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HIGHLIGHTS OF 
 THE SURVEY
 

BASED ON THE 
 PILOT PROJECTS
 

It is difficult to write a comprehensive report which
 

will be all things to all people. In the first place, any
 
social scientist has an obligation to those who will use 
the
 

report for comparative purposes in 
the future. He has the
 
obligation, therefore, to include all relevant technical details
 

as well 
as a complete set of statistical tables. 
 On the other
 
hand, the author also has an obligation to those who will read
 
and use the report in their practical everyday application to 
the
 
problems under discussion. 
 This group is less interested in the
 
technical jargon and detailed statistical tables for each schedule.
 

Members of this group are more 
interested in a brief summary of
 

resultb and in possible conclusions which they can draw from
 
these results to improve work in the field and 
frcm which admini­

stration and policy decisions 
can be made in constructive ways
 
within the limitations 
of budgetary considerations and establish­

ment.
 

This first section is designed for the busy administrator,
 

the second group, and will consist of 
a series of brief highlights
 

all of which are documented in detail in 
the body of the report.
 

It also contains a few sentences on background, method, adequacy
 
of sample and definitions, 
 All of these are also treated in
 

depth later in the report.
 

We have not attempted to draw a list of conclusions from
 
these data, except where the data make it obvious. Such
 

conclusions relate to assumptions and hypotheses which we had
 

when planning the pilot projects and first base-line survey
 

in 1965.
 

A basic assumption was 
one on methodology. During the
 
base-line survey in 1965, 
we covered each of the three areas
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where a pilot project was to be introduced with a series of 

questionnaires designed to measure 
in detail what was happen­

ing at a point in time - June-July 1965. At the same time 

areas were chosen, which surrounded each of the intended pilot 

areas, where the same questionnaires were administered, so 

that we could later measure the effects of the pilot projects. 

We administered the same questionnaires to the same sample 

in all of these areas again in June-July 1968. In summary, 

we have the three pilot project areas which wc call the "experi­

mental areas", and three other areas, each of which surrounds
 

a pilot project area, which we call the, "control areas". 

It was our assumption that ill ')f these six areas would
 

have had the same treatment in terms of the nati.nal develop­

ment effort. The specific difference was that, in addition, 

the three experimental areas 
would have a pilot project which
 

was basically the services of 
a community development officer
 

during the experimental period. Statistical dit'erences,
 

therefore, in the results of the questionnaires between the 

experimental and contr]. areas, specifically and in total, 
can
 

be said to have been caused by the fact that the experimental
 

areas had the pilot projects while the control areas did not. 

A technical point which must be kept in mind is 
that
 

differences 
in observed per cent3 must be statistically
 

significant differences; 
 with our sample sizes, statistically
 

significant differences are 
those which are 5% more or less,
 

observed in one sample, experimental, from that observed in
 

the other, control. Actually, in comparing the total
 

experimental with the total control, -.4Y is a significant 

difference. 

We have used a unique method of combining a series of 

relative factors or items 
into a score or scale. One example
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is in frequency of contaict with various extension officers 
-
differences between the responses of the head of 
household in
 

experimental and control may or may not be excitingly differ­
ent on any question related to 
one category of officer, but
 

when all of these were grouped and the responses rated on a 
score for, "contact with and by extension officers", then the
 

grouped scores 
show exciting and very significant differences
 

between the experimental and control groups. 
 In combined
 

contact scores, those scoring 6 to 8 points in the experimental 

areas was 28% as 
against only 17Y in the control areas. We
 
have used thes- combined tables for all important groups of
 

factors when comparing experimental with control areas 
- pp. 54
 

to 64. 

It is also important to understand how it is possible
 
to compare two sets of figures, or six sets in total, with the
 
1965 results and the 1968 results. It is only possible when
 

the samples are perfectly matched. We were able to do this
 

and details are contained in various parts of the report.
 

Obviously, we would expect to find 
areas where our
 

results do not show change, either between experimental and
 

control or between 1965 and 1968. 
 Areas such as size of
 
farm, fragmentation, possession of household 
items, literacy,
 

polygamy, etc. Areas of 
life little affected by the pilot
 

project and only affected superfici]illy or equally in all
 

areas by national policy or the passage of time. These
 

areas of similarity were also fiund and are as 
significant as
 

the areas of differences from a technical point of view.
 

The value of the pilot projects in accelerating
 

positive social change as measured by stotistically signi­

ficant differences between the experimental and control areas
 

can be documented by these few, and by no means 
exhaustive
 

examples.
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(a) 	 Participation in approved government programmes by
respondents 
in the experimental 
areas 
was much higher
and more frequent than 
in the control areas.
 
(b) 	 Cont3ct with Government joents and 
extension officers
 was much higher in 
th, experim-ntal 
areas.
 

(c) The degree of participation and contriution to self­help and community deelopicnt projlts and the numberof these projects was much hiqghr in the experimental
areas 	than in 
the control areas.
 

(d) 	 More projects were initiated gy th. 
people themselves
 
in the experimental 
areas. 

(e) "ore resp-ndnts in the experimertal areas were satis­fied with th, seLlf-help and rommunity development
projects, proqrammes and the work of th- committees
than in 
the control areas.
 

(f) 
 Fewer 	respondents (13K) were dissatisficd with govern­ment's undor:tandi:q 
if their problems in 
the experi­mental ar,:as thin in the control 
areas 	(25%).
 
(g) 	 F-wer respondents (101) 
wer, dissatisfied with extension
officers in 
the cxoerime:ntil 
aras 	than 
in the control
 

areas (24,,).
 

(h) 	 More respondents had 
initiated small 	but effective self­help farming groups 
in the experimental 
areas.
 

(i) 	 ',omen had participatecd 
more and had greater knowledge
about 	self-help and 
community development in 
the experi­mentil areas than 
in the control areas.
 
(j) 	 Over 63,1 
in the experimental 
areas 	were satisfied with
the progress of development in their location, as
against only 47 
 in the control areas.
 
(k) 	 On the scalu ;f 
f-oo crop diversification, we find that
33% had scores 
of 7 1D 9 in the experimental areas
against only 24? 
 in the control areas with these
 

scores.
 

The above elev,,n points (a) - (k) 	are only a few of 
the
 
more significant 
farts which illustrate the 
success 
of the pilot 
projects and the research method of using experimental and
 
control groups 
for this 
type )f mcasurement 
over time. The
 
following are more general 
results arising from the survey.
 

The prudent, almost cautious 
usn of the 
limited funds
 
from the U.S. Agency for International Dcielopment proved 
to be
 
an important ratalyst 
in keeping enthusiasm at 
a high level by
 

avoiding the depths of 
despair and frustration experienced
 
everywhere when a 
self-help project could be 
successfully con­

cluded 
if only a few hundred shillings or 
some specifir
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materials were available. 
 The judicious use of 
these limited
 
funds, only Shs. 26,000/- over 
the three year period, acted 
as
 
a "pump primer" which helped 
to 
keep the flow of activity and
 

enthusiasm going.
 

The presence of 
a Community Development person provided
 
a focal point for more 
effective communications with the Hegion,
 
District and Provincial Administration. 
 A basic frustration in
 
the rural areas 
is to effect channels of communications which
 
will 
ensure action within a reasonable period.
 

*'e found in our discussions and meeting with the members
 
of 
self-help development and the Pilot Project committees that
 
a major source of 
inspiration and encouragement were the several
 
visits to 
the area 
by senior V.I.P's of K.A.IK.U. and the Kenya
 
Government. 
 This fact is not 
shown in 
our tables but 
should be
 
mentioned here as 
it appears to 
have been important particularly
 
to the locol leaders as 
it gave recognition 
to their efforts by
 

those whom they respected.
 

A high degree of development, change, diversification of
 
crops, self-help participation, 
new practices in agriculture has
 
occurred in both experimnental :ind c)ntrol areas. 
 '-.oreover,
 
these improvements have pr.)ably 
occurred all 
over Kenya due to
 
the Nati)nal Ee' lopment 
 effort by all Government Departments.
 
4c will show in the following report that these hav-
 occurred to 
a higher degree in almost all 
factors measured in thc experimental
 
areas 
than in the control areas. Th3 differ-nce can only be 
attributed 
to 
the Pilot Project in that it is j direct scientific
 
measurement ,f their 
success and the sucICess 
of this experiment 

in Community evelopment.
 

..ist senior officers will have read the important publi­
cation o-n '.he fundamental requiremnrts for successful rural develop­
ment. The publication documents the results of the Kerich-, 
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(Kenya) Conference. 
 It lists six fundamental points for
 
successful rural development and therpfore, 
we will quote each
 
of the.se in this section and 
comment 
on each from our findings
 
during this survey. In 
this way, we will establish whether 
or
 
not the Pilot Project approach successfully meets the, 
"funda­
mental requirements for successful 
rural 	development.'
 

(a) "R<ural 
development cannot successfully take place without
the desire of many or most 
of the pcopne in a particular
area to 
take part in deelaprnont processes. To some
extent 
this arises from a spontacous desire on 
the part
of the people themselvcs, but in other 
cases 	it has to
be fostered and introduced by government officers, politi­cians, rural 
leaders and many other means.;'
 

Comment
 

The report on 
the Pilot Project Follow-up Survey will show
 
that more people in these 
areas 
took part in de zelopment processes
 
and more frequently and effectively than in 
the control areas.
 

(b) 	"There must be available adequate planning facilities
and lines of communication 
to relate what is desired
by the people, what 
is desired by government, and what
is practically possib].e in particular areas."
 

Comment
 

Plannirg took place 
in both experimental and control 
areas.
 
Communication of the plan and its implementation was mare effective 
in the exprimental area 
becousp of the presence 
f the 	Community
 
Development Officer and b,, 
ause of the greater knowledge of the
 
people of what had been done, had been planned and was 
to be
 
undertaken in 
the future. )renver, there had 
been greater
 
participation in the committees in 
the experimental areas,
 
greater knowledge of 
its membnr5 and if the work of the -ommittoes. 
(c) "There nust be an 
adequate technical knowledge of the
 

means of 
effecting development in any particular area."
 

Comment
 

Technical knowledge of the means 
of affecting development
 
had increased 
in both experimental and control 
areas but a great
 
deal is left to 
be done in this regard.
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(d) 	"There must be a sufficient supply of specialist and
 
high-level manpower of the correct types required to
 
prepare and implement the plan."
 

Comment
 

The preparation of the local development plan and its
 

implementation was found to be farther ahead in the experimental
 

areas than in the control areas. ,oreover, there was greater
 

confidence and enthusiasm for planning and for participation by
 

the people of the experimental areas than in the control areas.
 

(e) "There must be local leadership to participate in
 
both the formulation of development plans and in
 
their implementation. There must be facilities of
 
education and training to assist the people to
 
express their ambitions and to share in the work
 
of implementation."
 

Comment
 

There 	was found to be greater and more frequent participation
 

in both the for'ulation and implementation of local self-help and
 

development plans in the experimental areas than in the control
 

areas. There was also greater participation in existing facili­

ties of education and training. Moreover, there was expressed
 

greater satisfaction with thir effort, more with positive atti­

tudes towards Government and its extension officers and more
 

frequent contact with both in the experimental areas than in the
 

control areas.
 

(f) 	"There must be available the required package of
 
agricultural inputs which are necessary to make
 
firm development a success. F3y this we mean not
 
only co-ordinated technical strvices, but the
 
availability at the right time nd in the right

form of credit, mechanical units, supplies of
 
farm input materials like fertilizer, and so on."
 

Comment
 

The above remains the greatest single need in both the
 

experimental and control areas. It is a significant fact that
 

the increase in use of commercial fertilizers, hyorid seeds and
 

technical services was higher in the experimental areas than in
 

the control areas.
 

The irplication of the pilot projects is that:- through
 

the judicious use of very limited funds from agencies, or other
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sources, coupled with the direct availability of a Community
 

Development Officer, the experimental areas made more rapid and
 

more effective positive developmental changes than did the control
 

areas. Moreover, and perhaps even more important, the peoples'
 

attitude to development change, self-help and their Government
 

was found to be much more enthusiastic and positive than the
 

attitude of those in the control areas.
 

What in fact did the experimental areas have that the control
 

areas did not have ? They had a modicum of available financial
 

help, less than 1C% of what they themselves raised in cash for
 

self-help projects, and they had the presence of a Community
 

Development Officer. The Community Development Officer was in
 

no case the same person throughout the period but the post was
 

there and, after the first six months of the experiment, these
 

posts were, for most of the time, filled by a member of the
 

Community Development establishment. The ability of the indi­

vidual filling the post varied greatly from place to place and
 

over time in any one place. Lack of continuity and quality staff
 

is a natural concomitant of rapid training and lack of qualified
 

persons, both of which are now largely problems of the past, and
 

will soon be overcome as more highly qualified candidates are now
 

increasingly available. During the Pilot Projects, extension
 

officers from other departments were not available all of the
 

time as was originally anticipated when the projects were planned
 

and instituted. The obvious conclusion, therefore, must be that
 

the outstanding success of the Pilot Projects, as measured by
 

these surveys, was almost entirely due to the presence of :he
 

Community Development Officer for mist of the project period.
 

The availability of small amounts if cash and materials
 

from the Agency for International Development certainly had some
 

effect. Coupled with the presence of the Community Development
 

Officer to use it effectively or to have it made available when 

most needed was, perhaps, even more important. Mr. Myers has
 

been constructively critical in the way this was managed and
 

obviously the method could have been improved. In spite of all
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the shortcomings of the Pilot Projects as documented by
 

Mr. Myers, in his section which forms Part Two of this report,
 

the net effect has been a singularly outstanding success.
 

The outstanding success of the Pilot Projects begs the
 

question:- "What now can be done to extend the idea of closer
 

administration to other areas of rural Kenya?" We think that
 

the answer is obvious; is easily implemented; is within the
 

limited financial resources of the Kenya Government and can be
 

done quickly and pracitically.
 

The Kericho Conference report of 1967 states:­

"Strate'gy should aim at getting the maximum return
 
on the scarcest resources which may be the extension
 
service or overhead capital or foreign exchange.

Except in special circumstances this should override
 
considerations of levels of income in different
 
groups or areas." - Para. 16, p. 6.
 

Paragraphs 24 - 30 of the report go on to elaborate this
 

theme of the extension service and farmer training. Paragraph 31
 

states specifically, in paraphrase, that all Government Depart­

ments have a role to play at some level of the rural development
 

programme and most important, that all parts of the Government
 

service must incorporate the same basic philosophy for rural
 

development which is accepted at the National level. Ve
 

endorse these conclusions emphatically and suggest that the Pilot
 

Projects provide a method whereby the first steps toward their
 

implemertation can be taken immediately, ec:)nomically and
 

expeditiously.
 

Dr. Gordon M. Wilson,
 
Research Co-3ultant,
 
P.O. Box 5837,


August, 1968. Nairobi.
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BACKGROUND OFTHE S.!V.Fy 

Preamble
 

We have decided that the most effective way to describe 

both the background to the 1965 survey and the background to 

the 1968 sur'oi would be to ouot -paragraph by paragraph comments 

made in 1965 and tbkc-c. Jl b' givon in single spaced paragraphs 

and the 1968 material i, space arid a l'.f, so that the reader 

will know what 'as said in 1965 as a backjround to the study 

and be able to •,,.t.-.,. ... full.y our approach in 1968. 

Dpvr.r . .... -.. planncrs are in theoretical 
agreement tihat vCrv l tie devolui.v.nt can take place in the
 
rural sectoz of ;:i>y nation's economy o long as the majority

of its aoricu.1 cua:,- p1 ±!,,ction is based on traditional patterns

of subsistenc.: -. prcdcmj.iiarttly agragrian countries,
 
a surplus of faLA p ut,; Cbovo those needed to feed the

farmer and his _i-. IN. -'Ust be surPl-d to the market if a

higher standard of lVi!(1 for rural faiiilies, the wellbeing of

urban contres, ann' r'-,pa: t --crnings for the national economy
 
are to be achievc-J Y't., it is estinr-ted thaL 70 percent of

the farmers " developinj c''.nt'ics are still producing at a

subsistence ].ev] despite efforts of their governments to

introduce no'-: ta-hnolegies --rd farming practices,
 

I olO to quote i rom a paper written by 

Leonard W., Doob, Srni.e-' Professor o-- P."c hology at Yale, who 

was in man,, avs.- olv--j -r, th.: '--..--L, .u:7veys in discussion, 

consultation and by i'...i..'.v:, usef' 1 advice. In fact it was 

his suggestion th't-." ,c':1A e.t-'.-h comn-.rative control 

areas, which conc't ' .Ls not ,'t- o - .oigina]. contract 

in 1965. This :>-;xc ha.t p-oe. to 5- voy valuable in 

the follow-un ,diu?.-va.h-!- ,-,1(4- it r,,uch-, sore worthwhile. 

The quotation is tak!-n fr his r p'- entit-lad "Psychological 

Aspects of Piann: ci DC,'l!p::,-o t C', rnrI-' ,'hich is: 

"Any dev:loprn ,. cha;ig-, whether it be social,
economic, o political, involves the modification 
of old habits and tho learning of new ones by some,
if riot necessaril y all: people in society." 

,Vc vilJ, sen frcra the follow-up survey that we can 

measure the differential ratc of charhga in tIhe experi-mental 

http:devolui.v.nt
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areas which formed the base line survey of 1965 when comparing 

the control areas in 1965 with the experimental and control 

areas in 1968. You will see that this hypothesis has been 

proved that there has been modification of old habits by some
 

respondents in both societies - e;:perimental and control - but a 

much more rapid rate of change in the experimental areas where
 

the pilot projects were operative. Moreover, we can see that
 

Government's efforts to introduce new technologies and farming 

practices have been singularly successful in all areas sampled.
 

We will also see from this report that there has been a much
 

more rapid rate of change in development in the experimental 

areas which hP0 +h of(plrtizn Thethc pilot projects. 


background to the pilot projects is described in Part II by
 

Mr. Desaix Myers, an A.I.D. fellow, who was assigned to the
 

survey for this purpose,
 

An understanding of the socio-economic factors

operating in the transition from subsistence to commercial
 
farming in developing countries is one of 
the most intriguing

areas of inquiry in 
the world today and an imperative prerequisite

in rural developmiit planning, But not all governments have
 
come 
to grips with the need for scientific research in the
 
process of analysing and assessing factors of agricultural

development in connection with national development plans.
 

The Kenya Gove2'nnent has alwavs encou:'aged scientific 

research in the process of analysing and assessing factors of
 

agricultural developmeant, particularly in connection with its 

"National Development Plan", Recently a conference was held 

at Kericho on "Education, Employment and Rural Development" 

and its findings have been pniil hor! by the East African 

Publishing House under this title. 
 This conference included
 

experts on all phases of development and discussion was
 

directed with specific reference to the National Development
 

Plan. One of the participants was Dr. Harry Naylor who used
 

the base-line survey data to illustrate some of the factors
 

involved in rural development, particulk.rly those which indicated
 

that the higher the education of the respondent, the more
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progress had been made on 
his farm and the more individual
 

effort was made in development and self-help. The follow-up
 

survey vindicates the Kenya Government's interest in scientific
 

research on these problems as it illustrates so effectively the
 

value of the pilot project approach. The efforts of extension
 

officers can be made more effective by instituting a programme
 

of closer administration at the locational and regional levels
 

in rural Kenya. The survey of the Pilot Projects proves this
 

beyond any doubt.
 

The Government of Kenya, however, is not only making a
major effort to assist its sub-commercial farmers to modernise

their production methods and to provide a climate for rural

development in the larger sense of the term, but is subsidising

rural research to better understand the dynamics of rural

development and the interplay of the factors in the process.
 

The Kenya Government's interest in rural research, which
 

led to the contract for the first base-line survey, has been
 

extended to include a follow-up survey of the Elgon Nyanza (now
 

Busia and Bungoma) 1962 survey. The A.I.D. provided funds for
 

the initial Baseline survey and has financed this follow-up
 

survey of it. The A.I.D. Consultant to the Kenya Government,
 

Miss Grace Langley, has worked closely with the Elgon Nyanza
 

follow-up and also with the baseline resurvey which was planned
 

to provide comparative data of value in assessing development and
 

self-help projects in the rural areas 
under review. These
 

areas were chosen from an ethnic and demographic point of view
 

in order to present an adequate cross-section of the Kenya
 

population.
 

Urged technical change by trained extension agents from
all the rural service ministries - educators, agriculturalists,

animal husbandrymen, land tenure specialists, co-operative

organisers, preventative and curative medicine practitioners,

public works engineers, community development workers, and

administrators 
in the rural milieu - along with concomitant

facilities as part of the Six Year Development Plan, provides
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a socio-economic matrix for the study of change and development,
 
the results of which will be of value to the administrators
 
of the Plan, government economists charged with the responsibility
 
for the allocation of scarce development resources, and the
 
rural service ministries.
 

You will see in the material provided by Mr. Myers on
 

the background to the pilot projects that it was the original
 

intention to involve as many extension officers from all
 

ministries as possible in the pilot projects. Unfortunately,
 

lack of co-ordination, or interest perhaps, made this impossible.
 

The pilot project basically, therefore, involved only the Comm­

unity Development Assistant and/or Officer at the locational
 

level where the pilot projects were instituted. It is obvious,
 

however, from our survey that the presence of a Community
 

Development Officer at this level greatly stimulated the
 

population to increased effort and it is also apparent that
 

his presence greatly affected liaison between the location and
 

the efforts of the people and their committees with the District
 

and Provincial Officerr. involved. Consequently, this liaison
 

greatly facilitated the efforts of the people and made their
 

programmes much more effective than was found to be the case in
 

the control areas where the continual presence of a Community
 

Development Officer was not available. The resources allocated
 

were minimal. The pilot project areas received very little
 

additional economic assistance than did the control areas. The
 

only significant difference was the contribution by the A.I.D.
 

of a small amount of fund, approximately Shs. 30,000/- over
 

the three year period, which acted as a, "pump primer", when­

ever a particular project became frustrated through lack of
 

a small amount of funds.
 

The impetus for the present research project to study
 
the factors of rural development in three rural areas of Kenya
 
came from the Ministry of Labour and Social Services, with the
 
Minister's desire scientifically to study and to evaluate the
 
effectiveness on a pilot basis of the Ministry's community
 
development programme. Since community development, however,
 
is only one variable along with a host of other variables in
 
rural developmnt, the decision was made to establish a base­
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line of rural living with as many parameters as possible,

covering physical, economic, organisational, socio-psycho,
and knowledge factors of rural life, and to make a subsequent

measurement from this baseline in an 
attempt to pinpoint not
only the role of community development in rural development,

but to assess the role of 
other factors bearing on rural
development as well, 
in order to evaluate scientifically

total rural development change in these areas 
over a time
 
period.
 

The follow-up study was 
the result of the interest from
 

the Ministry of Co-operatives and Social Services, the Community
 

Development section, as was 
the original survey. The Ministry
 

appreciated that the value of the original survey would not be
 

fully apparent until the follow-up survey had been conducted
 

and the results of 
this survey emphasise the importance of this
 

approach of continuing research over time to 
measure and
 

evaluate scientifically the effects of community development
 

in the field.
 

To this end, 
other rural service ministries were
invited to participate in 
formulating the questionnaire for
the survey. The Ministry of Agriculture and Animal Husbandry

submitted the basic questions which made up the body of the
economic section of the questionnaire - those concerning

cash and food crops, cropping methods, irrigation, soil

productivity, animal husbandry, farm tools, and credit
services; 
 the Ministry of Lands and Settlement submitted
those questions relating 
to land tenure; conferences were
held with officials from the Ministries of Education and
Health and Housing on questions concerning education and
literacy, health and sickness, and environmental sanitation.
 

Other ministries and officers from other ministries
 

co-operated in the original survey by submitting type questions
 

to be included in the schedules. 
 The original schedules were
 

the work of a large number of specialists interested in
 

rural development and these same schedules were used in 
the
 

follow-up surveys. 
 The only modification was the re­

arranging of coding and processing in order to facilitate
 

computer analysis later.
 

Other categories of questions such as 
the penetration
and effectiveness 
of government services, wealth and investment,

channels of communication, labour mobility, achievement
 
motivation, security orientation, and attitudes toward
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traditional customs were designed 
to achieve a definition of
 
the socio-cultural-psychological systems currently in operation.
 

Two additional schedules addedwere in 1968 which had 

been used in other parts of Kenya to measure specifically the 

effects of community development. These schedules involved 

a series of questions to leaders in the area and the same
 

questions, slightly modified, were administered to the heads
 

of household to the same sample as the basic schedules. In
 

1965, community development in these areas was in its infancy
 

and therefore attitudes of persons 
towards community development
 

and self-help was not an important issue. 
 Today, however, it
 

is the key to co-operation of the people with Government in its 

programme of rapid rural development through self-help.
 

The basic assumptions to be tested in the inquiry

are derived from a growing body of comparative empirical data
 
held in common by internatinal students of development.
 

The growing body of comparative empirical data has
 

continued and many surveys have been conducted since 1965 in
 

Kenya by the Ministry of Community Development at Kangundo in
 

Machakos District and q,aa in Kwale Dictrict, as well as surveys
 

by the F.A.O. in Central Province, by the Land Settlement in
 

the settlement areas and by the M'inistry of Economic Planning 

& Development in many parts of Kenya. Moreover, the recent 

acquisition of a British technical expert through British 

technical aid, will involve other areas in Kenya in similar
 

research. Consequently, there ican ncreasing availability
 

of scientific studies in Kenya specifically on these programmes,
 

so 
that the modern student ha5 available a wealth of back­

ground material to improve and to extend these empirical
 

studies. It is now necessary that Government should seriously
 

consider the production of a rural development handbook for the
 

use of extension officers based on these studies, so that the
 

material contained in 
them can be made more widely available in
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a form which is easily understood to assist extension officers
 

in their work in the rural areas.
 

Historical Assumption
 

That the traditional agricultural village (or community
farming unit) which has served as a relatively self-contained
socio-economic unit for human survival from prehisto ic times
to the present time in non-industrial societies is rapidly
losing utility as a functioning model to meet the rising needs
and expectations of rural people in those newly-developing

nations striving to achieve increased living standards.
 

The Ministry of Economic Planning and Development in
 
its new National Development Plan, has emphasised the need to
 
improve conditions in the rural 
areas and in fact has devoted
 

much time and energy on it, particularly from the results of
 
the Kericho conference and its publication mentioned earlier.
 
The traditional agricultural village and community continues
 

to form the basis of Kenya's economy and the national effort
 

will be measured in a direct ratio to 
the improvement of
 
conditions and development in these areas. 
 The pilot projects
 
in the three areas surveyed indicate the tremendous value of
 

this approach which is economic and can quite easily be
 
implemented in all 
other parts of Kenya by more effective use
 
of extension officers. Morcover, it is felt that all extension
 

officers should have the obvious advantage of community
 

development training regardless of their particular interest
 

and speciality. In other words, there is 
no reason why the
 
veterinary assistant cannot also be an 
effective Community
 

Development Officer in the area 
in which he works.
 

Economic Assumption
 

That traditional farming methods with low agricultural
production, heretofore adequate for human survival, cannot
support the demands placed upon the rural sector of 
the economy
by the national establishment if national development is to
 
take place.
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The survey has shown very conclusively that improvements
 

to traditional farming methods have taken place, 
that diversi­

fication of crops has 
taken place, that increase in income and
 

production has also taken place. 
 On the other hand, the
 

survey also shows that 
the demands on the individual have
 

increased, particularly in the need to provide school fees for
 

a larger number of children who are attending school and for
 

the increased demand to c-ontribute towards self-help and other
 

development projects, all 
of which must come from increased
 

agricultural production. 
 The only source of revenue in the
 

rural areas is from the small-holding. Moreover, in our
 

discussions with the respondents and at 
the barazas with the
 

leaders, this was 
their major concern, The fact that they
 

were willing and anxious 
to contribute more, particularly in
 

cash and materials, to self-help projects was 
often frustrated
 

by 
the lack of markets for produce which they held in surplus
 

and which could provide a regular income through their 
own
 

efforts 
if markets were available. The frustration which they
 

felt was largely due to ineffective marketing of surplus produce
 

in all of the areas surveyed.
 

Progression Assumption
 

That most rural economies in the newly-developing

countries are 
in various stages of transition from a subristence
 
type of agricultural produrtion to a cash farming type of
 
agrirul ural production. 

The farming of 
cash crops is another constant concern 

in that the market value of certain cash crops fluctuates widely. 

We found particularly that in 1965 the cash crop sisal was
 

grown by more than half the sample, whereas today very few
 

depend on sisal as a cash crop as 
the price has fallen so
 

drastically low. 
 Obviously, the 'M'inistry )f Agriculture is
 

determined to improve this situation and has been effective in
 

many ways by encouraging farmers to diversify the number of
 

crops which may be used as 
food and cash crops, thus improving
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the general nutrition of the people in the rural areas, as well
 

as providing alternative cash crop outlets.
 

Social Assumptions 

That this transition from subsistence farming to cash
 
farming has profound effects on traditional social structures,

beliefs, aspirations and attitudes (since many traditional
 
values and attitudes were derived from and are tightly tied
 
to subsistenze farming).
 

That in this socio-economic transition two opposing

forces are apparent:
 

a) 	An effort to preserve traditional social
 
and economic customs and patterns.
 

b) An effort to modify traditional patterns
 
to meet new competitive life forces.
 

Included in the schedules were questions on traditional
 

attitudes and social assumptions and the factors which tend to 

preserve them and those which tend to modify them. You will
 

see from the survey paper that traditional patterns of life
 

have changed and obviously the rapid increase in education has
 

had tremendous stimulus towards change. The increase in
 

literacy throughout all of the areas sampled is ve-y encouraging.
 

Moreover, it can be seen that these traditional social and
 

economic attitudes have changed in both experimental and control 

areas but that the rate of change has been greater in the 

experimental areas.
 

Rate of Change Assumption
 

That the rate of change within rural societies is
 
highly sensitive to political, educational, ecological,
 
religious, historiral and communicn'ficn factors.
 

4e have n: argument with the above statement which is 

self-evident but the pilot project 'pecifically was able to 

measure the rate of change which can be directly attributed 

to the pilot projects. ',':e will show that the rate of change 

was greatly accelerated in all aspects of life and particularly
 

in the attitudes of the respondents towards Government's
 

effort through community development and self-help projects.
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The effect of the pilot projects has been to increase the rate 

of change in all aspects of life and most particularly in the 

participation of the people in their own efforts to improve their
 

own conditions.
 

Psychological Assumption
 

That any significant change in the life-ways of a person

tends to introduce some degree of in~tability or disharmony in
 
the way his beliefs and attitudes are organised: tensions mount
 
when old behaviour is found to be inadequate or when new
 
behaviour must be acquired. Reaction to tension causes
 
stresses within a society which may lead 
to a more rapid assimi­
lation of change or which may lead to non-beneficial social
 
behaviour such as aggression or psychological withdrawal.
 

The three areas selected for the initial baseline
 
survey were chosen purposefully on the basis of their potential

for agricultural development and for the comparative value of

studying three distinct tribal groups in the process of transitin 
and change. 

The three areas in the pilot projects which we call the 

experimental areas comprise three very significant. ethnic 
groups.
 

Consequently, the findings 
of the survey are widely applicable
 

to other parts of Kenya. It should also be remembered that
 

the control areas for each of these pilot project areas are in
 

the immediately surrounding locations, so that the ethnic 

composition is identical. You will 
see from the socio-economic
 

daLa comparison of experimental and control that the samples 

are statistically identical.
 

