUM Gtene'mlt de I.a Cm‘(‘rn}mp)ue

3 Have you ever operated the CAD software?
O Yes 4 No

If “Yes”, please answer the followings:

3.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
0 Auto CAD (Autodesk)
Microstation (Bentley)
O Other ( )

4 Have you ever operated the Symbelization software?
U Yes M No

If “Yes”. please answer the followings:

4.1 What kind of Symbeolization software or equipment have you operated?
O MNlustrator (Adobe)
[1 Other ( )

5 Have you ever operated the GIS software?
i1 Yes ® No

If “Yes”, please answer the followings:

5.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
O Arc GIS (ESRD
1 Maplnfo (Pitney Bowes)
1 Quantam GIS (Free Software)
[ Other ( )

172
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6 What do you wish to learn through the training for Editing, Symbelization,
Structuralization (Ex: Focus theory, Focus Basic operation, Focus Software

Manipulation, etc)?

T wigh bte learwv Hivouch Waie }\”CUV‘J‘-’@~ Focws H}LQD’V‘»{‘ 4
Fecew Busle os\oeﬁmh‘cw avd  Fecu g §’~orﬂ‘u¢f«\”€ HWH"‘M\
: ~

./mi—ii\ 1| 1

7 If you have any requests to the Study Team, feel free to describe them.

Beeauae ‘ﬁx& Mg CF‘ Hoo J’Vrtiwf% A< st
T W“tﬁq . fb: /Fﬂﬁb\/\/\. a\,t:e‘ m-LawrFM).q'tgz, A“((‘L (ALY \./(/‘nf 6’@4&{};

z

Thank You Very Much for Your Cooperation

2/2



The Study on Establishment of Topographic Database in Togo

Technology Transfer Program on Editing, Symbolization, Structuralization

JICA Study Team
Juby 2012
Training Need Assessment

Purpose: This questionnaire is to understand the experiences and knowledge of counterpart
personnel before conducting Technology Transfer. The Study Team will consider its result in

formulating the contents and ways of Technology Transfer.

- - - »
1 Name: QUEGRU E l\it,ue,cfe.- 65'_*?9@

2 Affiliated Organization: i\ e e 2y f}f e\’IAPﬁflﬁ{f 2 ole 1< a Candc %\ﬂ Fﬁ—q,{’. y

3 Have you ever operated the CAD software?
O Yes R No

If “Yes”, please answer the followings:

3.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
0 Auto CAD (Autodesk)
O Microstation (Bentley)
[0 Other( )

4 Have you ever operated the Symbolization software?
O Yes No

If “Yes”, please answer the followings:

4.1 What kind of Symbolization software or equipment have you operated?
O Ilustrator (Adobe)
[ Other ( )

5 Have you ever operated the GIS software?
U Yes B No

If “Yes”, please answer the followings:

5.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
0 Arc GIS (ESRD
O Maplnfo (Pitney Bowes)
O Quantam GIS (Free Software}
O Other ( )

1/2
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6 What do you wish to learn through the training for Editing, Symbolization,
Structuralization (Ex: Focus theory, Focus Basic operation, Focus Software

Manipulation, etc)?

b €0 pencon

oco _(_ t/.-,"i oMy v l’L Caih
o)

7 Ifyou have any requests to the Study Team, feel free to describe them.

Thank You Very Much for Your Cooperation
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{\ The Study on Establishment of Topographic Database in Togo

Technology Transfer Program on Editing, Symbolization, Structuralization

JICA Study Team
July 2012
Training Need Assessment

Purpose: This questionnaire is to understand the experiences and knowledge of counterpart
personnel before conducting Technology Transfer. The Study Team will consider its result in

formulating the contents and ways of Technology Transfer.

1 Name: __A L300 4T M/L/L,&’{j 2

2 Affiliated Organization: AJ,:@(% él-éwmﬂjt A/ [q/’/'&j/"w

3 Have you ever operated the CAD software?
¥l Yes 1 No

If “Yes”, please answer the followings:

3.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
M Auto CAD (Autodesk)
C] Microstation (Bentley)
O Other ( )

4 Have you ever operated the Symbolization software?
T Yes X No

If “Yes”. please answer the followings:

4.1 What kind of Symbolization software or equipment have you operated?
[] Tlustrator (Adobe)
[0 Other ( )

5 Have you ever operated the GIS software?
(] Yes ¥ No

If “Yes™, please answer the followings:

5.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
O Arc GIS (ESRD
1 MapInfo (Pitney Bowes)
[J Quantam GIS (Free Software)
[1 Other ( )

1/2
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6 What do you wish to learn through the trairing for Editing, Symbelization,
Structuralization (Ex: Focus theory, Focus Basic operation, Focus Software
Manipulation, etc)?

W/‘M—C Wﬁ(ﬁ\;é)(. J-\::m

7  If you have any requests to the Study Team, feel free to describe them.

Thank You Very Much for Your Cooperation

212
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The Study on Establishment of Topographic Database in Togo

Technology Transfer Program on Editing, Symbolization, Structuralization

JICA Study Team
July 2012
Training Need Assessment

Purpose: This questionnaire is to understand the experiences and knowledge of counterpart
personnel before conducting Technology Transfer. The Study Team will consider its result in

formulating the contents and ways of Technology Transfer.

1 Name: /“\ RN N N H:-& A AN L
1 b = f /
2 Affiliated Organization: Lh T {{,c“‘rﬁ / £ A w/:l ol (mf u .7 e l.}(” ,L(

)

3 Have you ever operated the CAD software?
O Yes No

If “Yes”_ please answer the followings:

3.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
O Auto CAD (Autodesk)
O Microstation (Bentley)
[0 Other ( )

4 Have you ever operated the Symbolization software?
O Yes No

If “Yes”, please answer the followings:

4.1 What kind of Symbolization software or equipment have you operated?
O Illustrator (Adobe)
1 Other ( )

5 Have youn ever operated the GIS software?
LI Yes No

If “Yes”, please answer the followings:

5.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
(0 Arc GIS (ESRD)
0 Maplnfo (Pitney Bowes)
0 Quantam GIS (Free Software)
O Other ( )

1/2
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6 What do you wish to learn through the training for Editing, Symbolization,
Structuralization (Ex: Focus theory, Focus Basic operation, Focus Software
Manipulation, etc)?

7 I you have any requests to the Study Team, feel free to describe them.

Thank You Very Much for Your Cooperation

2/2



The Study on Establishment of Topographic Database in Togo

Technology Transfer Program on Editing, Symbolization, Structuralization

JICA Study Team
July 2012
Training Need Assessment

Purpose: This questionnaire is to understand the experiences and knowledge of counterpart
personnel before conducting Technology Transfer. The Study Team will consider its result in

formulating the contents and ways of Technology Transfer.

1 Name: HOUEDNAKoR A et mew M crce

2 Affiliated Organization: D & C ( GWLG{,D Mz(}"‘" % C&hibﬁ“‘"\f o ?9‘: SB
J {

3 Have you ever operated the CAD software?
& Yes O No

If *“Yes”. please answer the followings:

3.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
M Auto CAD (Autodesk)
] Microstation (Bentley)

i Other (Ma\f ’V\—éﬂ . GL‘) U'()LCLI;)> )

4 Have you ever operated the Symbolization software?
O Yes ® No

It *“Yes™, please answer the followings:

4.1 What kind of Symbolization software or equipment have you operated?
[0 Ilustrator (Adobe)
(] Other ( )

5 Have you ever operated the GIS software?
R Yes 1 No

If “Yes”. please answer the foliowings:

5.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
O Arc GIS (ESRI)
™ Maplnfo (Pitney Bowes)
(1 Quantam GIS (Free Software)
(7 Other ( )

1/2
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6 What do you wish to learn through the training for Editing, Symbolization,
Structuralization (Ex: Focus theory, Focus Basic operation, Focus Software

Manipulation, ete)?

F@CLM /PC/()/A{' (AICAL MQMAD/‘MA,OJL;«'L

7  If you have any requests to the Study Team, feel free to describe them.

B ot Domws ol e
ol M B e et et

A@mu; AAD AALDE Mﬁ‘df}ppxr%

LA S

Thank You Very Much for Your Cooperation

k.



The Study on Establishment of Topographic Database in Togo

Technology Transfer Program on Editing, Symbeolization, Structuralization

JICA Study Team
July 2012
Training Need Assessment

Purpose. This questionnaire is to understand the experiences and knowledge of counterpart
personnel before conducting Technology Transfer. The Study Team will consider its result in

formulating the contents and ways of Technology Transfer.

1 Name: 7 &V E *\/&\) L ci;i ibou

2 Affliated Organization:

3 Have you ever operated the CAD software?
/ﬂ Yes 0 No

If “Yes”, please answer the followings:

3.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
EKAuto CAD (Autodesk)
] Microstation (Bentley)
1 Other { )

4 Have you ever operated the Symbolization software?
U Yes E/No

If *Yes”, please answer the followings:

4.1 What kind of Symbolization software or equipment have you operated?
O Illustrator (Adobe)
[0 Other ( )

5 Have you ever operated the GIS software?
[ Yes E\ No

If “Yes”, please answer the followings:

5.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
O Arc GIS (ESRD
0 Maplnfo (Pitney Bowes)
O Quantam GIS (Free Software)
O Other ( )

1/2
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6 What do you wish to learn through the training for Editing, Symbolization,
Structuralization (Ex: Focus theory, Focus Basic operation, Focus Software
Manipulation, etc)?

7 If you have any requests to the Study Team, feel free to describe them.

Thank You Very Much for Your Cooperation

212



The Study on Establishment of Topographic Database in Togo

Technology Transfer Program on Editing, Symbolization, Structuralization

JICA Study Team
July 2012
Training Need Assessment

Purpose: This questionnaire is to understand the experiences and knowledge of counterpart
personnel before conducting Technology Transfer. The Study Team will consider its result in

formulating the contents and ways of Technology Transfer.

1 Name: "’f\ +

2 Affiliated Organization:{ ¢\ L:'-é‘.\\ ': i"'il\"fbul ot al Do e

3 Have you ever operated the CAD software?
L] Yes ] No

If “Yes™, please answer the followings:

3.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
O Auto CAD (Autodesk)
[0 Microstation (Bentley)
(7 Other ( )

4 Have you ever operated the Symbolization software?
L1 Yes No

If “Yes™, please answer the followings:

4.1 What kind of Symbolization software or equipment have you operated?
[} Ilustrator (Adobe)
(] Other ( }

5 Have you ever operated the GIS software?
[1 Yes No

If “Yes”, please answer the followings:

5.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
O Arc GIS (ESRD
] Maplnfo (Pitney Bowes)
[0 Quantam GIS (Free Software)
1 Other ( )

1/2
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6 What do you wish to learn through the training for Editing, Symbolization,
Structuralization (Ex: Focus theory, Focus Basic operation, Focus Software
Manipulation, etc)?

¥ o 7'., ‘-; . o o e _‘& 7 I [ o ( . B i_ .
.” '{ ¢ [’J_ NG N B T TN { T A A

7 If you have any requests to the Study Team, feel free to describe them.

Thank You Very Much for Your Cooperation
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The Study on Establishment of Topographic Database in Togo

Technology Transfer Program on Editing, Symbolization, Structuralization

JICA Study Team
July 2012
Training Need Assessment

Purpose: This questionnaire is to understand the experiences and knowledge of counterpart
personnel before conducting Technology Transfer. The Study Team will consider its result in

formulating the contents and ways of Technology Transfer.

i Namee ADJTOH  Mewwumc

2 Affiliated Organization: Dac (IQELQL@g DAnec li o Ob/q/ 561"&(—0 Sixa/(,c\ﬁ )

3 Have you ever operated the CAD software?
U Yes M No

I “Yes™, please answer the followings:

3.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
O Auto CAD (Autodesk)
Microstation {Bentley)
[ Other ( )

4 Have you ever operated the Symbolization software?
[J Yes M No

If “Yes™, please answer the followings:

4.1 What kind of Symbolization software or equipment have you operated?
O Hlustrator (Adobe)
1 Other ( )

5 Have you ever operated the GIS software?
[l Yes X No

If “Yes”, please answer the followings:

5.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
0 Arc GIS (ESRI)
J Maplnfo (Pitney Bowes)
0 Quantam GIS (Free Software)
[0 Other ( )

1/2
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6 What do you wish to learn through the training for Editing, Symbolization,
Structuralization (Ex: Focus theory, Focus Basic operation, Focus Software
Manipulation, etc)?

7 am// /;, gmm @éouz (Pﬁjefaz.{/%:},nq
d_

7  Ifyou have any requests to the Study Team, feel free to describe them.

Thank You Very Much for Your Cooperation
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The Study on Establ!ishment of Topographic Database in Togo

Technology Transfer Program on Editing, Symbolization, Structuralization

JICA Study Team
July 2012
Training Need Assessment

Purpose: This questionnaire is to understand the experiences and knowledge of counterpart
personnel before conducting Technology Transfer. The Study Team will counsider its result in

formulating the contents and ways of Technology Transfer.

1 Name: ’**” > ‘\15‘» it SRR SR VTR W0 LAY GG
2 Affiliated Organization: . "< ;.0 o e done Ao |

3 Have you ever operated the CAD software?
N Yes J No

If “Yes”. please answer the followings:

3.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
% Auto CAD {Autodesk)
U Microstation (Bentley)
O Other ( )

4 Have you ever operated the Symbolization software?
O Yes N, No

If “Yes”. please answer the followings:

4.1 What kind of Symbolization software or equipment have you operated?
U IHustrator (Adobe)
O Other ( )

5 Have you ever operated the GIS software?
M Yes U No

If “Yes™, please answer the followings:

5.1 What kind of photogrammetric software or equipment have you operated?
(3. Arc GIS (ESRD)
O Maplnfo (Pitney Bowes)
[ Quantam GIS (Free Software)
O Other )

1/2
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6 What do you wish to learn through the training for Editing, Symbolization,

Structuralization (Ex: Focus theory, Focus Basic operation, Focus Software
Manipulation, etc)?