The limitations of the study are two: the size of the
 
sample as compared with the total African farming population of 
Kenya, and the lack of depth inherent in the survey research 
method as compared with that of individual tribal ethnographic
research. 7vith regard to the first limitation, it is hoped
that the sample will be extended tD cover other areas of
potential agricultural development in Kenya. Concerning the 
second, while ethnographic research has historically stressed 
differences between cultures and sub-cultures, in nation 
building, perhaps siinilarities of subgroups now need to be
 
delineated and encouragement given to the development of 
national consciousness. 

The same limitations are apparent in the follow-up
 

survey as were in the original base-line survey. On the other
 

hand, the areas selected were approximately the same size by
 

population - e.g. 40,000 persons approximately - and that the 
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sample Was an effective probability sample based on a geographical
 

grid and that the samples from the control areas were selected
 

by the same method. Moreover, since the base-line survey, the
 

Kenya Government has extended this technique to include an area
 

among the fiakamba,-an area, on the Coast and has financed the
 

follow-up survey in Elgon Nyanza, a district surveyed in 1962,
 

which is now Busia and Bungoma Di'strict. Consequently, nine
 

o.ther areas have been surveyed to the same technique and have
 

provided comparative data, which can be used by scholars in the
 

future.
 

Only the gross statistical analysis of the study can be 
presented at this time - percentages, some measures f central 
tendency, and major cross correlations. One of the technical 
directors of the survey, however, will spend the next year at 
the Department of Communication, Michigs'n State University, 
U.S.A., refining the data and performing the necessary advanced 
statistical analysis. When the resurvey is made, after perhaps 
three or more years, the full complement of analysed data from 
the baseline will be available. While the baseline report 
itself will be diagnostic for development planning in the 
areas surveyed, the inquiry will not achieve the status of a 
scientific formulation until the resurvey is made. The 
measurement from the baseline will provide definitive insight 
into the process of socio-economic change over time in this 
one part of the world. The finished product will be deposited 
with an international data bank, where it will be available 
to the international academic community. 

Mr. Joseph Ascroft, Project Director of the 1965 base­

line survey, was employed by Marco Surveys Limited under the
 

direction of Dr. Gordon M. Wilson. On completion of the
 

survey, he became a graduate student at the Department of
 

Communication, Michigan State University, U.S.A. and did use
 

the basic data of the original survey to provide a computer
 

programme for analysis. In doing so, he provided a new form
 

of questionnaire which included all factors which he felt to
 

be significant from the original material but more important,
 

provided a programme which may be used for analysis of the data
 

of the follow-up survey. Dr. Gordon M. Wilson undertook the
 

follow-up survey under contract to the A.I.D. and the Kenya
 

Government, using the revised schedules and programme of
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coding and analysis designed by Mr. Ascroft at Michigan State
 

University. In addition, however, all of the questions which
 

were excluded from that analysis were included in the follow­

up survey in order to provide a complete comparison of 1968 to
 

1965. Moreover, in 1965 the control data were not processed.
 

These have since been processed and compared to the control
 

data 1968. The measurements from the base-line have provided
 

definitive insight into the process of change over this three 

year period and particularly the effect of the pilot projects. 

TECHNICAL NOTES
 

The findings of this report are based on a personal
 
interview survey conducted among a representative cross­
section of 624 African heads-of-household having effective
 
control over family land holdings in the three areas, Samia
 
Location in Busia County, labando Location in South Nyanza
 
County and Location 7, Bomet in Kipsigis County. All
 
interviews were conducted within the dates 7th June, 1965, 
and 17th August. The following is an explanation if the 
technical considerations involved in the execution of the
 
survey.
 

The findi'ngs of the 1968 survey are based on personal
 

interviews conducted in the same areas as 1965, using the same 

grid squares for selecting the homesteads to be sampled. All
 

interviews were conducted between the Ist June,1968 and the
 

20th August, 1968, a period of almost exactly three years from
 

the first survey.
 

Universe of Study
 

Budgetary considerations have precluded a coincidental 
geographic coverage of Kenya. Thus the study was restricted 
to the three areas mentioned above, these having been selected 
by the Ministry of Labour and Social Services in consultation 
with its technical adviser. The surveys in each of the areas 
were conducted simultaneously. Their results are shown
 
independently of each other in this report.
 

The results of the follow-up survey have been combined 

to give comparative data rather than be desrribing each area 

separately. The method of presentation will be more meaningful 
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in that the reader will not have to refer back to the 1965 

survey but will have the data combined in a way which illustrates
 

effectively each area by 1965, 1968, the total experimental and
 

the total control.
 

For the purposes of this survey the universe of study

is defined as follows:-


Samia Location to include all h-ads-of-household living

and farming within the cartographic boundaries of Samia Location
 
as per map series SKll(Y731), sheet 101/1, edition 3-SK, published
 
by the Survey of Kenya.
 

Kabondo/Kasipul Location to include all heads-of-house­
hold living and farming within the cartographic boundaries of
 
Location 7, as per map series SKll, sheet 131/iv, edition 3
 
published by the Survey of Kenya.
 

Bomet r'rcation to include all heads-of-household living

and farming within the cartographic boundaries of Bomet Location
 
as per map series Y731, sheet 131/111, edition 4-ESGS, published
 
by the Survey of Kenya. 

The maps used are based on aerial photographic surveys
 
of the selected areas and are correct as of 1958, 1961 and 1962
 
respectively, these being the years in which the latest photo­
graphing took place.
 

In 1968, precisely the same maps were used and precisely 

the same grid squares sampled. 

Sample Size
 

The sample size is based on a 10% random sample of the 
cartographic area population of each location as estimated by
taking a 10, count of all the homesteads discernible through 
aerial photography on the maps, the number of interviews
 
assigned to each area being in proportion to its homestead
 
population. In all, 600 interviews were assigned with an
 
additional 43 interviews being assigned to account for normal
 
sampling attrition.
 

In 1968, we decided to over-sample in order to ensure
 

that attrition in sampling would not affect the results.
 

Fortuitously, there was little attrition and we were able to
 

interview, therefore, 755 homesteads, being Kabondo 252,
 

Bomet 253 and Samia 250. V'e also over-sampled in the control
 

areas, providing an identical comparison to the 1965 data.
 

Sampling Techniques
 

Area sampling techniques, based on probability systems

of sample selection anh conducted in stages, were employed with
 
slight modification suitable tD their application in Kenya.

Final respondents were selected in stages, each ot which is
 
explained below.
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Location - The locations to be studied were not
randomly selected, these having been purposely choseninitial areas asof investigation by the clients. The limits ofeach area are defined as the cartographic boundaries surroundingthem. Interviews were assigned to each location proportionately,a careful count of all he homesteads appearing on the mapshaving first been completed. 
 Thus, Samia was allocated 171interviews, Ka ondo 223 and Location 7 Domet 249 interviews. 

Exactly the same procedure was followed in 1968 with
 

the over-sampling mentioned above. 
 We felt that it was
 

essential to over-sample and the method employed was 
to add
 

one in three or four to each s.quare - in other words, if a
 

grid square in 1965 had a total of 
three interviews, we would
 

interview four in 1968. 
 If the total in the square was eight
 

in 1965, we interviewed 
ten in the square in 1968.
 

Sample Points - Using I : 50,0CC tcale maps, grid squares were
constructed 
on the maps approximately 0005 , intervals. Thegrid squares were each numbered consecutively in serpentinefashion, whereupon every nth square was selected as a samplingpoint, the fixed 
skipping interval 1)etween selected grid
squares being broken only when fw, ) grid squares happened to fallside by side. In such cases, the square was moved one spaceeither to tho left or to the riqht without, however, disturbingthe overall skipping cadence. (See sampling maps in the
appendices 'o this report). 

You will find the same sample maps in the appendix to 
this r,-port as 
were used in 1965. Unfortunately, because of
 

the technical problem of reproducing these maps, all of the
 

control squares are not 
shown but in explanation, the control
 

squares were selected in the areas immediately surrounding the
 

experimental areas. 

The number of homesteads failing within each of theselected grid squares were 
then carefully counted and clusters
of interviews assigned 
to each grid gquare on a probability­
proportionate-to-population size b-,asis within each grid square.
In the actual field situation field supervisors made minor
revisions to 
the cluster sizes upon completion of an on-the­spot check necessitated by the fact that the maps were some­what out of date. In most cases, however, no changes were
 
necessary.
 

The same comment applies to 1968 as did in ]965 with
 

the reminder that didwe not attempt to thefind exact home­
stead in 1968 as in 
.965 but used the 
same random technique in
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selecting them. It was estimated by our field staff from their
 

conversations with respondents that approximately two-thirds of 

those inttrviewed in 1968 were 
the same persons a those inter­

viewed in 1965. It is impossible, however, to identify
 

specific respondents in either .urvey. The reason for this is
 

that respondents are reluctant to reveal data about income, etc. 

if their name is recorded specifically on the form. The method
 

of interviewing therefore ensures 
that the respondent remains
 

anonymous for obvious reasons.
 

Respondents - Homes to be interviewed within each selected grid

square were selected on the basi, of skipping every other

household, i . , n interview., wer, cornducted in homesteads 
which were contiguous with one another. 
 (It must be borne in

mind that there few discernible roads, let alone any orderly

pattern of home:.tead arrangements to be found in the Kenyan

rural scene). The homes to be interviewed having been thus
located, the schedule was then administered to the putative
head-of-household (or the pers on in most effective control

the absence of the head) of the extended family. In the 

in
 

majority of cases, the actual extended family head was inter­
viewed.
 

The addition of the community developmen' schedules
 

made it necessary to interview one of the wives in the house­

hold as well as the head of household. The comment above
 

applies to the basic schedules but in addition, in 1968, the
 

head of household was asked if we might interview his wife and
 

the last 20 to 30 questions of the co)mmunity development
 

schedule were put to one of 
the women in the household, usually
 

the senior wife of the respondent.
 

Control Area, - Tnocmurh as this survey is basically a baseline 
survey (albeit designed to yield information of immediate value)

and since, within the areas surveyed, a certain amount of
 
external intensive effort wi.ll 
be provided by Government and

other development aid agencies, it was necessary 
to make
 
provision for control groups for each 
area. Controls were not

included in 
the terms of reference but the contractors 
cognizant of 

were 
this need and agreed to conduct a further 90 

interviews to this 
end. Thirty interviews were assigned to
each area as con trols. The samplinrg point wa,, again the grid
square but here the directars departed from ;trict random 
systems by purposively seluc i.ng the grid squares for the
controls ,n such a way as to rause the locatio, t be surveyed
to become encircled, as Far as was prac[cicable, by these grid
squares. (Complete encirclement was not possibl] in Samia as 
this location shared a common border with Uganda and also in 
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Location 7, Bomet, which adjoined a farm settlementFurthermore, each control grid square had 
scheme). 

to be sufficiently
distant from the study area 
to 
minimise the possibility of
emulation of development measures 
being undertaken in the
study areas. A second departure from random sampling
involved the selec tio-i of only two respondents per grid square,however oppulous one selected grid square was 
than the other.
 

The comment above applies in 1968 as 
the same technique
 
was used except for the fact already mentioned hat we over­

sampled here in 
the same way as we over-sampled in the experi­
mental areas. 
 Mr. J. Ascroft mentioned above that controls
 
were not included in his 
terms of reference but at the time
 

through discussion with Professor Doob ani Dr. Naylor, it 
was
 
decided that 
thi- would bc eszential for an effective follow-up
 

survey. 
 We cannot over-emphasise the value of 
this approach.
 

Without it, 
it would have been difficult to show more than what
 

the changes had been since 1965, without being able to 
say with
 
confidence that these changes were due theto pilot project 
approach. We can now say definitively and conclusively that
 

there have been very important statistical differences in 
the
 
changes in the experimental areas 
from the control areas. We
 
are now able to make this conclusion by the fact that the control
 
areas were included in 
1965, almost as an afterthought, as they
 
were not originally included in the contract. 
 The control area
 

and the experimental area approach to 
rural research can be
 
shown 
to be essential in measuring social change over time.
 

SamplingAttrition - To account for normal sampling losses
due to "not-at-homes", "refused to 
answer", rejected schedules,
etc., a high enough amnino rate was 
taken to obtain approxi­mately the desired number of interviews after allowing for these
losses. 
 Thus, the universe was oversampled by 43 interviews
proportionately distributed among the three 
areas and, in
actual fact, 24 interviews more 
than the contracted number were
achieved. 
 The sample performance is as follows:-

Samia 
 Kabondo 
 Bomet
 

1965 1968 1965 1.968 1965 1968 
Number originally scheduled 171 260 223 260 249 260 

Number successfully
completed 165 250 216 252 243 253 
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Samia 
1965 1968 

Kabondo 
1965 1968 

Bomet 
1965 1968 

Number rejected -

unsatisfactory - 4 4 6 1 2 

Number of refusals 6 6 2 2 5 

Number overflow from over­
- - 5 ­allocated grid squares -

It can be seen above that attrition was similar in
 

1968 to what it was in 19(- except that our insistence on
 

location of interviews by .pecific grid squares avoided the
 

problem of interviewing in squares not allocated.
 

The Questionnai2e - Th; schedule which served as the principa' 
instrument of data collection for this study, is an original 
questionnaire structured and designed in the offices of the 
contractors by the two project directors representing the 
contractors and the Ministry. A working rationale was 
initially prepared (see Background to the Study), Governmental 
Ministries with interests in g-thering material on specific
 
problems were then invited to submit questions for possible
 

Several Ministries responded. In
inclusion in the schedule. 

addition, the project directors gatherecd whatever pertinent 
material was available from external sources, drawing principally
 
on such sources as similar surveys conducted in other parts of
 
the world such as the Phillipines and Iran. A wcalth of ideas 
was collected in this manner, all of which had to be examined 
and classified in terms of the rationale and some of which
 
resulted in modifications to the rationale. At this stage,
 
the project directors engaged in lengthy conferences with those 
members of the enumeration staff of Marco Surveys who were 
indigenous to the Distr'-ts within which were located the
 
study areas. By this means, the directors were able to equip
 
themselves with needed insights into the customs, habits, etc., 
of the peoples in the study areas. Discussions with the Marco
 
enumeration team (all Africans) were maintained throughout the 
questionnaire-structuring phase when, in consultation with them, 
each question was carefully evaluated for meaningfulness and
 
facility of application before its inclusion in the schedule. 
A provisional questionnaire was drawn up which was given a 
validation pretest in each of the three areas by the actual 
enumerators who were tD participate in the survey. M,1odifi­
cations suggestcd by thi , prct:st wcre incorporated into the 
schedule to produce the final field-worthy instrument, a copy 
of which is included in the appendices to this report.
 

?J have already mentioned that the schedules used were 

identical to those used in 1965 except that they contain re­

arrangements in order of question to conform with the Michigan 

State University Computer Programme. The question order,
 

therefore, had been changed but all questions were included.
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The revised questionnaire had already been pre-tested for its
 

effectiveness at Kangundo and Waa in June 1967 and had been used
 

in the seven locations in the former Elgon Nyanza District, now
 

Busia and Bungoma, earlier this year. Consequently, the new
 

question order, coding method arci analysis procedure had been
 

well established before the present follow-up survey. In training,
 

however, all interviewers, who this year were University students
 

with some help from the Community Development Assistants, spent
 

time practising and thus pro-testing the questionnaires for
 

their own use and particularly in effecting an adequate
 

translation to the vernacular -jhich in every case was the mother­

tongue of the interviewer.
 

A copy of the new form of questionnaire is included in the
 

Appendix to this report.
 

Traii Enine.:to-,.'s - The members of the actual enumeration
 
teams were mainly County Council Ccmmunity Development Assistants.
 
For purposes of training thenm to collect data called for in the
 
schedules 'n accooance with p'escribed systems of scientific 
social research, they were gathered together for four days at the 
Gusii County Adult Training Centre in Kisii, Kenya. The role­
playing method of instruction was employed wherein one Community
Development Assistant enacted the role of the enumerator and the 
other the role of the informant. Instructions were conducted 
by the two project directors aided by trained field supervisors
provided by the contractors. During this training period
careful attention was given to the manner in which the questions 
were being translated into the various dialects, the schedule
 
having been produced in English only to avoid the difficulties 
of achieving semantic constancy of written translations within 
each dialect. (The contractors have found through experience

that there are differing shades of meanings to words and
 
concepts within the same dialects from one area to another. 
In fact, a simple statement produced in Kisamia to test literacy
 
had to be modif'ed somewhat before it could be administered to
 
the Basamia), Th rmc-'J cr: cf the project directors 
was to get each Community Development Assistant to grasp the 
message which each question sought to convey and the type of 
answer it sought to elicit so as 
to ensure that all questions 
were being asked uniformly to all informants by all enumerators. 
Following this intensive training at Kisii, all the Community

Development Assistants were required to complete at least three
 
comprehensive pretest interviews in areais similar to, but not
 
within, the areas of study, Despite this training the
 
directors continued to maintain a constant vigil over the
 
Community Development Assistants throughout the duration of the 
survey. Regular visits were made by both directors to each 
area at wh'ch time each schedule was subject to careful 
scrutiny by one or the other of the dirc::ors, these schedules 
having already ben checked once before by the field supervisor. 
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Discrepancies, 
errors 
of omission or commission were in most
cases referred to the informant for correction.
 

Field supervisors for the survey were provided by Kenya
 
Research Services who also were responsible for processing the
 
data after coding. Kenya Research Services has been formed by
 
the senior staff of Marco Surveys Limited, which company has 
now
 
been dissolved. 
 Dr. Gordon M. Wilson acts 
az their consultant
 
and supervised the processing of the data. 
 Training of 
enumer­
ators was 
conducted in the field by the field supervisors. 
 The
 
technique of 
bringing all together at 
a centre was 
not found to
 
be particularly successful and it was 
found more advantageous
 
to have a training period in the actual location, particularly
 
to clarify translationz and to 
ensure the ability of the inter­
viewer to understand and read his map references accurately to
 
locate the areas 
in which he interviewed. 
 Supervision in the
 
field was 
close and all anomalies were 
checked by re-interviewing
 
and where this was 
not possible, that questionnaire was 
discarded
 

as unacceptable.
 

On the whole, the enumeration teams acquitted themselves
commendably in 
the execution of 
a complex and exacting task in
respect of which they had little or no 
previous experience to
draw upon. However, there are those without 
an aptitude for
this kind of work and it was 
found to be necessary to dispense
with the services 
of two Community Development Assistants who
produced work of such dubious quality as
scientific character of this survey. 
to endanger the
 

Interviews completed by
these two were rejected.
 

The interviewers 
in 1968 were found to be exceptionally
 
good in that we have now developed a selection test based 
on
 
ability to 
follow instructions and 
a knowledge of English, the
 
accurate recording of data, 
etc. and the University students
 
selected were drawn from a large number who were seeking employ­
ment during their vacation period. 
 It was not difficult,
 
therefore, to select the best from this group and this was 
done
 
so 
that we found that each interviewer was efficient and
 
effective. 
 Very few forms were rejected and some of 
these need
 
not have been rejected if 
time had been available to revisit
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the area to check on certain questions.
 

Coding Procedure - A code book providing detailed information
of the coding procedure and including frequency counts can befound in the appendices to this report. 
 All information
produced by the schedule was 
coded and punched onto standard
eighty column twelve hole I.C.T. machine cards and all phases
of coding, punching, machining, percenLaging and tabulation
 were conducted under the direct supervision of the Marco Surveys
Project director in consultation with his governmental counter­part. The discerning machine programmer will doubtless 
note
the somewhat cramped coding style that was 
employed, a style
which did not always allow for more detailed categories

especially in open end questions. 
 This method was employed
primarily because of budgetary considerations but also out of
a desire to keep all the basic information on a single card to
facilitate croas-tabulatins. 
 (It was not envisaged that
the information would eventually be computerized). By way of
explanation, card 
one has attempted to 
take in all the data of
a general nature whilzt cards 
two and three are detail cards
taking in specific details of 
crop and animal husbandry
operations, and demographic and family structure patterns
respectively. 
 All cards have been "cleaned" (a verifier was
not used) on 
the machines to remove obvious coder-puncher­
enumerator 
errors before processing took place.
 

The iichigan State University computer programme
 

requires three cards, which can be zeen 
from the questionnaire
 

contained in the Appendix. 
 It was necessary, however, to
 

design a fourth card to 
include those questions omitted in the
 

Michigan Study revision. The same supervision of coding,
 

punching and cleaning was followed in 1968 as in 1965.
 

Field Considerations 

The actual interviews were carried out by Community
Development Assistants drawn from within the districts within
which each location was 
situated and who were residents of that
district. In overall administrative charge of each team of
Locational enumerators was 
one government Community Development
Officer and 
in overall charge of the technical aspects of 
the
 .
survey within each location wa a trained supervisor provided
by the contractors. 
 Maintaining continual supervision of the
project 
as a whole were two project directors representing the
client and the contractors. The'personnel attending the
 survey are as shown on the following page. 

In all three areas the residents had been made aware
beforehand of 
the fact that the survey was to be conducted
 among them. For this preparatory work, which greatly facilitated
the administration of a lengthy probing questionnaire (average
time of interview, 2 , hours), the contractors are grateful 
to
the many Government extension agents, the district commissioners,
the chiefs, sub-chiefs and ligurus, 
the District Councils and
their agents, without whose help, both before and during thesurvey, the planned progress of the project would not have been as relatively trouble free 
as it was. Numerous barazas were
held in all three areas to acquaint the people with the needs
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of the survey and to put them in 
a receptive frame of mind for
enumeration. 
 They were urged to respond hones'!y and assured
that whatever information they supplied would be treated in the
strictest confidence.
 

All surveys, however, have their own 
nigglesome unfore­seeable problems and this one had its fair share. Enumeration
at Kabondc was 
temporarily immobilized by a strike of CountyCouncil workers which included all but one of the CommunityDevelopment Assistant- emoloyed 
on the projoct, It is to the
credit of these Commmunty Development Assistants that theygenuinely did not wih to strike, Twe contractors are indebted
to the District Commissioner a! Homa Bay who vry kindly made
available three cl,.rks from his office r taff tr the duration
of the strike. 
 Sarnia also .uffered a strike of County Councilemployees but, fortunately, settlement wan achieved within a
day of its commencement. Samia presented, in addition, its ownpeculiar problem in 
that securinq respondunt co--operation wasextremely difficult unlov; 
the co-operation of the Ligurus(assistant, to Ioca crcnal qub-chiefs) had been previously secured.The Liguru would accompany tho field supervisor on the dayprior to th . c n_oula expiain to the prospectiveinformants that there was no c ntra-indication to the questionsbeing answered. This proces7 occasioned certain delaysresulting in the fact that the nurvey in jamia required thelongest perioJ of time to complete despi having the fewest
number of interview; atsigned 
 to it. 

Basically the same procedures wore followed in 1968 as
 
in 1965 when the supervisory teams met 
in the field, usually
 

with a Di trict Commissioner, District Community :evelopment
 

Officerand in some cases, the Provincial Community Development 

Officer, attending the barazas which were necessary to 
explain
 

to the people the purposes of the survey. Barazas were held
 
in all areas and the people were asked to co-operate with the
 

interviewers and 
to assist in any way possible, particularly
 

with accommodation in the field. 
 The areas are remote and
 

accommodation for the interviewers otherwise not available
 

without the co--operation of 
the local people. We found
 

excellent co-operation throughout all areas 
and particularly
 

we would like to mention the time and effort spent by the
 

Provincial Community Development Officer in Kisumu. 
 We are
 
grateful for his interest and for 
the time he personally spent
 
with us in Kabondo. 
 The District Community Development Officers
 

in all areas were exceptionally co-operative and helpful.
 

Moreover, the administration provided as 
much assistance as
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was requested of them in all areas. We found that the addition
 

of an expert to interview Government Officials and senior leaders
 

was a very useful addition in 1968 and Mr. Myers conducted him­

self extremely well, as 
you will see from his contribution in
 

Part II of this report. He interviewed in each of the three
 

areas at the district, provincial and local levels 
- leaders
 
who were involved in the pilot projects to obtain their attitudes 

and opinions of the success 
or failure of this project. It is
 
not necessary to enlarge on 
this point as the reader will be
 

able to measure his contribution in Part II of 
this report.
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COMPARISON EXPERIMENTAL GROUPS 

TO CONTROL GROUPS 

Preamble
 

The pilot projects were planned to illustrate
 

development over 
the past three years in three very different
 

areas of Kenya. The pilot projects were designed ensure
to 


that there would be closer administration by Community Develop­

ment Officers and other specialist e:ztension officers to 
see
 

whether or not these pilot pioje,.ts weId prLducc greater
 

changes than would occur in arear; which did not have the same
 

close supervision, :"%'ncc :,,a' direction,
 

Obviously, in Kcna as a whole, there has been a
 

continuing and determined effort to effect community develop­

ment projects, self--help projects, etc. Government's policy
 

has been, through mass media, the provincial and district
 

administrationp, the local baraza and local councils, to
 

stimulate the people in all areas 
to make a greater effort,
 

particularly in the fields of self--help projects and community
 

development. Funds have been made available from many sources
 

to stimulate these projects, 
 We would expect, therefore,
 

to find very effective changes in all parts of Kenya during
 

the past three years. Moreover, we know that major changes
 

have taken place from the basic statistics maintained by the
 

Department of Community Development. How, therefore, are we
 

able to measure diffprencep in change in the pilot areas from
 

that which took place generally ? We planned, because of this,
 

identical interviews in the locations surrounding the pilot
 

project areas which would not be affected directly by the
 

close administration of the pilot project areas and to use
 

these as a "control". The pilot project areas we shall
 

refer to as the "experimental group". The sample in the
 

control areas was not large and therefore it is difficult
 

http:pioje,.ts
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to compare each area 
with its control, because the base of
 
control interviews was small. 
 On the other hand, the total
 
control compared with the total experimental is a statistically
 

valid comparison where the standard 
error is between 4% and 5%
 
which means 
that, for comparative purposes, differences of more
 
than 5% between the experimental areas 
and the control areas
 
can 
be considered to be statistically significant differences.
 

Field Interviews 

During our field work period, we had with us 
a
 
specialist officer provided by the Agency for International
 

Development, whose task it was 
to interview Government Officials
 

and local leaders regarding the pilot projects 
to try to assess
 
subjectively the effect of the pilot projects by this method.
 
His report is included as a separate chapter but at this time
 
we should indicate that the subject of interviews both by
 
himself and myself caused us 
considerable concern 
in that there
 
were few obvious differences in 
the opinion of most respondents
 

between the control and the experimental areas. Moreover local
 

extension officers in these areas were also concerned and the
 
Research section at 
the ministry was not optimistic that we
 
would find major differerices, Because of 
the general stimulus
 

in community development and self-help projects which had
 

taken place all 
over Kenya, most experts were of the opinion
 

that 
the control areas would not show significant differences
 
from the experimental areas. 
 Opinion was expressed in almost
 

every quarter that the pilot areac 
and their projects in
 

general would not 
show greater progress in modernisation than
 
had taken place in other parts of Kenya and therefore our
 
measurement between experimental and control would be value­

less. This discouraging impression, gained from so many
 
sources:- official, expert and local, caused us a good deal
 
of concern during the field work of 
this corrparative survey.
 

The schedules which most effectively illustrate aspects of
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change which can be measured between experiment and control
 

is the head of household Community Development questionnaire
 

and that on the modernisation scales. 
 We will, therefore,
 

use these two schedules to compare significant findings
 

between the control and the experimental group in this section.
 

We shall deal specifically with the facts as 
they have been
 

presented, using the kinds of questions which most effectively
 

illustrate such differences, if in fact any exist.
 

Some Hypotheses
 

We discussed many hypotheses in 1965. 
 These formed
 

the basis of 
our planning the research schedules and the pilot
 

projects from the beginning. 
 If the pilot project in the
 

experimental areas were effective, then we would expect
 

find more substantial changns in modernisation, attitudes, the
 

number of self-help projects, committee participation, etc.
 

than we would find in 
the control areas. Specifically, an
 

hypothesis ,;hich should prove valid 
or otherwise is that the
 

modernisation scales should show for the experimental areas 
a
 

higher degree of modernisation than they do for the control
 

areas. 
 Another hypothesis which should be a valid 
one if
 

the pilot projects were effective is that attitudes towards
 

those traditional values, which are no 
longer regarded as
 

beneficial to the country, will be less 
firmly held in the
 

experimental areas 
than in the control areas. An example of
 

this type of attitude is toward wealth and of
status in terms 


cattle, new attitudes to',-rds gr-de cattle as 
opposed to
 

cattle in general, knowleige about and the implementation
 

of specific procedures to improve grazing or 
fertility of
 

the soil by the planting of grass 
or by the use of ferti­

lizers, etc. We should also be able to 
measure differences
 

in health and welfare attitudes - for example, the number of
 

women who had their children in a clinic as opposed to the
 

number who had them at 
their own home or that of 
a friend or
 

by a traditional midwife.
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The differences in the experimental and control 
area
 

who had taken the trouble to build a latrine, to build structures
 

to house their cattle and other animals are important factors
 

when compared with those who continue to use the old traditional
 

methods of no latrine and no fencing or cther shelter for their
 

livestock.
 

These are only some of the ways which can measure
 

modernisation. 
 In other words, we take the known Government's
 

policy of improvement through agriculture,veterinary and
 

general adult education, such as 
the use of farmers' field
 

days, farmers' courses at etc.
the various training centres, 


and we 
should be able to see significant differences in the
 

experimental areas 
in attendance and general participation
 

when compared with that found in 
the control areas. We can 

say that the pilot projects have been a success and have aided
 

in more rapid development in the experimental areas if there
 

are significant positive differences because both the experi­

mental and control areas have been exposed to 
the same
 

pressures of Government through its Provincial and District
 

Administration and its Extension Officers in all parts of 

Kenya. Differences therefore, ',xhich can br measured in the 

experimental areas when compaled to the control 
areas can
 

only be accounted fo" 
by the fact of thn pilot projects as
 

this was 
the only k,,own variable which can be measured.
 

Comparison Expe:im,-nt ind Control 

Any programme of using experiment and control groups
 

must ensure that the gr-ups are compazable. The homogeneity
 

in any ethnic tribal society is a good deal more relevant
 

to sampling than the selection of various groups in other
 

parts of the world. Consequently, if we choose an experi­

mental area 
among the Luo at Kabondo and interview other
 

Luos surrounding this area, 
toe basic homogeneity in attitudes,
 

wealth and agriculture potential, etc. is almost exact and
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therefore our sample should show and the basic data prove that
 
these groups are nearly identical. 
 It will be seen from the
 
first few pages of the tables presented that the control area
 
and the experimental 
area are almost identical in terms of
 

such factors as 
income, land ownership, number of cattle
 
owned, number of other livestock owned, age distribution,
 

head of household by sex, education, literacy, etc. 
 We can
 
say, therefore, that from the basic socio-economic data that
 
the two areas - the experiment and the control 
- are comparable.
 

Having established the fact that 
our experiment and control
 
groups are comparable, which we will show in detail later, and as
 
each was composed of the 
same ethnic backgrounds, and that the
 
areas themselves comprised the same kinds of soils, rainfall,
 
etc., then any differences found must be attributed to the
 

particular effects of 
the pilot projects since 1965.
 