I\';- U\n\\()za ): m»\,UwQﬂ tu\\ e Ut s ven =y .‘}”uy\y.\/
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If you have any requests to the Study Team, feel free to describe them.

Thank You Very Much for Your Cooperation
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Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer Evaluated work Photo Conrtol Survey
Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year | Month| Day Year [Month| Day
Duration of the 2011| 12 1 2011 12 5 Final evaluation 2011 12
technology transfer
Name PAKOUN Léma Level 2
Affiliation DGC | Title [Chef de Photogrammetrie Evaluated by Nobuhiro SATA
Evaluation of the works and processes
Description of the work |Evaluation item Criterion Extent of achievement
1 |Did the C/P file all the results? 100%
S 2 |Did the C/P file all the results correctly? 100%
Filing of the results of Filing of the Was the decision of the C/P on the accuracy of the
. results of 3 100%
observation . results correct?
observation
4
Special point addition/deduction Evaluation by the evaluator
Criterion 1
Criterion 2
Criterion 3
Criterion 4

<Overall evaluation>

All participated C/P understood necessity of guaranty of quality and was able to create Quality Control Table from the result of
Summary comment exercise.
Also they understood closs-check method that agreement of supervisor is necessary on the Quality Control Table final

Practice for managing of Quality Control preparation and filing Quality Control Table with agreement of supervisor after every

Expectation to DGC work will be required continuously in the future.

Appendix_8-1



Appendix - 9

Evaluation Report
for Technology Transfer
of Indoor Operation

(Aerial Triangulation)



Objectives and evaluation of the technology transfer in aerial triangulation (AT)

Points to be noted

Understanding of the work, manipulation of devices, identification of target object in the field and filing of the results

Technical level of the C/P

Experience in the work concerned

None

Computer literacy level

Microsoft Word, Excel, etc.

Evaluation Evaluate one of the participants who is considered to have an average skills
1D BRI LCIUG Objective Level of Indicator Criteria for the evaluation Means of verification
work the C/P
_ ) _ N _ _ -Can the C/P formulate a project and establish various conditions Implementation of a test
. Basic manipulation of the digital The C/P can manipulate it |completely? o .
Appendix_9-1 hotogrammetric system independentl Canthe C/Pi hed i d | poi Iy? Qualitative evaluation by
s of photog 3% p y. an the import the data on images and control points correctly?| o ¢ 4o Study Team
asics o
photogrammetry +Can the C/P search, select and display required images promptly?
system The C/P can manipulate it +Can the C{P display images on the screen in a way appropriate for ||mplementation of a test
Appendix_9-2 Basic processing of satellite images i dependentl P the processing to be performed. Qualitative evaluation by
Independently. -Can the C/P correct the tone and brightness of images? members of the Study Team
+ Has the C/P understood the theory on pass points?
+ Has the C/P understood where to find an appropriate location to
observe a pass point?
+ Has the C/P been able to observe control points accurately using )
The C/P can complete the description of control points, etc.? Implementation of a test
Appendix_9-3 2|aerial triangulation of & | . |5 the C/P understood what was a residual of pass/control points |Qualitative evaluation by
model independently. or a tolerance of the residual? members of the Study Team
+ Has the C/P been able to find problems in the observation results
) and correct them? Has the C/P been able to identify the causes of the
Aerial Basic manipulation of the AT problems?
triangulation - -
(AT) software + Has the C/P understood the theory on pass/tie points?
+ Has the C/P understood where to locate an appropriate location to
observe a pass/tie point?
+ Has the C/P be able to observe control points accurately using the .
The C/P can complete description of control points, etc.? Implementation of a test
Appendix_9-4 2|aerial triangulation of a + Has the C/P understood what was a residual of pass/tie/control Qualitative evaluation by
block independently. points or a tolerance of the residual? members of the Study Team
+ Has the C/P be able to find problems in the observation results and
correct them? Was s/he able to identify the causes of the problems?
k-)Has the C/P urlderstood the description of the results of AT created Evaluation of the
Appendix 9-5 Filing of the Confirmation and understanding of The C/P can prepare a Y the software? . . . completeness of the accuracy
PP - result of AT the results of AT report independently. Can the_ C/P extract what is required for the preparation of a report control table prepared by the
for a project from AT results and prepare the report. C/P using a form




Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer Evaluated work Aerial triangulation (AT)

Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year | Month| Day Year | Month Day First evaluation 2012 7 10
Duration of the 2012 7 of T | 2013 s 24 Second evaluation 2012 7 25
technology transfer
Name SODAGNI Yawo Level 2 Final evaluation 2013 5 24
Affiliation  [DGC | Title | Evaluated by Akira Ota
Evaluation of the works/processes
Description of the Item fgr Criterion First evaluation Second evaluation Final evaluation ExFent of
work evaluation achieveme
The C/P cannot formulate a project The C/P is able to implement
ect f lati without referring to the manual or asking |the entire process from the 0
1 |Project formulation members of the Study Team questions. booting of the software 100%
without problems.
The C/P has not understood the While the C/P is able to The C/P fully understood the
Configuration of a configuration items of an analog camera or configure the cameras and | difference of setting between
) Understanding camera file the difference between analog and digital |coordinate systems that s/he | camera types, coordinate systems
Basics of _ of the basics of 2 Configuration of a cameras. has used before with ease,  (ellipsoid, projection, geoid 100%
photogrammetric - ; The C/P has not understood individual s/he sometimes fails to model).
photogrammetric coordinate system .
system components of the coordinate system, such understand how to do new
system L N . . .
as ellinsoids, projection, and mean se¢ confiqurations
Import of various tvpes The C/P sometimes does not recognized | The C/P is able to do the
3 of (F:iJata yP files saved in the memory device. work without problems. 100%
Creation of pyramid | The C/P has fully understood the subjects.
4 |images 100%
Interior orientation
Special point addition/deduction Evaluation by the evaluator
Criterion 1 The C/P has repeated the practice with her/his own initiative and been able to manipulate the system smoothly without referring to the manual.
Criterion 2 The C/P can import the data of principal points of films and images with different rotation angles.
Criterion 3
Criterion 4

<Overall evaluation>

The C/P understood the difference of parameter setting and manipulation depend on the difference of Analogue camera, Digital camera, Satellite
censor and conditions such as Existing/New, by country/by zone depend on coordinate system (ellipsoid, projection, geoid).

DGC has no calibration information about Existing aerial photos, therefore when DGC carry out AT with their old aerial photos, calibration data
must be required IGN France.

General comment

Expectation to DGC

Appendix_9-1



Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer Evaluated work Aerial triangulation (AT)
Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year | Month| Day Year [ Month Day First evaluation 2012 7 11
Duration of the 2012 7 of ~ 2012 97
technology
Name SODAGNI Yawo Level 2 Final evaluation 2012 7 26
Affiliation DGC | Title | Evaluated by Akira Ota
Evaluation of the works and processes
Description of Evaluation item Criterion First evaluation Second evaluation Final evaluation E>.<tent of
the work achievement
. The C/P has fully understood the
1 Sfearch, sel_ectlon and  [process. 100%
display of images
. . . . The C/P has fully understood the
Basics of Basic 5 Selection of a display  [process. 100%
photogrammetric |processing of screen 0
system satellite images
The C/P changes contrast and
Correction of tone, etc. |brightness of images too much in
3 of images many cases. S/he is still not able 100%
to make minute change of those
factare

Special point addition/deduction Evaluation by the evaluator

Criterion 1

Criterion 2

Criterion 3 The C/P can modify an image to be appropriate for search of a target area and observation of tie points, etc.

Efficiency and speed of GCP observation were much improved than the last time.

<Overall evaluation>

Summary comment C/P's understanding of the subjects was excellent..

Detection of correlated point between several images showed more great improvement than the last time however continuous

Expectation to DGC L .
P training is necessary in the future.

Appendix_9-2



Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer Evaluated work Aerial triangulation (AT)
Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year |Month[ Day Year [Month| Day First evaluation 2012 7 17
Duration of the 2012| 7| 17| T | 2013 s 17 Second evaluation 2012 7 27
technology transfer
Name SODAGNI Yawo Level Final evaluation 2013 5 17
Affiliation  |DGC | Title | Evaluated by Akira Ota
Evaluation of the works and processes
. . Extent of
Evaluation _— . . . . . .
Desc“\?\}(‘)?ﬁ of the itemn Criterion First evaluation Second evaluation Final evaluation achievem
ent
Theory on pass
. Y P The_ C/P does not und_e rsta_nd th_e The C/P has fully understood the
1 points and control definitions of pass point, tie point theory 100%
points or control point. '
It takes long to locate the same Continuous training is necessary to
Observation of pass |The C/P often uses inappropriate  point on different images. Improve de_tectlon of correlated point
2 . . o . between 2 images. However C/P 80%
points observation positions. The C/P fails to observe all the .
Basics of the oints understood the difference between manual
software for P ’ detection and automatic one.
Basics Of aeria| aeria| It takes Iong to locate the same The skill O_T detection of corresp.on_dlng
triangulation . . Observation of The C/P makes observation errors  point on different images. place and images by GCP description
triangulation 3 . . showed great progress, however 80%
. control points and data entry errors, The C/P fails to observe all the . e
(single model) oints continuous training is necessary to
P : improve the speed
4 Understanding of The C/P has understood the The C/P had the availability to detect 100%
control point residual definition residuals of GCP from error report. 0
Inspection for and The C/P has understood the The C/P had the availability to detect error
5 . " definition and modify such as re-observation by 100%
correction of errors referring error report.
Special point addition/deduction Evaluation by the evaluator
Criterion 2 The C/P is able to find observation positions for efficient tie point observation.
Criterion 3 Efficiency and speed of GCP observation were much improved than the last time.
<Overall evaluation>
Summary comment Detection of correlated point between several images showed more great improvement than the last time however continuous training is
y necessary in the future.
Expectation to DGC The skill of GCP observation will be required to improve continuously in the next exercise.
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Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer

Evaluated work

Aerial triangulation (AT)

Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year | Month| Day Year Month Day First evaluation 2013 20
Duration of the ~
2013 5 20 2013 5 30
technology transfer
Name SODAGNI Yawo Level 2 Final evaluation 2013 30
Affiliation DGC | Title | Evaluated by Akira Ota
Evaluation of the works and processes
Description of the Evaluation item Criterion First evaluation Final evaluation E>_(tent of
work achievement
. . . The C/P understood efficient allocation
0,
Basics of th 1 [Theory on pass pointsftie points between flight courses in manual observation. 100%
asics of the
software for . . . The C/P understood parameters in the
aerial 2 Ob,servatlon of pass pomts/tle automatic observation and results from each 100%
triangulation points parameter.
Basics of aerial . g ) ] } -
triangulation (single block: 3 |Observation of control points Observation speed reached enough level. 100%
multiple -
models 4 Understanding of the control The C/P has already understood in the previous 100%
o int residuals exercise. 0
multiple poin
courses) . Understanding difference of tolerance between The C/P understood the difference
5 Inspection of data for errors and different censors, different flight heights is not of tolerance for block adjustment inf 100%

correction of errors

enough.

each case of flight condition.

Special point addition/deduction

Evaluation by the evaluator

Criterion 1 The C/P had availability to set effectively direction of images depends on flight courses for both analogue and digital aerial photos.
Criterion 2 The C/P understood adequate number of passpoint and tiepoint in case of automatic observation.
Criterion 3 The C/P understood property of ALOS images.

<Overall evaluation>

Summary comment

The C/P understood basic theory, manipulation and evaluation about Aerial Triangulation then had acceptable result even in another censor
Also they had the availability of applicable manipulation with the result of Aerial Triangulation such as DEM generation and Orthophoto
creation.

Expectation to DGC

In preparation for project of Aerial Triangulation using a large amount of images, exercise will be tried continuously in ever-increasing volume ot
block (images, courses, etc).
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Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer Evaluated work Aerial triangulation (AT)
Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year | Month| Day Year [Month| Day
Duration of the 2013 s| 30| 2013| 6 3 Final evaluation 2013 6
technology transfer
Name SODAGNI Yawo Level 2
Affiliation DGC | Title | Evaluated by Akira Ota
Evaluation of the works and processes
Description of the work |Evaluation item Criterion Extent of achievement
. . 1 |Did the C/P file all the results? 100%
Confirmation
and 2 |Did the C/P file all the results correctly? 100%
Filing of the results of understanding Was the decision of the C/P on the accuracy of the
R . 3 100%
aerial triangulation of the results of results correct?
aerial 4
triangulation
Special point addition/deduction Evaluation by the evaluator
Criterion 1
Criterion 2
Criterion 3
Criterion 4

<Overall evaluation>

All participated C/P understood necessity of guaranty of quality and was able to create Quality Control Table from the result of
Summary comment exercise.
Also they understood closs-check method that agreement of supervisor is necessary on the Quality Control Table finally.

Practice for managing of Quality Control preparation and filing Quality Control Table with agreement of supervisor after every

Expectation to DGC work will be required continuously in the future.
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Appendix - 10

Evaluation Report
for Technology Transfer
of Indoor Operation
(Digital Plotting)



Objectives and evaluation of the technology transfer in digital plotting

Points to be noted

Understanding of the work, manipulation of devices, identification of target object in the field and filing of the results

Technical level of the C/P

Experience in the work concerned

None

Computer literacy level

Microsoft Word, Excel, etc.

Evaluation

Evaluate one of the participants who is con

sidered to have an average skills

Appendix_10-2

1D DeseSEEn Erie Objective CaIGf Indicator Criteria for the evaluation Means of verification
work the C/P
+ Is the C/P able to perform stereoscopic viewing and set a measuring mark at the appropriate
Basic manipulation of the digital The C/P can manioulate it elevation? Implementation of a test
Appendix_10-1 photogrammetric system (understanding of ind dontl p + Does the C/P recognize the difference between LPS files, Pro600 files and MicroStation files?  [Qualitative evaluation by members of the

the plotting part) Independently. + Can the C/P create Pro600 project files and configure various parameters for the creation of files|Study Team

Basics of correctly?

photogrammetric

system

Basic manipulation of the CAD software.

The C/P can manipulate it
independently.

+ Can the C/P select a code appropriate for an object which is to be acquired and preform drawing
smoothly?

+ Does the C/P understand how to use functions, such as distance measurement, snap and UNDO
functions, to improve the efficiency of the work.

+ Can the C/P move planes and elevation smoothly?

Implementation of a test
Qualitative evaluation by members of the
Study Team

Appendix_10-3

Appendix_10-4

map specifications

Understanding of the

Understanding of map symbols

Evaluation of the results of]
the OJT

+Does the C/P acquire features with the understanding of the code numbers of measure features?
+Does the C/P understand the acquisition standards provided in the map specifications?

+Does the PC understand code-specific data acquisition methods with the CAD software (dual
lines, single lines, rotation of symbols and spot heights/contour line)?

Understanding of acquisition methods
specific to individual map scales

Evaluation of the OJT
(two map sheets)
Evaluation by inspection
of printed maps

+Is the number of points composing a shape of a linear object appropriate for a 1/50,000-scale map?
(Is it too many/too few?)

+Has the C/P acquired a feature which is below the standards provided in the map specifications?
+Does the C/P understand "thinning" of buildings, etc.?

Implementation of a test
Qualitative evaluation by members of the
Study Team

Implementation of a test
Qualitative evaluation by members of the
Study Team

Appendix_10-5

Understanding of planimetric feature
plotting

Evaluation of the OJT

+Does the C/P understand the order of works in digital plotting?

+Can the C/P acquire planimetric features which require interpretation (such as classes of roads and
vegetation)?

+Does the C/P follow the feature-specific acquisition standards?

(two map sheets)
Evaluation by comparison

+ Has the C/P mastered contour mapping of bare land?
« Can the C/P represent shapes of mountain ridges and valleys appropriately?

Scoring with the comparison with the
model data

) Digital plotting ) ) with sample data - Can the C/P acquire contour lines at a point interval appropriate for a 1/50,000-scale map?
Appendix_10-6 Understanding of contour plotting 1 - Is the consistency between contour lines and spot heights maintained?
+ Has the C/P understood the contour plotting of an area covered with trees, etc.?
+ Can the C/P perform digital plotting for data updating at a hypothetical location requiring update i
. . The C/P can manipulate it P gatp 9 P 9 vp q 9up Implgme_zntatlon of_atest
Appendix_10-7 Data updating . Qualitative evaluation by members of the
independently.
Study Team
Evaluation of the required +Has the C/P described basic issues required for digital mapping in the manual?
d:sc?i tlion items ianI +Has the C/P compiled the manual at the level which a person without experience in digital plotting|Evaluation of the manual with the results o
Appendix_10-8 [Work Manual Preparation of a Work Manual P can comprehend? the questionnaire survey with third party

accordance with the
technical level of the C/P

persons




Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer Evaluated work Digital plotting
Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year | Month | Day Year | Month Day First evaluation 2012 7 9
Duration of the |, 71 9o 7 2013 5 17 Second evaluation 2012 7 13
technology
Name KPODZRO Kwami Valentin level 1 Final evaluation 2013 5 17
Affiliation DGC [ Title | Evaluated by Takashi Kogure
Evaluation of the works/processes
Description of Item fgr Criterion First evaluation Second evaluation Final evaluation E>.<tent of
the work evaluation achievement
. It takes ca. one minute to set  The C/P is able to set the cursor at a | The C/P had availability of
The C/P |s_abI!3 to_perform the cursor at a position. The  position within a few seconds. The implementation with good speed
1 [stereoscopic viewing and set|c/p often sets it below the  C/P is also able to set the cursor with and accuracy after review 100%
the cursor at a correct ground surface at certain type a margin of error of elevation ofca. |exercise of the last training.
) position on a stereo image.  |of places. 5m.
Basic
Basics of manipulation of . . Explanation of the outline was The C/P understood relations
photogrammetric |digital Understanding of various provided (the technology transfer of between varieties of software,
system photogrammetric 2 |LSP, Pro600 and the subject scheduled for the second files and they had availability of [100%
system MicroStation files part in 2013) opening software and file
webas th L,
Explanation of the outline was The C/P had availabity of file
Creation and configuration provided (the technology transfer of setting and file creation.
3 i ; the subject scheduled for the second 100%
of a Pro600 project file J
part in 2013)
Special point addition/deduction Evaluation by the evaluator
Criterion 1 The C/P is able to set the cursor to the position on the z-axis with minimum movement.
Criterion 2 The C/P has understood the software required for digital plotting and is able to formulate new projects smoothly.
Criterion 3 The C/P is able to configure symbols and lines.

<Overall evaluation>

General comment

designated position and accuracy of cursor setting varies from one person to another, all have shown improvement of the skill during
They had availability of setting and creation of files which were necessary for the digital plotting work.

All ten participants of the technical training have managed to do stereoscopic viewing. Although the time required for moving the cursor to a

the training.

Expectation to DGC

consistency such as Spot height and Contour lines, continuous exercise will be required to improve accuracy.

The C/P had availability of stereo view and stereo data acquisition with a certain level of accuracy, however for the works which are necessary

Appendix_10-1



Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer

Evaluated work

Digital plotting

Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year | Month| Day Year | Month Day First evaluation 2012 7 9
Durationofthe 55751 7| of 2012 7 13 Second evaluation
technology
Name SODAGNI Yawo level 2 Final evaluation 2012 7 13
Affiliation DGC | Title | Evaluated by Takashi Kogure
Evaluation of the works/processes
Description of the Item fpr Criterion First evaluation Second evaluation Final evaluation E)_(tent of
work evaluation achievement
Selection of acquisition The C/P is able to perform
1 codes and drawing with The C/P sometimes draw objects the work smoothly without 100%
manipulation of a without selecting codes. referring to reference 0
topomouse materials.
Basics of Basic :
. : The C/P manages to use these The C/P is able to perform
i i i Advanced manipulation
photogrammetric |manipulation 2 |(distance measuFr)ement functions without referring to the work smoothly without |, o
system of the software o ’ reference materials, although with referring to a reference 0
snap UNDO, etc.) some difficulty. material.
3

Special point addition/deduction

Evaluation by the evaluator

Criterion 1 The C/P is able to perform the work without referring to the manual.

Criterion 2 The C/P is able to perform a series of manipulation - manipulation of mouse buttons, confirmation of a display screen and drawing -
smoothly in a well-coordinated fashion.

Criterion 3

<Overall evaluation>

General comment

The C/P has mastered the basic manipulation such as extending and cutting lines.

Expectation to DGC

digital p

lotting

Improvement of the skill to manipulate topomouse by repeating practice on digital plotting for the improvement of the efficiency of
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Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer

Evaluated work

Digital plotting

Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year | Month [ Day Year | Month Day First evaluation 2012 7 13

Duration of the 2012 v{ | 2013 17 Second evaluation 2012 7 2%
technology

Name KPODZRO Kwami Valentin level 1 Final evaluation 2013 5 17

Affiliation DGC [ Title | Evaluated by Takashi Kogure

Evaluation of the works/processes
Description of the Item for evaluation Criterion First evaluation Second evaluation Final evaluation Extent of

work

achievement

Understanding of
the specifications

Understanding of
the map symbols

The C/P has managed to memorize the
map symbols for roads, building, water .
Understanding of the code The Cf/P plots features bodies and contour lines. The C/P was The C/.P could ac_ql_ure_each feature
1 referring to a reference . data with memorizing its feature  [{100%
numbers . able to plot features with many code
material frequently. . . CODE.
numbers, such as vegetation, using a
code table as a reference material.
. .| The C/P was able to plot features .
Acquisition standards and The C/P sc_)metlmes ACQUITE 1 hose acquisition standards or code The C/P understood the a_lcqmsnmn
2 de classificati features with codes number numbers are not know. by consulting a standard and made a choice to 100%
code classtfication of different standards. Y g acquire or not of each feature.
code table, etc.
Understanding of special The C/P has mastered acquisition of The ability of speed and accurac
acquisition methods (dual  [The C/P understand the polygons, lines and points by code Y ot spe y
3 li ingle li tati theory, at least number and been able to plot them of the work was improved through 1100%
ines, single lines, rotation Y, . p continued exercise.
of symbols and spot smoothly.

Special point addition/deduction

Evaluation by the evaluator

Criterion 1 The C/P is able to perform digital plotting without referring to a reference material.
Criterion 2 The C/P is able to plot a feature aware of its length, width and height and a map scale.
Criterion 3 The C/P is able to acquire a linear object or a symbol in a way appropriate for its location.

<Overall evaluation>

General comment

The C/P understood digital plotting method about the backbone features (Roads, Buildings, Rivers, Vegetations, Contour lines) of map.
The C/P had availability to verify the result independently through plotting work by referring definition and acquisition standard regularly.

Expectation to DGC

work will be required.

Understanding of plotting method which makes next work (Digital compilation, Symbolization) efficient and feedback of that method into plotting
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Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer Evaluated work Digital plotting
Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year Month | Day Year | Month| Day First evaluation 2012 7 13

Duration of the 2012 71 18] T | 2013 5| 24 Second evaluation 2012 7 24
technology transfer

Name KPODZRO Kwami Valentin level 1 Final evaluation 2013 5 24

Affiliation DGC [ Title | Evaluated by Takashi Kogure
Evaluation of the works/processes
Description of the Item for evaluation Criterion First evaluation Second evaluation Final evaluation Extent of

work

achievement

Understanding of the

specifications

Shapes (number of
points) of linear objects
appropriate for
1/50,000-scale maps

While straight lines do not have
unnecessary points, many
curved lines have too many
points.

As the C/P has learned to consider
the map scale when acquiring straight
and curved line features, the number
of lines with too many points has
reduced.

About the plotting of contour lines,
knowledge for Symbolization will
be feedback to understand adequate
shape corresponding to 1/50,000.

90%

Understanding of the
acquisition methods
specific to individual
map scales

Acquisition standards
and map scales

The C/P sometimes acquires
features which do not satisfy
the applicable standards.

As the C/P has learned to consider
the map scale when acquiring
features, the number of the cases of
acquisition of features which do not
satisfy the standards has reduced.

The C/P applied the knowledge of
Digital Compilation to reduce
acquisition of unnecessary data.

100%

Does the C/P
3 |understand "thinning"
of buildings, etc.?

Although, the C/P understands
the concept of thinning, s/he
tends to acquired more objects
than appropriate for the map
scale.

The C/P can acquire building at a
density appropriate for 1/50,000-
scale maps.

The C/P understood plot density of
building also the method of
"generalized building".

100%

Special point addition/deduction

Evaluation by the evaluator

Criterion 1 The C/P is able to plot linear objects with shapes and numbers of points appropriate for a map scale.
Criterion 2 The C/P is able to acquire features with sizes appropriate for a map scale.
Criterion 3 The C/P is able to acquire symbols etc., at a density appropriate for a map scale.

<Overall evaluation>

General comment

The C/P has understood how a 1/50,000-scale map should be.

Expectation to DGC

There is little disunity of data acquisition between each operator therefore standardization of quality will be required.
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Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer

Evaluated work

Digital plotting

Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year | Month| Day Year | Month| Day First evaluation 2012 7 13
Duration of the ~ .
2012 7 13 2013 5 24 Second evaluation 2012 7 24
technology transfer
Name KPODZRO Kwami Valentin level 1 Final evaluation 2013 5 24
Affiliation DGC [ Title | Evaluated by Takashi Kogure
Evaluation of the works/processes
. Item for I . : . . . Extent of
Description of the work . Criterion First evaluation Second evaluation Final evaluation .
evaluation achievement
The C/P understands the order of
Understanding of the  [The C/P has understood the the acquisition procedure and
0
- order of the works order of the works. acquires features in accordance The C/P fully understood. 100%
with the order.
Understanding of Interpretation of the The C/P so_metime mgkes The C/P i able to classify roads The C/P he_1d availability of
Digital plotting planimetric 2 classes of roads indecisive interpretation of and vegetation without measuring interpretation for Roads and 90%
. . ! roads on certain images. The their widths or heiahts Vegetation also had availability of
feature plotting vegetation, etc. C/P is able to interpret forests. ghts. self check and modification.
. As the C/P has not memorized | The C/P has understood the
Consistency between  |the acquisition standards for difference in the acquisition -
. . The C/P had availability of self
3 acquired features and  |each feature, s/he sometimes  standards between features and check and modification 90%
the standards acquires features which do not been able acquire feature in '
satisfy the standards. accordance with the standards.

Special point addition/deduction

Evaluation by the evaluator

Criterion 1 The C/P is able to acquire features for plotting following the order of the works.
Criterion 2 The C/P is able to classify features in accordance with the acquisition standards.
Criterion 3

<Overall evaluation>

General comment

The C/P understood procedure of Digital Plotting. They showed much progress than the last time about interpretation and had
availability of self check after acquisition.

Expectation to DGC

There is little disunity of data acquisition between each operator therefore standardization of quality will be required.
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Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer

Evaluated work

Digital plotting

Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year | Month| Day Year | Month Day First evaluation 2012 7 13
Duration of the o012 7| 1] 2013 5 31 Seond evaluation 2012 7 26
technology transfer
Name KPODZRO Kwami Valentin level 1 Final evaluation 2013 5 31
Affiliation DGC [ Title | Evaluated by Takashi Kogure
Evaluation of the works/processes
Description of the work Item fpr Criterion First evaluation Second evaluation Final evaluation E)_(tent of
evaluation achievement
T quamy UT UTE TESUTIS VATrTeT
significantly as there are areas where
1 |contour plotting of bare land the C/P has managed to touch the The C/P is able to acquire contour lines of bare 100%

Understanding of

Digital plotting contour plotting

ground surface, while there are also
areas where the C/P has failed to do

en

land without problem.

Representation of the shapes of

Inappropriate representations are

The C/P is able to represent shapes of ridges
and valleys correctly. However, some ridges

The C/P showed much progress than the

trees, etc.

trees,

with obstacles.

will be required.