Mr. Terry Myers has a chapter in this report based on
 
his interviews with leaders both official and local 
on the
 

pilot projects. 
 The two main questionnaires on which he has
 
based many of his conclusions are 
the leadership development
 

questionnaire and the head of household community development
 

questionnaire. 
 In order to illustrate our thesis, however, I
 
shall also use some of this material very briefly in this
 
section to support and 
to validate some of 
the hypotheses we
 

have made in the preceding paragraphs.
 

RuralEvaluation Community Development Head of Household
 

Questionnaire
 

First, let us 
examine the similarity of the sample
 

and we shall use the three area 
experimental groups compared
 

with the three area control groups, using totals by per­

centages only. 
 Basic similarity of the respondents, who
 
were head of household 
in the two samples can be found in the
 

following factors:
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SEX OF RESPONDENT 

Experimental Control 
Male 94 97 

Female 6 3 

MARITAL STATUS OF RESPONDENT 

Experimental Control 
Single 3 5 

Ma rried 92 90 

Widowed 4 3 

Divorced 1 2 

RELIGION OF RESPONDENT 

EXPERIMENTAL CONTROL 

Traditionalist 33 39 

Sectarian 6 4 
Christian 61 57 

Moslem 

EDUCATION OF RESPONDENT 

Experimental Control 
None 51 51 

Some Primary 36 36 

Completed Primary 11 12 

Some Secondary 1 3 

Completed Secondary 1 

University/College 

LITERACY OF RESPONDENT 

Experimental Control 
English spoken but not read 

Speaks & reads English 20 23 

Reads only Kiswahili/Vernacular 35 31 

Cannot read or write at all 45 46 

(Note: - means less than .5% 
.. means no-one in this category)
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It can be seen from the above that the two samples,
 

as described by these socio-economic factors, are statistically
 

identical. We can now argue definitively that as the basic
 

samples are nearly identical, we can draw conclusions that
 

differences between them on 
other factors can be attributed
 

to the differences which have occurred in these areasvsince
 

the pilot projects began. The level of nignificance, as we
 

have already explained, is 5% and therefore differences
 

should be at least 5% to be statistically valid ones. It
 

does, however, validatt our sample method, which as 
you will
 

remember was a probability sample based on a geographical
 

grid system. 
 We were concerned that the general development
 

in Kenya as a whole had been so outstanding in all rural 
areas
 

that the control groups may not show as 
much difference from
 

the experimental groups as would otherwise be the case.
 

Moreover, this was expressed by many of the leaders and
 

particularly by the Department of Community Development
 

officials who can see from their experience major changes in
 

all rural areas of Kenya. We will show, however, that the
 

control group technique has been a valid one in that there
 

have been statistically significant differences in responses
 

between those of the control and those of the experimental
 

groups. 
 The head of household community development
 

questionnaire, which measuros 
specific contributions to self­

help and community development projects and also attitudes
 

toward community development and self-help by the respondent
 

in each area is particularly interesting for comparative
 

purposes.
 

The first question on the schedule asked 
the
 

respondent to name 
specific community development and self-help
 

projects which have taken place during the past few years.
 

It is very significant to notice that the experimental area
 

respondents 
were able to name many more projects than the
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control area. Moreover, what is more significant is the
 

fact that while the percentage giving contribi'tions of money
 

and materials was almost identical, being 66% and 67%
 

respectively, those naming specific projects weLre 40% arid
 

22% for self-help on the farms and 45% and 24% for dicpen­

saries, clinics, health centres, etc. and 3c and 26% rs­

pectively on roads and bridges, The patto xof development
 

has been basically the same in the demand for money and
 

materials in all parts of rural Kenya but the particular
 

projects close to home such as help on the farm to improve
 

it were almost twice as many in the experimental group as in
 

the control groupo
 

Another question asked whether the individual offered
 

his help with any of these projects in any way and once again
 

a very significant difference in the fact that in the control
 

group area nearly twice as many ri;npondents an head of house­

hold worked on the project by himself or herself as in the
 

experimental area; whereas in the experimental area, 73%
 

were involved as a family unit while only 62% were involved
 

in the control area. Moreover, when probed on, "help 

toward other projects", it was found that 89% of the experi­

mental area had helped on several projects as well as the 

one mentioned first, while only 46% had done so in the
 

control area.
 

We asked in connection with this question in what
 

way the individual had helped. Almost identical percentages
 

had donated money or materials towards school buildings but
 

a significant 91% as against 66% of the control had personally
 

worked with their own hands on the project or had helped in
 

some other practical way to build schools, etc.
 

Another quite striking difference is in the atti­

tudes of the people towards the projects in which they had
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participated. We asked the question specifically - "Did
 

those projects in which you participated turn out to be
 

worthwhile ?". Only 6% of the experimental group said "1no"1 ,
 

while 21% of the control group said "no". It is an important
 

fact to note that the principle of closer administration by
 

the continued proximity of a Community Development Officer
 

and his assistants has not only achieved more and involved
 

the people more in these projects but also has built an
 

attitude of success to a much higher degree than in areas
 

which did not have this close attention. Before we left this
 

series of questions on specific projects, we again probed to
 

find out how much the individual knew about specific projects
 

and the table reveals a much higher knowledge by about 20%
 

in the experimental areas than in the control areas. This
 

was due in fact to the larger number of projects in the
 

experimental areas than in the control areas and particularly
 

the type of project such as nursery schools, self-help farm
 

projects, group digging and weeding and 4-K Clubs, which were
 

much more, "grass roots", than those in the control areas.
 

The next series of questions dealt with how project
 

ideas were initiated, how the individual heard about them and
 

whether his contributions were voluntary or under pressure.
 

Initiation of projects in both areas is almost identical.
 

This augurs well for the future in that part of the criticism
 

of the pilot project was that the presence of Community
 

Development personnel in the pilot areas would tend to make
 

the initiation of projects their responsibility and that
 

involvement of the people would be less in initiating new
 

projects than otherwise. This criticism has been utterly
 

disproved in the answers to Question No. 3. It can be seen
 

that the responses in both areas were statistically identical.
 

Moreover, the table also shows that in both areas the people
 

initiated projects to a percentage of 50% and 47% respectively
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and the next highest was the chiefs 
or traditional leaders,
 
combined percentages of 17% and 18% respectively.
 

In answer to the question on whether the respondent
 
had worked on the project voluntarily or under pressure,
 
statistically there is very little difference except that
 
higher percentages in the experimental area stated that their
 
effort was made voluntarily when compared with the control area.
 
We can conclude, therefore, that one criticism of 
the pilot
 
projects that the people were put under pressure by closer
 
administration is disproved and in fact in the control areas
 
more claimed pressure than in the experimental areas, albeit
 
there was very little pressure in either area.
 

Contributions in cash and materials from the people
 
in the experimental areas were 89% 
as compared with 73% in the
 
control areas. An interesting side question which was a check
 
on 
the element of pressure showed that 71% in the experimental
 
area 
claimed to have made their cash or materials contributions
 
voluntarily, whereas only 59% 
in the control areas claimed to
 
have made these voluntarily.
 

Question No. 4 asked about who directed the project and
 
once again it can be seen 
that development in Kenya as a whole
 
is very satisfactory in that the "direction" came mostly from
 
local leaders and committee members and the percentages are
 
statistically the 
same - 73% and 7C%.
 

We asked about leadership in Question No. 5 on whether
 
or not there was a formal committee for the project. 
There
 
were significantly higher affirmative answers 
in the experi­
mental area 
- 80% - as against 71% 
in the control area. 
 It
 
would seem that 
one contribution of close administration is to
 
assist the people in establishing a committee structure, which
 
is the policy of Government and the basis of sound community
 
development. Questions were asked on 
the committee structure
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and percentages were relatively the same except that in the
 

experimental area a larger number of committee members were
 
appointed to the committee than in the control areas. 
 Another
 
factor which can be seen throughout these tables and particularly
 

in this response is that a higher percentage in the control area
 
had no knowledge and could not answer 
the questions than in the
 

experimental area. 
 We asked if these committee members were
 
elected or appointed, if so, then by whom ? 
 In both areas,
 
64% stated that they were elected or appointed by "the people".
 
There were no other significantly different answers.
 

We asked if the respondent was satisfied in the way
 
the committee members handled the project, and again it can
 
be seen that 
a higher number were satisfied in the experimental
 

area - 81% - as against 71% who claimed to 
be satisfied in the
 

control areas.
 

One of the basic concepts of community development and
 
self-help projects is for the people to know to whom they should
 
turn for help to get a project started. The Government has
 
given many directives in this regard and local political and
 
national leaders have made it clear at public barazas and meet­

ings that the people should make an effort themselves and to
 
use community development and extension officers. 
 The
 
responses to this question, therefore, are encouraging in that
 

in both areas the answers are statistically identical, with
 
most people (61% and 59% respectively) stating that they would
 

go to the community development officer. 
 The next highest
 

were the chiefs and sub-chiefs as would be expected.
 

Knowledge of 
the community development committee was
 
higher in the experimental area 
than in the control area.
 

Moreover, participation in a committee for community develop­
ment was also higher in the experimental area. Knowledge of
 
a particular project of the committee was higher. 
The answers
 



Page 44
 

to this series of questions indicate that not only was there
 

greater participation in the experimental areas, a greater
 

number of specific projects, greater knowledge about these
 

projects but also a better knowledge about committee structure
 

and participation on the committees in the experimental areas
 

when compared with that in the control areas,
 

Question No. Ii asked specifically if the respondent
 

or a group to which he belonged had ever tried to start a self­

help project. 47%o answered affirmatively in the experimental
 

area, as against 39% in the control area, 
 The next question
 

asked vhat kind of projoct it was and in this case a larger
 

number in the control area had tried to raise money for schools
 

than in the experimental area. On the other hand, direct
 

initiative and the building of 
a school was 12Y% as against 4%
 

of this type in thc experimental area. Moreover, self-help
 

farming groups, ,,which will form the basis of future rural
 

development, were hardly started at all in the control area as
 

against iLry. in the experimental area. Another significant
 

factor is that 10% of those in the experimental area had tried
 

to initiate a project to 
build bettor roads and bridges as
 

against only 3% in the control,
 

Question 13 asks attitudinal questions about community
 

development and self-help. The respndent was asked whether 

he was satisfied, neither satisfied nor dissatisfied, or dis­

satisfied, with various comm,,unity development projects in his 

location and district, 7/0 were satisfied in the experimental 

area with development in their location as against 68% in the 

control area, 11% in the exporimental a.ea were dissatisfied, 

as against 19% in the control area. 

Question No. 18 asked specifically whether the respon­

dent thought that his location was progressing faster or about
 

the same as or slowpr than other locations in the district.
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This question was 
to determine the respondent's attitude
 

towards work in his 
own location and his knowledge about other
 

locations in the district. A significant 63% in the experi­

mental area 
felt that work had progressed faster or about the
 

same as other locations, while only 47% thought 
so in the
 

control area. 
 The next question extended to other districts
 

in Kenya and the experimental area 
thought their district was
 

progressing the same or 
faster than by 46%, whereas only 35%
 

gave this positive response in the control 
area.
 

We asked the respondent to 
express his satisfaction or
 
otherwise on whethea 
Government understood the needs and the
 

development problems of their location. 
 The answers were very
 
similar in both cases, which indicates that most people are
 

confident that Government understands their needs. 
 On the
 

negative side, however, 
25% of the control area expressed
 

dissatisfaction with Government's understanding of 
their problem
 

as against only 13% in 
the experimental area. 
 This would
 

indicate 
that closer administration and the availability of
 

Community Development personnel 
in close proximity leads to
 

a much better attitude of the people towards its Government.
 

We asked the people whether they felt that 
their elected
 

Member understood their problems, and in both areas the
 

percentages were very similar. 
 Over half expressed satis­

faction and 21% 
as against 28% 
,xpressed dissatisfaction.
 

We asked specifically about the community development personnel
 

and other extension officers 
on whether or not the respondent
 

felt that this category of officers understood their needs and
 
development problems. 
 This question shows significant diff­

erences - 69% 
gave positive responses as against 10% negative
 

in the experimental areas, whereas 24% gave a negative response
 

in the control areas.
 

A series of questions was asked about participation of
 
women on community development projects, committees, 
etc.
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Both areas gave similar responses, which indicated that the
 

respondent felt that the women in the locdtion had a major
 

contribution to make and that they were in fact making it.
 

While answers were similar and few statistically
 

significant differences existe, the obvious trend is that
 

women in the experimental areas participated more and more
 

frequently than those in the control areas and this shows
 

particularly in Question No. 27 on participation of women's
 

clubs and the frequency of participation. Moreover, these
 

differences sho: that knowledge about community development and
 

self-help-projects, members of committees, etc. is also higher
 

in the experimental areas than in the control areas.
 

In summary, therefore, all the differences in the
 

community development head of household questionnaires, between
 

the three pilot project areas and the control areas would
 

indicate that the value of closer administration by close
 

contact of Community Development personnel in the field has
 

made an outstanding difference as measured by this survey.
 

It also validates the hypothesis, that closer administration
 

by extension officers, will increase the effort of the people
 

to work hardcr, to do more, to contribute more in cash and
 

kind and also that it will improve the attitude of the
 

people toward community development, self-help, their
 

Government and their extension officers.
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THREE-WAY COMPARISON OF BASIC SCHEDULES
 
FOR EVALUATION OF MODERNISATION & CHANGE
 

IN RURAL KENYA
 

Preamble
 

We have reviewed the comparative material between the
 

experimental and control groups for the community development
 

schedules which were used in 1965 and this chapter will review
 

and compare the data collected in the basic schedules in 1965
 

with 	that of 1968. The three-way comparison is:
 

(1) 	A comparison of total experimental
 
area and total control area 1965.
 

(2) 	The same for 1968; which allows
 

(3) 	A comparison of total control and
 
experimental 1965 with 1968.
 

A straight run of all questions is contained in a
 

later chapter to this report and therefore this chapter will
 

merely highlight data, extracted from these schedules,
 

primarily dealing with the combined scores and modernisation
 

scales which are summaries of the answers 
to several questions.
 

We have also included a few basic tables from the socio­

economic data in order to illustrate the close correspondence
 

of the samples in each year and to indicate changes which
 

have 	occurred since 1965.
 

An explanation should be given at this stage
 

regarding the tables which contain the word "SCORE". 
 A score
 

means that several questions or factors have been combined
 

and have been weighted, one for a positive factor in in 
some
 

cases two, and zero for a negative response, depending on 
the
 

question. For these tables, therefore, the left-hand list
 

of factors merely represents those factors included in the
 

weighted scores, and do not refer to the percentage of answers
 

given for any particular factor. The column entitled "score"
 

is from zero to five or more, the percentage of respondents
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who have given positive scores adding to that total. We shall
 

illustrate this more clearly when we use 
the first such score.
 

COMPARATIVE SOCIO-ECONOMIC DATA 

Sex of Respondent 

1965 1968 
Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. 

Male 88 93 94 97 

Female 12 7 6 3 

Age of Respondent 
1965 1968 

Exp. Cont. Exp, Cont. 

Up to 25 years 4 .. 3 4 

26 to 35 years 18 22
8 21
 

36 to 45 years 27 23 36 26
 

46 to 65 years 35 50 32 
 42
 

Over 65 years 16 19 8 7
 

NUMBER OF WIVES IN THE HOUSEHOLD 
1965 1968 

Exp. Cont. Exp, Cont. 

None 
 5 2 6 5
 

One 
 61 56 67 67
 

Two 
 22 19 17 21
 

Three 
 7 13 6 4
 

Four (more) 
 5 10 3 3
 

Comment
 

The above three tables indicate the similarity in the
 

sample when compared with 1965 experimental and control groups.
 

An interesting comment which can 
be made at this stage is the
 

marked decrease in polygamy. It can be seen that fewer
 

respondents had more than one wife today than they did in 1965,
 

particularly in the control group, when in 1965 42% had two
 

or more wives, whereas only 28% had two or more wives in 1968.
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Religion of Rr.snondent 
1965 

Exp. Cont. 
1968 

Exo. Cont. 

Christian 66 78 60 56 
Sectarian 3 4 6 4 

Traditionalist 31 18 33 40 

Moslem - 1 

Education of Respoqdent 
1965 1968


Ex Cont. Exo. C ont. 
None 71 70 51 50
 

Some Primary 27 29 36 35 
Primary Complete 2 1 11 12 
Some Secondary Plus 
 .. 2 3 

.T.r,]...t .ion lEducation 
1965 1968
.Ux_ n_ ap . _ Co n t .(I__ . 

Illiterate 
 61 53 45 46
 

Literate Vernacular 
 34 38 35 31
 

Literate Lnglish & Vernacular 4 8 
 7 8
 

Completed Primary 
 I 1 11 12
 

Some Secondary Plus 
 - .. 2 3 

Cot mcnt 

Education and literacy obviously go together and it
 
can be seen from the above tables that in 1965 70% of
 

respondents had no education. Today the number with no
 

education is 50%. Moreover, in 1965, there were hardly any
 

who had completzd primary or some secondary, whereas today
 

it was 13% and 15Y respectively, The same of course applies
 

to literacy which indicates a much higher standard today than
 

was found in 1965. It must be remembered that we are
 

describing, "Head of Household", only and net a cross-section
 

of adults,
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Combined Literacy Schooling Score
 
1965 1968 

Score Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. 
No School/Illiterate 0 60 53 44 45 
Some School/Illiterate i I - 1 1 
No School/Literate (vernac) 2 11 17 7 6 
Some/Literate (vernacular) 3 23 21 23 25 
Literate/Vernac./English 4 4 8 7 8 
Primary Complete/Literate 5 1 1 il 12 
Some Secondary/Literate 6 - .. 2 3 

Comment
 

This is the first table which represents a scale based
 
on a score number. 
 In this case, all factors dealing with
 
literacy and education were combined in one table with a score
 
of zero to six. Consequently, the factors listed in the left­
hand column do not relate to the percentages given in the right­
hand column. The percentages given in the right-hand column
 
relate to the percentages having scores zero to six of the
 
combined weighted factors. 
 We are particularly interested in
 
combining as many of the modernisation factors as possible and
 
it can be seen 
from the above table that it is easier to under­
stand the true picture by dealing with a group of related
 
factors in this way than from the raw data on 
each factor
 
contained in a later chapter. 
 For example, it can be seen
 
that in 1965, those scoring more than four on 
the literacy and
 

education score were 5% and 9% respectively and today it is
 
20% and 23% respectively. 
 This method indicates the tremend­
ous 
change in literacy and education since 1965 in spite of
 
the fact that the period between the two surveys was only
 
3 years. 
 The rapid advance in education has occurred in both
 
experimental and control areas 
and obviously has not been a
 
factor effected by the pilot projects. The three 
areas are
 
typical of Kenya as a whole and were chosen for this 
reason.
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We can assume, therefore, that this advance has taken place in
 

the re'st of Kenya also,
 

Level of Living Score 

Factors Listed 

No. 
Items 
Score 

Exp. 
1965 

Cont. 
1968 

Ex. Cont. 

Radio 0 10 15 6 7 

Cupboard 1 24 17 11 15 

Table/Chairs 2 26 26 29 27 

Kerosene Lamp 3 17 15 17 14 

Clock 4 12 9 15 11 

Wristwatch 5 5 12 8 8 

Bicycle 6 2 6 8 6 

Handmill 7 - ,. 10 10 

The level of living scores combine all of the factors
 

in the left-hand column. The scores were made up by the fact
 

that if a respondent owned a radio, he scored one; if he did
 

not own a radio, he scored zero, etc. In the level of
 

living score we can see a very interesting change and also a
 

difference between the experimental group and control group.
 

In 1965, the experimental group respondents were only 7Y with
 

a score of five or more. Today, it is 27%. The change is
 

not so great in the control area, where 18% scored more than
 

five in 1965 and 26% today. It does indicate, however, how
 

similar the two groups are with regard to level of living as
 

measured by material goods found in the home.
 

Home Innovativoness Score
 
1965 1968 

Score Exp. Cont. xp. Cont. 

Factors included were 0 68 66 66 73 

type of toilet and 1 20 18 14 10 

garbage disposal 2 9 10 8 7 

3 3 6 12 10 
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Comment
 

Health and hygiene is an important aspect of develop­

ment and this table deals with only three points - the type of
 

toilet and the method of garbage disposal and whether the latter
 

was used for compost or not and whether the toilet was a drop
 

pit with permanent materials or an open pit or none at all.
 

The table indicates that in 1965, 3% had a top score of 3 in
 

the experimental and 6% in the control group. In 1968, the
 

percentages were 12% and 10% respectively. This indicates
 

a very meaningful development in hygiene and sanitation as
 

measured by these factors.
 

Size of Farm 1965 1968
 

Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont.
 

Less than 2 acres 3 5 4 5
 

Two to less than four 12 9 9 7
 

Four to less than six 16 15 14 12
 

Six to less than eight 16 16 12 15
 

Eight to less than ten 13 13 11 13
 

Ten to less than fifteen 15 16 17 17
 

Fifteen to twenty-five 14 14 16 18
 

Over Twenty-five 11 12 17 13
 

Comment
 

We would expect to find and in fact do find very
 

similar statistics between 1965 and 1968 on the size of farm.
 

Moreover, farmers have been encouraged from the pilot projects
 

to concentrate on developing the land they have and to ensure
 

that it is fully developed before acquiring more land. You
 

can see from the above table that this has been done effect­

ively in both the experimental and control areas.
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Farm Modernisation
 

1965 1968
 

Exp. Cont. Exp.Cont.
 

Completely fenced 62 48 57 46
 

Partly fenced 22 24 26 23
 

Not fenced 16 28 17 31
 

Completely divided 28 19 30 29
 

Partly divided fields 19 24 38 34
 

Not divided at all 53 57 32 37
 

Comment
 

The above table takes into consideration two factors­

fencing and the division of the farm into planned fields. In
 

terms of fencing there has been little change since 1965 and
 

one explanation we received in the field for this was that
 

fencing is an expensive capital expenditure and, whereas
 

development has taken place in many areas which do not require
 

capital, fencing is one area where little change has taken place.
 

The figures are not statistically different for fencing. For
 

planned and divided fields, however, there has been a very
 

significant change. In 1965, over half of those in both
 

experimental and control had not divided their farm at all,
 

whereas in 1968 only one in three had not done so. Moreover,
 

there is a difference between the experimental and control
 

groups of 51 which is only just significant. It may or may not,
 

therefore, be a factor which can be accredited to the pilot
 

projects.
 

Farm Fraqgmentation Score 

Score 
1965 

Exp. Cont. Exp. 
1968 

Cont. 

By number of pieces 1 66 53 59 53 

of land 2 19 25 18 23 

3 6 8 8 5 

4 3 2 5 8 

5 1 7 2 1 

6 5 5 7 9 
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Comment
 

The problem of fragmentation of farms has continued.
 

It is unfortunate that this problem has not yet been resolved,
 

but land consolidation in these areas has not been fully
 

implemented and obviously through development and inheritance,
 

fragmentation has continued. The two sets of figures are not
 

significantly different between the experimental 1965 and
 

experimental 1968 or between control 1965 and control 1968,
 

In both cases, however, there is a higher degree of frag­

mentation than formerly. 

Total Implement Possession Score
 

1965 1968 

ypLof Implement Score Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. 

Fork 0 43 51 35 29 

Spade 1 41 34 35 50 

Plough 2 11 11 16 10 

Wheelbarrow 3 4 2 10 7 

Harrow/Cultivator 4 1 2 4 4 

Oxcart or tractor 5 .. 

Comment
 

The above is a weighted score combining all of the
 

factors in the left-hand column in the scoring principle
 

already explained. It can be seen that there have been very
 

significant differences in the possession of implements
 

useful in cultivation on the farm. For example, of the
 

implements listed, in 1965 43% and 51o had none of these,
 

whereas in 1968, the percentages were 35% and 29% respectively.
 

From the other end of the scale, those who had three or more,
 

in 1965 were 5% and 4% and today is is 14% and 11%.
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Social Participation Score 

1965 1968 
Types of Items Score Exp. Cont. Exp, Cont. 

Co-operative Society 0 16 9 16 30 

Home Economics 1 51 55 31 41 

Farmers Training 2 25 31 33 17 

4-K Youth Club 3 6 2 12 8 

Self-Help Group 4 2 2 5 3 

5 - 1 3 1 

Comment
 

Participation in societies and clubs such as those
 

listed above has been encouraged throughout all rural areas of
 

Kenya, and obviously more in the pilot areas where closer
 

administration was effected. 
 The pilot project therefore can
 

be considered to have been responsible for the very great
 

increase in participation in these types of activities. Of
 

those, for example, in the experimental areas who participated
 

in three or more of these activiries the figure was only 8%
 

in 1965 but 20% in 1968. The increase was much less, although
 

significant, in the control areas, being 5% and 12 respectively.
 

It can be seen, therefore, that general participation in these
 

types of activities has increased throughout Kenya but has
 

increased more significantly in the pilot project areas.
 

Agricultural Participation Score
 

1965 1968
Items Included Score Exp. Cont. Exp, Cont.
 

Farmers' Field Days 0 74 65 71 76
 

Agricultural Demonstrs. 1 13
13 10 11
 

Animal Husbandry Dems. 2 9 19 9 6
 

3 4 3 10 7
 

Comment
 

Participation in demonstrations through farmers' field
 

days, agricultural demonstrations and animal husbandry demon­
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strations is a technique which has been used for many years to
 

improve standards of agriculture in Kenya. It is disappointing
 

that there have been so few who have participated; although in
 

the experimental areas there was a larger number in 1968 than in
 

1965, the number participating in the control areas in 1968 was
 

much smaller than it was there in 1965. Of those who had
 

participated twice or more the figures were 13% and 19% for the
 

experimental areas and 22% and 13% for the control 
areas.
 

Once again, it can be demonstrated that the experimental area
 

participation in this type of programme was significantly
 

higher than in the control areas where participation was less
 

than in 1965.
 

Agent Initiated Contact Score
 

List of Agents Score 
1965 

Exp, Cont. 
1968 

Exp. Cont. 

Agriculture Officer 0 27 23 26 43 

Veterinary 1 23 12 28 21 

Community Development 2 21 23 14 11 

Chief/Sub-Chief 3 20 25 13 12 

4 9 17 24 13 

Self Initiated Agent Contact Score 

1965 1968 
List of Agents Score Exp, Cont. Exp. Cont. 

Agriculture Officer 0 42 35 33 46 

Veterinary 1 34 40 25 23 

Community Development 2 15 12 14 9 

Chief/Sub-Chief 3 5 7 11 7 

4 4 6 17 15
 

Combined Agent Contact Score
 
1965 1968
List of Aaents Score Exp. Cont. Exp, Cont.
 

Agriculture-Officer 0 24 23 20 
 34
 

Veterinary 1 12 6 11 12
 

Community Development 2 17 10 17 16
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CombinedAgent Contact Score (contd)
 

1965 1968 
Score Exn. Cont, Ex., Cont. 

Chief/Sub-Chief 3 16 21 8 6 

4 12 13 10 9 

5 8 8 6 6 

6 5 9 10 4 

7 3 5 3 2 

8 3 5 15 11 

Comment 

The Kenya Government has -ncouraged farmers to initiate 

contact with e:xtension officers in &11 fieds. Moreover,
 

exteision officers are expected to contact farmers in the rural
 

areas without being asked, The schedules provided for 

answers to these two alternatives. Vie have combined these 

two aiternaCives into a weighted score described as, "Combined 

Agent Contact Score". it is the opinion of those who planned 

the initii). survey and the pilot projects that a definitive 

measurement of success or failure would be in the degree of 

contact bet.en the farmers and the o;te,sion officers, The 

conhincd score above illustrates ver"y d';Cirit.',.y that the 

pilot project has noaily doubled this contact in the experi­

mental areas, vrhereas in the control -a.ea, contact was less 

in 1968 than it was in 1.965, it is ou-: opinion that this 

table is per:i os the most sigaificant in the report in that 

it illustraes to etiectively now important the pilot project 

has been when we consider the small amount of money expended 

on it, either by Central Government or b- the A.I.D.
 

MASS MEDIA EXPOSURE
 

Radio
 
1965 1968
 

gxp_. Cont. -p.
E gt 

Nover exposed 34 32 16 12 

More than once a month 15 16 20 19 
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Radio (cotd) 

1965 1968 
Exp. Cont. .Exp, Cont. 

Several times a month 12 7 9 10 

Several times a week 16 9 23 22 

Regularly (today/yesterday) 22 36 32 37 

CinemaLtobile & Commercial) 

1965 1968 
Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. 

Never 62 72 29 38 

Hardly Ever 28 23 53 51 

Several times a month 7 3 13 7 

Several times a week 3 2 4 2 

Regularly .. 1 2 

Daily _Ne wpaer 

1965 1968 
Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. 

Never 83 80 59 60 

Hardly Ever 5 7 16 7 

Seve:,:al times a month 4 2 6 5 

Several times a week 6 6 11 15 

Regularly 2 5 8 13 

Macazines/Weekly Papers 

1965 1968 
Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont, 

Never Exposed 83 78 80 70 

Ever Exposed 17 22 20 30 

TOTAL MASS MEDIA EXPOSURE SCORE 
1965 1968 

Score Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. 
Rating all factors by 0 27 27 12 10 

percent of sample - 1 11 13 9 13 

maximum score is over 6 2 14 8 13 9 

3 13 7 12 10 

4 14 23 12 10 
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TOTAL MASS MF. .A. ,XPSURE_.SoR ( nt.) 
1965 1963 

Scor F . ; Exn. Cont. 

5 9 10 14 .l 

6 and over 12 .2 28 37 

Comment 

A octhod of adult education o&,53nanal d,:ucation 

towa.d developm;ent in Kenya has LW:n the incrcased facilities 

of mass media radi, cinema, ne".pipcT.rs, ragazines, etc. 

The above tcMlus a,'.:.von for g ,mijiu..a and th, final table 

combine: thec Va scale or score For Y11 redia. The scores 

were weighted depending on the frejuc:cv of ccntact or exposure, 

The total ur m5 ia cypos'.:e scc':.c. is uve. -AN possi.b.e 

positions and if .: cc>,,.i 1955 to 1.,9, ". se ,ur' V cat 

differeice in both e,:perImtai c:W euntrol, vith much more 

significant diff,:c:oc'r in thl_ er.rin.;nta, a:-r;, For e:xample, 

if we take those who have been ixpescd to ,ros media to a 

rating of fo': pointy: or more, in 1965 it w.'as 3U% and 45Z; 

while in i%3, it :ac 54% and 5j% - an ircisa of 19% in the 

experimental area end 13% in thE control arca. Obviously 

expcsuwe is a.so partly due to !he incr-'aoc in ejuca ion and 

literacy which wo describc-i earlier, On the othc: hand, the 

significance of .'ado shows that this is the nost effective 

mass medium today, showing that in 1965 one iV three were 

never cxposed to radio, whereas today thin figure is one in 

six in both exnerimental and control ar,:nas :ho are never 

exposed to radio. At the other cnd of the scale, the 

percentages who wore exposed ;:cgulan'/ :o radio wore 380 and 

450 in 1965 a.n nainst 55A anc 59, tuday. T- t i.crcd 

use of mobile cinca vans can be seen in that tain, where 

almost twice as nany people are regula:-ly eaposed to this mediu;i 

as were in 39C5, Rnedrship his more than doubled !n both 

arras, 

http:ne".pipcT.rs
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Cash Crop Diversification Score
 

1965 1968 
Cash Crops Included Score Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. 