2 L . K X last time however continuous exercise  |90%
mountain ridges and valleys found in many places. and valleys are represented inappropriately, will be required
e.g. the number of points too small..
Densitv of points varies sianificantl The C/P has understood the shapes appropriate The C/P showed much han th
A point interval appropriate for yorp - g Y for the map scale. However, the number of e C/P showed much progress than the
3 and many contour lines have strange . . X o last time however continuous exercise  |90%
a 1/50,000-scale map points in contour lines varied significantly for | . ;
shape. . will be required.
certain shapes of curves.
. . There are places where there is . .
Consistency with the spot . . P . Inconsistency between contour lines and spot | The C/P had availability of self check and
4 . inconsistency between contour lines . . . . i 100%
heights - heights is found in the mountains. modification.
and spot heights.
. ... | There are places where the CP has The CP sometimes fails to image the ground
Plotting of an area covered with - p W ' rstol 9 grou The (_:/P showed mUCh.progress tha_n the
5 acquired elevation of the top of the  |surface where surface is completely covered last time however continuous exercise  |90%

Special point addition/deduction

Evaluation by the evaluator

Criterion 1

The CP is able to acquire contour lines by touching the ground.

Criterion 2 The CP is able to acquire contour lines on ridges and valleys with understanding of their shapes.

Criterion 3 The CP is able to acquire contour lines with the awareness of the map scale.

Criterion 4 The CP is able to maintain consistency between contour lines and spot heights.

Criterion 5 The CP is able to acquire contour lines of a place which s/he cannot see by creating an image of the ground surface of the place.

<Overall evaluation>

General comment

The P/C had availability of data acquisition at a sufficient level with adequate elevation by stereoscopy and of self check and modification.

Expectation to DGC

Contour line plotting over the area whose terrain is covered by trees and understanding of adequate shape (vertex gap) are such difficult technology that the continuously
repetitive exercise until it becomes automatic will be required.
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Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer

Evaluated work

Digital plotting

Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year | Month| Day Year [ Month| Day First evaluation 2013 5 29
Duration of the 2013 5 2| 2013
technology transfer
Name KPODZRO Kwami Valentin level 1 Final evaluation 2013 6 3
Affiliation DGC [ Title | Evaluated by Takashi Kogure
Evaluation of the works/processes
Description of the work Item fgr Criterion First evaluation Final evaluation E>.<tent of
evaluation achievement
The C/P had availability of image A L
Update plotting work in|interpretation and feature detection for The C/P héd availability of feature acquisition
1 K by comparing features for update to the 100%
predetermined area. update, however there were case of acauisition standard
acquisition of features with insufficient size. g '
Digital plotting Data updating )
3

Special point addition/deduction

Evaluation by the evaluator

Criterion 1

Criterion 2

Criterion 3

<Overall evaluation>

General comment

The C/P fully understood the acquisition of planimetric features such as roads, vegetations.

Expectation to DGC

There was no area where geography was changed in the study area so that only method of update was transferred, however in case the change
happens across the ages in the future, the relust of technology transfer shall be practiced.
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Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer Evaluated work Digital plotting
Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year | Month| Day Year | Month| Day
Duration of the technology | 5,4 s| 20 | 2013 6 3 Final evaluation 2013 6 3
transfer
Name KPODZRO Kwami Valentin level 1
Affiliation DGC | Title | Evaluated by Takashi Kogure
Evaluation of the works/processes
L Item for L .
Description of the work . Criterion Extent of achievement
evaluation
1 [Is everything required described in the manual? 100%
2 |ls there any erroneous description in the manual? 95%
Prepar?tlon of a work Prepkaratlon c|>f a 3 Is the manual easy for a person with no experience in 95
Manua work manua digital plotting to understand? 0
4

Special point addition/deduction

Evaluation by the evaluator

Criterion 1

The C/P could prepare a manual which makes work of an operator who did not prepared the manual smooth.

Criterion 2

Criterion 3

<Overall evaluation>

General comment

A manual eas prepared in the collaboration between the C/P and the study team

All participated C/P understood necessity of guaranty of quality and was able to create Quality Control Table from the result of
exercise.

Also they understood closs-check method that agreement of supervisor is necessary on the Quality Control Table finally

Expectation to DGC

Practice for managing of Quality Control preparation and filing Quality Control Table with agreement of supervisor after even
work will be required continuously in the future.

It is difficult to create complete data through digital plotting work, therefore practice of feedback from quality control will be
required.
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Appendix - 11

Evaluation Report
for Technology Transfer
of Indoor Operation
(Digital Editing)



Objectives and evaluation of the technology transfer in digital compilation/digital compilation after field completion

Points to be noted

Understanding of the work, manipulation of software and filing of the results

Technical level of the C/P

Experience in the work concerned

None

Computer literacy level

Microsoft Word, Excel, etc.

Evaluation

Evaluate one of the participants who is considered to have an average skills

Description of the work

Objective

Level of
the C/P.

Indicator

Criteria for the evaluation

Means of verification

Basics of digital

Appendix_11-1 compilation

Basic manipulation of the CAD
software

The C/P can manipulate it
independently

+ Has the C/P understood the commands of the CAD software
required for digital compilation?
+ Has the C/P been able to do the work correctly and quickly?

Implementation of a test
Qualitative evaluation by
members of the Study Team

Appendix_11-2

Data cleaning

Appendix_11-3

Understanding and implementation
of data cleaning

N

Evaluation of the OJT
maps (automatic
inspection)

+ Does the C/P understand the details and types of data cleaning?

+ Does the C/P understand the classification of features subject to
data cleaning?

+ Does the C/P understand the types of errors created in data
cleaning and method to correct them?

+ Was the C/P able to create error-free data?

Implementation of a test
Qualitative evaluation by
members of the Study Team

Understanding and implementation
of polygon creation

Evaluation of the OJT
(automatic inspection)

+ Does the C/P understand how to create polygons?

+ Does the C/P understand the types of errors created in the creation
of polygons and how to correct them?

+ Was the C/P able to create error-free polygons?

Implementation of a test
Qualitative evaluation by
members of the Study Team

Basics of digital
compilation after
field completion

Appendix_11-4

import of the results of field
identification/field completion

Evaluation of the OJT
maps

Evaluation with the
inspection of printed maps

+ Does the C/P understand the details of the results of field
identification/field completion

+ Can the C/P search locations requiring data edition smoothly?

+ Can the C/P edit data smoothly?

Implementation of a test
Qualitative evaluation by
members of the Study Team

Advanced use of
digital
compilation/digital
compilation after
field completion

Appendix_11-5

Data updating

The C/P can manipulate it
independently

+ Can the C/P edit data of a hypothetical location requiring data
update?

Implementation of a test
Qualitative evaluation by
members of the Study Team

Appendix_11-6 [Work Manual

Preparation of a Work Manual

Evaluation of the required
description items in

2 accordance with the

technical level of the C/P

+Has the C/P described basic issues required for digital
compilation/digital compilation after field completion in the manual?
+Has the C/P compiled the manual at the level which a person
without experience in digital compilation/digital compilation after
field completion can comprehend?

Evaluation of the manual with
the results of the questionnaire
survey with third party persons




. Digital compilation/digital compilation after
Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer Evaluated work field completion
Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year | Month| Day Year | Month Day First evaluation 2012 7 30
Duration of the o012 7| 25| T | 2013 17 Second evaluation 2012 8 6
technology transfer
Name HOUEDAKOR Anoumou Mario level 2 Final evaluation 2013 6 17
Affiliation DGC | Title | Evaluated by Takashi Shimono
Evaluation of the works/processes
Description of the Item fpr Criterion First evaluation Second evaluation Final evaluation E)_(tent of
work evaluation achievement
The C/P has insufficient Sometimes, the C/P is unsure ' The C/P remembered all commands of
1 Understanding of the basic |understanding of processes and |about the order of commands  basic work and could select them 100%
commands target elements and often select to be used and fails to select |smoothly. 0
. wrong commands. right combination of
Basics of digital Sﬁ;::: ulation of It takes time for the C/P to The C/P is accustomed to The C/P remembered all commands of
compilation MicrEStation 5 Accuracy and speed of the |identify the characteristics of |combination of manipulation  basic work and could manipulate them 100%
work target elements and decide the and selection of commands  |with adequate speed. 0
type of correction. after the revision.
3

Special point addition/deduction

Evaluation by the evaluator

Criterion 1, Attitude toward the

technology transfer

subjects

All the C/Ps have will to improve their skills and asked questions not only on manipulation of the devices or software but also on advanced

Criterion 2, Information sharing with the

other C/Ps

The leaders have been hardworking in the training, understood the instruction very well, assisted the fellow participants well and been relied upon
by them. Therefore, they have contributed significantly to bringing the level of understanding of the other members close to theirs.

Criterion 3, Note of the contents of the

training

Each C/P has been taking accurate notes of the lectures and instruction given in the technology transfer. What they will have to do is sharing of
the filed results and their digitization.

<Overall evaluation>

General comment

The C/P was also using this training effectively as an opportunity to refresh her/his understanding of MicroStation acquired in digital plotting.
While some C/Ps are still unfamiliar with PCs, the other C/Ps have the same level of understanding as the evaluated C/P.

Expectation to DGC

Creation of an original manual and workflow of DGC using the notes taken by the participants and deepening of understanding of the
technologies by using them in the daily work.
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Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer

Evaluated work

Digital compilation/digital compilation after field

completion
Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year | Month | Day Year | Month| Day First evaluation 2012 8 6
Duration of the 2012 7l 2| T | 2013) 6 14 Second evaluation 2012 8 10
technology transfer
Name HOUEDAKOR Anoumou Mario level 2 Final evaluation 2013 6 14
Affiliation DGC [ Title | Evaluated by Takashi Shimono
Evaluation of the works/processes
Description of the Item for evaluation Criterion First evaluation Second evaluation Final evaluation Extent of

work

Understanding and
implementation of
data cleaning

Data cleaning

achievement

VVAITe the C/P has understood the purposes and
Understanding of the I:ge(r:s/;:(;isgnc;tt::vti/;z:ftl)?irr]rtors ?:(:E:thjsogot:t?neurcr)zrs(;Jc;;r;(i:(t:f?c; Lhrfdgr/;:r:gl The C/P understood setting of each tolerance
i 0,
1 d;—:*tall§ and types of dat3 and the purposes of the correction of  establishment of tolerance values for various  |and their effect to the result. 100%
cleaning each types of errors. parameters and the effects of establishing the
tolerance values
Classification of C/P§ understanding of features . The C/P can identify fgatures regmreq for the The C/P implemented work without any
2 t ted feat required for a work and not required  |work and use a layer filter to switch display/no- roblem 100%
argetea features for the work is insufficient. display of elements efficiently. P '
Understanding of the Whll? the C/P has understood the The C/P is :_Jlble to urjder_stand correctl_on of )
3 methods to correct function of each command, the C/P elements with combination of correction The C/P understood adequate selection and 100%
| has difficulty in selecting commands and identification of elements which combination of modify command. 0
errors by their types combinations of commands. require no correction.
The Tevel of understanding of the C/P of the S
Creation of error-free  |The C/P is able to remove basic data 'method to inspect data after correction of errors The C/P .h?d a_vallablllty of self_error checlf
4 . . and modification, also preparation of Quality [100%
data errors. is not sufficient for the C/P to use the method
. " Control Table.
with confidence.

Special point addition/deduction

Evaluation by the evaluator

Criterion 1, Attitude toward the
technology transfer

All the C/Ps have will to improve their skills and asked questions not only on manipulation of the devices or software but also on advanced subjects.

Criterion 2, Information sharing with the
other C/Ps

The leaders have been hardworking in the training, understood the instruction very well, assisted the fellow participants well and been relied upon by them. Therefore, they
have contributed significantly to bringing the level of understanding of the other members close to theirs.

Criterion 3, Note of the contents of the
training

The C/P could prepare work manual by referring their notes trough the training.

<Overall evaluation>

General comment

The C/P fully understood basic theory and manipulation also could data-cleaning even in the complicate situation in OJT work.

Expectation to DGC

Feedback from Polygon creation step into the data-cleaning work will be required.
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Digital compilation/digital compilation after

Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer Evaluated work field completion
Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year Month Day Year | Month| Day First evaluation 2012 8 13
Duration of the ~ .
2012 8 13 2013 6 14 Second evaluation 2012 8 14
technology transfer
Name HOUEDAKOR Anoumou Mario level 2 Final evaluation 2013 6 14
Affiliation DGC | Title | Evaluated by Takashi Shimono
Evaluation of the works/processes
Description of the Item for evaluation Criterion First evaluation Second evaluation Final evaluation E)_(tent of
work achievement
The C/P has understood one- The C/P has understood the method
Understanding of the polygon/one centroid, the basis of 'to create polygon from polygon The C/P could implement the work
1 ) : - . 100%
method to create polygons |the preceding process, data topologies and creation of polygons 'smoothly and certainly.
cleaning, and polygon topology. |using ArcGIS.
i Understanding of the
D leani 'Undlerstandlr)g an;j methods to Cogrrect errors The C/P has understood the types The C/P is unable to correct errors | The C/P understood remove of
ata cleaning imp ementatlc_m 0 2 ted in th | of polygon topology errors of of data which consists of a variety of micro polygons, fusion and separate |100%
polygon creation crea ? In the pofygon simple polygons. elements smoothly. of polygons.
creation by type of errors
. The C/P was able to searchand | The C/P is unable to correct errors The C/!D had availability of
Creation of error-free . . . . extraction necessary elements to
3 | dat detect errors of simple polygons |of data which consists of a variety of create polvaons even the area where 90%
polygon data and collected the errors. elements smoothly. . P yg_ .
includes various kind of elements.

Special point addition/deduction Evaluation by the evaluator

Criterion 1, Attitude toward the

All the C/Ps have will to improve their skills and asked questions not only on manipulation of the devices or software but also on advanced subjects.
technology transfer

Criterion 2, Information sharing with the |The leaders have been hardworking in the training, understood the instruction very well, assisted the fellow participants well and been relied upon by
other C/Ps them. Therefore, they have contributed significantly to bringing the level of understanding of the other members close to theirs.

Criterion 3, Note of the contents of the

training The C/P could prepare work manual by referring their notes trough the training.

<Overall evaluation>

General comment The C/P fully understood basic theory and manipulation also could create even complicate polygons in OJT work.

Feedback into the Digital plotting work from Polygon creation work to reduce articles which made errors in the Polygon creation work will be

Expectation to DGC -
required.
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. Digital compilation/digital compilation
Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer Evaluated work after field completion
Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year | Month| Day Year | Month| Day First evaluation 2013 6 10
Duration of the 2013| 6| 10| T | 2013 6 19
technology transfer
Name HOUEDAKOR Anoumou Mario level 2 Final evaluation 2013 6 19
Affiliation DGC [ Title | Evaluated by Takashi Shimono
Evaluation of the works/processes
Description of the work Item fgr Criterion First evaluation Final evaluation E)_(tent of
evaluation achievement
Understanding of the
results of field The C/P fully understood the work and the
1 identification and field result of Field Identification and Field 100%
Import of the completion Completion.
Basic of digital result of field S pth 0T - g e d —— I TR
compilation after field |identification moc_) searcn for T e_C P cou mo ify the data with the result The C/P had availability
- . 2 |locations to be of Field Completion however there were some of self error check and  [100%
completion and field ) e
A compiled leakage of data. modification.
completion
_— The C/P manipulated the Microstation
3 |Smooth compilation adequately and could modify data. 100%

Special point addition/deduction

Evaluation by the evaluator

Criterion 1

Criterion 2

Criterion 3

<Overall evaluation>

General comment

The C/P understood that some obscurities from Digital Plotting work could be verified in Field Completion work and understood the
procedure of whole work.

Expectation to DGC

The result of the technology transfer will be utilized to make future work more effective by defining rule and map design of Field
Completion by themselves.
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Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer

Evaluated work

Digital compilation/digital compilation
after field completion

Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year | Month| Day Year | Month Day First evaluation 2013 6 10
Duration of the 2013 ol ~ 2013 6 26
technology transfer
Name HOUEDAKOR Anoumou Mario level 2 Final evaluation 2013 6 26
Affiliation DGC | Title | Evaluated by [Takashi Shimono
Evaluation of the works/processes
Description of the work Item fgr Criterion First evaluation Second evaluation Final evaluation E>.<tent of
evaluation achievement

Advanced use of digital
compilation after field
completion

Data updating

Update compilation
1  [work in predetermined
area.

The C/P could implement the

work by utilizing the results of

previous trainings up to now.

The effectiveness of the
work was improved through
continued exercise.

100%

Special point addition/deduction

Evaluation by the evaluator

Criterion 1

Criterion 2

Criterion 3

<Overall evaluation>

General comment

The C/P had availability of detecting updated elements in the plotting work and defining effective target area for the data-
cleaning work and polygon creation work.

Expectation to DGC

There was no area where geography was changed in the study area so that only method of update was transferred, however
in case the change happens across the ages in the future, the relust of technology transfer shall be practiced.
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Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer

Evaluated work

Digital compilation/digital compilation after
field completion

Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year Month Day Year Month Day
Duration of the 2013 6 |~ 2013 6 26 Final evaluation 2013 6 26
technology transfer
Name HOUEDAKOR Anoumou Mario level 2
Affiliation DGC [ Title | Evaluated by Takashi Shimono
Evaluation of the works/processes
Description of the work | Item for evaluation Criterion Extent of achievement
1 Is everything required described in the manual? 100%
2 Is there any erroneous description in the manual? 100%
Preparation of a Work  [Preparation of a 3 Is the manual easy for people without experience to 100%
Manual Work Manual understand? °
4

Special point addition/deduction

Evaluation by the evaluator

Criterion 1, Attitude toward the technology
transfer

The C/P could prepare a manual which makes work of an operator who did not prepared the manual smooth.

Criterion 2, Information sharing with the other
CIPs

Criterion 3, Note of the contents of the training

Criterion 4, Supervision

<Overall evaluation>

General comment

A manual eas prepared in the collaboration between the C/P and the study team.
All participated C/P understood necessity of guaranty of quality and was able to create Quality Control Table from the result of exercise.
Also they understood closs-check method that agreement of supervisor is necessary on the Quality Control Table finally.

Expectation to DGC

Practice for managing of Quality Control preparation and filing Quality Control Table with agreement of supervisor after every work will be

required continuously in the future.

It is difficult to create complete data through digital compilation work, therefore practice of feedback from quality control will be required.
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Appendix - 12

Evaluation Report
for Technology Transfer
of Indoor Operation

(Symbolization)



Objectives and evaluation of the technology transfer in symbolization

Points to be noted

Understanding of the work, manipulation of software and filing of the results

Technical level of the C/P

Experience in the work
concerned

None

Computer literacy level

Microsoft Word, Excel, etc.

Evaluation Evaluate one of the participants who is considered to have an average skills
ID Descrl|\3l:(|)c:'rl1( RIUE Objective I;:;\éecl:lo; Indicator Criteria for the evaluation Means of verification
- Comprehension of final products by legend preparation
Comprehension of legend Evaluation of OJT result [-Comprehension of object and preparation method for each Qualitative evaluation
Appendix_12- . 2|Evaluation by comparison [marginal design (Legend, Index, Grid, Azimuth).
preparation . . . . by the Study Team
to sample data - Accurate creation of marginal design and improvement of work
Comprehension speed.
of basic theory of Comprehension of contents and each object in Map Symbol
the map catalogue.
symbolization ) Evaluation of OJT result |~ Comprehension of design and allocation of each symbol (point o )
Appendix_12- Compre.her?smn of scale base 2|Evaluation by comparison data) based on Map Symbol catalogue. Qualitative evaluation
- symbolization to sample data -Comprehension of width, color and style of each line based on |bY the Study Team
Map Symbol catalogue.
- Comprehension of pattern of each polygon data based on Map
Qumhanl catalaniig
+ Definition of required design of symbol( point data)
_ _ _ Evaluation of OJT result |” Definition of required design of line (' width, color, style) o )
Appendix_12- Softwar.e of map |Basic manlpulatlon of 2|Evaluation by comparison - Definition of required design of polygon ( pattern) Qualitative evaluation
— |symbolization  |symbolization software to sample data - Adequate symbolization which corresponds to 1/50,000 printed |by the Study Team
map
. Application of . The C/P can manipulate it Symbolization work on Updated area Qualitative evaluation
Appendix_12-imap Data updating .
symbolization independently by the Study Team
Evaluation of the required | Has the C/P described basic issues required for symbolization Evaluatior_1 of the
Appendix_12- . description items in in the manual? manual W'th the r'esults
5 — |Work Manual  [Preparation of a Work Manual accordance with the *Has the C/P compiled the manual at the level which a person  |of the questionnaire
technical level of the C/p | Without experience in symbolization can comprehend? survey with third party
persons




Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer

Evaluated work

Symbolization

Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year | Month| Day Year | Month| Day First evaluation 2013 14
Duration of the 2013 6| 12| T | 2013] 6 27
technology transfer
Name BESSEH Koffitse level 1 Final evaluation 2013 27
Affiliation  |DGC | Title | Evaluated by Takashi SHIMONO
Evaluation of the works/processes
. Extent of
Description of the Item f(?r Criterion First evaluation Second evaluation Final evaluation achieveme
work evaluation "
The C/P understood outline and The C/P understood legend
Comprehension of signification of the work in the preparation include expression
. 0,
1 legend preparation | Proiect for 1/50,000 map through 100%
concrete symbolization training.
Comprehension of |Comprehension Comprehension of |The C/P understood outline and
basic theory of the |of legend 2 |each marginal signification of each marginal 100%
map symbolization |preparation design design (Legend, Index, Grid,
The C/P had availability of setting
Creation of each and creation of each marginal design .
3 marginal design (Legend, Index, Grid, Azimuth) by 100%
themselves.

Special point addi

tion/deduction

Evaluation by the evaluator

Criterion 1

Criterion 2

<Overall evaluation>

General comment

The C/P has already understood Coordinate Systems through previous technology transfer trainings.

Expectation to DGC

There are some marginal designs which are necessary to be update such as magnetic azimuth, in that case the fruit of this
training will be utilized.
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Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer

Evaluated work

Symbolization

Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year | Month| Day Year | Month Day First evaluation 2013 6 25
Durationofthe | 50151 gl 21| ~ | 2013 6 28
technology transfer
Name BESSEH Koffitse level 1 Final evaluation 2013 6 28
Affiliation DGC | Title | Evaluated by Takashi SHIMONO
Evaluation of the works/processes
ipti Item for I . . . . .
Description of the . Criterion First evaluation Second evaluation Final evaluation Ex_t ent of
work evaluation achievemen
Comprehension of The C/P understood basic The C/P understood necessary
1 t P ts and each obiect information through the digital color and font of text in 100%
contents and each objec plotting training. symbolization
Comprehension of The C/P understood characters T:i?]tc):/g C{;:;fg;j:?::?bm(
2 |design and allocation of |of point and difference from line P y . 100%
. . . understood about the origin of
Comprehension of [Comprehension each symbol (point data)|and polygon. symbol
basic theory of the |of scale base Comprehension of The O/P understood charact
map symbolization |symbolization . € unaerstood characters i
Py y 3 |width, color and style of |of line and difference from point The C/P created each line by 100%
. themselves
each line and polygon.
Comprehension of The C/P understood characters The C/P designed each pattern by
4  |pattern of each polygon |of polygon and difference from themselves and understood 100%

data

point and line.

adequate allocation of pattern.

Special point addition/deduction

Evaluation by the evaluator

Criterion 1

Criterion 2

<Overall evaluation>

General comment

The C/P trained with reviewing the result of knowledge from Digital plotting and Digital compilation.

Expectation to DGC

The symbolization work can be implemented with the Microstation used in Digital plotting and compilation and ArcGIS used in
Structuralization and they have similar concept, therefore application of these software into symbolization will be required.
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Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer Evaluated work Symbolization
Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year | Month | Day Year | Month | Day First evaluation 2013 6 25
Duration of the ~
2013 6] 21 2013 6 28
technology transfer
Name BESSEH Koffitse level 1 Final evaluation 2013 6 28
Affiliation DGC | Title | Evaluated by Takashi SHIMONO
Evaluation of the works/processes
. Extent of
Description of the Item for . . . Second . . ent o
. Criterion First evaluation . Final evaluation achieveme
work evaluation evaluation nt
Do : ; ‘The C/P could create each symbol by
Definition of r_equwed design themselves and understood theory of The %IT could create target symbols 100%
of symbol( point data) origin. smoothly.
Basi Definition of required design |The C/P could create each line type by The C/P could create target line
asic 2 . . 100%
manipulation of line ( width, color, style) [themselves types smoothly.
Software of map | Definition of required design |11 C/P could create éach patern by The C/P could create target patterns
symbolization L. 3 themselves and understood adequate smoothl 100%
symbolization of polygon ( pattern) allocation of patterns. y.
software Adequate symbolization The C/P had availability to classify The C/P understood basic attitude
4 |which corresponds to plotted features into too much however the work needs practices 80%
" P acquisition and rough acquisition as until it becomes automatic therefore 0
1/50,000 printed map 1/50,000 map. continuous training will be required.
Special point addition/deduction Evaluation by the evaluator
Criterion 1 Some C/P who were not familiar with the PC in the past training improved their skill and could manipulate smoothly.
Criterion 2

<Overall evaluation>

General comment

The C/P trained with reviewing the result of knowledge from Digital plotting and Digital compilation.

Expectation to DGC

Some parts where were modified in symbolization because of inadequate location of points and lines, some parts where were not
available to be created polygons because of small size, will be feedback into Digital Plotting work and Digital Compilation work in
the future to make the work more efficient.
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Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer

Evaluated work

Symbolization

Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year | Month| Day Year | Month| Day

Duration of the 2013 6 gl 2013 7 2
technology transfer

Name BESSEH Koffitsé level 1 Final evaluation 2013 7 2

Affiliation DGC | Title | Evaluated by Takashi SHIMONO
Evaluation of the works/processes
Description of the work Item f(_)r Criterion First evaluation Second evaluation Final evaluation E)ftent of
evaluation achievement

Application of map
symbolization

Data updating

Update symbolization
work in predetermined

area.

The C/P could

implemented without any|100%

problem.

Special point addition/deduction

Evaluation by the evaluator

Criterion 1

The C/P could modification of Polygons smoothly.

Criterion 2

Criterion 3

<Overall evaluation>

General comment

Update training included the review of symbolization training and the C/P could implement it without any problem.

Expectation to DGC

Update exercise was not cover all features therefore update work except Roads, Vegetations will be tried as application
of the training in the future.
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Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer Evaluated work Symbolization
Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year | Month| Day Year | Month| Day
Duration of the 2013 7| 3| T |28 7 o Final evaluation 2013 7 9
technology transfer
Name BESSEH Koffitse level 1
Affiliation DGC | Title | Evaluated by Takashi SHIMONO

Evaluation of the works/processes

Description of the Item for Criterion Extent of achievement

1 |Is everything required described in the manual?  |100%

2 |lIs there any erroneous description in the manual? [95%

Preparation of a Work |Preparation of

Manual aWork Manual| 3 Is the manual easy for people without experience

0,
to understand? 90%

Special point addition/deduction Evaluation by the evaluator

Criterion 1

Criterion 2

Criterion 3

Criterion 4

<Overall evaluation>

A manual eas prepared in the collaboration between the C/P and the study team.

All participated C/P understood necessity of guaranty of quality and was able to create Quality Control Table from the
result of exercise.

Also they understood closs-check method that agreement of supervisor is necessary on the Quality Control Table finally.

General comment

Practice for managing of Quality Control preparation and filing Quality Control Table with agreement of supervisor after
Expectation to DGC every work will be required continuously in the future.
Update of manual will be required as necessary
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Appendix - 13

Evaluation Report
for Technology Transfer
of Indoor Operation

(Structuralization)



Obijectives and evaluation of the technology transfer in data structuralization

Points to be noted

Understanding of the work, manipulation of devices, identification of target object in the field and filing of the results

Technical level of the C/P

Experience in the work concerned

None

Computer literacy level

Microsoft Word, Excel, etc.