Tea 0 32 41 49 57 

Pyrethrum 1 46 45 45 35 

Coffee 2 20 14 5 8 

Sisal 3 2 .. 1 

Cotton 4 -


Comment
 

At first glance, the cash crop diversification scores
 

were disappointing and therefore we pursued this matter further
 

to indicate why this had happened. The following table gives
 

the explanation if we exclude sisal. Sisal in 1965 was a cash
 

crop of nearly 50% of the sample, whereas today it is a cash
 

crop with few if any participants as the price of sisal has
 

fallen so low. The following table, therefore, gives a more
 

accurate picture of the cash crops which were included in this
 

question - tea, pyrethrum, coffee and cotton and from this
 

table it can be seen that fewer people grow these cash crops
 

in 1968 in the control areas than in 1965 while significantly
 

more grow them in the experimental areas today than did
 

formerly.
 

Actual Crop by % 
1965 1968 

Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. 

Tea, Pyrethrum 2 - - 4 

Coffee 9 16 11 8 

Cotton 27 39 35 34 
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Food Crop Diversification Score
 

Percentage who grow by number of different crops.
 

Number oF Crops Score 
1965 

Exq Cont. 
1968 

Exp. Cont. 
Different crops 0 1 - 1 

included were: maize, i 5 1 4 3 
bananas, millets, sugar-cane, 2 14 24 8 16 
beans, sweet potatoes, 3 13 6 9 17 
English potatoes, cassava, 4 16 27 14 13 
vegetables, any other 5 18 20 16 13 

6 18 10 16 13 

7 8 7 13 12 

8 4 2 10 11 

9 3 2 10 1 

Comment
 

The diversification of food crops has been very
 
encouraging. 
 The Kenya Government has put tremendous pressures
 
on the riral farmer to increjse his food crops far many reasons
 

to avoid famine and to diversify the diet of the family in
 
order to increase the number of vegetables, fruits, etc.
 
available, particularly for young children as 
there still
 

exists a protein deficiency in Kenya. 
 The pilot projects
 
concentrated on this programme through constant informal
 

education. 
 The success of the pilot projezts in this
 
regard can be seen in the very significant increase in those
 
who have seven or more of these food crops. In 1968 it was
 
33% while only 15% in 1965. 
 Even in the control areas,
 

however, the success of Government's widely based programme
 

can be seen in the fact that percentages increased from 11%
 
to 24% of those who were growing seven or more of these crops
 

which are listed in the left-hand column.
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Total Fruit Crop Diversification Score
 
1965 1968 

Fruit Crops Included Score 1 Cont Exp. Cot 

None 0 48 44 38 11 

Oranges 1 11 15 15 25 

Lemons 2 16 24 19 24 

Guavas 3 10 9 12 6 

Pawpaws 4 9 4 8 3 

Pineapples 5 3 3 5 -

Mangoes 6 3 1 2 1 

Grenadillas 7 - ., 1 

Any others 

Com n nt 

Government has also encouraged the rural farmer to 

incrcar;e the number of f;'uits which he grows, particularly 

with a view to improving the health of the younger children
 

in the femily, Moreover, these fruits given car also be usud
 

as cish crops and obviously help in times of famine. The
 

fruits listed in the left-hand column were those included in
 

the score and it can be seen that while fewer grow none at all,
 

particularly in the experimental areas, a significant diff­

erence of 10%, changes throughout the score are not statisti­

cally significant, although there were increases in the
 

experimental areas.
 

Total Fruit/FoodCrop.Diver sif icatio9n 
1965 1968 

Score Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. 

Number of crops 0 ..- - 2 

Combining all items in 1 5 .. 3 1 

the above two tables 2 13 19 7 12
 

3 9 
 7 7 12 

4 9 18 9 11 

5 12 11 11 13 
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Total Fruit/Food Crop Diversification (Contd)
 

1965 1968
 
Score Exp. Cont. Exp, Cont.
 

6 12 10 12 11 

7 10 13 8 10 

8 7 9 10 11 

9 7 4 8 6 

10 6 4 7 6
 

More than 10 10 5 18 5
 

Comme it 

When combining the fruit and food crop diversification
 

items, the table above has the score rating on a scale of more
 

than ten points. Significant changes can be seen to have
 

occurred in both experimental and control areas but a more
 

significant positive difference has occurred in the experimental
 

area.
 

Innovativeness in Growinq Food and Cash Crops Score
 

1965 1968 

Score Exp. Cont. Exp, Cont. 

Factors included were 0 1 1 1 1 

the practi, s of: 1 .. 1 4 3 

crop rotation, selects 2 - 17 7 15 

seeds, uses commercial 3 3 13 8 12 

seeds, uses farmyard 4 10 7 11 11 

manure, uses commercial 5 15 27 13 15 

manure, fertilisers, 6 29 10 13 12 

insecticides, plants in 7 31 13 13 10 

rows, weeds more than 8 9 5 12 9 

once, sells part of 9 1 3 8 11 

crop commercially 10 - 2 7 

Over 10 .. 1 2 1 



Page 64
 

Comment
 

One of the methods of measuring modernisation is
 

through the increased application of new innovations in the
 

practice of farming. 
 All of the factors included in the
 

above score are listed in the left-hand column which produced
 

a score of 
over ten. We can see that very significant
 

changes took place in both the experiment and control area
 

but once again the degree of change in the experimental area
 

was statistically higher than in the control area. The
 

actual percentage of those who practised 8 or more of 
these
 

innovations was 10% and 29% 
in the experimental areas and
 

11% and 21% in the control areas when the two years 
are
 

compared.
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JCU2~r T TT>7._, C1TC1'i:: 'MTNvmY 

by 101217 PY.' 

One o1f the no-1iest Ht'tOW Mmris of the ATM.o 

m-'oiccts -nos -7ovile int *2~) nroce-nes inv'i1vec intn '2'on 

self-helh nnA comm'un t- deuT-rlom-nt. ao-on" Vw the 

reners'1 ied. 7cr r'-pnc' 'nr'1" ris, Ae 'prtn'eotPnOc the 

of Com-nr'tr3- )eveOcmnV r'nO 1TiD 'et nut Ao 'ovP~e the 

necesinr" h.nc' roun? studien; for fur -- o' 'ir-m~ . 

In t;heir first surve- 2 ?oco 4nemprn. -nlm"' outsid Me;i 

VIM01 locnt3 ois to s-7vq vs co-trol n-ins: the 1 rv;er 

svnl~e To WU'i.;. c, the sr'vn'- -env c 'r '1ed t'o'r e­

-nw
ohinstionnnivre in'te gocold survi-, di. c~o to l.enders 

in Obe V~Il c-tior1.suLch ra ecdhcki- Ar;ic- ri, teachers, 
V~IMf, PnA~ courcilloro, ain" Anmseen-&, "ich conlducted 

vlon, M h -the centh'-1 so-ie, &4070We(' 10 *ro'ccnh the'-T 

heeds of househoirs in e ch of The Up1,c ocMenions. 

srrve-r. M; " One goose to 

con W<t-~ Revoionmen" Worts ".c' Ao c'V' tAPc Ww'e of 

self-40- no-i w-wiz-V tech-inue, PKl 

* hile Q,1~ne- sap'ht Th ure -­

;tion, ~i~mnn 
1vie-' of q'e inc -0010%-is' '"ini the c.'~:'-. o'i ere n 

Clnnfce 7n comrin-';~ rely:? :rk 3 v'1 c rnO chon-n i.n 

si'iib'r V'';e '-ener 2.nne-'nc2 or 7 'w thnie 

-Avi'cjs er'n baq%'to1--)1ed Pnr'e - in-i5es V ne; rete 

"''oreness 

07-r'- ue-Oionq- esnec noi"'t %:o rnnsu-n the 

de'-ree of aw-one'. r '.'n- t'v' woo1i n'-" the lardars. 

"'ere they wpcrintnO '-M the 'rT"cN yq of qolf'-helq 

dial tle-r :Ow' of 2 fl" crnmn 2 tv "'velbo'rncn reects in 

thleir r-en.. eo-'1e rn le2(~i>s wo-' hoth -nerlly vary 

much n'"'re of self-heln -rojiect in Mhir nrero.; olmost 

100 nercent of thn bce~er' riaw ndeO f:ir"wrively and i1e 

fi'ice r's men7 vr'ople in the cont~rol, no in the nib t prr, 

did~ not Nio- of mroiects (W vs 40), still1 over 90 -nercent 

kne": of s'ecific itann un- r''rv in their Mencti on. 

"'esnandents ''ere ecnr~').1 Moet rcci-Wtiieq ''3M; the born-er, 

mocre mr'ior -painnt'a nseo-Onrr schools, -W rot:-voincis rind 

dinis, or "elO> cn'1r'l : O disnees The drive tonS vies.5 


buil~d hernmban sec-Alr- schooln. n 2 fected ev'-"'one, lenders 

ond he~ nf households, AM~n open~s n co-Lrlo. Tesnar 

-iroiects ouch -s nursi7- conti-rs, ho''cvrr, vim-~inn" the 

intirest nrimn:il'r of' ac-." i~n t~he WINo P-~e-s three 
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times Ps mcnyj .eo-le in the nilot s in controlaren the 

ans,'ered :nt the-r 'ne' most eboilt nurserv centers Ind twice 

.s man-r ns om-o" the lerlors. Porm -mroects, self-beln 

weoedin- grolis etc., '!i)le not p:resemtiu- 'r .e, of', .
 

inteest, ,re-,e thi.nrs in ,'vich lea-ders nn(I neole bo'h 'Ad 

b~s.i.c mo,.].e e e-e, .n' in the cop:strucli-n of ,:is­

liensries, the control ,reos seem to hnve hn-Id a ood den). 

less involvement -thn the nilot :pens. "'he--the cries for 

secondary schools -nl ctl.e (ins se-m to brve nf:ecte 1 

control nfrlr nilot locni;ions eeiil.y, t rice ?s rnnn nilo; 

neo-.le h-nve their chi.ef Thn-,Ie(re in 'or.on self-helm 

disnensorins and clinics. , 1iiln;wice as unny kno, 

about Frolnm f'rming and co-onertive ,"eedin'-. 7The "easure 

of im'renesis of course, i me.n u-e of inte-es;: and lencls 

di-ec -tl to ouestions of na?.,ticibation. 

,,rtj.cintion 

es-onses questions 

ci.nation ior. co-i),j.!,ution do not differ -reatl' from Tbose of 

awareness. Leaders most aware of con miitl., develonment, 

also p)rovide the most articinsaion nn(. the -:reatest contri­

hution. Proiects receivin- 1he 2re:,test c.--lcern nre -main 

the m.inor roiects, Speco0.,ir r -Chool-., disnensa:ries ond. 

clinics, cat:-le nislnd-,ner :roiec;. The .-ilot areas 

show a much bi-hea de-'ee of ,ctivi-.,,', 50 ;ercent hIi!,her in 

nursery centers, 4!.00 ,e.ocenc 'li-ber in r.elf-heln firmi.n., 

twice -s hirgh in naen'eleo 'nd i,omrn's clubs,, ;-,i.ce -s hir'h 

in beqitb cen-:-:rs. 

The -urnitnt.veto of nrti-

In necondnryr schools the control o-reps hntre kent mace, 

ther hove i- cat(tle lis. lelative].v, The Ki-siris 

an-ear to be the .:etest ".?ticin, torn in self-helm, as 78 

Tercent of the hen.ds of household tes tifieni to their -.or: 

on c-ttle dins, -nd n nhenorienal 97 nercent of the leaders. 
ITot only in dies, hut a].so in schools, T.omet 1-in(Ule. the most 

Ps 

ne:cent :- -ers, 7/
 
. 


enHusiasm. ii.net of lc, nist; -.'nd 

72 nercent in ami- rndI ]'oiO, , ectve1 ., contri'huted 

in some -1ny to the bUi]. inF of i;he secondary qchool i-3iror. 

On some -m-olects, 'o,.,v°--,  and. a.rbono ,e"e able to 

elicit - 'esnonse ini Do,,et. Bo et ....-reai;er than . ed i.n 

healh center develo -ien;, her one ieoth cen'er ';ns ) 

iproject )romoted ime] . the cop uni w', tendelby Asi-n .ichI 

to invr,!e re,, of the liousc'-l. '-.ed!s. In -amia and Kbondo 

on the other ban., Ao-k o1 1.-r-c b'1"..th cee':s develoned as 

a na.or com 'lni.'-r -roiec; rnr' re-).e entel "n ;ma of !-rent 

inteo-est amon- thie -en-,_e "nd lepa'-'-. 
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'innl?.y, it is irvor.n" to note the l:ck of involve­

ment in pro.jects such ;s communitir centers, .roU-.centers, 
soci 1.2rouris. Innc') :T1e -i].ot rser 's thelq of th'n , in 


cont;:-ol, there ,ns virLn'?lll, no "rticinrtion in suchl-roiects.
 
In 'lomet with four ,Jdult educotion clr-ses snonsoreI b- the
 

central -o.,rnment,
less thin 1 ,ne;.cenlt mentioned ,'ti­
ci-,tion in such clsses. Cnly in ],-bordo did Dgendeleo,
 

or other 1omeri's or-nnizrtions aliaien -n-, derree nf succese.
 
Grolns ,.o-okin - on access rood-; 1nd. 1oip f.rmin, we.r.e trr-d­

itionsl nnd. had r stendy/ response from ;-,he )eoi)le in the
 

are s, but mno-e mne.r.ern croft or socirl graOs drew minimil
 
interest. -A.nrinci!pal -e,,son for- this ,?s the lock of
 
quoli ied, nersonnel, inst:ructresnes, rr visors nd the "eprth
 

of eevi.mcnt. I'e lick of variet-' in -'ogrems of'ered 1)v
 
such .7rouns is of en stiltifvfin- -,nd.could offer slir'ht
 

substiute Jfor morn tadjqiJonal ectivities.
 

Contribu t Lon 

.articinition on -nroiects co,,ldl come in P v-.iety of 
s,-through lnhour, o. oen,I i1d.ivi(v"J. Dupplvin- m-terirls, 

egui.ment, or- h roi, h 1 strjir'ht shi.lin- contribui:ion. 
Most of those in bervice.ed (onate, mone.,, or m.'t'u,.-i.s. [Ilo-e 

heods of holseholds ,,orl-e(' in -rncbicr. r.,rr, I.onntin7 manuol 

labour os. werft time bhan did leaders. Control areas Plso 

contributed nL cinr']_ th;7oiu-h ion ation of ;erils or 
money to -,he builcliir-s in 4the --rcojoc; the percentae of 
material contribution in the co:brol o"eas equlled tha t in 
the nilot pro.jects, although the people in control -,ere frr 
less will.in- to r';icinrte 1y "orkin with their bends. 

In Kabonlo, for era-mnle, 3c -cenked. theiruor. J.th own 
,hends on the nro.ject, ,,.wle in thn ,ldioinin- a;rea only 9 

percent. Tbi i,-nine ,ercen-! of the neo-le in the ,oilot 
locations made P nracticnl contrihution a'-inst 29 ne-cent 

fro- the control 7roi.ms. T',renty-nine nercen; i.n Y.bond.o 
com-oored to less thn 1 ' ercent in her control. 'Pie will­
ingness of the nilot ,res 01, small contribution,to ome 

some )rcticnl .on - on Trbour-h individual lhour nrovicled, 

demonstrates the -roin'-w unwcrtanding of self-hel -nd 
harombee --oa].s. I- Tfondo ;,nr. '3aniia com.'arativ statistics 
show stron- differ.ences in project par'ticipat;ion. Cnl-, in 
Bomet did the control ni-rtic Gintion cor.e close to keeiin,- noce 

with :;he nilot rea. 

Control
 

corin.rtive 

bution in the vprious pilot loc,-ior.ns, -e -o,,)_0 do ,tell. to 

In tnvzinl-t Ce mrbtici--:;ior and contri­
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make sore commei;:s about con;rol. 'Jerite the >l'on-Yanzn 
stud-, rejection of the imnortance of the demonstr!ation effect 
in rural development, there is litttle (Ioubt that the TDilot 
project '-as had n lnr.:e effect on surroundin- ares. In
 
Bomet Locotion ! 'as oririnnllv! scheduled to be included in
 
the pilot project. It ,,as, in the end., e-:cluded, and the
 
initial controversy increased -w'V! nesS rnd encourared
 
.jealousy and comn)etition between oilot loc.rtion 7 and the
 
surroundin7 areas. ]_ocation E's chief .,es outsoicen in
 
his defence of his erca 's pro-ress (r'elative to the nilot 
locntion) since tlhe nro.iect began, "imil-rl", officers at 
division nnd district lovel: pointed out the competition
 
bet:.,een locations and the desire to 
sho. thnt one location 
without help could do as much or more on its o,.n as one with 
help. 

In edli,-ion to the incrensed comnetitiveness, the
 
reliability of control should be further hampe.ed by the
 
changes ta.: hove been occu-iiJn- a11 over Yeny, on a
 
national sc.ale. 
 From the e-!y c'-ls of 'iraqmbeo after
 
uhuru, l.eclr.,rs rnc. noliticirns have gone throughout the
 
country encou-cag,irg, self-hellh nroiects 7nd spreoding the
 
self-hea ideals. XlD itself 
 -as been , nar:ticinqnt in
 
the self-help boom; she has mrde lump sum don'tions of
 
.3,0O0 to harambee seco- dar-T schools, or "';.., oo -. to7rants 

harambee health centers. '.here should he fe, areas stil!
 

untouched br self-belp Inthe are-s so. aside for control 
around the oigi:.nnl nilot orolects shoi,!d. be no e-ception. 
For this --e.ason, a statistic such a s th t al;ad' cited, for 
Knbondeo's labour contribution can be terned dobl s;igni­
ficant. The people w.ithin tbe nil.ot- a.rea hod 
 learned to 
m,ake substantial personal contribuUeJrn to the orolect-, -bhile
 
those in the cotro! rroup ",ere fDip more disinclined. 

View of Pro~iect Administration 

One of the more imoortant things whic!, the recent
 
surveys tried to assess vas the vie- of 
 the orolect admini­
stratCion from the local leve]. lo1' did the neonle narti­
cipoting vie,,, the decis7ion-.,a'inan zlbove !,hem ? W1 hat had 
they lea:cned about pro.ject administtion ""ho did. the 
see as wroject lenvers, -Iroiect oushors o Ho.' did. they view
 
their own p~nrtici-ootion ?, 

The mao-it, of the snmple felt thai,; the ideas for a 
project came firsi; :rom lhe people themselves. In Bomet, among 
the leaders, the enthusi.sm "as mosat manifest, as 3L ocrcent 
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of the Kipsiris leaders thoight i;h-t the nro~ject idea had
 
been the people's. Amon the heads of 
hnusehol:s also,
 
Bomet arrnin sho,.ed the hihest resnonse for the nonular
 
idea, 67 percent versus 52 Dnrcent 
 in SamiD and 30 1?ercent 
in Kabondo. 1/nbondo, on 
the other hand, placed a hich
 
emphasis on locnl leaders, 20 percent, and on 
the HP,
 
Presidential call, the Government, 15 percent, a response
 
quite understandable given the political nature of -outh
 
Nyanza and 7overnment efforts i:o increase Luo nffection for 
the maiority pnrty. Also Kabondo does have efficient chiefs 
and is largely 4eventh T), A)-dventist, it mi!h; be assumed 
that local and church leaders ,oul(' be more inflential in 
this area thnn in others. 'hile Eabondo's con-rol rauoup
shows stronr influence from local/church lenders, it does not 
show a correspondin- influence from the FP/Presidlential call.
 
The pilot area seems to be reflectin . the incresed visits,
 
speeches f.om 
 1',airobi officials an(- concern of provincial
 
officers which were 
 awarded ,writh the pilot pro.ject. Lastly,

it is interestin- to note tWnt 
 amonr the household heads, 
only in Bomet did neole feal that thev themselves -.ere the
 
oririnotor of the icea. 
 In Bomeet 2 nercent respon(ed that
 
the ide a,,s "my7 own". The feelinr- of participation wbich
 
seems to hnve 
been stro nest in 3 omet whe.e in fact they did 
have the greatest amount of control. 
 The great m,,joriti, of the 
pro~Jects were cattle Crips, affectin- each and every Kinsi-is
 
directl-r, lnd ansi.,erin. to wilhat 
 he felt ,,as his most important
 
need. .,y confininr itself to dins, the 
Pilot Committee may

have been -vilty of over-concentrotin.- its resources and
 
allowin-- itself :o be dominated by popular desire rather 
than 
definite development need. Neverthelesr, the .7esult is
 
clear, Bomet has, to a, -­ aeter e7'tent than any of the o.her 
areas, been able to i.nvolve her :(eople in self-help pro.ects.
 
"'hat rem-.ins to 
be seen nc,, hoever-, is .bthe. in the 
future she can channel this enth1usinsm into other areas and 
other proiects.
 

The idea for a project was renoral].T first henrd in a 
metinr of some 
sort, either a c.ief, or sub-chief's baraza,
 
or another type of loc.l meel;in--, althou-h .Jomet reflected 
the stron i.nfluence of the "administrative officials" 
probably the veter:inarv officer. If they had nn idea them­
selves, l-he heads of house'iold, boeh Di..o;; anr. control, 
answe.ed 2w ta]kethat the w.ol. i . to '.e Community Develop­
ment Officer. In both 17,Ibondo and .omet the re.sponse ran 
over two-tbirds, but in Srmii 41 nercent woild hinve carried 
their plnns to the chief or .ub-chief. ','his reaction could 
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be justified by the position and nromi.ence of. the ex-senior 
chief in ia-iia. Dy frr the most; capah!e leeler in the 
locatlon, lie ,ns at the !,me time Vie chairmen of the pilot 
project committee. His ap.rovnl of rn idea ':ould not only 
assura the aprov.'l of the committee, but of the entire
 
communit. -',he leadlers, holev-r, iere 
 more limited, in their 
response, nnd the great majority, 96 percent, ,,omld have
 

gone directly to the Community Development Cfficer or 

Assistant. 

Once the project was communicated ancl or-anized, the 
people and leders loined in. ' az-iegreater percenta-e of 
leaders than people were apt to part:icip;-te in the rro.iects, 
among the heacl.s of household nt least two-thirds narticinated 
in some way. Prticination wos view-,ed largely as voluntary, 
although members of the control group were more apt to claim 
some sort of preqsure. In !fabondo control this feeling was 
especially high, with 49 percent of the respondents reoorting 
that they had felt some sort of pressure from the sub-chief.
 
In KI-bondo pilot 2n noeacen-;; answered Lhat the-, h'.d worked
 
under the sub-chief's nressure. ;rt of tbs ih be
 
attributed to Luo custom and obligitions, but part also 
probablyrerul'.s from the incrersing politicization of ITyanza. 

Asked w.,hether their cash contribution had been 
volintar- or presured, sli--htl-, lr-ar number thata ,'nsered 

they ',ad 7iven unr.er prasrure from the sub-chief, or P local 
leader. KE'bondo was again the high nressure ares, with the 
control group reportier IL-5 oercent 1ro.inst 18 nercent in the 
pilot area. In bot>l contribution nnd particination, however, 
it is important to :-emark tht the -ilot areans stnted far 
more frequently that their donation of money or labor bad been 
voluntary. In )nr'Gicirntion 17 perceni; in Yabondo rilot
 
said thnt tbe, hand wYorked voluntarily, -against 4. percent in
 
control. .n -Iomet; an 1 "ai the dclf'?,--?ence ws not as
 
defined, but e-i sted, nevertheles -. ii-two nercent in
 
Location 7 felt t'. t: their 
ca conlt- ibution 'as voltntnrilyv 
given, agr 'nst 73 nercen in cont-ol. In mia the rel-tive 
resnon.qes -'ere 67 oercenL .1n 'm;rcent. -asnonsesand The 
pointed to t-e f-ct th-,t oney and matorial are more easilv 
pressured th.n aore pnrici ntion nl no sonql ].'bor. In 
Samia pirticularl", neligent par;ic1.ntion mij.ht lend to 
material confiscation, a chick-en or ,oat-., as renoayment for 
extended absences on a group ,ro,! project. It is significant
 
that Tilot areas not onl,, pa,',icinated more ,ctive., in body, 
but also in spirit, feeling generall.y that theirs wns 
voluntary service. 
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The projects were directed.by ) committee of local
 
lead1ers. Eo-one attributed clirectorship to the District
 
Officer, .?lthough occsionally r. 7roup thought that the
 
Community Development Officer wos the guidin!7 force (18 ner
 

cent among the !3amian leaders).
 

The p)ilot areas ,!ere more sure than the control that 
the commi.ttee e-:isted (80 - 71), rlthough the control areas
 
were more certain that eisting committees had been elected.
 
In Kabondo, nar;icula.l.,r, the.people felt that their 
committees had be-rn anointed, although they later resonded 
that they had been apnointed by the people. .iow this differs 
from election is not altogether clear, although, because most 
TLuo clans.are sure of their lenders before nominating repres­
entatives, the process often entpils more selection than
 

election.
 

homet was overwhlminr in its po-oular view of the 
committee-makinr process. .li-hty-one percent ans'ered that
 
the committees xere elected, "iO oercenu by tie people, and 
virtually no other response was given. In Samia, on the
 
other hand, 2 percent thought the committees were chosen by 
the sub-chief's baraza, or Comunity Development Officer and
 
4 percent by a parents' vssociation or school committee.
 
Among the leaders the differences of opinion were rreater.
 

Domet again responded with 96 percent sa rin2 the committees
 
were elected, 88 percent by the people but in Kobondo 55 
percent of the leaders did not confirm their knowledge of a
 
committee and in Samia 29 percent thought their committee
 
had been selected by the location.al committee. In f.ict,
 
this last coument is pornsible, since mnvny members of Samia's
 
locational comrittee i.!ere 
also members of the pilot committee;
 
the two often held joint meetings, ond the administration of
 
truck and tractor often changed betw.leen the two comiittees. 

The survey asker! three final questions concerning 
attitude to project administrotion. !ho should be the person 
or group to sug-est a project :'ho.should" begin the 
projects ? !amia, in"ho should push S both the responses 
of the leaders and those of the household hepds, fel; that 
the principal responsibilit,, for suggestion lay with the 
people (66 percent leeders, 70 percent household). In the
 
other two pilot ,arerls, however, :res,.onses wavered between 
the people, the H..., the ComunityF Development Officer, 
government, and sub-chief. 
 It seers unusual to find that 
only 5 percent among the Kijsigis felt that the people 
should suggest the project. (Among the lenders the 'ercent­
age dropped to 53 percent). This, torether ,it' their 
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emphasis 
on the Community Development Officer (40 percent
among the leaders, 38 percent among the people) demonstrates

the Ve'Y thin line that existed between the local leadership,

thd people and the a(Imnniti-etive officers, the veteriaary
 
or livestock officer Pnd the Community Davelopment.Officer. 

The decisions made by each group were similar; allresponded to the heart-felt need for dins. The Community

Development Officer followed directly Lhe desires of the

people and so the people, w.,hile maintaining in one 
response

that they are responsible for the ideas, can in a second
 state that ideas should come from the Community Development

Officer. 
 In I-abondo the 15 percent response that the
 
government should suggest, coupled with 22 percent favourin­the 1.-., again reflects the influence of the central outhori­ties in that area. 
 The leaders supported the heads.of house­
hold with responses of 16 percent for the government, 20 per­cent for: the 1*.*., and the similarity of the nnsvers shows thedegree to ",hich the impact of the government has been felt
throughout the v.rious levels of the community. 
 The over.7ll
 
percentage favouring suggestion from the people does not
 
differ betw.:een nilot ond control. 

In 
eeciding v."o should begin the P.rojectn, o,rever,
D3o;-et has ince ngain resumed its popular stance: 
 84 percent

of the heads of households felt that this wars the responsi­bility of the people. S.min remained 
 ,'i.th its original
72 percent a.nd Kabondo while shifting some of the burden 
from the M.P., now placed it on 
the chief, sub-chief and

the government, (51 percent say the people should begin
the project, 17 percent the sub-chief, 35 pe-cent the

government). 
 The lerders now, 1.owever, Pre much more out­
spoken in the positioning of the -ro.iect beginning. 
Ninety­
six percent of Bomet lenders sav 
the people, 79 nercent in
lamia and 48 percent in Kabondo. 
 Virtually all the.leaders
 
negate the responsibility of the 
-overnnent and 
. in

this area, albhou gh 40 percent of the leaders interviewed in
Kabondo place the burden w.,ith the chief and sub-chieft.
 

In the third phase of n-o.lect development, the actualptshing of the nroject, the learershin 1;'hes a definite shift 
to the shoulders of the government. 'eflecting the feeling
thct if the government helps those i'ho help ,-hemselv.s, and
iith the ];no!.:ledge thit the people have suggested anc, begun
the project, the thire response places the Project oushing
burden on government nartici.pation. 
 45 percent of he heads
of households in Samia , 'tb 
percent in Klabondo and 36 percent
in Bomet place m,.lor responnibility,with the government. 
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The leaders in these areas 
are more apt Uo distribute the 
leadershiD vqriety Qreas,inin n of rania 60 percent with 

the Community Development Officer, in .oi.eb 34 percent with 
the Community TDevelopment Officer, in Kabondo 53 percent
 
with the people. It is interesting that after putting
 
much of the leadershin in other quarters 
for the first two 
phoses, in the thi.:d phase G7 percent of the Kabondo
 
interviei.:ees state tha.t 
 the nush fcr the project should 
come from the people, hut thu denominator scoms to come in 
the final auestion of IJrticiption atti,:L:udes - "who should 
provide funds for develomnent -nd s&If-help"" 

Over i;xo-thir!s of those -ntervi ..red, leaders and
 
households, 
 believe thai; the money en,!, material for develop­
ment and self-help shwol, cone from the -overnment and the
 
people equolly. VeLy fi feel 
 that '1e vovernment should
 
bear -the full burden, 22 percent, n even fewer that the
 
people should, C percent. WJhut is dif]'icu.t to mensure in 
all of is thc 

pilot and contri ,ttiituds. For e-,-manle, 


these ititude2 cl.Er ct Jifferencc between 

in '3,1mia 8 nercent 
of the inte'viewcd \.'old hrve the ecople provide oll, against 
none in control: in ,0onldo 11 nercen; ;hinh the peoile, 
against 1 per.c 't in ccc tl, ilt.lhoi;-h ihe-e -re some wide 
differences in citnin ;.-res, there js no snerninr continuity 
and in tho nvo.! control or ears vcr v simiar toe.esr 

the pil.ot L-. 
 7riLsjLt-:Atudcs to,'nrds pnr-ticimant responsi­
bility vprics more .roi are, to thanarea fgo!m ilot to 

control, and bh'j cn rral conclusioi:; :rus ! .;urmisu that the
 
pilot scheme i :d 
 : :aJdi. r..mn ' ifr'-ronce in who
 
should nush 


0 li,'j
::c "3he si.o smend t} ',., y.* 'he nation­

wide progrm -),ol ,?;,.-Ia hs -o-ne f'r eno,,7, to force these
 
questions in the conol aeor; lust 
 , the nilot has in her 
locations.
 

Pr~ov-rsa - "ajcc'ra i-lura 

If cn'-,T :-,rl nn'r,,- , , '*i, nres nre difficult to
 
assess in de.linr' with reneral 
 a;itdus i-owurd responsibility, 
they are much <as ':ic, $o see in the res,]orses to the success 
of the projects C,1-..-;,..vu.. 

85 perccn ef Ihose intervic,'e in the nilot are)s 
felt that the zoleots !ith ihich they lhad been acquainted 
were worthwhile; in the control areas only '1l percent. 
Enthusiasm ran Ps high1, 96 percent a)mong, the Domet leaders, 
and 91 pccent :iong 'he Iuo he,ds; of households in lKabondo, 
to as low ,.s 5'!- percent in the (insip,i; control g-oup. The 
largest single cnmlaint was tht the arojects were unfinished, 
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and in the *eamia ond Lomet control groups the number of 
unfinished projects was three times as high ns in the pilot 
areas. The pilot areas also showed a greater degree of 
satisfaction in the iway in w:hich the projects were handled, 
than did the control grouns, 81 nercent agapinst 71 percent. 
A common complaint mir-ht have been the lack of Darticipation 
by the government in the control loc,tions, bhlt significnntly, 
ladh of rovernment aid was cited less than 1 percent of the 
time among both control and pilot interviewees. 

In a more general resoose, control and pilot locptions 
stfited that they were moder[-ely pleesed -ith the pace of 
development and self->.elp in their aren since Uhuru.
 

Although the pilot areos 'ere slightly more satisfied overall, 

75 percent to 68 percent, tle difference does not seem signi­
ficant especially since a lrgrer percentage of the control 
groups iere very satisfied, than ere nilot 2reas (32 percent 
to 2? percent). The leaders v-r , in their le'ree of satis­
faction. Borft ,.,s by far the hifhest ,'ith 97 nercent 
either satisfied or very satisfied, and :-abonfo the lowest 
with 38 T)rcent stgi!;fied. It is difficult to explain 
Kabondo's lock of enthusiasm miven their competent Community 
Development Officers and inte:-ested District Officers unless 
it can be attributed to the disapnointment of higher 
expectation:; which had been engendered by loc,l nnd national 
politicians. Among complaints expressed by the Domet control 
group, a group which offered n wide variety of comnlaints,
 

were lac of water and lack of project success. Lack of, 

leadership ,nns a chir'- complaint among all control groups, 
more prevalent than among the pilot locitions. In an
 

expression of need, control groups at .3amia and Knbondo cited 
the need for schools, a needT much gioa.,ter thin that foind in 
the adjoining pilot areas. It is intev-esting that the pilot 
arp-s emphasize water projects ',hile the control areas tend to 
ignore ,,ater nroblems. 'ater, like dirt nnd. noverty, may be 
ignored because ",n fro .. , t h ; It tokes identification 
of the want fromi :he outside, from nn e--tension officer or 
Community Development Officer to nersuade the populace of its 

possible erndication.
 

The conhrol r-rouns clearly ('emonntrted the need for 
health improvement, a need which i.,s expre.3sed three times as 
often among the control people as ?mong the pilot who had 
already beg,un to work on her1th center development. There 
was little concern for future devolo-ment of corn, unity centers, 
but general interest in rond imorovement and transportation. 
As obstacles to future development, people in Damia and 
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Kabondo saw lack of finance, in Tomet famine and drought.
 
Bomet, an area 
still viewing wealth largely in terms of cattle,
 
would be more apt to recognize the cause rather than the
 
effect. Kabondo, leadership-conscious, cited the lack of
 
leadership and skills as a major drawbock, while Bomet gave
 
high priority to marketin- and transportation deficiencies.
 

Finally, despite the drawbacks to future development,
 
the people interviewed were generally optimistic in their
 
outlook for future progress. Gint7-five nercent of the
 
leaders interviewed felt thp, 
their location was.progressing
 
much faster than other locations in the district, although
 
the percentage dropped to 25 among the heads of households.
 
45 percent of the leaders stated that their district was
 
moving fster than other districts in Kenya. In both cases, 
the Nipsigis were the most confident of their relative aroress, 
while the TYuo were least optimistic. Only 9 nercent in the 
pilot scheme felt that Kabondo was progressin7 faster than 
other locations anO only 7 percent that Iyanza was ahead of
 
other districts. It is significant that Kabondo, both
 
control and pilot, is the onl]. area which felt that it -,as
 
progressin7 at a slower rate than the o eas around 
 it. At
 
the same time, the nilot Prea in Kabondo e:yressed as great a
 
degree of satisfaction with its M.P., the Community Develop­
ment Officer and e':tension officers, ond the government as any
 
of the other three.
 

The people in each of the three nilot areas were
 
generally more 
satisfied thpt the government understood the
 
needs and devqlopment oroblems in their location than were
 
the people in the control g:oups. There ,:as no substantial
 
difference in resnonse to the 
elected M.P., although the 
pilot areas were again more satisfied with their Community 
Development Officer and exten..io",papsonnp! (09 nercent versus 
55 percent). The lepders, on the other hand, were often 
more dissatisfied with the performance of the government and 
the elected M.P. than they were pleased, and it was only in 
referrin7 to the Community Development Officer nnd extension 
personnel that they (66 percent) were either satisfied or very
 
satisfied. 
 It is evident that the ,,ork nerformed b7 extension
 
staff in thenilot pro.ject did not go unnoticed, and that
 
despite the tremendous surge of harambee and community develop­
ment around the nation, the concentration of effort in the
 
pilot areas has had an impact.
 



CHAPTER c' 	 ne7 

COMIRTNITY DEVEIQr T
,ENT "IIOT PROJECTS
 

THE 	PILOT 'MOJECT'3
 

TUrnose:
 

The .nurnoqp of the .io. nro.iecto as described in nn 
enrlv v'enc-r fnr Tntrni'ti onie] Dovelonren; 'oenopnndum ",.'s: 

... 	to demonst;rate ,.hQt Comuni0i Devlopment
 
could be eyectad to produc] '4Ton -rijnoo neop].e 
were riven rdeiij;c .i.o',nce hc, do th, -ob. The 
secon urniser; - t-rdovono nunnn:i tntive 
-ensres 0-, M'ich "ncults
the h'
3 'n 1nont
 

deve]o'-ot nor--n-7o emild bo 9-.oinod. 
 There 
-,ore other o-'inr: wh-icA nerd ernqcnp enswer. 
fro- the iot "rnjoct likec:- A"hnt are t:he ore­
conditions fAr ­ --od conm:'runj d oelor)nFent 
nrornmme ' t~eomch in advance of , field 
nroject ? ,ccesgihilih-,tr dol]t eduction 
institutions ? 
 "hnt is thn unit o orne Pnd 
ponvu]-:ion in 'icN co--unit-' lovelon-nnt cn 
boot bo done . 

pilot would 

demonntrotion roong, nnswor-' Fbase 


It wn!s honed bn ot rrnjoctr serve ns 
quartionq and] suiJvin 

the incentive fOr' national Govrnmont of Venvn nronrre 
of Comunit7 rovelormen". The ins, therefore, W.ere
 
threefold:­

1. 	To vrovide an exopno e' corfmunil; 
develon-nnt effocivenneo ''itb the 

overnll 7onl of the establishment
 
nf n ngtinnnl nrornwo. 

2. 	 To Provide the Depnrtmert with bnsic 
dots and infnr--tion relev"nt to the 
ndminis-reti on of conpunitv develop­

ment in the field. Tlo Provide
 
bMck-rwind moterinl for future 

plnn-in7, to Nvo nnint of ref­
erenco, nnr to heOr the necesspry 
office of research nd ovn].untion. 

3. 	To orovide ether ni nisoiornos, such ns 
Arri ml turn, Uduc-tion, Co-ooerqtives, 
-AUi;h da;a rol;in,: to rural developpent. 
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Framework: 

As the project hod three nurposes, so it wrs divided into 
three phases. The first phase began with the selection of the 
locations ind the launching of the initia] benchmark survey.
 
The pilot arens 
 were chosen from locations ,,ith different
 
background, peonle, climate, 
 croe ind Ferernphy. Sania in
 
Busia District, '"estern Province, 
 is Luhy , dry and bush 
country; Kabondo-Kpsipul, in South Hyzn District, Nyanza
 
Province, is lIc, land conscious, some cnttl, fairly dry;
 
Bomet, Locnhion 7 in Kericho i)isnrict, Vt*ley Province,
 
is Kipsiris, 
 nn turn]ist, nn. trnditionnl. .nch of the three 
areas continns nbn t cne hundred squre miles- and Kt the start 
of the project, ?6,00O peonln. 

Once the nreos hnd been chosen, interested ministries
 
begpn work on Y ouestionnnire; the Ninistr'j of Lands nnd
 
Settlement w-s interested in the nrevilnq 
 nttitudes of the
 
fnrmers concerninr-nd conso.idoti on; The Ministry of Anri-­
culture winted to k:now 
 what nercentnoe of fnrm rnduce wns
 
being Mqrketed Prd to whnt extent 
 new fnrmi n - techniues wore
 
beinT Pdonted; 
 the Ninis:r, of Educntion nsked which language
 
farmers preferred their ehil.dree ho I:nrn, nnd the 
 Ministry of
 
Lphour ond Soci-l ervices 
 o.ns, of course, interested in
 
measuring 
no:sible cemi ,7 devnlnnmen: nrorram:mns. The end
 
nroduct 
 included questions enverinor educntion, honlth, snni­
tation, croopinq techninueo, soil oroducti 
 it , frm tools,
 
credit services, chnnnels of com unicrhire, rIhour mobility,
 
trnditionnl nnttudes , wide
P 
 rnne of sub]jects, ell socio­
economic foetors n.'fo iurr] 
 ehonrc. 

The second hnse of the nilof- royrrnr.e, the ,ctunl
 
demonstrntion pro jec ; in 
 communit7 dvelormen t, begn in
 
September with 
 the stntionin, of tsry~istnnt Comuni ty Develop­
ment Officers (ADOn) 
 in t he throe Locn n.. The officer,
 
normnllv in chnrre 
 of n nprn oy het.:on 6o, 0()qo nnd 500,000,
 
was now ci rced in n lontion 
 of 20,10n( to §,0 ,000. (Avernge 
in Pilot schemes 's 2-,,00). He w,..old wnrk with a pilot 
project committce, P centranl :nmrmittr. dtrad fr(m l ocn] 
lenders, nocolrored to ntd1vcreote ]rmbn(rt nonn for the 
areas, dosirned to co-ordingne.] f-help nro.iectes in the 
location, nnd ch-rurid wif;} Chthe Joc"Lion of outside nid. 
A.I.D. wns to provide modest cni it.]' is.oce, meter 
cycles, vehicles for Unff' h£frnn!. r, tools nd wheelbnrrows 
for self-hel) Pn,p,n, ( oinvi'-1n rid..U "'gg-stlions for 
t;he lengt;h of the nroiect vnried Cro;p two to three veonrs; in 
the end three venrso no ,enernIlY. rceiteV, n.t;hough the 
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projiect. started Into and eventually only rnn two and a half 
years.
 

The third phase of the oroject, the follow-up survey, 
would begin after the close of the projects themselves. It 
was designed to provide stntisticnl descript ion of the degree 
of chnnre, the fctors nffectinh chnnFo, the chnnging attitudes, 
the problems, the obstncles, and the relntive effectiveness of 
government prornmmes, ronrticulnrly the Dcartment of Community 
Development's pilot scheme. CD plnnnurs honed that it would
 
demonstrnte the need for a nntional policy 
while nlanners
 
throughout the 
 ministries oxoected it to contribute useful
 
bnckground nmteri"l 
 for their own nriority decisions. 

Evaluntion of Pilot Yrojects: 

A nntionnl %nmuni.t-- .v.elopmMet a rogrmme wns nccented 
in 1964. A!; t hnt time the estnblishment of Community Develop­
ment Officers wns incrcosed to Eq from 27. The pilot projects 
had boon planned origin l17, to prove the need for a'ntionnal
 
proFrmme nnd were intended to:-


Demonstrnte ,o plnneors, t rensur ofYicinls 
represen ttivos, rerionn] nutha iLies, county council 
officials, nnd local lenders, the potential benofi s 
of community develooen.. Out of the reslIts of 
these demonstrntions the Govornmnt of Kenya will 
be in n bettor nosition to mnke itVs decision ns to 
whether or Pot full, nntin-wide nrogranmme of 
communit: divelonment is desirable for Konyn. 

The erl.y o]n.s for the pilot nrojects, "s conceived in 
1965, were not antirrely shelved by Cover moant's timely recog­
nition of the need for a M',tionnl Communiv lDevelornment Pro­
qr.mme. On the conhra", Khorow pol icy merely chnWcd 
the omihnsis ro onn nf -n expor men:'l exercise to mOnsure 
the offect a . communit:v Cvo , tpmcnt;eroort ise ;nd techniques 
when npp.i d to n 'j'i "r." fran n Krr,dcd peri-cd of time.
 
It wns n0cessnrv, however, 
 La r a-thinK the nilot orojiac; 
technique to he emninoev b-cnuso orf is ihnrre in policy. 

It; , no 1onre.r noeconry deo" the need foras . leonste 

expnnded conrmu&it, davelo*crimen; aAd, Lhere frr' , ne'- aims for the 
pilot project were sought. Nnther thn viewing the schemes 
nS the mCdOrat;O oxueriment in communit.Ly dn'.vel,'momenl. , na they 
were originnly visunli sod, therjcf r we P i. n ernreted ,s 
n co-ordm.nt:ed thrust t;c move rurnl cq':-uniblics 1rom sub­
sistonce to modern agricul ture. In describi n o oe two, it­

http:communit.Ly
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wns suggested th-t sOeciO! efforts would be nndo by 11
 
government extension agen ts Pnd 
,dministirntor, during the 
three eonr neriod. P.l1 nspects of rurnl development would 
be encourooed with the increose of -gpiculturnl Production 
(over subsistence) beinn ernhnsised in on ntompt to occel­
ernte rural propress. This intcrmreptotion oinips Yris
 
described in the foreword to a booklet 
 (printed in :a Q,000 
copy runi in nnd distributed throuchoiit; ,dminist;rntive levels 
to inform officers of the project nnd its urpnoses) on the 
three pilot pro.jeets:-


An n tion exprrimon- t;o ,cce errnt~e r-r1,t develon­
molk; Coi!mqinWI," Developmen ornottcj inners h-'ve 
,joined hWnnc '.,ith technic1 ,ytonsion uersonvel 
from the other rur-I service Ministries "rnd officers 
in the Opc:;Ianhi ;,ivc s rvicues in n cc-ordinnted 
attenpt ... Dv Ke onext three, yonrs pnrticulnr 
effort will be rnc bv tho Govrnmoet's ecxtersin 
services ,nd the rdminishtrntive structure, IhOt 
is the dis tric: W;msm, county councils, chiefs 
nnd sub-chie,s. 

The rrojeck, then, hnd ,'ro-rn in the minds of some
 
plnnners from " simnle domnnstrnL ion, of community 
 development 
to q mlcm '--cnh;O orormme of c-ordijmted rnd intensive 
Co-oporntion in rnssis ,.rce ho the nre. Unfirtunntely,
 
despite the desire to 
nchi eve there Inorr no-Is, the hnsis
 
of the proj ect ,n nob 
 chnngod, the nocLn'1 Project sbructure. 
The ACDO roemninecd the on]. senior' extrnordinncy officer in 
the pilot nrenp, ,hici hod the n rmn I c noporn t nf other
 
technicnl etensiou n ersonoel, nnd, whlI.] 
 fp mr-e demnnding
 
nims were ,ccep ted, new 
 ,:chin cry to help imlement the
 
nocess-ry 
 ti-,n w-'din'.'.: not sot; un. oliocec wns p1nced 
in the co-nrti' t:ien. i'jM ci rn cexist.n11lr ipis rnt:ive 
nrrnnomn1''lurnenif-d h:, the Gnm''uri Diovel nmnCenG­
ordin-tinr CUm,-Uhn[e.
 

The nuesti n" of nur'oo, and nlr)] r o .,nqY.n not one of 
desirnil it,, Por the nims o nv co-ordi n .ed .fcrt in rurnl 
growth wIns ,s (o' r',i e itw 's i t. i1he':oh"o I nun] 
references to he Wib.-: ,.,,rins - co-opc r..,-yiv ,f'ort by
ndmi.ni;tr. tr)rs 1Wn n!i ipi-" rorh-'I t;he Kbrne ye-rs 
reflec ted the bone that it wo"Id I,,comQ -1co-rdinnted 
propFrnnr.!n, The pr'',blem, hoover, '-"n one of Treonrnti.n 
nnd planring. 
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Difficulties Experienced:
 

Almost every dennrtment in the Ienyn Government experience(
 

orgnnizationnl problems f'i]1owin Idenendence. Rnpd Africnn­
ization, cxperiments in reolmnnlisntion, nnd the reor-r nisntion 
of Ministrius v.qs iocesspry Pnd Pccorolished over a c.mp-rntivell 

short nerind. Cho Dennrtmont slf CormMUnitV Dw-VloT)rent. wns no 
excention t:c ;his nnd ,.c,porhnps , .ve. '!ru tv'oeibled b.y this 
rnpid trnsiti.on buenuse its exo'rnsinn Yns ".,ocfnld Pnd its 
role nnd function wns in the nroces:s of definition. The years 

1964 nnd 19G5 were noccue ed by ndri nJ s tin tive adjlustmcents, 

rocruitin- and tr:i.ninF not stnff -n' othor demands crented by. 
the new 1icy of n Lltionnl Progrnmm:. It is undcrstnd-mble, 
therafnre, th,-t in the orl- .sys Ef the pro,jects , whicl ,-ot 

under wny in e.t;embur 19;05, ioe could be lit;!,]e di:rection
 

provid,, from n'eve. "s
It for this rensnn th-t the ACDOs
 
were left pretty much on their own with the nilot nroject
 

compittees. 

PHASE I 

Imolementntion:
 

Throufh the co-operptivo consul tntien of various Mini­
strios, the nuestionnnire wns drawn an nnd comnlcted, thus 
clenriny tm ,,yfor the firs' ose ,4 thn oaoect;, the bnsc­

line survey. Community Development Assi.t-:,tos, four for anch 
nren, w.ere trined in intorview methods, nnd. enn .'nrl in 1:1'. 

-field in June 1965. Ench CDA prs 'snonrsibl fop noproxi­

mnte] y 75 intervien's, the s'mplo cover:.ng ins of the hends of 
households in the oct, -n. rd ncludi.nr n srlier number of 
fpmjlies o;side the ni]ot ,'n o serv, "s ' centrol rroup 

for the secnnd r'nond cn it rviews. VMe tonn cxnerieneed 
nrnn p roblems which doeln:ed the Pror>. The most serious of
 

these wns nn unof'iei". Tnen] rvarcneh Ver'vnnts' strike.
 

The t-bulJo ed esuls of this survey vein tod to the 

nron'ryi ruii'her " __L.' tmninOnsitir subsis­of n'q: i: An- i from 
tence t;o cosh crons , 9nd ,hil the O' rmers .:, goner'n]ly 
sntisfiod with co-opernt;ivc 'rIketin: nrrnmemento, the ware 
str-nnoly in fnvour rM[ urern her credit institut ions, wnhcr 

amprovement, Wnd eXonnded use or farm tools. The repcrt 
demnsUrnta(i the i.oert:nnc nf eduntiill PnH the uffectiveness
 
of oxtons Son em csnrn]., I! nmceetCoheod nr the nttitudes 

and techniques Pffectine' nr-ri culturN. dovoleaniren, and 

produced /i nnyes of tOblos ned "pt tstics. 

The recorI; rns ulished in OcL oher "lqdq -d distri­
buted to the vnrious ministries of rurnl extension in toenyn, 

http:ncludi.nr
http:cover:.ng
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to AID/" shinnrton, ond to selected members of the ncndemic
 
communities in 'mnny
oversens countries. Althourh the initinl 
renction wns fnvournble from those directly involved in rurl
 
developm-nnt, nearly 100 Qn7pes of stotisticnl &,nVlesond qnnlysis 
mnde dull ronding for even the interested inymnn. During
 
the next year, the survey rerjort ,ivs popul:rised in n version
 
illustritinp the more 
importnt; sttistics. Comleted in 
September 1966, it vws FiXven wider distoibution tn members of 
the Nntionl Develenmcnt Commi ttee, the develooment cimmittees 
nt district and orovincinl levels, selected Iembers of PArlin­
ment, rural extension officers, -nd locl newspnpers.
 

PHASE II
 

Structure Pnd Oorntion:
 

The ACDO -.- nvs c
t . reorinsiblo for oach nilot project 
hnd first to be found nnd secondly to be rostcd, housed nd 
ncquninted with the nr. It took 
i= nnd much cnsiderntion
 
os 
officers of this cxperionce were Jin grnt demon& not only 
in Community Devalonent but, also in -lmost every other extension
 
service of Governroent. 
 It tork tire therefore to berin the 
pilot pro.jects and the Apartnent w-s Pb.e to complete the 
tsk in each cr,se :efore the end of 1969. Considering nil 
of the other nrirrities Pnd oressures this wns - commendnble 
nchicvemont. It is sirnific-nt to note 
that a11 of the oilot 
project committees were estblished, well functioning, nnd hnd 
nn embronic pion Pmd kopt rocnrds before the end of 1965.
 

The basic tr,ingn aI
oxpcr ience of the ACDOs ws from 
the Kenyn Inst t~uto of Adn"i str,ti.n- courses on Community
 
Development tuchoiques , "dWnvistrntio anod prornmming.
 
Consequently erh inhernrted 
 his role -s one to fncilitnte
 
this cxperiment in donnerotic 
 nl orn!P. and cncentrnted
 

self-hlD.
 

Proroso]s for flture nr';icctn in rural devolopnnt
 
should inc]utc . qo; : 
 .inn nn
11 uxtensivo orientntinn ns 
to the Foa'ls n 
 the nroiect elf. "mpistrn'tors ,must hrve 
soie hechnicH'] competence, just -n Go tIochien icinns mui; have 
an underst - o-dri nistr' t;v,ndinr of ro i;lr, or !;ho willing­
ness An submit On 00 nd -
r"; : Wrti
or', r-(. In the
 
pilot scheme, r--'aio ±i ' t : o: lofh!;tc 
 the s nql e ACDO, rnd 
consenuen h', d,-evelormn ; , !.n ol l mi'l ted to stn dorsed 
self-help. The ACDOr were not mushd , ur enuinmed to
 
experiment, nnd for the mstQ pnvt; theyj sotnyed within s;nndord
 
lines. In nro,jects such Os or'imnry extension, hnrnmbee 
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schools, dips, fhey were quite successful; in other arens,
 

especially social orFnnisti-,ns, they were less so. 

Besides locking interdisciplinary training, staff also 

lacked preparation for resenrch and nnalysis. One CDO 

admitted the menninrlessness of the baseline statistics as 

far as his olannin was concerned. The bnseline needed to be 
made relevant by interyretation of figures which would then 

have been set forth in specific propnsals or Fuidelines. 

Despit:e the sum,-ry-nnlysis in the first 75 pwges of the 

survey report, ndministrqtors were unable to find n means of 

using the results.
 

Finally they lacked guidelines for their individul 

participation. Because of lack of snecific definition, 

because no structure required their pnrticipatin, some 

extension departments chose to remain outside, or at lenst 

beynd ,ny more than usual commitment to the Prea. 

On the local level, greater prenaration was required. 

The ACDO himself could have used some training in analysis 

and evaluation of self-help. Evnlu tion reports submitted on 

a quarterly basis sunolied n myriad of statistics, but scanty 

annlvsis, and failed to offer un a real explanation of comm­

unity development. As n DO pointed out, n list of five cattle 
dips says very little os does a listinF of 51 nursery ccntres. 
Vhat does thin renlly mean ? How many people nre involved ? 

How has participation been effected, offected ? Are they 

still in use ?
 

The Committees:
 

A pilot com-nit+.ee as formed ,,meetings held, and 

priorities discussed. Self-help wns not new to these areas; 
one location bad vs many as 97 self-help groups opernting at 

t-he beginning of f-he oilot scheme; and the ACDO sought to 
orgnnise the self-help lenders, chiefs, and sub-chiefs into 

a pilot pro-ic t self-help co-ordin tiv,- commiL!ee. 

The com-itLees vnried in size frn loc rion to locntion, 
the nver'gce number of members being fifteen. The Bomet 

committee, for nxanple, nutora t;ical.],' included the five sub­

chiefs, the chief, and the ACDO. Also on the comnmiftee were 

the division Veteri nnry Scout: and Aqr,ugI ;urnI Assist;nt. 
Five self-help represent-tives "'e'reselect ed fro' each sb­

.LIcntion and a finl member from Sior, the ]ention centre. 

(Selected ramthr thnn elecl;ed, becnuse the trad.it ional 

working groups generally know their leaders arendy; there 

http:com-nit+.ee
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is little competition in a bnrnzn, nnd the bnrnzo selects a 

member to represent it.) Although originally with no regular 

mectings, the committee usually ''s to meet once n fortnight, 

end sometimes more often if extrordinnry meetings were 

required.
 

The cr.riit-Lees in the other two locntions were formed in 

much the sane woy. Trnditinnl lenderrhin cornosed n '-mod 

pert of the embershin, nlthiigh the new lenders, tenchers end 

hea'dmasteros .ere elso well renresented. The Chairmnn of the 

Bonert comittee .,is the heedmnster of n orirr'ry school; 

teachers were oromirent on ni]. three csm'1itteeos. During the 

course of the three yeors the me'.bership of committces wos 

fnir]y stble, with no reel, significnnt chlne of leadershin. 

Once formed, tIe comittees begnp their meetin-gs. 

Initinll.y, they sought to establish the ,rioritios for locntion 

projects; in cach of the three cases, the comittes selected
 

wn-er ns the nrime obstic.e to further cdevelounment. The 

IKinsiris csked for n large wnters&hene which would pump wnter 

from the river bnsin 1;o f hill frrm- which it could be distri­

buted to town nnd school by reticulation. An exampIc of how 

the Adinistration w-s involved in some of these pro,jects ws 

meeting in 'Jigor in Tenur,- 19536, when the District Comm­

issioner -nd the county enm!incr rejected the water scheme as 

too expensive, nnd the committee then redirect-ed itself to 

cattle dips ns the next most nressin need. In Bomet, the 

comrd.ttee concont;rnt;od on dips, in Snmin on orimory schools 

cad nurser.y centres, ronds end bush clenrinr, nnd in Knbondo 

on n wide variety of social groups -nd services. Without 

sTecinl nssist-mco fro, district departments or tochnicinns 

it ,wns imnossible frr the co1-rittes toctteclz nn[ nnjor 

ericulturn]. projects, nnd s the" ctecI, rebtricto(J by 

r)rncticnlity, !;o dCvelop nlonr t'roic"l self-help lines - schools, 

dips, heel.;h centres, nurseries, r-.nds. ]Perhnps the lender­

ship of the '-C!O rlse gui da ponnlo nlonrr somehe,!t treditionnl 

lines. 

The ACDO nnd the 'volvin- nhd: 

All three ACDOs reg-irdcid thceir '-os[t; -n !they would have 

nny othor. The fundnmcn lff'or'oence ws the size of the 

nren ndd i ts sri,].ler poui.nticion ns ,o:1 is the ntte-Lion given 

to it by nuts:idorn . In )thei.- w.or(!.,;, ench could )nY bcinp 

to benr in the nile' )roject wr;he, t othcr of'f'icors were 

o ttcmn;ing t1o do Celowhere in .uch lr,nger areos with lens 

concentrated effort nnd los frequent contoct. Thev did hove 
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two valuable tools, however; the committee and the ACDO, if
 

he was the original project ACDO, had the initial benefit of
 

advice, guidance and liaison with the ,\.I.D. lesearch and
 

Evaluation Advisor. Moreover he could always turn for
 

advice to the A.I.D. Community Development Advisor nttached
 

to the Department.
 

Equally important, however, was the commodity nssistnnce 

and the revolving fund which he administered and which was 

provided by A.I.D. These gave him a special status and 

facilitated his being .ble to offer prpcticnl help at critical 

times when projects would other,.ise be frustrted. 

The revolvinq fund (originally to be 5,nOO dollars to
 

each location, but later cut to Shs. 26,000/-) was given to 

be used as an incentive to self-help development. Neither 

A.I.D. nor the Department of Community Develooment seems to
 

hove placed anv official limits on the spending of the fund,
 

but left the nllocation of resources directly to the ACDO and 

his pilot committee. The initial payment to the fund was 

Shs. 11 500/-, and was followed in 17 by Shs. 10,00/- and 

in 1908 by Shs. 4,000/-.
 

Without any instructions as to nriority settinf or 

division of aid, the committees set out in Jnnuary of 1q66 to 

distribute incentives and orqnnise groups. The expenditure 

from the revolving fund ,'s guarded and conservative. If 

the committee did not always focus on what might npooar to be 

the greatest priority, it could certainly not be termed 

frivolous. For e:am'le, the Kabondo committee's first 

allocation "as snent as follows: 

15 bags of cement and 150 CI sheets to Ringa 
YHrambee Secondary 1chool 

15 bags of cement to Orinng Primary School 
14 bags to Othoro Health Centre 
6 	 bas to a barnza hall
 

Hardwood for a bridge
 
'ater tank F"r the locnbti'n hall, etc.
 

Each of the three hnd a fairly wide range of orojects, 

from nursery cenhres and access ronds to hpnlth centres nnd 

cattle dips. Priorities 'ere not dotermined by a national 

olan, because, until. thi s yor the nnoiinnl ol ,n did not 

include district tnvr.ts ,r dcvel.ommont -onis for the lower 

administrntive units. That- is why 'mostorojects -ere based 

on the :intimafo local felt needs of the peoole rather than 

r.' ' ,  practical q wider area. 

The ', solf-help projects through a local committee 

structure '_ ,ew to Kenya n fIq65. The Central 
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Government had been pressing the people to take this new
 
responsibility and -he theme of 
its approach was "the Govern­
ment helps those who help themselves". Obviously there
 
would be mistakes at the local level, both in 
 ndinistration 
of the projects by the committee, and in emrhnsis, priorities 
nnd attitudes to types of projects. In Bomret, for example,
 
the committee was ureoccupied with "cattle dips", a nnturnl
 
concomitant cf the Kipsir'is cn-tle culture. Cattle dips are
 
expensive projects for communities new to the idea of self­
help. The average dip cost Shs. 10,000/- but is the type of
 
project in this society which was 
accepted enthusiastically
 
by the people. Difficulties arose when it came 
 to distri­
buting available resources equitably. A cattle dip can only
 
service n limited aren and inevitably other sections of the
 
community also wnntod one of their om.
 

The committee learned by its mistakes. It spent most
 
of its ,vnilable funds on the first two dips and could not
 
meet the pressing requests from other sections of the community.
 
This experience underlines the need for long-term planning for
 
projects of this type. 
 Moreover, it also underlines the need
 
for the ACDO in the field to 
ndvise nnd assist the committee
 
to think in terms of the overall needs of its constituency
 
rather than tnckling each nro.iect piecemenl. 

A major problem all over Kenya in the completion of
 
self-help projects is the expectancy of the people for outside
 
financial help, particularly nt the finishinr phase of the
 
projects. 
 Some !CDOs in the field tended to encourrge their
 
committees in this belief that help wns 
"just nround the 
corner". Funds are available fro mnny sources but obviously 
the wise ACDO is the one who shepherds his funds for emergency
 
relief rather than encouraging expectations which often do not
 
mnterinlise.
 

Local preparation should hnve included n series of 
meetings to help explain the purposes nnd limits of the 
project. We have alrendy mnde mention of the problems in 
nisinternretntion of government responsibility in self-help. 
It seems to be n con'nn problem in a1d distribution of nny 
kind. There may be n thin line between aid rs incentive nnd 
aid ns disincentive, at which the aided becomes more denendent 
rather thnn self-reliAnt. It is importnnt that a, tyne of 
educantion accomp-nny the nid, tha-t t;he thin line must be drnwn, 
tnught, and understood. Aid must bo limil;ed, defined, aind 
the definition mado clenr to the recipients. The brunt of 
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the responsibility for this prepnration :fClls on the ACDO rnd 

his assistnnts.
 