Evaluation

Evaluate one of the participants wh

0 is considered to have an average skills

Description of the
work

Objective

Level of
the C/P

Indicator

Criteria for the evaluation

Means of verification

Appendix_13-1

Basics of the
theory of data
structuralization

Understanding of GIS
(Understanding of the standard
data structures)

The C/P can manipulate it
independently.

+ Does the C/P understand the outline of GIS and the
types of analyses and data required for the analyses in
GIS?

+ Does the C/P understand the structures of points, lines
and polygons?

Implementation of a test
Qualitative evaluation by
members of the Study Team

Appendix_13-2

Appendix_13-3

GIS

Basic manipulation of the GIS
software

The C/P can manipulate it
independently.

+Can the C/P create shape files?

+Can the C/P add attributes to shape files?

- Does the C/P understand the types of attributes and data
types?

-Can the C/P define and change symbols?

Implementation of a test
Qualitative evaluation by
members of the Study Team

Recommendation for the use of
GIS data

N

The C/P is able to create
data for presentation at a
seminar independently.

+ Can the C/P make recommendation for a GIS model on
a theme of great interest to Togo from the data created in
this project

+ Can the C/P create data with the basic manipulation?

+ Can the C/P explain a model (details and results of the
analyses, etc..)?

Evaluation with the results of
the questionnaire survey with
third party persons

Appendix_13-4

Advanced use of
data
structuralization

Data updating

The C/P can manipulate it
independently.

- Can the C/P structuralize data of a hypothetical location
requiring data update?

Qualitative evaluation by
members of the Study Team

Appendix_13-5

Work Manual

Preparation of a Work Manual

Evaluation of the required
description items in
accordance with the
technical level of the C/P

+ Has the C/P described basic issues required for data
structuralization in the manual?

+ Has the C/P compiled the manual at the level which a
person without experience in data structuralization can
comprehend?

Evaluation of the manual with
the results of the questionnaire
survey with third party persons




Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer Evaluated work Digital data structuralization
Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year | Month| Day Year | Month| Day
Duration of the 2012 71 28] T | 2012 8| 15
technology transfer
Name PAKOUN Léma Level 2 Final evaluation 2012 8 15
Affiliation DGC [ Title | Evaluated by Kenichi Arai
Evaluation of the works/processes
Description of the Item fgr Criterion First evaluation Second evaluation Final evaluation E)ftent of
work evaluation achievement
The C/P has understood the
Understanding of the :
outline of GIS. 0
1 outline of GIS 100%

Understanding The C/P has understood the
Basics of data of %IS di Understand:cng (.)f the types of shape files and their o
structuralization (understanding 2 s_tructures of points, characteristics, and purposes of 100%

of the standard lines, polygons, etc. USe.

data structure)

3

Special point addition/deduction

Evaluation of the evaluator

Criterion 1

Criterion 2

Criterion 3

<Overall evaluation>

General comment

The C/P has understood the structure of GIS data (shape files).
The C/P has understood the definition of structuralized data.

Expectation to DGC

Creation of an original manuals and workflow using the notes taken by the participants.
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Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer

Evaluated work

Digital data structuralization

Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year | Month| Day Year | Month | Day First evaluation 2012 7 26
Duration of the ~
2012 7 26 2012 8 15
technology transfer
Name PAKOUN Léma Level 2 Final evaluation 2012 8 15
Affiliation DGC | Title | Evaluated by Kenichi Arai
Evaluation of the works/processes
Description of the Item for I . . . . . Extent of
P X Criterion First evaluation Second evaluation Final evaluation .
work evaluation achievement
The C/P sometimes have trouble .
1 Creation of shape files  |setting configuration of projection T_he C/.P is able to create a shape 100%
method file as intended.
Addition of attributes to [it is difficult for the C/P to understand The C/P has understgod Integers,
2 h fil all types of attributes real numbers and stringsand is  |100%
shape Tiles ' able to add attributes to them.
BaSi_C ) Definition and change of |The C/P sometime has trouble when The k?llp isttgble tto (;harjge tthz 0
GIS manipulation of 3 symbols changing the symbol settings. (S))r/g]s Ol Settings to designate 100%
the GIS software e — :
ile the as understood the . .
4 Data search theory of data search, the C/P has not ;r;er(:i/;)nl(sj zb;ii:j ;j:a?g]rlbute 100%
understood how to do data search. P '
While the C/P has understood the The C/.P has unde.rstood th? types
5 Spatial connection theory of spatial connection, the C/P of _spatlal connectlnons and is _able 100%
has not understood how to do so to implement spatial connection ag
) required.
Special point addition/deduction Evaluation of the evaluator
Criterion 1 The C/P has understood the basic manipulation of ArcGIS
Criterion 2 The C/P has understood coordinate systems and projection methods.
Criterion 3 The C/P has understood the works fundamental to spatial search and creation of derivative data, such as spatial connection .

<Overall evaluation>

General comment

The C/P has understood data entry and search and attribute entry.

Expectation to DGC

To create data from the existing data using the functions which the C/Ps has mastered in the training
To use a plan to create a GIS sample model in 2013 as an opportunity useful for capacity building.
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Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer Evaluated work Digital data structuralization
Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year | Month | Day Year | Month | Day First evaluation 2013 6 21
Duration of the 2013 6| 17| | 2013 6| 28
technology
Name SODAGNI Yawo Level 2 Final evaluation 2013 6 28
Affiliation DGC | Title | Evaluated by Ryusuke NAKATANI
Evaluation of the works/processes
Description of the Item for evaluation Criterion First evaluation Second evaluation Final evaluation E)ftent of
work achievement
The C/P has understood the
1 |Selection of themes knowhow of collecting reference 100%
materials.
Recommendation Data creation with
GIS for the use of GIS 2 |application of the 100%
data transferred technologies
3 |Explanation of models 90%
Special point addition/deduction Evaluation of the evaluator
Criterion 1
Criterion 2
Criterion 3
<QOverall evaluation>
General comment The second part scheduled for 2013.
Expectation to DGC
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Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer

Evaluated work

Digital data structuralization

Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year | Month| Day Year | Month| Day First evaluation 2013 6 28
Duration of the 2013 6| 28] | 2013 7 3
technology transfer
Name SODAGNI Yawo Level 2 Final evaluation 2013 7 3
Affiliation DGC | Title | Evaluated by Ryusuke NAKATANI
Evaluation of the works/processes
Description of the work Item f(_)r Criterion First evaluation Second evaluation Final evaluation E>ftent of
evaluation achievement
Update Th k was implemented
. . € WOrk was implemente
1 _structurallzat_lon work without any problem. 100%
in predetermined area.
Advanced_ use of data Data updating )
structuralization
3

Special point addition/deduction

Evaluation of the evaluator

Criterion 1

The C/P could merge Polygons smoothly.

Criterion 2

Criterion 3

<Overall evaluation>

General comment

Update training included the review of structuralization training and the C/P could implement it without any problem.

Expectation to DGC

training in the future.

Update exercise was not cover all features therefore update work except Roads, Vegetations will be tried as application of the
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Evaluation Report for Technology Transfer

Evaluated work

Digital data structuralization

Date of evaluation Year Month Day
Year | Month | Day Year | Month| Day
Duration of the | ;5 71 3 7 |23 7 o Final evaluation 2013 7 9
technology
Name SODAGNI Yawo Level 2
Affiliation |DGC | Title | Evaluated by Ryusuke NAKATANI
Evaluation of the works/processes
Description of Item fgr Criterion Extent of achievement
the work evaluation
1 [Is everything required described in the manual? |[100%
) . Is there any erroneous description in the 0
Basic Basic 2 | manual? 100%
manipulation of |manipulation of Is th | f le without
ArcGIS ArcGIS 3 s the manual easy for people withou 100%
experience to understand?
4

Special point addition/deduction

Evaluation of the evaluator

Criterion 1

Criterion 2

Criterion 3

Criterion 4

<Overall evaluation>

General comment

of exercise.

A manual eas prepared in the collaboration between the C/P and the study team.
All participated C/P understood necessity of guaranty of quality and was able to create Quality Control Table from the result

Expectation to DGC

Practice for managing of Quality Control preparation and filing Quality Control Table with agreement of supervisor after
every work will be required continuously in the future.
Update of manual will be required as necessary
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Quality Control Table



Control Point Survey é@ é&bﬁe
g8 E B 8B B EEER
Work Area Work Volume Organization Team leader Chief
W& frEa {FRBEE FCLHRE HisEE
T - T s el
Poin;% zame Dgggjz;?;n A%&%rgzﬁt Hamggzggeg??gk%ﬂx) Ve%iﬁg}g}%g%;g g;g;%ml
B T - X ¥ (MAX)
IGNTG001 - - -
IGNT002 - - -
GCPL 0.016m 0016 m -
GCP2 RO1Z2m 6.012 m -
GCP3 G815 m Goi4m 0.031 m
GCP4 0.5 m G013 m -
GCP5 2011 m 0.010m 0.025 m
GCP6 0016 m 0015w -
GCP7 0.625 m 0.022 m 0.053 m
GCP8 3014 m 0012 m -
GCFPg 6018 m 016 m 0.040m
GCP10 0.018m 0014 m -
GCPI1 Q0T m DO m 3.026 m
GCP12 Y018 m D016 m -
GCPL3 G015 m 1555531 -
GCP14 G021 m 619 5 ¢.040 m
GCP15 1023 m S0 m -
Static Survey :?g o )

GCP16 Py S \E%fj#fg?g 0016 m 0013 m 0.025 m
GCP17 T B0l m 011l m -
GCP18 8013 m 0611 m -
GCP19 0017 m ®OL3 m -
GCPZ0 GHlm 0.009 0.019m
GCP21 0.012 m 0.010m -
GCP22 0008 m 0.007 m 0.016 m
GCPZ3 0.014 m 0011 m -
GCP24 G022 m 0.018 m 0.047 m
GCP25 G.015 m G012 m 0.028 m
GCP26 0012 m HLO10m 0.028 m
GCP27 0.013m 0.011m 0.028 m
GCPZ8 0.0310m 8,008 m -
GCP2S D023 m 0.918 m 0.045 m
GCP30 8016 m G013 m -
GCP31 0026 = G016 m -
GCP32 0.018m 0.015m -
GCP33 0000 m 0000 m 0.000 m
Equipments Observation: Lelca G816 Remarks
RS Adjustment: Leiea Geo Office (Ver.8.00 e
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Control Point Survey éé %&bie
BE 2 B B B EHR
Work Arsa Work Volume Organization Team leader Chief
HipCH i 4 == 2.2 EREREE e HNREE
Togo North 23 Points DGC -, Nobshirs SATA PAKOUN Lémaj
b EAREE JICA Study Team %?7 Sign () " Sign (0 )
Point Name Chbservation Adjostment Honzggﬁgﬁzgzﬁ;:;%%ﬁ V@é?@%gg §;§%}a}
e R gk - : RS,
X ¥ (A

[GNTO003 - - -
IGNT004 - -
[GNTG0S - - -
GCP31 - - -
GCP34 G046 m G035 m 0.073 m
GCP35 G.04% m 0,035 m -
GCP36 0.047 m 0.034 m 0.074 m
GCP37 0.085 m 0539 m -
GCP38 0058 m 8044 m -
GCP39 8.043 m L0929 m 0074 m
GCP40 0,036 m 2T m
GCP41 0.038 m 0.029 m -
GCP42 0031 m 0.022m -
GCP43 G022 m 0018 m 0,049 m
GCP44 0.024 m 0016 m -
GCP45 o i G015 m (RBLI m ®031 m
GCP46 i;t;jig?;ﬁ Net adjustment 0.031 m 0.01% m -
GCP47 =HWTH 0.025 m 0.022 m 0.060 m
GCP48 £.020 m P06 m 0.044 m
GCP49 0021 m 8015 m 6.044 m
GCP58 G023 m B.018m 6,052 m
GCP51 G039 m 0,029 m ~
GCPh2 0042 m 033 m 0.072m
GCP53 0028 m 0028 m -
GCP54 (026 m 0020 m 0,049 m
GCP55 0.019 m 0015 m) -
GCP56 22 m 0017 m 0.045m
GCPhT G024 m 0008 m 0.045 m
GCP58 0034 m 0.026 m (.056 m
GCP59 029w D2 m 0.053 m
GCP&6G 5,034 m 0.095 m 0.066 m
GCPs1 3.032 m G024 m 0.064 m
GCP62 | 0.057 m 0.044 m 0.113m
Eguipments Chbservation: Leica GS10 Remarks
(ks = Adiustment: Lelca Geo Office (Ver.8.5) B
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%rect X = Leveling éééable
& £ A E EEER
Work Area Work Volume Organization Team leader Chief
K {EEm fEEERgE RS HrvhEE
T M - 7 e o i
Route 1D Plestance Tolerance of dosure Blestanee Tolerance of doswre | Evror of closure
BHEs i e sSonzas i i g BaEoirREm MeE
BM1~GCP30 0.7 km 42,7 wome)
BM2Z2~GCP31 0.1 km 15.0 mm
BM3~GCP32 14.1 fam 1875 mm
BM4~GCP28 4.0 km 106.2 mm
BM&01~GCP23 8.7 km 147.1 mm
BM6~GCF21 5.2 ke 114.3 mm
BM7~GCP19 35 m; 3.7 mm
BM8~GCPL3 2.2 42 mm
BM9~GCP10 3.3 km 90.4 mm
BM1O~GCP16 6.5 km 39.4 mm
BM11~GCP17 1.9 km 6.1 mm
BM12~GCPI8 0.5 b 35.4 mm
BM13~GCP2 063 km B.7 mm
BM14~GCP8 1.5 km| 6.2 mm
BM15~GCP12 0.6 k] 39.4
BMI6~GCP4 1.6 kem B2.2 mms
BMI17~GCP13 3.0k £6.6 mm
BMI18~GCP6 5.6 km 118.0 mm
BM19~IGNTOGL 0.2 ko 206 mm
BM20~GCP1 .8 km 44.2 mm
BM21~GCP33 15.2 km IGLT oo
%‘%‘g;gs Leica Sprinter150 (Auto Level) Rﬁgg“’