In Bonet the list of"miorities nlso chrmoed in the 

third yerr, rind now included n bridmo, well, henlth centre, 

nnd socin] ha]l, "'s well is the familiar ca-ttle di.m-. Also 

sig-nificant w's the growing, ro-liz-1tinn L1 the "wnzee" them­

selves of the need for tighter cont'rols. In a neetinf, held 

to nonrnise the nilot orojects, they stated that they had 
discovered the need to finish projects before starting new 

ones. Training in dec sion-man!inm must nlw.ys entnil n certain 

degree of wanste and inefficiency, but moreo imnortnt is the 

p-rowinr, ability to recognise mistakes nnd to correct them. 
The ACDO nnd the pilot committees wenth7red the early questions 

of priorities rind rll ocotLion; r.ist!,kes in choice of the one 

incident of challengod nnnroprintin brought nuick renction 

and correction; the use of the revolving fund wns in all but 

n few cases efficient and eorfective. 

Adinistrntive Problems:
 

Followinr the interministorial visit to the pilot oro­

jects in Jul,, 1967, the Depnrt-,ment of Community Development 

sugfgested that -mon[ the thinms ilrea-dy learned from the 

scheme were need s inlized of stiffthe for lo. tr-ininF7 o tenm 
-nd the -bsolii;e neeessity of stoff continni ty. In the first 

cisC, mnny deortmentol officers (ii ret know how tO mrake use 

of the rasor'rch resilt;; in the occd , DC's weYre operatin, 

with onlyi second or third h-nd int:,ruretn ,ion ci the nroject 

and io "i. The Feaontmcnt: ,lso cit;ed tho need 'orlower 

echelon technicol tL'T"nin, "nd the need fo.' grenter clarity 

in the definitir,n of mitene,' to be given ilo nro.iect. A 
more recent Dop r",ront-] study )J' the strengthening of self­

help )rom)ses stnr flocrl, divi.Uonn'l, nndthe Inthetino 

district com-iltie-s, i nciremscl te.chnica r,.sil;arce through 

rovinrr tecn ic',l irini f' , con,trols on r-rmups roli.ring recurrent 

exoenditure, ,nd e o' stnff theho ,lnr'inm CD with creoltion 

of fift, new fheoo )h' refieei; knowledgeto. ohservntions 
gained! thrnugrh tho exnoriomnt of the piAlot Project; they 

present surr-estionc; to moont basic oroblems in the nroject 

itself. 

The greatost sinrdo: -roblen fracing the pilot pro.ject 

wns the mnre general nu,::tbjon of definition. Whnt were the 

limits OF !pilot project nbjectives, what wore the position, 

rnnk and st-tus of' the newly -pnoijnlted. ,CDO, whnt 1:"s the 
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responsibility of the dishrict end ocntionrl officer ? 
Benepth this vogue umbrelln of definition rnd nuroasc setl].ed 
the more specific questions of continuity, trninirog, contnct 

nnd outside oid. 

The pilot committees, like the ACDO nd the DCDO, hod 
little concent of how the mil. nr.ens diff'erd frm other 

locotI;ions. All thot ihey muerstooj, in fct n-1l1 they hod 
been told, w's thot the results from their ,ro,jects would be 
studied, and the conclusions used elsewhere. They renlized 
thnt it involved - mensureent of the degree -.f ime)ct 
effected by n CD pror-mmoe, but they didn's know whnit, if 
nnything, xvis exoectod of thie-r beyond the noron] self-help 
OTticipntion. So'n nfter the com-it tee wis for.ned, n meetin 
wos held ,,ith speeches bhv te . qptrict officer; knowing os 
little obout the nroject as did. The peor-le themselves, the 
speonkers im7mressed unon their listners "their luck" nt hoving 
been choso for thc pilot; pro.jechl, nnd mc.king references to 
the lnre grnnts to be involved. 

This wns the beginninf 'f outside ncrticinntion in the 

Pilot nrens, throuwh visits nd sneeches, which encournge l 
the DeoD.e's work, hut; lso incre-scd their feo].ing of self­
importnnco nnd the iden thnt rovern-ent ,.s blijtLed to 
contribute c-rentcr issist;onco to Ihem , the Ic--] itcri which hnd 
accented the ollet Tro)jeeC . While n sinil:r n.egtIilve tti­
tude hds been renortod throughout Kenn due Io , misinter­
nretntinn of the deelnrntion thlnt the -overnrent will holp 
them who halo themirelver, the situntion ,..ms nr-rrrnvnted in the 
nilot schemes bcncumre the'v 'mire t ri often morecore by 
V.I.P'. T'his enrly lick of understnnding of the limits rnd 
the purposes of the hid thn t; tbev were rocervim ronde it 
rifficu].t f'or loc1 l,-iders npjd people t-,understand their 

own resnee 5-ibili t\ jn the nilrt schem.e. As one *J)sl;ri.ct 

Officer ohlerved cnrl.7 in the project: 

hid Te 
it woo cpite evidentI thot they (lid net under­
"In nll thc; 'ultnZOS li t, I "i,th , )-enite 

sl-ind h-i-nt l Tsho," whI 

was requirel frr" I'hers v-r-s wi r .vlbour or 
collec tion of vn r"t;hri- f roodrtmesth, 

then the Gjv'r'_rioen t, id (NV,,-flh
 

They viewed .-- it, I, t di"I' tolhe'- u v ,r~:n ,; L:cy 

denrirtmen;s.t Ai r othe i r',tmenfI,,'*Pn tby den , i;hrou-Ji rr­

culture or yeotrioor-, or henI;h et teisl , 0 rkevo;, did not 
require n rr o 4h,J pepuci i m coem .t 1the1t '>1 t't; rdoni r 

Community de,vol rmen ifc f'od fr,-, 1hr ntr] thnter in 

http:J)sl;ri.ct
http:setl].ed


Peae 89
 

its aims extended beyond the individu,,l orojects to spill­
over effects, ornrizntionnl and pl'ninq skills; 
 it was 
important that this difference be communin",ted to the noole 
to be involved in CD projects.
 

Difficulty in district-]ncnl-nroviKi nio],i ;i ns Vns 
raised by the -hbi1ous notLw " th: rn': of "CDO. Whi.e 
not n full CDO, the ACDO Ws troincd an- oMen fll eed the 
posi!,irn of CDC in ,Fiic-s.district PrnbeCrs then arose 
with the nrst inr cf 'CDOs it T-o loc2:;i'n 21. v.'. Who wns 
their immodinte supprir ? in w.,hom' suld t:ha'. file their 
reports ? And nn the n'pr of the Diphrict CMmruni ty Develop­
ment Officers the Dositinn "'s oqunl] ',-rhi 'ruso He v.ns not 
sure to 
":hat derre ho shculd r,niticiuito in t;hc nroject, nnd 

o .
was hositnnt to interfro in his c-]l]er'ue's ,ro The pilot 
project structu re 
h-1 .-nor.117 byh-nin'7sed the district level. 
nnd in doinq sr, ir; s-ne nf the rochricM] heln mad admini­
strntive co-ordinueion which "-n neoed. 

For sinilnr resons, .hero existed n lack of communi­
cntion betwoen the cnun t.' caunci].s n]d the projeacts. Although 
represented by- council.Loro, the pilot locations -'re unable to 
creote n closer bond wiith cnunpils. Snio council.ors in 
reaction t, the outside aid bein received by the pilot nrens, 
felt th, t counc-il nid shruld be cn'mcntrted in areos other 
than the pilot schee . T the dis -rict ndmnir'7e,like0 jstrotion,
 
tended to view the nr',iect s the solo resnonsibill t 7 of 
community development. 

'he needs of Q;h nron is defined by the nsel ine survey 
of wnttr, credit nnd nnrketip r 'dnot be theii prove to felt 
needs of the neon] thepr;voF r'hun it crmo tr the prncticnl 
test of nction and sr!-heln. 

Deauendent c' the co1[unty.erl lo"1. Fir s trf f and]I c cuncti]s 
trnnsrort N ds he DJ.VIM-een,; c'n.i.h roo'lvod en i th- ' , both 
because of !Oc'k -f cinu~ i Fa'rnds ,nd l.]sc hocn"ie the conty 
cnuncils h d not h.r drn in on the nrnjocs. 'ile one 
of the richer councils,' n'-onn FOr -'Y'"mic, ,.''-. nblo tc 
increase its st Q:oone M Oy,r .nch 5f tn FOrh',' sub­
loc tions, Snr: n hCd ,',]-- t- f-,1"",'h whle Mnhi,'n "nd 
Nbondn id nm(e t; ware 1 i c' one "ch. 

1)eonnin, l i vtmo'1orP ii n, r: t ',l I :; ,sI'Cithu :ize oF the 
grant, overes tin u;,di.s c1Pihjl it,.. The 'jroicr: ts ne, d. 
well-prepared CDOs , sru oated ..n turn by cin tent CDAs 
whc could exnl-n ,n lon" I r-roi'rjs the lini ts of the ,rorrmne 
Pnd their p!rticio, tion. 



AI.D. Contributions:A 

-inIndditiOn to the Shse 26,000/- given to, the rovolving r' 
-~fund in the'pilot location, A.I.D. also made a contribution 
oestimpted at 0 30,000 in'comimodity aid. Originnl spocifa­

____--C~~onS 0' nVd:s of'equipment in support
2'~of the pilot projects:- -

Tractors, trucks, ploughs, generator electric
 
plants,'step-down trnnsformers, home cinema 

Ivscreens, slide projectors, film~strips, block- <
making, machinos, hand pumps, -pipos, well-digging* 
ougurs, Fasoline water Dumps, back pock 'sprayers,
sewing machinos, corrugated steel, corrugated

ridge rolls.
 

Also included wore wheelbarrows, assorted hnnd tools,
 
picks, shovels, jembes, brick-makers mid crowbars, etc.
 
Certain modifications rind chnges wore later mnde to the
 
original specifications.
 

Some difficulties nrose from the type of commodity aid. 
supp~ied to~the individual projects. Tools, for the most 
part, were4~ensily employed rind proved useful to the individual4
 
groups but, for example, the use of such equipment Ps hand
 
pumps rind iwll-difrging augurs was limited by their suitability
 
or adnptation to the locnl terrnin. 
 Also, the use of equip-,
 
ment and materials requiring technicnl skill, such as water,<
 
pipes and gencr~tors, was denendent. on sufficient expDlanation
 
and supervision being given to their operotion or usage.
 
Maintenance of the vehicles proved to be expensive and spares,
 
such as tyres for the tractors, difficult to obtain.
 
Successful and maximum utilization of the equipment was
 
dependent largely on the ,?Lsourcefulness and experience of the
 
recipients.
 

The allocation of other commodities was easier and was
 
effected quite successfull~y. Wheelbarrows and jonbes were
 
in high demand, and brick-making machines passed from house
 
builder to builder. On the whole, the handling,of naterial
 
loons was well done. A letter from tho ACDO in one location,
 
for example, told a self-help group that they could have 
n
 
block-maker only actor they had gathered snnd and cotient.
 
In another nrea, CI sheets were hold until the final 
stros
 
of a centre's construction. The committee8& strictness
 
helped the g~roups to better orgnnisntion, nnd careful nllo
 
cation served its incentive purpose.
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PHASE III
 

The Pilot 'rojects nnd 9elf-!MoD:
 

The third phnse of the rilut pro.ject, the follow-up 

survey nd cnannrntive nlnnly5is boron in rid-Jun,. At this 

tine of writing, nlthourh the survey j sc1l" is aomletod nnd 

dto processed, the in] -,'si s still roip on. For this 

reson, the Hisonso.i n of rho thirdrh'su wil ibe limi ed, 

unable to pursue t}h. c1n]{' s in nr-n]i-ulurnl rP:;Iudes nnd 

techniques, but discussin rn her neruly 1, findings in 

self-helm. 

One of the eorliest strited " ij' of Khe Diler nro,jects 

was to provide d t:n qn the ,r acsses involved in self-help 

nnd community dovolopmcent. enordian" V, the ,-entnl need 

for reseorch rnd nnr)lysis, L c. Den-,preont of Urruni ty Develop­

ment mnd .r.D. set -0 Q r:ovd e - :,es.rv b-lronrt 

studies for Cuture Pro-'r" i n. In their rs" survay, Mrco 

Surveys LiiLd included n nrenou,tside tna KIlM]t lo(ntinns to 

serve as control npninst thU ].L' t iur rimen]. In ndii tion, the 

survey tOn cr ri ad nu aLilonrni in Cho recno survey,two now res end 

one directed to leniers in thepi] .. lo(I,-MN such -s educntion 

officers, teanchers, chofs, on! crun'l1.. enrs, -d the second, 

which, conducted "onr wit;h the contrnl s- rp1 , w;as nddressed 

to 10' of the heods of h-.usphn1od in o-,,oh or the hroe lcations. 

While the new surveys so n~ht to res'ro the resnonso to 

community dovelonment efforts and to, check the degree of self­

help pnrticipntin, vrgnnisi nt-nrri l technique, nn( view of 

project ndmini strnion, the cont;rol offeod n chnnce for 

comunring relative ri;titudes and chr, ges in sirilar "rns. 

A m re cormleru nnr].ysi.n of thoe survcys on self-help is 

included in the nppendix, but for our purposes it will be 

easier to discuss project develonment is more genurnl terms. 

The Projects:
 

Eqch of the three r s hnd " fnirly wide 'nnge of 

nro.jects, from nursery con tros nnd necoss ro-ds, to henlth 

contreas nnd cntle dins. The Kipsifri;, preoc;unied with 

cottle, built mirl y dir.. Cro:isnr hUt:.rnen hs. ,nno/­

nnd 12,000/-, twelv. lips ,are ltr' d ir Knotl durinr the 

pilot pro.iect, , end by MyIT[ ")CA' , sev".h"J borh cnmalu,tad. 

nMin w,,it a u. t of ',:tiue''i vrdvnnLn- ofr'"i 1 u jK, t"rd,h s. 

tsetse fly, conyonf r'-n1d rn' r'pIrvP::[ C&5,w, i ur'sc'ry centres 

nnd bush clenrrng. Kr hon do irv:ived ilMP Ip nrwide variety 

of pr'n.joc .s ro:n ha-14! eh trs rinnnd torOc'rtd r7/ sctoc'i 


commtuni t,' nrrme ,s I'huro ,,ore
"li t;im. nnd v'Oorn ': cluhs. 



certain projects common to nil three: erch hod .t lo!,st one 

Hrambeo secondary school ond health centre started durinf, the
 

project period; smo]ler projects such ns n,3rsory centros, 

prinary school extensions, nd ropds of aocess -.ore numerous. 

The smaller Drojects, relyin, on pnst exuerTience ',rd trnd­

itionnl groups, were esiost to got st'rted nnd conitnlised 

quickly nn self -help spirit. The oirger projects, spurred 

by national develnpment plnn qnd obvious need, required 

greater org-'isntion, conmitt ee Corrition, nInd drew upon the 

locl leadership. Bott: required nn(i efnibled -i fod deg.'ee 

of participntion in individu-,l lbour' -nd -iteri-il contribution, 

ond both encouraged the development -;f -i c.m-ittoe 'ind the 

structurinF of sclf-help priorities. 

Nursery centr.,s wore some of the most cormon projects. 

W1hen rsked -hout their em,!",sis on nursery centre a, ppople 

in Snmia replied that they woe. importnnt 0s i prcTirntion for 

prinmry school. reolinr thn nursery centres would ennble 

their children to do better in prir-r: school, i hy were 

willing- tr i7nke the sricrifices ronuired to build therl. There 

are realistic, 1s well ns idealis tic rerisons for n ure­

occupotion wit' nursery centres, hovever. (Snr.i n hnd 25, 

Knbondo 9, nnd Bonet over 50). The ense of construction 

provides r quick proof )f comm.nunity success. A mud prick 

nursery cuntre could frn un in n number of dnys. Children in 

centros rele-scd motlthrs to the shnmbn, nnd in some cnsos, 

nursery centre's lower fees (rel:,tive to primnry schools) 

attracted parents who felt thnt one school wns ns good rs 

rino thor. 

The efise of the origirinl project belies the ensuing 

complications. In some reons such ns Kabondo, with n 

limited number of nurseries, they hve been foirl successful. 

Although n Jonur rcporh cited 14 in onervtirln, by June 

this h-d brocn cut to 9. Tnstructresses wore triined through 

in-service trnininler' oe' chiren tougrht simnarerilrs, n. 

numbers and the -]phbot. [n t, h',oh o,.v,'r, the nursery 

centres fnr outnumbrrcd the lnonront ,ed. h!bile ,.hnodo 

hod n p 1] ,.u . cre inci] eki."l (,rkv ".d trninod lurser.y 

'n trijet~rose:'l }, -c! sufi'[<pc freo 0 lok In O.-; stnffP 

either coumiei] .pens o:,d sr cin]1r. .r' r3 or, '.qu'niy develop­

ment stn*Ff rw7,b, -:ed Ror-,tS r7,): a t ' n , ior ;,nursery10. 

s yupervior, rroblrrthe rick fl" 0-o , t, hest:' f rrriirod, 

rnd by Juuly rJ'f19Ch, oil 21 r thc rI contro wcre in 

operanti-11. ]ns tru tr.ses ,'erc ci thor voAl n ler; or with 

small loca"l pnrynrt. 
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The problems of nursery contres nre echoed in other
 
pro.jects. Just as women's clubs are limited by lack of
 

equipment and vriety in progrnmme, so are nursery centres 

kept to the most basic items. Women's clubs offer little 

other than sewing; nurseries offer singing, numbers, nnd 

alphabet. The lack of variety carries over in some degree 
to the farm troining centres, where repetition in curriculum 

finally drops farmer interest, and todn- in Bomno, a centre 

with n thirty farmer capacity nverares only ten ner week. 
To be effective self-help trnining or nursory centres need 

guidance from the county level, a womin CDA, a t0r-velling 

technician, equinment that would enable then to introduce 

some variety in the prornmmes. While they nay be easy 

projects to get started, they are difficult nnes in which to 

maintain enthusiasm and pnrticipotion.
 

The idos for the projects, ns shown in the survey 

statistics, come largely from the people themselves. The 

idea of a nursery centre might came from n single orgnnizer 

or several parents; they would enlist support from trad­

itional groups, grouqns working jointly in farr labour or 

on 
access roads. In SnAmn, for example, sub-locntions were
 

divided into smller units called "miguru"; each "miguru" 

met once a week on n regularty established d'oy. When the 

group was not involved in a greatcr sub-locntionnl or 

locntional project, they would automtically rturn to the 

never-endinr chorus of bush clearinF or road mnkin,. The 

clearing would continue until the group decided to join with 

others to work on n different oroject, sometines pausin:, to 

build n nursery entre, r moving with other Rr ,us to 

construct a hl' centre. Boet, the "wazew" thathe In stAted 

once n member of a groam, rem-inedo P:er.bai, fmr life, 
although ,ce-sionAly one comhines his (fforts wit;h other 

groups on larger nctivities. Traditinl work projects, 

bush clenring, hnusc rrsing , -i., rond construct .n would 

be paid in beer, nlthourh today !)mhe payment no lonrer plays 

such n pnrsistent nart. 

Tr-ditinnal lea'er.hin scums t;o demin't projects 

such as r.ad cqnstrcI-n, n]hev-b 'whop ,orkinr tope!;her 
on n h or ,l cr1 , AMht behenl centre Oec'-ndnr'y s lroips led 

by a schaol ',enchc,, hundpn.'a ter ]annl ill-sr. The1' Csi 

extension of pri,7ry schooln nd the consiruct,:, of tiir;,m1)eo 

secendnries has bro"'h Ih the teaehers into elr-hrip And 

integrated thor int- n pooi:V of ]e darshhoinwhich roten 
0
chalienFes thnt of th, -nre tr'di ;i'.'l 'rn. 
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~1hile the isein~ fo a n-ursery centre. or, a cnttle 
dip in Boniet might cone isnsoticosic, h sugf',stion + 
of4 primary schoo iteso oi- e mosdti often~fron the school 's 

'heaidmnster, board of governors or'lclprns, Exsti 

rim~ary schools p'rovide theo basesfor.:Hairambood.secondary
 

in Sar~ia, wore n~ iinally prima~ry schools.' Pimr 
fschool teachors serve ns. stnff during the early ~years of the+~~ 
Harambosecondary, nd thehadnster often becomes the 
secondarylschool's heaidmnstoras~well. 

P~'rimary extension, thae buldn of now classrooms,~ 
<staff houses, and kitchens, and the starting of secondary 

f7schools, demand a mor~sophisticoted effort onthe.-part of the 
than do nursery centros or ;8ccoss ronds. Commiittees
 

~<are formed in chnrgo of fund rnising,' barazos mustbe hold?
 

,~.comuinity 


andn goddal,of co-operntion is rquired. Sigoru.~
 
Secondary School, for onpe a nule.cosso
 
Shs. 171,000/-; to cover costs eachihouseholder in the
 
lo'cation is assessed 15/-, and collections areomade by a
 
central government tax collector. Consequenitly, in Bomet
 
90% of tho poople responded that they had Dprticipated in the
 
Sgorprojot.
 

Although each nnn is nskod to pay; the issue is not, 
forced. The "wnzee" insisted that no man was forced to 
contribute;, if hie refused, they felt, that he~nust be educoted 
to feel the responsibility. Exactly what direction his 
education took was not made clear, but they insisted that 
eyeryone~paid voluntarily, that no one had refused, nnd that 
chickens, cattle, or goats were nob tnkon ifthe payment was
 
not fortl~coming. Tho claimi to voluntarisi was supported by
 

theresons onthesurve'y inwhich 80% of the 83% KiPsigis
 
who had worked on projects said that their pnrticipntion and
 
contribution hnd been voluntary.
 

The ILuos in Kabondo also. strossed the fvoluntnry aspoct,
 
of contributions. To raise rionoy for Ringn Secondary School,­
the board of governors fi.rst cniled a genernl meeting,
 
inviting all mebr of the location through the bnraza line
 

____ spakr fromNirbi; and to invite nlioortnnt pople 

mocting dontio prmsr woe<nnd werodthethat o \"e 

22 
forced~~~~~~~ ~ ~~ th olho~oinelro.cnrbton'Apoi 

riaolf 2, hwoorf l ;hepep~einorioio hjLth 
oilnd
pressure~~~~~~~ooto ~ ~~~ wa nsoo ta h oti 

7 
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or localu.4 eders. ~.Locol locaders -.lqy~ .ninp-rnitrole ill 
nod n hrout~hout th sr y reeec.,Knbondo hoods

of housohoild ake rofocrencc)tt their nuthorivy'and thiit2'of 
the Momber of Ptnrlioaent . 

~The Snmianssit htl~y more practiil pdrit thnt they4 
assess diroctly the -inobors: of self 'help Sroups, toking Cents 
or chicken's by force if th~e mombors do'not'pnricpn

A'M efmbers o f farm groups are prompted to~rogulnrz~woekly nteiid>­
iifKlfjiffnf oPbv~the knowlodge that~throe cosctv abmoy-es' jI;9 

~"A.~signnal the disoppenrnnee of In chicken. -Despite 1this, the
.:igreclt mnj~ozity respo~nded thtto r .'rzicu'uion wnsifvoluntnry. 

~K 7VK--.i.ccustomeddto the traditional duties of. contribution,-theyif­
.>*do,not seem to view possible cofrfiscotion ns pressure.
 

the iltis ignificant that in nil cnses,'in onch of the,thre
plotareas participro1ion on self-holp~projocts was~
 
greater than inflthe control arens. 
 In Kabondo, ,f or 6xAmpl
61% in the pilot 'nreoi answered that theby worked in a proiec t 

' 

as agninst7 411, in tocntrol-. "Also, in oo'ch of the three~ 
pilot areas, those' interviewed oe&tnfetta 
hi
 

Portcipotin, heter 
n material or iphysical contribution,

hdbeen dnoed volu~ntarily.- In Kabondo, 67% worked
voluntnrily vs. 41%' in the control; in Snnin, 7M, vs. 66% 

in the control;' 
67% felt that their cash contribution had
 
boen voluntnry as 
against 4 8% in control.~ The pilot areao-nfi<
 
had succeeded not only i~n getting miore people to priino

but olso in fooling that their participation had coevln­

'-if Fund raising is genornl2ly done on an aid hoc basis, nn1
bqrazas for that purpose hove become significo~nt suplmet 
to~the politicnl forums offered by weekl beonsu-hf 
'barazas. 'Thcifhanooe bornas bring imiportant membors of the,,f
Scommunity bock into local pprticipotion, .N~olvMebers of.-
Panlirnmont in their constituency, or doctors iand buiessmen 
in the commuities they have loft behind. They 'offer o
 
conmffunity-wido foruri involving a greater var'iety of 
 ifn
 

'than do' the meetings with, chiefs andl sub-chiofs which, f­gonorally linitod to trnditi,)-nl leonders,' tend to exclude youngQ 
non and''women,, 19l-hl ledrsoeieece (usually on 
a clan basi),7'presented at 'the bnrazns, nnd then drrwm into
 

r olnod to educ1ntion, t00e~ oc e1pdo s I the, now~
 
tonhor
become~~­

7 or l ,od pdov~ooont tihrovgh dir'ect pa,?ticipntio , 
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In the follow-up survo, 705 of thse inIorviewed even 
responded th-t their committees ere open to women. The Po-le 
of women ns indica ted in the survey is still sonewhnt limited 
especi-lly amongc the ;.Pone -rndit!7n20l Kipsi ;is. in Bomot, 
the women did not traditicm.lly nnrticiDnte in the orr'mnisntion 
of the commun. i;y; women did not nt tend meetings nor help in 
the cormunity decisi'ns. Thus Wi:iendeleo h-n had cn especinlly 
difficult time in the Kipsigis arens, nlthnuh woen's 
orgnnisntinns may find it easier in the future. (,7? of the 
Bomet heads rf households responded that women cnn help in 
development).
 

The second survey nointed rot only to the lifficultios 
of the womun's orr'nnisoytivns, but; to nny orronis--tion or 
comrunitN srci.l Froun. One "CD0 stoLed thot the peonle in 
his Pro" were nuch more interestied in nrojeets with visible 
returns than in conpunity nro:jisntios such us ,-uthclubs, 
mnendeloo, or ndult oduceLion. Responses showed very little 
or no pnrticipntion in socinl ornnisnl;ions, nod n definite 
lock f nrtieintin in building such projects as community 
or 7cubh centr-s. If the noonl" ore interested in nrnontic 
self-help, it is impnrtnt that corunity development co­
onornte directlvi with arriculture in chnnnelling community 
activity to more lucrative projects, projects demonstrnting 
visible returns. In Bonet the cottle dips nrovi.dod such n
 
channel, and judrinF 
 from the reFistored satisfaction, the
 
degree of interest, 
 nnd the norcen O,;e of contributors, the 
Lroject results did much to crente P sense of development in
 
the community. Nevrthelesn, sovinl mootinvs con ploy end
 
could haeve 
 played a much g.reoa:er ,ert in the educenLinn and 
co-ord.intjon of the comruni ;y. Group orpni9.tion could 
hnve been ;'rotly nssishpd by: the use ofr vi un! nid. 
Mobile visul aid units hnve vest otenti l Ps nids in 
nrentin: socinl cnhesion, but Qiso in mn~:ir" ,o.cotrnnsti ns 
of new dovoloment techniques. 

Besides the nctunl construction of nro:jects, howov.r, 
the pilot nrogrnme did rke P e, nribution tW hhe develop­
menb of locnl le-drship. One ACDO commented on the grow­
inp innortnee of self-help lenders. Membern of cert-in 
c]nns cared vory much nbout how ..ol] their ronresentt;ives 
served the pilot committee; his neople were innernsn;ed in 
his effectiveness, and nsked the ACDO nhout his work. 
A]though the Bone elders fel; thnt rmost; 1ondlsr.- weoTe born 
rather than cronted, they greed thn pertici cnnti on self­
help projects had hoeW develon lendershin qualities nnd 
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identify as leaders men whom they had net noticed before.
 
There are occnsi-nnl examples of members 
 of the nilct conhittees 
now using. their experience ns n basis far their county council 
candidacy, and the decision-manking responsibilities f the
 
pilot committee membors 
 teach tnem some of the difficulties
 
in ndministr-1tin, 7ivinr them n better 
 onferstandinof
 
county and central 
gover,incnt clifficulties. 

.The secondary schools renresent a tremendous under­
tnking, forcinE' consider, !tion of recurrent 
 expenditure, an
 
annual 
 budget, and mnintennnce costs. Cattle dips an bonlth 
clinics also require major financial commiitments. Cattle dips
in.Bomet cost between 8,000/- nnd 12,Oo/-; people contributed 
10,000/- to the Sioport Henlth Centre nnd 11,OO/- to the
 
Nabuku Clinic 
 in Samia. In Kqbondo the 12,0m0/- already 
contributed to 
the Othoro Centre is but n fraction of what it
 
will cost to comnlete the centre. 
 'Jhe size of thepro.iects
 
forces proper ulanning and prenParation. Communication with
 
the county7 council must 
 be mnde nrior to the start of con­
struction, nnd , certnin 
-mount of money collected in advnnce
 
of difficulties. Occsin9nl1y, 
the projects come too close
 
tnaethcr as seen in a staitement by the Knpekosie Dispensary

Comittee, who 
 refer to their participatinn in other lreas,
 
school buildings, nurscrics, etc. 
 nnd hence their innbility 
to complete their nrnject.
 

The importance of" the new decisions reflects the groewing
 
necessity 
 for n',v local leaders, for traininr in local lAnnning,
and for the develooument of ].oc! boclies cp-Tlo of rmaking long
 
range nlano. Theo sgnificntc 
 of the ni_,; conit!tes and
 
t;heir revolvin- fund lies in the 
 ir-service trni.nium ernelience 
they produced. Afbor the pilot nr'-,jocto c! se, if they have
 
boon allowed to c-ntinue loner 
 tnlhre sh'mld remain n
 
greater ,nowlr,-lge of nroIblo! .nnig and 
 a be-ntdr understanding
of the difficulties ancanfr nlnlrners en other levels. The
 
imedinte reacti-
 after In:lependence rns "evrytlh-ing now" and
 
the hnrnmbee 
 spirit urged immediate results. Experiments such 
as the pilot proJects help to bring - new renlism to the people
at the local level., to give them a chance to view ].on rannge
needs. It h-s become necefsr-7 ­ o nernor,ato inoeperi.need 
local leaders into the nlanning nroces.; to tench I'hm of 
problems outside their o..n. rti.cint;ion on n locationnl 
level, n comritte such as t;he i.o L rj ct c miit tee, broug<ht
sub-l.ocntirnnl and self-help leners to see benond their own
individunl demsnds nd to rocognise oth-r priorities beyond 
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their own desires. Unless local 
oole are to be included
 
in some decision-nrking in the future, dcv'lopnent olans
 
distributed from 
 above could nrous, a bitterness from lack 
of understnndinn. The pilot p.oject creotcd 9 type of
 
experimental 
 locl olannin- cnm-',issinn .,hich ns .Forced to
 
make decisions ns to 
 limited priorities. Obviously the
 
initial experience did not 
 ,lways produce idyllic results;
 
cattle dips in Bomet 
 continued to the exclusion of other
 
equally, if not: qro 
 inportant, items such "s the co-operntive
and marketing facilities. K'bondo sonat much Line on primary 
school extension. Becnuse missionaries of varying denom­
intions hod been ,ctive in the Prep, a variety of schools
 
remained after Independence sad 
with the" the 7roun desire
 
for each i;o 
 h~'ve its own prinnry. It would h"ve ben wiser 
to combine the schools nnd t, use the additional resources
 
for more pragmtic things such as wnter 
development, bloc
 
fHroing, or expers rental 
plmnnninr. The success of the pilot 
project cannot he estimted only in t;erms ,of the projects it
 
produced, hovger.. The :N' 
 :es mode nnd th now ideas
 
gained can be considered eqully importnnt.
 

The pilot nr-Ject than hos contributed n gre:t deal
 
both to the 
people in the specific areas and to the plqnners

in the mini.stries. 
 There should be much in foro a !;ion to be
 
glened from 
the second survey's statistics on ngriculturo, and,from the osnt of view V th Deoprfent c" Community Develop­
ment, n01randy much hoc been loqrned. In ol-nnin, for the now 
series -f KKK nr"jectL the Denpr!, -eot now reliseo the 
absolute nc-coossit, for nrccr trainig, Vor comnletc onlnning,
 
for rornised co.T.din",hian, 
 Frr e cnbiui&Wy, for .iifficiont
 
supervisin. 
 On a diry'.rent level is Uh necessity to
 

rvide more eanui a en , vis 1 idi 
 units;, ,n . ore technical
 
staff. 
 The need of a:ror tor co- rdin li- he !.,e-n fi old
 
staff nd 
 the cn v.uni-, 0evoIapr(.co; of'ij nand a hetter
 
definition 
-f individual rcspnsibiity, is evident. At the 
same tine, the De .PLCMAe is bobiar .n)5O1OTroa wi of[er statistics 
and data to support its r ques s for qid nr for s,ci fic 
approaches I;o nw exncri p;-q in rurn]_I lev].onl ,tle. The
 
three prajacts 
 r ; er . .," whbile qnt; " t,-oi , Ohinus in 
their individunl suecnoSs, - f['or a g;-c, del of r fnor,nntion 
for future- olanning, ;'- K; in" in this aro: that they make 
their greatest con t ribution. 

http:0evoIapr(.co
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Appendix I 
 Head of 	Household Version
 

KLNYi. GOVERNMENT 

RURLL EVALUATION SURVEy 
COI,-fl-NITY DiVELOPMMLNT jLND SELF HELP i-ROJECTS 

Q'l 	 Community development and self help projects are important to
the develo-pment of our Country. 
 Can you tell me if there have
been any such projects in your loc,-tion sice Independence?
 
q.l(a) 	If 'yes' to C.i, could you tell me what they were?
 

PROJECTS SKMI KABONDO BOMET EXP. CONT. 
TOT TOTAL 

Contibution of money/materials/self
help tovarcs Harambee schools and 55 76 66 66 67
teachers' houses
 

Nursery 	School :'rojects 
 70 41 66 
 59 52
 
Self help farming projects/4K club/


group digging and weeding/land 34 53 33 40 22
 
consolidntion
 

Building of dispensary/clinic/health 
 58 50 26 
 45 24
 
centre
 

Building of coLununity or youth centres/ 
 6 2 3 2 
social hall/church
 

Building of roads/bridges 
 44 12 33 30 26
 
Adult Literacy classes 
 8 5 - 4 1
 
.,omen's clubs/iiaendeleo ya aanawake 
 4 39 - 14 11 
Building of .;ater projects/dips/spray 25 	 6 91 
 41 41
 
Others 
 3 6 10 6 3 
Said 'No' to Q.1 
 3 3 6 4 8 

TGTAL% 
 310 291 
 333 318 
 257
 
Note; Totals may add up to 
more than 100% as
 

some respondents gave more than one answer.
 
Q.2 
 Did you yourself, or any other person from this household help


with any of these in any way? If'yes', who helped?
 

WHO HELPED SkalIA KIBOND BOMETI EXP. CONT. 

1.iyself only 1z 16 6 
ITOTA 

1 .11 

OA 

21 
Wife only 4 3 2 3 2 
Self and ,life 48 58 36 47 42 
Self and .-on/daughter only 1 - - -

Wife and son/daughter only I - 1 1 -
Self and rest of adult family 21 15 43 26 20 
Other 

1 - 1 1 1 
Not Stated 2 1 2 2 1 
Said 'no' to Q.2 7 3 3 4 5 
Said 'no'/Don't know to Q.1 3 3 6 4 8 

TOTAL% 100 10 O 0 100 10 



Q.2(a) If 'yes', to ,2, which ones and in what way did you help? 'i-2 

-4- 1 
SAMIA KABONDO BOMET LXP CONT. 

TOTAL TOTAL 

Contribution of money/materials/self 
help toward:- Harambee schools and 32 59 44 115 48 
teachers' houses 

Nursery School projects 48 28 36 37 24 

Self help far:.in , projects/4K club/ 
group digging and weeding/land 18 26 24 23 6 
consolidation. 

Building of dispensary/clinic/health 32 13 29 16 
centre 

Building of community or youth centres/ 1 1 1 
social hall/church 

Building of roads/bridges 22 9 16 16 15 
Adult literacy classes 2 2 - 1 1 

Women's clubs/Maendeleo ya 'anawake - 26 - 9 4 
Building of Water projects/dips/sprays 17 3 78 33 

Other - 2 4 2 2 

Not stated/none 1 - 1 1 -

Not applicable 10 6 9 8 13 

TOTAL% 193 194 
 226 205 161
 

Q.2(a) Coatov
 

HELPED IN ViHf.T iAY SMIA KABONDC BOMET EXP. CONT. 
II I TOTAL TOTAL 

Donated money-/material toward school
 
buildin;. 63 58 76 66 65 

Helped in building school/nursery 1 - - -

Physical .-ork/offered labour 56 31 58 52 39 
Helped practically in building school/ 

nursery 50 29 37 39 27 

Organized/ncouraged people to work 
through barozas 
 1 1 

Other 
4 -

Not Stated 15 21 12 16 13 
Not applicable 10 6 89 13 

TOTAL% 195 192 164158 183 

Q.2(b) If 'yes' to 0.2, did the project/s turn out to be successful?
 

EXP. CONT. 
SAMIA KABONDO BOrET OTAL TOT 

TOTAL TOTAL
 

Yes ......... ................. 81 91 85
84 61 
No .... ................. ... 8 3 5 6 21
 

Not stated....... .............. 1 ­ 2 1 5
 
Not applicable. 
 ............
1 0 6 9 8 13
 

TOTAL% 100 100 100 100 100
 

Note:- Total. .ay add up to more than 100% as some gave more than one answer.
 



Q.2(c) If 'no' to Q.2(b), why not? Al­

,LSOI! iIOT 6UCCESiFUL SAMIA KABONDO BOMET EXP. CONT.1 

TOTaL TOTAL 

Project ij no jet col.plete 5 1 5 4 1" 
Project not cumi-!eted bocause of lack 

if oneyi.2 

-,ack of or.:ani;:tion/pcrsonnel 1 - 1 1 
School/Ho:;iit L/Dispennary waL burned ­ - - 3 

1 .7c failed to ""nis', the project 1 - -... . 

Other 2 - 1- 2 
;;t stated - .. 1 
::ct applicable 91 97 93 93 79 

TOTAL % 100 100 100 100 100 

('Ye&' to %.2(b), but project uncompleted - included in ( .2c 

Q.2(d) if yes to Q.2, which one of thu projects mentioned in .2(a) do 
you kno: uore about than any othurn? 

EXP CONT. 
PRTOJECT SM.1IA KABONDO IiOMET ' ' I ~ I TOTAL TOTAL 

Co-trihution of uoney/aterial/self help I T 
to.'-ard school building and teachers' 16 42 26 28 31 

" iur:-rSCioOl irojccto 24 17 18 26 9 
,_lf help f'r.:.ng projectj/1 4K 

~roup di[;,1.in,- and 'weeding 
club/ 

8 12 21 

.Tuilding of .ii n;:yci~chat 
c-ntres 25 15 4 15 8 

z ilrinr of comiunity or youth centres/ 
social hail/church . . . 

Uul idn of r .oan;/bridges 6 4 12 7 8 
.vdu t liter'vc', classes 2 _ _ 1 1 

onduleo y'a ,aia'.:.ke - 15 - 5 
ilding of .;iter proj ects/cattle dips 5 1 62 23 26 

Other - 1 2 1 1 
Not stated 6 1 4 ! 4 

iiot applicai:ie 10 6 9 8 13 

TOTAL % 102 114 158 123 109 

Note: Somie Totals may add up to more than 100% due to the fact that some
 
Respondents gave more than one answer.
 

'VI 



A1-4
 
Q,3(i) Now about this particular project mentioned in Q.2(d), can you
 

tell me how it was started?
 

Whose idea was it?
 

jEIKP. CO~l'
 
T OTL 

SAMIA KABONDO BOMIET TOTAL TOTA 

Chief/Sub-Chief 9 9 5 8 9 

Pcop]e 52 30 67 50 47 
Govt, admini'trators/External Officers/ 8 6 6 

C .D .O. . 

County Council chairman/committee 1 - - -

Govt./Presidential call/M.P. 6 15 - 7 3 

My own - - 2 1 

I arents'Association . - . 

Teachers/School Elders/School Committee 1 3 1 2 3 

Lo,al Leader/Church Leader 4 20 2 9 9 

Other 2 4 - 2 5 
Don' t know 4 8 5 6 4 

Not applicable 6 7 13 12 16 

Total % 103 101 102 103 1001 

Q03(ii) Where did you first hear about it? 

SAMIA KABONDO BOMET 
EXP. 

TOTAL 
COI!T. 
TOTPL 

Chief/sub-chief/his officer/baraza 39 34 17 30 22 

Local leader/neighbour/people 21 27 10 19 17 

.dministrative officers/C.D.O./External 1 11 22 15 16 
Officers 

Gounty Council meetings 1 - 1 1 -

Gowv rnment - - 3 1 2 

Public meeting/plitical party/ 1 1 30 11 10 
Gelf Help mneeting 

cldio - 1 - -

KA NI branch chairman/M.P. 111 

2chool committee/Teachers 4 3 - 2 2 

Other 4 10 8 7 11 
Don't know 13 1 4 6 3 
>.;:,ynelf .... 

:;ot applicable 16 7 13 12 17 

Total % 100 100 108 105 100 

Note: Totals may add up to more than 100% as some respondents
 
gave more than one answer.
 



- -

Did you work on it? -

EXP. CONT.
S Al KABONDO BOMET TOTAL TOTAL 

Yes, wornted on project 72 61 83 72 66 
No, contributed money/materials - 7 3 3 -

No, C.D.O./puooo worked on it 5 25 1 11 16 

Not stated 7 - - 2 1 

Not applicable 16 7 13 12 17 

TOTAL % 100 100 100 100 100 

Q" 3(iv)If so, was this work voluntary or under pressure? 

EXP. CONT.

SAMIA KABONDO BOMET TOTAL TOTAL 

Worked voluntarily 71 67 80 73 65
 
Under presure by Sub-chief/Liguru 
 2 20 3 8 12
 

Under prcssui.e Ly Local Leader 
 - 1 - - -

Did not work on it 4 4 4 4 4
 

Not stated 
 7 1 - 3 2
 
Not applicalile 
 16 7 13 12 17
 

TOTAL % 100 100 100 1CO 100 

Q. 3(v) Did you contribute cash or materials? 

CONT.SAMIA KABONDO BOMET EXP. 

Contributed ct h 
 57 81 86 75 69
 
Contributed material 
 8 21 13 14 4 
Supplicd labotr 11 1 1 1 2 

Contributed nothing 6 8 1 5 8 
Not stated 7 - - 2 2 

Not appliaec 
 16 7 13 12 17
 

TOTAL % 105 114
118 112 [ 102 
Q 3(vi)If so, was this cash or material contribution voluntary or under pressurc 

CONT.
SAMIA KABONDO BOMET EXP 

TOTAL TOTAL
 

Contributed cach voluntarily 
 67 62 82 71 59
 
Under pre;nsure by Liguru 
 1 4 2 2 1 

Under presjure by Local Leader 3 18 1 7 12 

Supplied laLour vol';ntarily ­ - -

Contributed nothing 
 6 9 2 6 8 
Not Stated 7 - - 2 3
 
Not Applicable 16 7 13 
 12 17 

TOTAL % 100 100 100 100 1 lo 

Note. Totals may add up to more than 100% a: some respondents gave mor 
than one answer. 



- -

q.4 

Q.5 

Q.6 

Who was it that directed the project? Ai-6 

BOMET EXP. CO~iT 
TOTAL iOTA:L 

-3 

73 73 70 

2 1 ­

5 2 3 

- I ­

8 8 9 

- 1
 

1 3
 

13 12 17
 

103 11 101
 

EXP,, COUT, 1 
BOMET TOTL TOTAL 

L4 80 71 

I 3 10 

2 5 

13 12 17
 

100 10 10
 

BOMET EXP. CONT. 
TPOTAL TOTAL 

81 59 64
 

1 17 7
 

- 2 ­

3 2 1 

16 20 23 

100 100 100
 

District Commissioner 


District Officer/District Agriculture
 
Officer
 

Coununity Development Assistant/C.D.O. 


Local leader/School committee chairman/ 

Headmas tr/Church leader
 

Locational com:i.ttee chairman 


Membcrs; comw.ittee chairman 


People themselves 


Chief/sub-chief 


Other 


Not stated 


Not applicable 


Total % 


Was there a cominittee?
 

Yes................................. 


No ................................. 


2on't know ........................ 


Not applicable .......................... 


Total %100 


if "Iye)" to Q.5, how was the committee chosen? 

SMIIA KiBONDO 

Elected ................................. 61 36 


Appointed ................................. 3 46 


SAMIA K*LBONDO 

I ­

6 2 

67 78 

- 1 

-

- I 

7 8 

1 1 


5 2 


"16 7 


104 102 


SAMIA KABONDO 

73 8?78 5 

7 5 

16 7 


100 


Volunteered ........................ 


Don' t know ............................ 


Not applicable .......................... 


Total % 


6 -

.3 1 

27 17 

100 100 

Note: Totals may add up to more than 100% as some respondents
 
oave more Than one answer.
 

/I 



Q.6 (cont.) By whom? AI-7 

EXP, CONT., 
ELECTED/APPOINTED BY: SAMIA KABONDO BOMET TOTALTOTLI

TOTA TOTALI 

The people 
 56 55 80 64 64
 
Chief/ Chief's baraza/C.D.O. 2 17 1 7 4 
Locational chairman/local leader/ 2 2 

Church leader 5
 

Parents' association/School committee 4 
 2 - 2 1
 

Other 
 1 3 - I -

Not stated - _ _ 

Not applicable 
 36 18 19 24 29
 

Total % 100 100
100 100 100
 

Q.6(a) Were you satisfied about how the project was handled?
 

SAMIA KABONDO1 BOMLT EXP. CONT. 
TOTAL TOTAL 

Yes ...... .............................. 
 77 84 83 81 71
 

No ....... ................................ 
 4 11 3 4 
Don't know ....... ...................... 3 5 3 4 8 
Not applicable .......................... 16 7 13 12 17
 

Total 100 100
100 100 100
 

Q.6(b) If "no" to Q.6(a), why not? 

SAMI'dKiBONDO, BOMETT EXP°ONT. 
TI TOTALTOTAL 

Govt. failed to give help it promised -

No further help, no fruits coming from - -
the project - -

Project not in use/not completed - I - -1 

Not completed duc to lack of unity 1 1 . -

Peoples ProDirt v old w.ithout their 
consent 

People ar,2 forced to contribute money 2 
and labour 1 1 

Money donaited t--iindl-d 1)y ler-der -

Other - 2 -1 

Not applicaile 96 96 99 97 96 

Total % 100 101 101 101 00 

Note: Totals :ay afd up to more than 100% as some respondents gave more
 
than one answer.
 



Q.7 If you and your neiGhbours had an idea for z self hv1jp project, to Al-8 
whom would you go for help to get it started? 

1S0,,I. K1,BONDO BONET TO'TTOTL 

District Coi.!missioner 4 - 2 

District Officcr 
 2 2 11 5 6
 
Community Dovelopmernt Officer 36 75 71 61 59 
Agriculture Officer 1 3 7 4 1 
Local Leaders 11 - l4- 2 

Chief/sub- chic f 41 16 13 23 21 
C.D.A./County Council 1 ­-

Other 2 - - 1 3 
Don't kn.'w 7 4 6 6 7 

Total % 105 j 102 1081 103106 


(2.8 Is there a Community Dcvelopment cormnittee in your location? 

EXP. ICONTJ 

K'(AAL TOT UL 

Yes .... ................. 70 
 91 8C, 30 73 
No ................. 1 3 7 Lj 7
Don't Know.............. 
 29 6 13 16 20 

TOT,L % o0 100 iO1e00 10 

Qo9 If 'yes' to Q.8, are you a member of it? 

S.IilK.BN~ B INETL.. CONIT. 
S..MI,, IV.BONDO 02 TOi,'L TOT.L 

Yes ......................... 
 5 22 21 17 12 
No ....... ................. 65 69 56 63 62 
Not Appliabl e. ............. .. 30 9 20 20 26 

TOTL 10( 100 1n') I lo 100 

Q. .0 If 'no' to Q.9, do you know any rrember of it? 

SitMA K.BONDO BOi'oE EXP. CON;T.
TOT,,L TOTAL 

s Y. . .. . . . . I. . . l 9 6 -,2 51 13S........................... 1 6 


Not Applicabic .. ............ 
 . 35 31 44 37 A" 

TOTAL 100() 100 100 100 aCO 

Note: Totals may add ups to moro than 0uo as gavesom ondents 
hmore thlan ine an.wer. 



--

_________________________________________ 

Q-l1 Have you, or P group of which you are a member, ever t'ied to A.­
gota self help project started in the past?
 

CONT,SAMIA KABONDO BOMET EXP.
IATOTAL TOTAL 

Yes ................................. 
 24 70 47 47 .39 
No ...... ............................... 73 27 45 43 51, 
Don't know ............................... 3 3 8 5 4 

Total 1 100 1100 100 

Q,12 	 If "yes" to Q.11, tell me about it - what did you do and what
 
happened?
 

l~	 I
I]E:CP COIIT. 

DESCRIPTION SAMIA KABONDO BO ET EXP. TO T .] 

Formed a 	Self help group and started to 2 18 17 12 4 
build a scho~l 

Formed a self help group and started to 
build a nursery school 6 11 3 7 7 

Met and held a baraza which contributed
 
money/material to work on school/ to 
 6 13 18 12 19 
these projects
 

This group started work on a clinic
 
handing bricks to masons 	 1 8 2 2 

Gathering together and working in gardens 
on self help basis/farming machinery 3 - 1 2 2 

Formed a 	 self b.elp farming group which is 151 012 
improving 12 15 

Working in our chambas/cultivating
 
together 


Organised a 'roup worked a-on and on 2 12 5 3 
cattle dip/water dam -2 

Self help towards building of good roads 
and bridges 
 2 10 18 10 3
 

Started Adult education/Maendelio Club 1 
 1 - 1
 
Othesr 3 10 12 3 7 
Not stated - 1 1 1 -

Not applicable 76 30 53 53 61 

j125
Jol 	 [105 117 '152 lf 

Q.13 Tell me how satisfied you are with how development and self he0lp
has been going in your location since Independence? 

SAMI, KABOINDO BOMET EXPO, TOT 

1 A K 	 OT,'L TOTAL 

Very satisfied 

' 20 12 3,) 22 32Sat.~fied 
 55 6o 36 51 36Neither satisficd nor dissatisfied 8 13 15 17 

Dissati fiedVe r,, ": z 	 ut is ie(.d 67 9 7 127 
Don't ;>-ow/Peiused Lo answer 8 2 	 6 

100 Oc1c. 1.Total.100 I 



,,i14 if dissaislied or very dissatisfied (Q.13), why are you not
 
satisfied with the way development and self help has been going 
in your location?
 

REASONS NOT 	 KhBODOSITISFIED 	 BMET EXP,1 CONTSAMIA K-jBONDO BOMET EX, TOT 

No notable change/Govt. has done 6 1 
no :hing 

Very '.IttJ.lc has been achieved/no fruits 
from the few projects 1 2 1 2 

Bri'.dg impas::ab.u to vehicles "-1 -2 

Lc! - cf secondary school in the 1 
' ation 

N.o prcoject hau ever succeeded -1 

Lack of vater supply - - 2 
Lack of 1eadership/organisation 2 2 3 2 9 
Tribalism in the present administration . . . .. 2 
Project failing due to lack of money/ 

money stolen 

Other 1 2 1 1 1 
1,c .:.a'at 2 3 2 2 2 

' -rrticnlcble 91 87 89 89 81 

Total % 100 01021 100 102 

,15 	 C, n yo.: name three things which ae needed to be done as self 
help c-- Com:munity Development projects right here :'.nyour location?
 

AdNSWER SIIST 	 EXP CONTSOMIA 

S- S~MI B~B TOTL TOTAL 

' i of chools/te".hinical schools/
/adu2. ducation/teachers, 27 18 10 19 26 

.. ~ r~Pariue-
Build -n, ood houses/youth centres/

chv.: he /!atrincs/sports grounds/ - 6 10 5 3 
social hal!s/v,,omen clubs 

Self hel.p C(orpurative Society 1 ­ -

lhcise& finds for scholarships/farm 
crefi t finance clubs/trading and 1 5 1 2 5mnjket ci UIc ,Ihr±UuOUS 

Group farming/modern farming/farming 
mrc.chincr:y/graded cattle/improved 21 14 6 14 8
!i'vestoCk,/cattlc dips/farmers 
tr. 4ing centrus/clcaring forests 

Hc sp'.tals/c.iniLc,/dispcnsary/lcalth 
cc nt res 	 12 12 11 1610122 
 116
 

ate:- prcj(cts 20 24 3f 26 26 

Unity artong onrselves/committee for 
t pr4t.ject - -4c 

,ictrn 	 cr from Govt./financial aid - 4 - 2 -
Good roaJs/bridges 10 10 1319 11 
cthr r - 2 2 1 2Sone
12 14 2 6 3 

Total % 101 100 
 1)0 100 100
 



Q.15 (cont.) 

AI-II
 

SECOND ANSWER SAMIAJ KABONDO BOME 

Building of sciools/technical schools/
nurseries/adult education/teachers' 
 17 22 18 

houses/libraries
 

Building good houses/youth centres/

churches/latrines/sports grounds/ 
 2 10 
 7 
social halls/women clubs 

Raised funds fornwholarships/farm credit 
finance clubs/trading and markets 
 1 6 6 
centred/omnibuses 

Group farming/modern farming/farming 
machinery/graded cattle/improved 
livestock/cattle dips/farmers 
 13 16 8 

training centres/clearing forests
 

Hospitals/clinics/dispnsary/health 10 9 10 
clinics 

Water Projects 11 14 17 
Unity among ourselves/committee for - - 1 

the project 
Assistance from Govt./financial aid - 3 -
Good roads/bridges 14 10 26 
Other 4 2 2 
No second answer 28 8 5 

Total% 100 j 100 100 

Q,15 (colic,) 

THIRD NWSAMI" KABONDO BOIMT 

1 1 
Building of schools/technical schools/

nurseries/adult education/teachers' 12 24 24 
houses/ 'rarius 

Building good houses/youth centres/
churches/latrines/sports grounds/ 3 8 4 
social halls/women clubs 

Self help corperative society - 2 -
Raised funds for scholarships/farm 

credit finance clubs/trading and 1 3 4 
market centres/clearing forests 

Group farming/modern farming/farming
machinery/graded cattle/improved 7 10 11 
livestock/cattle dips/farmers 
training centres/clearing forests 

Hospitals./cliics/dispnsary/health 18 9 12 
centres 

Water Projects 
 8 10 8

hssistance from Govt,/financial aid ­ 3 -Good roads/bridges 
 8 10 14

Other 4 6 4 
No third ansqier 51 23 19 

Total % 112 
 108 100 


Note: Totals may add up to more 
than 100% as some respondents
 
gave more onethan answer. 

jTO
TX. jTO 

19 14 

6 3 

4 ­

12 9 

10 31 

114 11
 

- -

1 ­

17 23
 

3 1 

14 8 

[ 100 100 

EXP. CONT.
 

TOTA TOTAL
 

20 14
 

5 

1 ­

2 ­

9 9 

13 14 

9 14
 
11 

11 19
 
5 3 

31 28 

107 102
 



Q.16 	 Is there anything which would prevent the people of your location
 

from starting on any of the self help or Community Development
 

projects which you have mentioned?
 

-CTD B EXP. 1CONT.
 
FACTORS 	WHICH PREVENT STARTING PROJECTS SiMIAKABONDO BOMET OTAL TOT
 

Lack of unity/co-operation/mistrust 5 7 1 4 4 

Lack of finance/material/loans from Govt. 67 55 33 52 43 

Poverty/famine/drought/water supply 3 4 49 19 14 

Illiteracy 5 3 5 4 1 

Lack of leadership/skilled labour/advisors 9 32 12 18 21 

Lack of marketing facilities/transport - - 21 7 7 

Backbiting/fitina -	 1 - -

Lack of 	farming machinery 9 1 1 4 2
 

Nothing 	 14 12 1 9 12
 

Other 	 6 8 16 10 6
 

Not stated/not applicable 	 12 5 17 11 21
 

Total % 130 128 156 138 131
 

Q.17 	 Who should be the person or group to suggest, to begin and to
 
push Coimmunity Development or self help projects?
 

EXP. CONT.
SAIAj KBONDO 1BOMETTO SUGGEST 
 I ITOTAL TOTL 

Government ................................. 7 15 8 10 8 

District Conmissioner/Officer - 2 2 1 2 

Community Development Officer 3 17 38 19 23 

Member of Parliament 1 22 15 13 14 

Chief/sub-chief 19 2 10 10 8 

The People 70 38 50 53 53 

Local leader 1 - - ­

Don't know 4 4 7 5 6 

Total % 105 100 130 111 114
 

Q.17 (cont.)
 

SAMIA itBONDO OMET LOXP. CONT.TO BEGIN 
1 ITOTAL TOTA.L 

Government ....................... 7 35 19 20 19
 

District Commissioner/Officer - - 1 - -


Community Development Officer 11 3 2 5 13
 

Member of Parliament - 4 - 1 1
 

Chief/sub-chief 10 17 8 12 8
 

The People 72 51 84 69 64
 

Don't know 4 5 8 6 7
 

Total % 104 { 115 122 113 112 

Note: Totals may add up to more than 100% as some respondents
 
gave more than one answer.
 



Q.17 	(cont.) AI-13 

O EXP. CONT.TOPS 	 AIII AOD 
TOATO PUSH{ 	 SAMIA jKABONDO fBOMETjX COTL 

ITOTAL 	 TOTAL 

Government 45 44 36 42 47 

District Coi,.missionr/Officer - 1 11 4 4 

Community Development Officer 32 4 22 19 20 

Member of Parliament - 2 19 7 11 

Chicf/sub-chief 36 1 40 26 21 

The People 51 67 27 33 25 

Local leader 1 - - - -

Dcn't know 4 5 7 5 8 

Total % 124 124 162 136 136
 

Q.18 	 How do you think your location is progressing in comparison to
 
other locations in this District?
 

EXP. CONT.L3KAONDO 
T TOTALSAMIA OOED TOTAL 

Much faster 31 9 	 35 25 22
 

About the same 27 58 	 27 38 25 

Much slower 12 19 23 18 29
 

Don't know 29 12 14 18 24
 

1 2 1 1 -Refused to answer 

Total % 100 100 100 100 100 

Q.19 	 How do you think this District is progressing in comparison to
 
other Districts in Kenya?
 

EXP. CONT.
 
TOTA TOTSAtiA KABONDO BOMET TOTALL TOTAL 

Much faster 22 7 27 19 19 

About the same 18 50 14 27 16 

Much slower 7 16 17 13 19 

Don't know 52 26 41 40 45 

Refused to answer 1 1 1 1 1 

Total % 100 100 100 100
 

Note: Totals may add up to more than 100% as some respondents
 

gave more than one answer.
 



AI-14. )'b 
Q.20 	 Who should provide the money for development and self help
 

projects?
 

ETIOXP. 	 COrn, 
SiMII.KABONDO BOETTOTL TOTAl 

The People 8 4 13 3 3 
The Government 27 15 19 20 22 
Both equal shares 63 77 66 69 67 
Don't know 2 2 2 2 3 
Refused to answer - 2 - 1 -

Total % 1OO 10D L
1 1O 100
 

Q.21 	 How satisfied are you that the Government understands your needs
 
and the development problems in your location?
 

SA1mA K.BONDO BOMET [XP JCONToJTOTAL[ITOTAL 

Very satisfied 
 10 1C 18 13 18 
Satisfied 
 52 53 39 48 33
 

Neither satisfied nor dissatisfied 
 8 25 25 19 19
 

Dissatisfied 
 9 8 11 9 17 
Very dissatisfied 4 2 5 4I 8 
Don't know/Refused to answer 17 2 2 7 5 

Total 700 0 1000 1OO1 100 

Q.22 	 How satisfied are you that your elected Member understands your
 
needs and the development of your location?
 

S I E o CONT. 
S!Jf I K'BONDO BOMET TOTAL TOTAL 

Very satisfied 
 6 15 13 11 12
 
Satisfied 
 25 61 34 40 113 
Neither satisfied nor dissatisfied 23 16 25 21 8 
Dissatisfied 
 15 5 18 13 15
 
Very dissatisfied 
 15 I 8 8 13 
Don't know 16 2 2 7 9 

Total ' 100 100 10c0 100 loo
 

Q.23 	 How satisfied are you that tHe Community Development personal and
 
other extension officers understand your needs and the development 
problems of your location? 

1.f'q,-,, I CONT 
Sj,'kI KABONDO IB0"ETITOTAL 	 TOTAL
 

Very satisfied 
 32 13 34 26j 29
 
Satisfied 
 38 58 31 43, 26 
Neither satisfied nor dissatisfied 
 4 17 13 1 I; 13 
Dissatisfied 3 6 16 6' 16 
Very dissatisfied 
 I 1 2 ? 2 7 
Don't know/Refused to answer 	 22 If 10 9
 

Total c '100 100 10 100 0 1o. 



- -

Q.24 	 Are there any women 
members on your location or District AI-!5
 
development committees?
 

IEXP. 
 CIT 
SAMIAKABONDO BOMET TOTAL TOTT. 

Yes ........................ ...... '6 86 52 72 67
 

No ................................. 
 - 4 24 9 18 

Don't know ......... ............... 24 10 
 24 19 15
 

Total % .1OO1 100 100 100 100
 

Q.25 	 Do you think women as members of such committees can help with
 
development problems?
 

iBOMET EXP. CONT.ISAMIA KABONDO S TOTAL i TOTAL 

Yes . e.g.* ... ........... 90 92 87 90 i 88 

No ......... ....................... 2 3 7 4 6 

Don't know .*................... 8 5 6 6 6 

Total % 100 100 '.00 1OO 100 

Q.26 	 Have you ever belonged to a women's group or club in this
 
location?
 