Afvpem,di)( /¥ -2




Direct Leveling QC Table
Work Arsa Work Volome Organization Team leader Chief
KA fE2E by=e = b E=ifiiieg FrovmER
Togo North 1 Routes DEc o7 . Nobtihiro SATA PAKOUN Lémay
- EAEEE R e JICA Study Team /f’ ; ; Sign (HI ti a Sign (H1)
Route IR Destance Tolerande of elosure | Error of closure Route 1D Diestance Toleranee of elosure | Error of closure
jsgersiag G5 3 sy satizid i Bax oS oo FERE ESEOREEE ez
BM35~GCP35 6.5 kn| 343 mu |
BM37~GCP37 4.7 km 108.4 mm 8 i
BM38~GUP38 1.2 ;i{m: 548 mm 3 mm
BM40~GCP40 L7km §6.0 mm 0 mn
BM41~GCP41 3.4 ke 2.5 mm i2 IES‘IEE
BM42~GCP42 0.4 km 30.5 mm 0 mm
BM44~GCP44 2.0 %m 714 mm 5 mm
BM46~GCP46 1.0 %&m 48,7 mm 5 s
BM51~GCP51 0.4 knn 30.4 mm 8 munf
BM53~GCP53 0.3 kum 26.9 1 mg
BM55~GCP55 7.8 km 1408 5 mm
Equipments ion Sprinter] 50 (Auto Lovel) Romarks
(3 ks Letca Sprinter1 50 (Auto Level oy
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Aerial Triangulation (TR2)

Quality Control Table

Project Work Volume Caleulation Work Period Work Organization Team Leader Check Operator
’glfu% g;ie;;’agl}uugsg}i?g}s)};r;eg Photo 8 {ﬂwk ,, From 21 May 4013 Direction Gep erale , kira O"T‘ A | HOU??}?&EE’
Togo Course ol Adjustment To 23 May 2013 de la Cartography + Y 4%’ Sign M 5 nl
Number of GCP GCP Residuals (m) Tie Points Residuals (m)
Course No. Flaght(éi‘mude Photo ID Horizomtal | Vertical GOP 1D Horigfi:ﬂta] Horizontal| Vertical [T . VAR | RVSE | MAX RMSE}{YMAX
X Y) @ X ) @ (pm) | Comd | Cum) | Com) | Cam) | Cum)
Cl 5,000 3051-3083 i GCPI1 0,21 115 1.65 Lo 3.9 1.4 5.0 1.1 44
C2 5,000 3103-3106 ' GeP2 -0.75| -0.83] 153 o ' .
'  GCP3 0.91 0.51 |  -3,60 Tolerance (u m) 15.0 | 30.0
 GCP4 062  ~1.27 5.10 Judge OK | OK
GCPS ~(),29 .59 0.05
(:CP Residual
RMSE (m)
0,68 1.00 3.82
Telerance 2.00 2.00 5.00
Judge OK OK 0K
GCP Residual
MAX (m) Remarks
, 0,01 127 510
Telerance 4,00 4.00 10.00
Judge OK OK OK
Fauipments LPS (Leica Photogrammetry Suits) Operator Adjati

A,Dp@né//‘)( -3



Aerial Triangulation (TR3)

Quality Gontrol Table

Project Work Volume Caleulation Work Period Weork Organization Team Leader Check Operator
E?%g;gga;%g%ﬁggzgﬁg Photo 6 Block From a4 May 2013 Direction Generale Akira OTA . Pakoun Lema
Togo Course ol Adjustment To 27 May 2013 de la Cartography ¥ N3 Sign *MW Sign‘
Number of GCP GCP Residuals (m) “ Tie Points Residuals (m)
e AT - g ,
Course e i e B MRtV | aepip  |Hortaontal Horlaontal] Vertec| R’MSE}\ MAX | RMSE | MAX RN]EE?{YMAX
)Y, ' / | (pm) | Com) | () | Cpamd | Cam) | ()
C9 8,000 (03880364 3 R GCP1 ~(),58 ~0.47 2,10 0.5 =200 (0.4 2.0 0.5 2.0
Cl10 8,000 0B64-NEGE 3 GCP2 =080 .00 -1,27 \ %‘*\ -
GCP3 ~0.,75 0.00 2.14 Tolerance { i m) 5.4 10.8
GCP4 -0,40 0.11 0.56 Judge OK | OK
GCPB 0,18 0.04 |  -0,02 '
GCP Residusl
RMSE (m)
T~ 038 0.23 1.64
Telerance 1.00 1.00 2.50
Judge OK OK 0K
GCP Residual
MAX (m) Remarks
T~ ] 080 0.47 2.14
Telerance 2.00 2.00 5.00
Judge OK OK OK
Equipments LPS (Leica Photogrammetry Suits) Operator K P 0 «D 2 /% N
IwWam i ==

FroperndiX 73



Digital Plotting

Quality Control Table

Project Sheet No. Sedle Aren Work Peripd Work Organization Manager Check Operator
of Topogtaphic Datsbars i NB3I-XX-3a | 50,000 760,00k nf Ffi}”{ My 2011 %’J‘i’iﬁ?ﬁé@?&ii‘” Ti“m ROGURE] . Pakaun Len)
Togo To June 2013 : ¥ i = [ S Sian
Items + - [tems + - Ttems + - ltems | + -
(THED (AR | (W) (GLR) (AL | (lee8) GHE) (D) | () (HE) (D) | ()
Boundsy | TYPe Typa(3001) ] 0 Fences | T¥pe 0 0 Orleinal | position, Type 1 0
(10%4) Shape o %ﬁi%ﬁ Shape, Poslt{on{B001) D ] (424) Shpe { 0 (?5?) Value 0
Road |Type o | o  |Position(a002) 0 | 8 | Laes |Tove 0 | o | Seot |Position, Type o | o
@001) shape, Position 0 a Eujilflup” Type(3001) i i) (B0w4) Shape 0 0 ?7?;512% %lue 0 0
Road Type ] 0 (;?ﬁ%) 8hape, Posttion i 0 Water Woter Tower{5002) {1 0 E;ﬁ;{f Position, Type 0 0
(2002) Shape, Fosition i il Religions bufld(3101-3108) 0 f paints  [Water Point(5008) 0 0 {rapsy  [Value 0 0
Road  |Type 0 0 Grave (3107, 3108) b o | o Pomp(6004) 0 0 A lAdm, Name .
(2008) Shape, Position 0 Q P airport {3109, 3110, 3111) 0 {) Type 7 10 2 E’Qad Mo, o
Rond |Type 2 | 2 b [Varket (3112) 0 | o e e e o | o |l ¢ [birection Label
(2004) Shape, Position 0 0 U [Hospitals (3113, 3114) | 0 0 Position 0 0 ? Water boady e,
Road |TyPe 0 0 ﬁ f; Schools (3116) D 0 sﬁi‘if‘é‘ii% Type 0 0 I |Reriefs T |
(2005) lahape, Posttion 0 0 d o [Post Office(3118) 0 0 || (50w |Shape 0 0 »  |Other ~_ | ™
Road  |Type ’ 21 12 A B |Police(3117) 0 U Iegetation| Tybe 8 B " Sheet Name & 1D T
(2008) Shape, Position { 0 T (1 Custum Offies (3018) 0 0 (60 Shepe ] i M‘ Grid R
Rond  |Tvpe 2 7 » 1 [Raclo Station (3019) 0 0 | Seetiel frep, 0 0 D& coordinate Value ~.
(@007) {Shape, Position 0 0 ; Factory (3120) 0 ] Wéggafiﬁffn Pusition 0 0 Z I;;z Adm, Index A
Reil  |Type 0 0 ; Historie site(3121) 0 0 Contour |Type 12 0 ;, ;] Compass N
@1%) lopope, Postion | 0 | 0 s |Mine(3122) o | o | T faue o | o | e |Hisor ~_| ~
Ruil~  JType 0 i Querry (3123) 0 0 Reliefs | Type 0 0 Other
Structure - ' — (72%%) ‘ '
(224%%) [Shape, Position 0 0 Power Line(4101) i 0 Shape 0 0 Joint 0 0
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Digital Compilation Quality Control Table

Project Sheet No. Scale Area Work Period Work Organization Manager Check Operator
" NIRRT o From May 2011 . . ) HOUEDAKOR Anoumot Pakoun Lemal
The Sttldy‘ on Ef,tabhbh'mer}t of NE31-XX~34 50,000 760,00k Direction Generale o e
Topographic Database in Togo To June 2013 de la Cartography < Sign j Sign|
Items + - Items + - Items + - Items + -
(51E) () | () CHE) (RRD) | (W) (B (D) | () (HE) (IRFD) | ()
= = -
Type I B Type(3001) 0 0 Type 0 0 Original {pPosition, Type 0 0
Boundary R— Buildin Fences GCP
(10#%) Shape s e (30**);; Shape, Position(3001) 0 0 (425%) Shape 0 (7301) |Value 0 0
Road 1Type 0 0 Position (3002) 0 0 Lakes 1Type 0 0 Spot  {Position, Type 0 0
(2001) - dup- (504#) Height =
Shape, Position o 0 Buildup~ {Type(3001) 0 0 . Shape 0 0 (7302) {Value 0 0
drea
Road |Type 0 0 (3010) }Shape, Position 2 0 Water Woter Tower(5002) 0 0 B}‘\;neﬁx Position, Type 0 0
‘ arl
(2002) Ispape, Position 0 0 Religious build(3101-3108)] 0 0 points  |Water Point(5008) | 0 0 (7303) |Value 0 0
' (50%#) T
Road 1Type 0 0 Grave (3107, 3108) 0 0 Pomp(5004) 0 1 Adm, Name
n
(2003) Shape, Position 4] 1 P Airport (3109, 3110, 3111) 0 0 Type 0 0 n Road No.,
. . o
Road |Tvpe 0 0 E Market (3112) 0 0 Rléelrés)ea Shape 12 0 t Direction Label
(200) |shape, Position 1 0 I |Hospitals (3113, 3114) | 0 0 Position 0 0 ® | Water body
i
Road |Type 0 0 @ . |Schools(3115) 0 0 Water  Type 0 0 i |Reriefs
(2005) n Structure o
Shape, Position 0 0 d o [Post Office(3118) 0 0 (52#%) |Shape 0 1 n Other
Road |T¥pe 0 0 4o |Police(3117) 0 0 Wegotation|TyPe 0 0 Sheet Name & 1D | ™~ | ™
(2006) \spape, Position 2 0 r ¢ |Custum Office(3018) | 0 0 [ 60 lohape 0 0 v |Grid e
8 — 7
Road |Type 0 0 a | |Radio Station (3019) 0 0 Spetial Type 0 0 E *ri Coordinate Value | | ™
1 vegetation ' Sy oy
(2007 shape, Position 0 0 ¢t |Factory(3120) 0 0 (B1#%) |Position 0 0 s g |Adm. Index RN
i o i N = =
Rail  |Type 0 0 o Historic site (3121) 0 0 Contour 1TYpe 0 0 g n |Compass _ R
(@19 Ishape, Position 0 0 5 IMine(3122) 0 o || T e 12 0 nelistory N
Rail~  IType 0 0 Querry (3123) 0 Q0 Reliefs | Lype 0 0 Other \‘"‘~\ \\k
Structure (72**‘) : X
(92%%) {Shape, Position 0 0 Power Line (4101) 0 0 Shape 0 0 Joint 0 0
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Symbolization Quality Control Table
Project Sheet No. Scale Area Work Period Work Organization Manager Check Cperator
Lhe btudy on . X
Establishment of . ‘ X From May 2011 Direction Generde HOUEDAKOR Anoumou Pakoun Lema
Topographic Database in NB31-XX-3a 50,000 760.00km de la Cartography gz;gx:ug )
ol To June 2013 grap = Sign j:., Sign
Items + - [tems + - Items + - [tems + -
(ER) (RERD) | (R (HE) (RHFE) | (T (ER) (REED) | (BED (HB) GE3D | (HED
Boundary | T¥De Type(3001) 0 0 Fences |Type 0 0 Ogéigal Position, Type 0 0
(10%4) Shape B(L;xoli:‘n)g Shape, Position(3001) 0 0 (4234) Shape 4] 0 (7301) |Value 0 0
Road 1Tvype 0 0 Position (3002) 0 0 Lakes |Type 0 0 Spot  Position, Type 0 0
2001 fspa s Buildup— |pore(® (50%%) Height
Shape, Position 0 0 Type(3001) 4] 0 Shape 4] 0 (7302) |Value 0 4]
area
Road | Type 0 0 (3010)  |Shape, Position 2 0 Water Water Tower(5002) 0 0 I?v?mih Position, Type 0 0
: Aark
(2002) Shape, Position 0 0 Religious bufld(3101-3108) 0 0 points  {Water Point(5003) 0 4] (7303) {Value 0 @
50sx)
Road |Type 0 0 Grave (3107, 3108) 0 0 ( Pomp(5004) 2 0 A Adm. Name 4
. n
(2003) Yshape, Position | 0 0 P |Aimort (3109, 3110, 3111) | 0 0 Type 0 0 n  |Road No.
u i o0 ;
Road |Type 0 0 b [Market (3112) 0 0 Rlzgalr;gea Shape 6 0 ¢ Direction Label
(2009) \Shape, Position | 4 0 L [Hospitals (3113, 3114) | 0 0 Position 0 0 ® [Water body 2
i
Road |Type 0 0 & . |Schools(3115) 0 0 SWatter Type 0 0 i Reriefs i
. n tructure o
(2005) {shape, Position | 0 0 d p  [|Post Office 3118) 0 0 | (5o |Shape 0 1 o |Other
Road |Lvype 0 0 AR Police{3117) 0 0 Vegetation Tvype 0 1 ¢ Sheet Name & D
(2006) Shape,. Position 0 0 r i Custum Office (3018) 0 0 (60%+) Shape 0 0 1\'4 Grid
a -
Road |Type 0 0 o 1 [Radio Station (3019) 0 0 Spitf}l Type 2 0 ]3 ? Coordinate Value
i vegetation e
(2007) Shape, Position 0 0 t  [Factory(3120) 0 0 (61%%) |Position 0 0 s g |Adm. Index
i i
Rail  |Type 0 0 . |Historic site(3121) 0 0 |l Contour |Type 0 0 ¢ n |Compass
@) Ishape, Position | 0 0 s |Mine(3122) 0 o | T Iae 0 | o n e istory
Rail=  1Type 0 0 Querry{3123) 0 0 Reliefs | Tvpe 0 0 Other
Structure (728 - :
(20%4) |Shape, Position 0 0 Power Line (4101) 0 0 Shape 3 0 Joint 0 0
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Structurization

Quality Control Table

Project Sheet No. Scale Area Work Period Work Organization Manager Check Operator
, 7 -
The Study on Establishment From June 2011 " Pawou vV Lemal KPOD2ZIJ®
of Topographic Database in | NB31-XX-3a | 50,000 760.00k ! Direction Generale %“E) K
Togo To July 2013 de la Cartography éM
Items + - [tems + - Items + ~ Items + -
(TEE) ) | W (EH) (Fas) | %) (EE) (REFD) | () (FHH) (FEED) | W)
Boundary | TYPe o Vi Type(3001) O o Bences |TYpe Original |Position, Type
(10%%) Building (42%) &P
: Shape Vi & (30%) Shape, Position(3001) 1] o Shape (7301) [Value
Road |Type Position (3002) o 7 Lakes |Type 0 0 Hselig}t]t Position, Type 1o} &
(2001) Shape, Position Buildup= 1 Type(3001) 1 7 (50%4) Shape Vi V] (7302) [Value 0 D
area
Road |Type 7 Vi (3010) |Shape, Position V. 4 Water Woter Tower{5002) V) o ]?\:Ienckh Position, Type
’ Mar
(2002) Shape, Position 57 /i Religious build(3101-3108)] & & %:)oints) Water Point(5003) o O (7303) |Value
oL
Road |Type o & Grave (3107, 3108) Pomp(5004) 1/ b ‘;\ Adm. Name 2 V4
(2003) Shape, Position o o P Airport (3109, 3110, 3111) Type d o n Road No. Vg V4
. . o
Road |Tvpe Va o E Market (3112) & /4 Rlzzselr;f)ed Shape & Vi t Direction Label o 0
(2004) Shape, Position O o 1 Hospitals (3113, 3114) Vi & Position & o Eti Water body V2 o
i
Road 1Tvpe o V2 & . |Schools(3115) g & s Watter Type ¢ P i Reriefs o o
n tructure o
(2005) Shape, Position b, 0 d g Post Office (3118) (52%%) [Shape o ) n Other o 1@
Road |T¥pe b/ & A2 Police (3117) Vegetation |TYPe d Vi _ |Sheet Name & ID
(2006) o (60%%) K
Shape, Position 0 O T Custum Office (3018) o 0 Shape o p M |Grid
e - . )
Road |T¥YDe Vi o a ] Radio Station(3019) Spet}tf%l Type o V] E : Coordinate Value
1 vegetation
(2007) Shape, Position o ] t Factory (3120) (614%) {Position V2] Y/ s g Adm. Index
i i
Rail  |Type V4 & ; Historic site (3121) Contour |Type o Vi g n Compass
@14 |Shape, Position 0 | o s |mine (3122) 719 yaiue o | o " |History
Rail~  |Type Querry (3123) Reliefs | Tvpe g o Other
Structure (724%) -
(204#) |Shape, Position Power Line (4101) Shape a | e Joint
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Appendix — 15

Result of
GCP Observation



SOUTHERN AREA (REGION SUDISTE)

NAME NORTH EAST Elip.Hgt.(m)
(m) (m) (m)
GCP1 676871.741 302910.889 30.187
GCP2 681395.332 313754.574 30.027
GCP3 690711.560 284584.665 64.715
GCP4 711024173 301485.508 126.954
GCP5 698020.624 314646.191 66.846
GCP6 691043.018 344811.575 30.315
GCP7 701779.250 357393.625 35.261
GCP8 737807.908 296931.352 154.369
GCP9 716800.132 260975.388 131.353
GCP10 737620.907 241051.248 142.136
GCP11 724611.641 264462.704 146.199
GCP12 727736.932 289244.968 141.810
GCP13 732312.036 320725.903 172.771
GCP14 727598.381 335357.956 64.811
GCP15 762299.721 237682.092 255.830
GCP16 762321.637 262871.581 198.720
GCP17 768337.227 298490.309 174.668
GCP18 775245.055 331517.170 160.982
GCP19 788545.368 249122.453 302.625
GCP20 793578.046 297895.896 162.260
GCP21 817432.347 264568.617 312.703
GCP22 826435.210 314431.648 207.904
GCP23 813371.299 341330.786 194.071
GCP24 837197.165 243885.243 620.792
GCP25 840791.271 260603.669 795.614
GCP26 838647.410 285879.703 275.900
GCP27 836081.297 346469.010 225.257
GCP28 859247.244 319812.048 226.045
GCP29 869434.197 248265.164 485.928
GCP30 876871.003 263306.934 396.852
GCP31 881015.465 295290.957 273.844
GCP32 889321.282 325875.330 220.756
GCP33 760266.324 1013.990 1013.990
IGNTOO1 684045.894 302081.009 53.593
IGNTOO01P1 684119.772 302114.436 52.275
IGNTO002 832557.027 294373.530 397.885
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NORTHERN AREA (REGION NORDISTE)

NAME NORTH EAST Elip.Hgt.(m) Ortho.Hgt.(m)
(m) (m) (m) (m)
GCP34 241504.052 904329.956 617.677 592.391
GCP35 319680.986 923098.716 320.620 295.486
GCP36 277565.032 946768.531 411.079 386.466
GCP37 306997.708 950572.229 293.688 269.077
GCP38 219858.462 956662.307 218.134 194.083
GCP39 255611.859 962028.766 534.701 510.307
GCP40 345560.793 967676.510 367.352 342.099
GCP41 325236.229 1000620.841 390.408 365.830
GCP42 288274.351 1002677.732 403.551 379.703
GCP43 241368.687 1027790.374 230.418 207.521
GCP44 309003.567 1034514.487 533.649 509.825
GCP45 269581.680 1027960.785 350.317 327.099
GCP46 302825.346 1044649.715 459.769 436.369
GCP47 214165.871 1056328.328 186.896 164.006
GCP48 279410.464 1064592.516 267.201 244 .501
GCP49 251941.561 1072030.232 217.365 194.875
GCP50 221672.290 1082693.856 171.400 148.736
GCP51 310578.918 1100820.813 339.746 316.895
GCP52 285621.835 1101222.957 289.950 267.525
GCP53 260791.461 1123412.842 163.193 140.809
GCP54 234615.020 1135259.400 175.487 152.761
GCP55 210312.440 1162370.537 172.774 149.470
GCP56 187656.187 1166875.362 232.217 208.534
GCP57 172676.081 1190035.073 280.966 257.070
GCP58 251561.946 1203410.391 186.400 163.123
GCP59 219548.070 1211953.671 231.810 208.096
GCP60 192320.597 1219058.977 293.677 269.801
GCP61 164780.098 1230588.523 263.189 239.290
GCP62 338247.897 901896.219 238.822 213.092
IGNTO003 294692.599 993820.213 446.369 422.343
IGNTO004 302694.979 1056193.226 340.263 317.050
IGNTO005 223231.234 1146586.612 169.745 146.791

Appendix_15-2







Appendix — 16

Minutes of Meeting
on the Draft Final Report



MINUTES OF MEETING
ON
THE DRAFT FINAL REPORT
FOR

THE STUDY ON ESTABLISHMNENT OF TOPOGRAPHIC
DATABASE IN TOGO

AGREED UPON BETWEEN

GENERAL DIRECTION OF CARTOGRAPHY (DGC)

AND

JAPAN INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION AGENCY (JICA)

LOME
29 August 2013
AIR G =
~Koffi Kouma DAKEY Mr. Akira SUZUKI
General Director Leader of the Study Team
GENERAL DIRECTION JAPAN INTERNATIONAL

OF CARTOGRAPHY COOPERATION AGENCY (JICA)



I. Summary

Japan International Cooperation Agency (hereafter named JICA) dispatched the study
team of JICA (hereafter named the study team) to establish the digital topographic
database for the Republic of Togo. The study team began the explanation on the contents
of the draft final report to the General Directorate of the Cartography (hereafter named
DGC) on August 9th 2013. Then, until August 27, the study team and the DGC continued
the discussion on the contents of the draft final report, the technology transfer, and the
cartographic elements, etc.

The list of attendants is presented at Appendix 1.

II. Contents of the discussion

1. Discussion on the draft final report
The study team explained the actual status of the entire project, the elements
concerning the creation of digital topographic map, and the technology transfer. The DGC

approved these contents,

2. Technology transfer

The study team instructed on the questions and unclear points in the contents of

technoiogy transfer, effectuated up until now.

3. Cartographic elements
The two parties have discussed on the following items concerning the specification of
the digital topographic map at the scale of 1/50,000, and agreed finally on these points.
Sheet name of the topographic map at the scale of 1/50,000 (Appendix 2)
* Marginal information of the map (Appendix 3)
Symbol of the topographic map (Appendix 4)
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Appendix 2. Name of map sheets

No Sheet ID New Sheet Name No Sheet ID New Sheet Name
1 NB-31-X0-2d KEVE 51 NG-31-I-1d ISSATI

2 NB-31-Xl-4a AGOTIME ZOUKPE 52 NG-31-II-2a IGBO-0LOUDJA
3 NB-31-XH-4b AMOUSSQUKOPE 53 NC-31-I-2¢ YANDA

4 NB-31-XH-4c KPALIME 54 NC-31-II-3a ADJENGRE

) NB-31-XH-4d KATI 55 NC-31-1-3b GOUBI

] NB-31-XiV-1a LOME 56 NG-31-I-3c SOKODE

7 NB-31-XIV-1b BAGUIDA 57 NC-31-1-3d KOLOWARE

3 NB-31-XIV-1c¢ TSEVIE 58 NC-31-1I-4a KABOLI

9 NB-31-XIvV-1d HAHOTOE 59 NC-31-1II-4¢ KOUSSOUNTCU
i0 NB-31-XIV-2c ANEHO 60 NC-31-VE-1d LEWOULBO

i1 NB-31-XIvV-2d AVEVE 61 NC-31-VI-2a BAGHAN

12 NB-31-XI\V-3a AGBELOUVE 62 NC-31-VI-2b MALFAKASS A
13 NB-31-XIV-3b AHEPE 63 NC-31-VI-2¢ BANGELI

14 NB-31-XIV-3c NOTSE 64 NC-31-VII-2d BASS &R

15 NB-31-XIV-3d KPOVE 65 NC-31-VI-3b NANDO UTA

16 NB-31-XIv¥-4a TABLIGBO 66 NC~-31-VII-3d KIDJABOUN

17 NB-31-XIV-4¢ SEDOME 67 NC-31-VII-4a GUERIN KOUKA
18 NB-31-XIX-2a ADETA 68 NC-31-VII-4b NAMON

19 NB-31-XIX-2b AGAVE 69 NC-31-VII-4¢ KATCHAMBA
20 NB-31-XIX-2¢ DANYI-EL AVAGNON 70 NGC-31-VI-4d ATALOTE

21 NB-31-XIX-2d AMLAME 71 NC-31-VIII-1a AMAO UDE

22 NB-31-XIX-4a BADOU 72 NC-31-VII-1b TCHAMBA

23 NB-31-XIX-4b KOUGNOHOU 73 NC-31-VII-1¢ BAFILO

24 NB-31-XIX-4c SEREGBENE 74 NC-31-VII-1d SOuUDoU

25 NB-31-XIX-4d K ABAGNI 75 NC-31-VII-2a AFFEM-BOUSS0OU
26 NB-31-XX-1a WAHALA 6 NC-31-VII-3a KAaRA

27 NB-31-XX-1b ASRAMA 77 NC-31-VII-3b KETAQ

28 NB-31-XX-1c¢ GLE! 78 NC-31-VIII-3¢ NIAMTOUGOU
29 NB-31-XX-1d AKPARE 79 NC-31-VII-3d PAGOUDA

30 NB-31-XX-2a TOHOUN 80 NC-31-XII-1b KOUMORGOU
3 NB-31-XX-2¢ KPEKPLEME 81 NG-31-XII-1d MANGO

32 NB-31-XX-3a ATAKP AME g2 NC-31-XIII-2a SAGBIERBOU

33 NB-31-XX-3b ADEGBENOU 83 NG-31-XII-2b KERAN

34 NB-31-XX-3¢c ANIE 84 NC-31-XIII-2¢ NAMON]

35 NB-31-XX-3d KOLO KOPE 85 NC-31-XM-2d TAKPAPIENI
36 NB-31-XX-4a GLITO 85 NC-31-XI-3a TANDJOUARE
37 NB-31-XX-4c¢ AFOLE g7 NGC-31-XII-3b BARKOISSI

38 NC-31-I-2a YEGUE g8 NG-31-XII-3c DAPAQNG

39 NC-31-1-2b PAGALA GARE 89 NC-31-XII-3d KORBONGOU
40 NC-31-I-2¢ KOUI g0 NC-31-XM-4a TCHAMONGA
41 NC-31-1-2d BLITTA 91 NC-31-XI-4b TAMBIGOU

42 NG-31-1-3b TINDJASSE 92 NC-31-X-4c DJABDJOARE
43 NG-31-1-3d T&KA 93 NC-31-XII-4d MANDO URI

44 NC-31~I-44a TASSI 94 NG-31-XI\V-1a NADOBA

45 NG-31-I-4b SOTOUBOUA 95 NG-31-XIV-1b TCHITCHIRA
46 NC-3i-I-4¢ DJARKPANGA a6 NC~31-XIX-1a CINKASSE

47 NC-31-I-4d LIMBOLA 97 NC-31-XIX-1a-ouest |[GOULQUNGOUSSI
48 NC-31-I-1a AGBANDI 98 NC-31-XIX-1b SANFATOUTE
49 NC-31-I-1b MORETAN

50 NC-31-TI-1¢ KAZABOUA
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