OITCONT.A ZD ~~~~P 
SAMIA kABONDO BOMET T OTAL 

Yes .................................... 
 39 41 20 33 32
 

No ................................ 
 19 28 22 23 51
 

Women not available ............... 42 31 58 44 
 37
 

Total % 100 100 100 o"00 10 

Q.26 (cont.) If "yes" which one?
 

I i EXP. ICONT. 
SA2I KADONDO BOMET TOTAL jTOTAL 

Maendeleo ya Vlanawake 
 4 19 13 12 t 5 
Women's club 
 4 20 2 9 6
 
Women's cormittee on schools 	 7 7 1 5 5 
Adult Literacy classes 
 - - 2 1 
Women self help groups - 2 
Women Farming groups 

1 1 ­
32 1 9 14 19 

Women Welfare Association - 1 - - -
Needle Work groups 
 - - 1 - I 
Home Economic Club 
 .
 
Other 
 5 2 2 3 10 
Not applicable 
 61 59 80 67 68 

Total % 114 111 112 112 j114 

Note: Totals may add up to more than 100% as some respondents
 
gave more than one answer,
 

\\\A 



Q.27 Are you still a member of any of these clubs or groups? AI-16
 

ONBOMET IEXP.I CONT.
 
SAIA KABONDI TOTAL TOTALJ 

Yes ................................ .32 39 30
19 28
 

No .......................... 
 7 2 1 3 4 
Not applicable .................... 61 59 80 67 68
J 


Total % 100 100 100 100 100 

Q.27 (cont.) If "yes" to Q.27, which ones?
 

SAMI KABONDO BOMET EXP. CONT. 

TOTAL TOTAL 

Maendeleo ya \anawake 
 3 18 11 i .3 
Women's clubs 4 19 1 5 

Women's Corrinittee on schools 5 1 3
5 4 

Adult Literacy classes 
 - - 2 -

Women self help groups ­ - 1 -
Women farming groups 26 - 6 11 14 
Women Welfare Association 
 - 1 . . . 

Needle Work Group - 2 1 1 

Home Economic Club . . . . .
 

Other 
 4 2 2 3 8 
Not applicable 68 8161 70 72
 

Total %y 111 117 107 110 106
 

Q.28 
 If still a member, how cften do you attend meetings of the club
 
or group?
 

SAIA KABONDO BOMET EXP. CONTTTOTAL TOTLL 

Once a week 11 29 16 18 13 
Once a fortnight 3 7 2 4 6 

Once a month 
Less often 

3 
6 

1 
2 

1 
-3 

2 3 
3 

Not stated 9 - - 3 3 

Not applicable 68 61 81 70 72 

Total % 100 100 100 100 100
 

Note: Totals may add up to more than 100% 
as some respondents
 
gave more than answer.
 



Al -!7 
Q.29 What one thing do they do at 
this club or group which you like
 

best?
 

N B EXP. CONT. 
TOTAL TOTAL 

Contribution of Money 
 2 
 1 6 
Co-operate in working together 1 1 
 1
 
Learn domestic science 1 21 7 6
 
Home Economics Course 
 - 2 i 11 
Learning sein/knitting/spinning 2 18 10 10 5 
Traditional dancing/modern singing 2 8 3 4 3 
Adult literacy - 10 - 3 2 
Digging/weeding together 14 2 6 7 10 
Nothing concrete 2 - - 1 1 
Other 11 4 5 7 5 
Not stated 2 - 1 2 
Not applicable 68 61 81 70 72 

Total % 105 128 107 113 { 112
 
Q.30 Has any of the clubs 
to which you belong ever sponsored a self
 

help project?
 

SAMIA KABONDO BOMET "XP. CONT. 

TOTAL TOTAL 

Yes..................................... 
 10 21 5 1 5
No ......................... 
 21 15 
 3 13 13
Don't know ........................
 1 3 1 2
Not applicable ................... 
 68 61 81 
 j 
­

70 72
 

Total % 100 100 
 100 

Q.30(cont.) If "yes" what was 
it? 

FS4IL 
 KJONDO 30IET ExP. CONT. 
TOT L TOTAL 

School/nursery building 5 10 13 9 11Digging/weedin- together 
 1 - 1 1 ­Mudding/building houses - 3Contribution of moncy 
- 1 ­

- 2 4 2 2Participating in s;elf help projects 4 1
 
( 1 * . .S . )

Working on the project (N.14.S.) -_ 
- 2 -1Nursery school teaching 1 - _ -Other 

2 2 ­ 1 2Not stated 
 .- 2Not applicable 
 90 79 85 
 85 85
 

Total % 100 103 102
104 102 

Note: Totals may add up to more than 100% as 
some respondents gave
 
more than one answer.
 



15 

Q.31 Did you yourself help with this project? 
 IU-1c
 

SAMIA KA3 BOMETONDO EP jCONTTAT
 
yes......................... 10 
 21 15 15 

NO ........................... 
 . .....-
 -
Not applicable ....................... 
 90 79 85
85 85
 

Totals 0 100 100 100 100 

Q 31(cont.)If "yes", in what way?
 

KABODO 1BOMET EXP CONT.TTOTAL TOTJ 

Contributed money 
 4 5 13 7 1 
Participated/Practically worked on the 

project 
Contributed materials 1 3 9 4 5
 
Offered labour 
 2 10 2 5 4
 
Farming/digging together 
 i --
 .
 
Teaching people/children how to read 
 1 - - _ 
Smearing houses 2 - 1 ­

Encouraging/Organising other 
women 
 1 -
Other 2 1 1 2 
Not stated 
 1 . ..
 
Not applicabl 
 9C 79 85 85 85
 

Total % 105 103 114 107 109 

Q.32 	 Are there any .wiomen members of your locational d~vc op:.cnt 
committee 

SAMIA KABONDO BOMET EXP. CONT. 

TOTAL TOTAL 
Yes .............................. 
 25 53 21 33 
 28
 
No .......... ....... . ............... - 3 8 4 9 
Don't know....................... 33 13 13 19 26 
Not applicable .................. ...... 42 31 58 44 37 

Total 100 100 100 100 
 100 

Qo33 Do you think women as members of such committees can help with
 
development problems?
 

SAIA! KBOHDO BOMET EXP. CONTiTOTAL TOTAL 

Yes ........................... 
.4o 
 63 31 43 I1i
No ........ .................. 
 1 1 ­ 1 1
Don't know.., ... .... ..... 17 5 11 12 21
Not applicable ............... 42 31 58 1144 37
 

Total % 100 100 100 100 100
 

Note: 
Totals may add up to more than 100% as some respondents gave more 
than one answer. 



Al-19 
Q.34 Is there anything women can 
do to help with the development of
 

your location?
 

BOMET EXP. [PONT,SAMIA KABONDO 
TOTALJ TOTA L 

Yes ................................... 26 . 63 22 37 34 
No ............................... 2 1 1 1 -
Don't know ..................... 30 5 19 18 29 
Not applicable ................... 42 31 58 44 37 

- F-
Total % 100 100 100 100 100 

Q.35 If "yes" to Q.34, what can they do? 

SIMIA KABONDO BOMET EXP. CONT,SII NTOTAL TOTAL
 

By contributing money/materials for 
building 14 7 11
 

Could help in building self help

schools/nurserics and teaching in 
 2 10 3 5 5
 
them
 

Cowld help by providing new methods of 
 5 7 
 6
 
domestic science
 

Could help by cultivating/weeding together 7 4 2 4 4
 
Could help by teaching adults/children 1 1 
 1
 

how to read and write
 

Participating in self help projects and 
 3 23 6 11 9
 
assisting the .,en 

Could help in dress making/knitting/ 
 1
 
sewing
 

Encourage other women to take part 
 7 10 - 6 4 
in Women clubs 

Could help in the development of our
 
country 
 2 4 - 2 

To care for the orphans/child welfare - 1- 1 -

Other 
 4 2 4 5
 
Not stated 
 - 3 - - 1 
Not applicable 
 74 37 63
78 66
 

Total %o 
 106 120 106 110 114 

Q.36 If "no" to Q.34 , why not?
 

SAMIA1 KABONDO BOMET XP. CONT,TOTAL TOTAL
 

Our husbands don't allow us - . . . 
No time due to domestic affairs 
 1 . . . .
 
Not stated 1 - 1 1 -

Not applicable 
 98 99 99
99 100
 

Total % 100 100 100 100 

Note: Totals may add up to more 
than 100% as some respondents gave more
 
than one answer, 



kppe~dix II 	 Leader/Official Version 

KENYA GOVERN.iENT 

RURAL EVALUATIOI SURVEY 

COiHMUNITY DEVELOPiti"iE AIT SELF HELP PROJECTS 

0.1 Co~munity Development and self help projects are important to the 
developuient of our country. Can you tell me if there have been any
such projects in your location since Independence? 

Samia Kabondo Bomet .T6tal 

Yes ... ................ 	 .. .. 100 98 100 99
 
No ...... .................... 	 ­ 2 - 1 

TOTAL 1 100 100 100100 


Q.l(a) 	 If 'yes' to Q.1, could you tell me what they were? 

SAMIA KABO WDO BOiET TOTAL 

Contributions of money/materials/Self 74 72 90 79 
nelp towards Harambee Schools 

INursery School projects 	 45 5 67 39 
Faring projects/4K club/ cultivating 	 57 50 44 

together/Dairy. 

Building of dispensary/clinic/healti
 
centre 
 77 47 15 46 

Building of cour.:unity centre - 2 - 1 
Building of rods and bridges 	 37 35 25 32 
Donation of money/nvterials toward self 2 1 

help projects 

Uoueno' club2/Ptaendeloo ya wana.;:2:e 2 20 ­ 7 
Building of ,w er projocts/cattle dips 50 17 97 55 
Other 
 34 7 9 17 
Not apslicable - 2 - 1 

TOY'ALr, 337 266 360 322
 

Q.2 Did you, yourself, participate in any way with any of these projects. 

SAMiIA KAEO1DO 01BOT TOTAL 
Yes .. 	 . 84 1 96 8 

Ho16 . 13 4 11 
Not applicable .. ........... ... _ 2 -

TOTAL % 0 100 100 100 

Note; 	 Some respondents gave more than one answaer, therefore, soimle totals 
may -.dd up to more than 100;S 



Q.2(a) Which one/s and in what w:ay did you participate? AII-2 

PROJLC TS/COIITRI:'UTIC~i S KIAIBOiDO BOLET TOT.LL 

Contributed to Self Help Haraibee 19 18 70 36 
schools 

Contributed to nursery schools 11 2 9 7 
Participated in building water projects 2 - 57 20 

/cattle dips 

Encouraged and Organised people to 
start on these projects. 5 10 - 5 

Encouraged ad Organised people to 3 4 
start on - Dispensary/H.C. I 

Donated 
jects 

uoney/materials toa.n,.rd the pro- 4 
42 18 81 47 

.Iorl-ed +'ysically on the projects 15 18 1 11 
Participoted in the projects 2 8 1 4 
zSipplied labour to the projects 27 12 57 32 
Pztrticipated in building roads/bridges 3 3 1 2 
SJelf help famrIiing ,rojects/cultivatingtogether. 10 - 7 6 

Other 16 10 3 10 
Hot Applicable 16 15 4 12 

TOTAL 5 173 117 295 196 

Q.2(b) If "yes" to '.2, did the project/s turn out to be successful? 

SAMIA KABOilIDO JOMET TOTAL 
Yes .... ................ .. 82 78 96 85 
No .... ................. .2 7 - 3 
Not applicable ...... ............ 16 15 4 12 

TOTAL c 100 [100 100 100 

Q.2(c) If 'not to Q.2(b), why not? 

REi.SOH SANIA KAiBONDO BOMET TOTAL 

There was no Govt. 2upport 2 - 1 

Lack of organisation - 7 - 2 

Qroject u.Jcoipletcd due to 
financial problems - 2 1 

ot applicable 98 93 100 97 

TOTAL 1100 102 100 101 

Hote: Some totals may not ard up 
to more than 100% as some respondents 
gave more than one answer.
 



Q .2 ( d ) I f 'y e a' to Q 2, whi ch o f t he e p roj e c t ; m ent o n d i n Q.2 (a ) d i d 11 1 -- ' 

you anticipate in mot actively? 

PROJECT SANIA KABONDO BOiET TOTAL 

Contribution of money/materials/!elf 
help to..rd CI mbee chol 31 7 69 46 

Nursery chool projects 15 2 19 12 
Self help faring rojects/14K club/ 25 30 is 

cultivatinr tojetiher/Dairy 2 

Building of disoensary/clinic/health
 
centre 
 35 18 4 19 

Building :,f roads/bridges 
 10 10 12 11 
Donation of i.oney/materirIs tovards 3 

self help projects 3 1 1 
?omen's clubis/maendeleo ya Nianauake ­ - 1 -


Lluiding of water yrojects/cattle dins 
 15 - 61 25
 
Ot her 
 8 2 3 4 
Not tated 
 2 ­ 1
 

Not applicable 
 16 15 12 
TOTAL c 132 112 1 204 149 

Q-3 Noe.:about thini particular project, toll me how it wn started. 
(i) Y'ose idea wan it? 

'.."SLE IDEA S. I 10 :.BO0!DO B0IET1 TOTAL 

Chie f/Sub-Chief 6 8 3 6 
The people/puplic/cor.aunity 60 23 84 56 
D.C/ .O./ .D./ .O./Teacher 5 10 1 5 
L oc atio nal lde . ... .1 

Cor..munity Development Committee 2 2 3 2 
iy o.!1 idea 2 2 - 1 
P- rents 2 - 1 
Local Leoder's/. P. - 40 3 14 
The Government 3 - 1 1 
Othor 8 3 ­ 4 
Not applicable 16 15 4 12 

TOTAL 104 103 100 1.02 

(ii) Where did you first hear about it? 

SOURCE SANIA KABONOID ;,Of iT TOTAL 

Ciief/Sub-chief/Chief': 1ar zaB 10 10 1.2 11Local leader/Neighbour:; 2 9 13,di:inis trative/Exten tion o fficers - - 31, 11Governent/iprevi idvnt' call 3 - 25 9Public/Loca .;:eeti nn 5 37 7 16School conmaittee/N."chol meeting - 8 1 3 . . la ( n o more t t e d , 47 ­ - 16
Education Dop rt me n t - 5 7 +iiy-elf 2 - 10 ther Ii § I 6dot stated 2 - ­ 1Not aplicable 16 15 4 12 

TOTAL 10_ 10)1 -- -103 jV 



kiii.) Dia you participate in it7 :II..+ 

SAMlA KABONDO BOMET TOTAL 

Yes ...... .................. 82 65 96 81 
No ..... .................... 2 20 - 7 

Not applicable... ............... 16 15 4 12 

Total % 100 100 100 100 

(iv) Was the wor - voluntary? 

SAMIA KABOVIDO BOMET TOTJLL 

Yes...... 

No ........................... 

.................... 82 

.2 

65 

20 

96 

-

81 

7 

Not applicable.............. . .. 16 15 4 12 

Total % 100 100 100 I 100 

(V) Who contributed cash and materials ? 

SAI:IA KABONDO BOMET TOTAL 

I contributed cash 
I did not contribute anything 
I contributed materials 
I supplied labour/worked with my hands 
The people/community gave cash 
The Locational/County councils 
The Govt. assisted w';ith cash 
Parents 
I don' t know, I just helped in the 

organization 
Other 
Not stated 
Not applicable 

13 
2 

-
13 
61 

3 
29 
2 

3 

6 
5 

16 

37 
3 

12 
18 
5 

-
-

-

8 

18 
-
15 

69 
-
27 
36 
25 
-
-

-

-
4 

40 
2 

13 
22 
30 
1 

10 
1 

8 
2 

12 

TOTAL % 153 116 161 145 

(vi) Ias the contribution voluntary? 

SAMIA KABONDO OMET TOTAL 

Yes voluntary 
Under pressure 
Not applicable 

79 
3 

18 

82 
-

18 

96 
-

4 

85 
1 

14 

TOTAL %100 100 100 100 

Q. 4 Who directed the project? 

County Council 
D.C./D.O./D.A.O./A.E.O. 
C.D.O. 
Local Leader/Group leader/I.P. 
Parents association 
Loctional Conmittee Chairman 
Cordinating Com.mittee Chairman 
Teacher/School committee Chairian 
Chief/Sub-Chief 
Other 
Church/Schoolcornaittce/Prient 
Not Stated 

Not apilicahle 

TOTAL 

SAMIA 
. 
2 

18 
56 

2 
2 
8 
3 
8 
3 
6 

-

16 

124 

KiABONDO 
2 
7 
3 

57 
-

2 
2 
5 

13 
2 
5 
_ 

15 

113 

BOWET 
-. 

-

-
90 
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
6 

100 

TOTA1L 
1 
3 
7 

68 
1 
1 
3 
3 
7 
2 
4 
2 

12 

114 



6 

Q.5 Was there a coiawittoe for the project? \II-5
 

S, :IA Ki,Bo0Do BoM.T TOTAL 

Yes ... .............. 79 47 96 74
No ........ . . 5 20 -o
 
16 15 1 1Not Jpplicable............. . 16 4
 

Don't Know . .... .. 
 ............ 
 1 -

TOTAL % 100 I 100 100 100 

Q. 6 If 'yes' to Q.5, how' ;ias the coumittee chosen? 

SAM~!IA KABONDO BOMET TOTA.L 

Elected 
 72 39 96 69 
.ppointedVolunteered 5 8 42-- | 1 
Dot applicable 21 53 26 

TOTAL % 100100 100 100 

If elected or appointed, by whom?
 

S,'IA IKBONDO BOMET TOTAL 

The people 
 38 35 88 54
D.C./M.P./Local leaders/Chief 
 2 5 - 2
Locational Committee 
 29 ­ - 10
Parents association 3 - - 1
Priest 
 2 - -. 
Other 2 7 86 
Hot stated 1 _
Not applicable 23 53 
 4 26
 

TOTAL o 1001o0 100 100 

Q.6(a) Do you think the project wau hnndled successfully? 

,. IAIK10OD0 BONET TOTAL 

Ye0 .......... ................ 84 I
 
No . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . - 96
 
hot Applicable ...... ............ 16 15 
 12 

TOTAL % 100 100 lo0 100 

Q.6(b) If 'nd to Q.6 (a), why not?
 

g,.H,.JK,,BO,'.DO BOHET TOTAL 

Not enou'h oney s 3 D
,dc lacked qualified staff 
 -2 -1
 
There was no full time profesional 


to look after it 
 -
Lack of or--nized skill - 3 - 1
 
Hot applicable 
 100 90 100 96 

T ,T.L 100 100 100 100 

j'1'/
 

1 

http:g,.H,.JK,,BO,'.DO


Q.7 	 If the -eo;le of your location had an idea for a self help project 

to vhom whould they go for hel, in getting it started? AII-6 

PE1SON 	 - SAHIA KABONDO BOMET TOTAL I 

District Commissioner - 3 1 1 
District Officer 5 5 2 4 
C.D.O/C.D.A. 77 60 97 78 

A.O. - 7 - 2 
Locational leaders/Sub-locational 10 7 -6 

chairmlan 
Chief/sub-chief 19 12 - 10 
Village co-ordinating committee 2 - 1 
Other 5 7 - 4 
Health .,ssistant 2 - - 1 
Intiate it by themselves - 2 - 1 

TOT..L , 120 103 j 100 108 

Q.8 	 Is there a Comunity Development Conmittee in your locat_ on? 

, .I 	 K,.BOIIDO BObiLT 

Ye. .......... ................ 100 40 96 79
 

HO ..... ................ -. 3 1 1
 

5 7  
Don't Know ... ............. 	 - K 3 20
 

TOTAL % 100 100 100 100 

Q.;, 	 If "yes" to Q. 8 , are you a membor of it? 

S-M*IlJ 	KABONiDO BOiET TOTAL 

Yes ..... ................ 	 37 17 58 38
 

No................ 	 63 23 38 41
 

Not ajmlicable ....... ........... - 60 4 21 
TOTAL % 100 100 0 0 

Q.lO 	 If 'no' to Q.9, do you know any ne...ber of it? 

SAIi. t,,I30iD0 BO!iET TOT..L 

Yes ..... ................. -57 23 36 39
 

NO .......................... 6 - 2 3
 

Pot aiplicable ... ............ 37 77 62 5
 

100 I00
TOTAL 1 100 100
 

Q.11 	Have any of the peopie or group of people of your location tried 
to get a self help project started in the past? 

*,'dlIAI 	 ].BOHDO BOI.iET TOTAL} 

Yes ..... ................ 68 52 97 72
 

NO......... .. ................. 0 3 2 12
 

Not stated ... .............. 2 45 1 16
 

ITOLhI10 	 100 100 100-

Note: Totals may add up to more than 100% an some respondents gave 
more 	than ole answer. 
 K , 



Q. 12 if 'yes' to Q.l, i@'1 atjovi Al-7 

PROJECT .TTEI.,'TED SANL i Ic.BOND0 BOMET TOT..L 

Forned self help 
build school 

group, started to 3 4-- 17 54 35 

Formed self help Lroup, started to 
build nursery school 

Building of roads/bridges/water 

projects/dips 

itarted work on clinic/social hall 

Organised jroup of voluntary members 

Supplied labour 

8 

16 

2 

3 
2 

2 

10 

7 

2 

2 

17 

39 

-

4 

7 

22 

3 

3 

4 

Self help work on 'shamba' 

SelfchelpsOn water projec' Irrigation 

11 

2 

3 

3 

31 

19 

15 

o 

Dairy farming scheme 

Other 

Kisii-Kabondo coffee growers group 

Not applicable 

* 

-

24 

-

32 

3 

15 

3 

'i81* 

1 

37 

-

1 

25 

1 

28 

TOT,.L % 134 115 206 152 

Q.13 Do you think the people in your location are satisfied with hoi, 
development and self help is going on since Independence. 

SAMIA KIY3ONDO BOMET TOTAL 

Very satisfied 
Satis fied 

16 
66 

15 
23 

70 
27 

53 
38 

Neither satisfied nor dissatisfied - 33 2 12 
Disj.s t.isE f .cd 18 25 1 15 
Very dissatisfied 
Don't knoa 

-

-
2 

2 j 
_ 

-

1 
1 

TOT'L % 100 100 100 100 

Q.14 If'dissatisfied' or 'very diss tisfied' to Q.13, why do you think they 
are not satisfied with the way development and self help has been going 
in your location?
 

REASON SAML. KA'BOIIDO B0MET TOT..L 

Decause my area/location h:.v iiot par­
ticipated in many projcct:,/ha u 15 8 
been neglected b<y the Govorni:ient. 

Aie lack full-tim'ie professionals to 
man the project - 3 - 1 

There is net enough .oaey/im-ortat1 
projects 5 2 1 3 

Cash and materials niot distributed 

evenly 2 1 
The Govt. leans on one side ;iolitically - 2 - 1 
Ho Project ias ev r succeeded 2 - - 1 
iJeluck leadership - 3 - 1 
Lack of co-operation 2 2 - 1 
Other - - 1 
Not st ted 3 - - 1 

t!loa ppl i c a bl e 82 7 3 9 9 8 4 

*TOTAL % 102 105 100 103 

* Some gave more than one answer 



Q.lf Do you think there are any projects that could be done as self AII-8

help or community development project in your location" If so, 
narae three. 

FIRaST CHOICE 	 S.hj ~BN O BOET TOTAL 

Building of Haramibee schools/Traininr 2Centres/Niu sry schools/,'.dult 
 2? 43 t 528 

education s and Teachers' 
houses. 

I 'uilding of chiefs' camp 	 2 - ­

cc-,'..-tiveSelf c2. societies 2 - 2 1 

Marketing,!crediz societies/Fishingi ndlu t y 	 5 2 2 

Dairy farmling/,griculturll loano/produce

fact ory/I 'rigation/Iiproved livestock1
 
4K clubs/cotton plantations/Land
 
consolidation.
 

oieital/Disnperayry/Hoalth Centre/clinic' 5 15 13 11 

Wate'oProject,; 
 21 ­ 42 21 
Co:nmunity centre/Youth centre - 2 - 1 
Good Ponds/Bridges/Transport 
 26 22 
 3 17 
Other 
 8 - 18 9 

- 1 

TO. L % j103
2 2 

J100T_0_ 	 101 101 

ECOND CHCICE 	 iS,',MI,', BOMET TOTALIBONDO 

BuilCinF of 1!: ra,:bcc schools/Training 
c ntre:/1hu-:cry schools/Adult 2 
education* iiruizo2. c!as:3es and Teachers' 29 

I 29 12 23 

Self he.p co-operative o-cieti9s 
 3 	 2 3 
liarketin/credit societies/Fishing 

Inda try 
 - 2 - 1 
Dairy [ / cul tural loans/produce 

oon/Improved livestock/
 
4[ c2.uba /cotto -lantations/Land 10
 
con_,olidat ion.
 

Kosital/Die, pe -­("'y/lealth Centre/clinic 13 8 15 12 
ater arojuct 8 7 13 9
 

Colm.inity cntre/Youth centre 
 - - 2 1 
Good Roads/B3ridges/Transfort 27 20 31 26

Other 8 1 3 19 10
 
No Other 
 8 13 - 7 

TOT.AL% '106 i100 100 106 

Note: 	 Some Totals may add up to more than 100%
 
as some respondents have given more than
 
one ans:,er.
 

\ . ( 



Q.15 Cont. 

AII- 9
 

THIRD CHOICE SIMIA I KABONDO BOMET TOTAL 
Building of Harambee schools/'raining

centres/Nursery schools/iLdult 23 1 17 14 14education classes and Teachers, 
I
 

houses.
 
Self help co-operative societies 
 2 -liarketing/credit societies/Fishing 

2
 
Industry
 

Dairy farming/Agricultural loans/
 
produce fLactory/Irrigation/

Improved livestock/4K clubs/ 
 2 3 14cotton plantations/Land con-	

6 
solidation.
 

Hosital/Dispensary/Hcalth Centre/ i
clinic 16 12 

dIl1-er projects 10 10 9 10 
Local Bar 

- 2 ­ 1
Good Roads/Bridges/Transport 


13 7 21 14

Other 


3 ­ 10 4

No Other 

441 58 16 39 
TOTAL % 113 101 100 104 

Q.16 Is there anything that could prevent the people in your locationfrom starting any of these ,rojccts you mentioned? If so, what 
are they? 

SL .SO~i S.MI- KAJ3ONDO BOMET TOTAL 

a! iuity/organi:ation 10ILac: of finance 	 13 - 8 
Lack 79 85 	 13of i',rketing facilities 2 59 
Illite: acy - 9 4 

- 5 9Lack of lc.,dership/skilled 	 22labour 2 25DraugIht 	 - 9 
19Lack r:'niterials 	 6 

r~o -Ieort y/Fa i~iineo 3 2 	 12 6Poet/aj 1 2 j 22 12 922 9Nothing can prevent them 10 -- 3 
0th a 

13
No ttd3 	 2 21 125 36 14
 

TOT.L 124 139 132 
Q.17 "1ho should h)e the 	

132 
person or group to suggest, to begin and to pushconuunity development and self help projects? 

PERSON SAIA K-BONDO BONET TOTAL 

Govornnce 6 3 16 8 
District Coimi ieoner/Office 2 
Comiunity Develo.)ment Officer 8 15 	 40M.P. 3 201 
Chief/sub-chief 3 23 8 
The l e 66 32 33 44 
Othi' 

ot stated 	 ­ 15 22 

TOTAL % 113 100 100 106 
Note: Totals may add up to more than 100% as some respondents gave 

more than one answer. 

\, 



C),17cont. (to begin) 	 i-! 

SmI,, K.BONDO BON:T TOT..L 

Government 2 1 
District Coniissioner/Officer - 2 1 
Conraunity Development Officer 8 7 7 7 
N4.P. 	 2 1
 
Chicf/sub-chicf 16 140 - 19 
The pool!e 79 48 93 ?3 
Local Leader - 3 __1 -

TOT-L% j 107 100 100103 

(To push)
 

SAHI. K}BONDO i BO.LET TOTAL 

Governreont 21 18 . 36 25 
District Conissioner/Officer 8 8 i - 5 
Cosnmunity Development Officer 60 10 34 35 
M.P. 	 2 3 - 2 
Chief/sub-chief 
 26 7 16 16
 
The People 
 3 53 25 27 
Local Leaders 2 - ­ 1
 
..nybody - 3
Other 	

­

- 2 1 
Not Stated 3 - - 1 

TOTAL % 125 109 111 I 115 

. 8 How do you think your location is progresing in comparisen t6 other 

locations in this District? 

S,.iII IBONDO BO0;I TOTAL 

Much faster 56 55 85 65T 

About 	 the same 18 24 12 18 
Huch slower 21 8 2 i11 
Don' t 	 Know: 5 13 1 6 

TOT-L 	% 100 100 100 100 

q.19 	Iow: do you think your Districi c proressing in comparison to other 
Districts in Kenya? 

SAMIAJ KAjO1DO I3OMET TOTAL 

Much faster 
 34 27 75 45 
..bout the same 35 35 K VI
 
Nuch slowler 
 15 20 3 13 

Don't know 16 18 9 14 

TOTAL 	 c i 100 io 100 10 

Q.20 	Who should provide the money for developiment and self help projects? 

SAI'," . KABONDO BOMET TOTAL 

The people 	 13 1 8 15 12
 
The Government 
 10 f 35 9 18 
Both, equal share 77 57 75 70Don't 	know 
 - - 1 -

TOTA*L',o f 100 100Ji 100 

Sonic 	 totals add to more than 100% as some have given more than one answer. ,,

\V
 



All-!! 
Q.21 Do you think the peole of your location L,re atified Lhat their 

Government understands their needs and development problems? 

S,',;01,,K, OID I IiT
', TOT.L 

Very satisfied 15 ]5 27 

Satisfied 54 17 34 35
 
Neither satisfied nor dissatisfied 15 53 
 10 26 
Dissatisfied 8 ].5 2 6 
Very dissatisfied 
 8 3 
 2 4 

TOT..L 1001 (I0 I ].00 100 

Q.22 Do you think the people of your location are satisfied that theirelected Member understands their needs and developr.-unt problems? 

AM. i,, KIBOHDO BOMET TOTAL 

Very satisfied 
 6 1 31 18 
Satisfied 44 28 37 37
 
Neither satisfied nor dissatisfied 24 39 23 29 
Dissatisfied 15 7 7 8 
Very dissatisfied 8 8 6 
 7
 
Don't know/refused to answer 3 -

TOTAL 100 11C0 J 100 100 
.... -- 00
 

Q.23 Do you thinlk that the people of your location a rc.atiafjed that 
Cournnity Develoa;,ent personnel and other exterc;ion officers 
understand their needs and devel pment probl ems? 

3,MI', . Oi3DO
1 ;.D, BOAiET TOT.ALT 

Very satisfied 40 1.0 514 35 

oStisfied 
 44 25 25 31. 
i'either satisfied nor dissatisfied 6 48 19 24
 
Dilsatisfi-d 
 8 5 
 2 5
 
Very diastisfied 
 2 i 12 - 5 

TOT..L % 100 I 100 100 

Q.24 Do you think that the worien of your location are (oink; all they can 
to.Tards the development of the location? 

SM.J 1! I.3 .0?ELT01-O1 TOTAL 

Ye ...................
 76 56 68
 
No.......... ................ 
 24 30 20 
Don't know...... ........ .... . 12 1 
 4
 

TOTAL % 100 100 100 100 



Q.25 If "no" to Q.24, what could they do to nake a greater contribution? 

All -12 

S..MI.. IL.BONDO BOMET TOTL 

Form women' s groups/Maendeleo ya 16 5 3 8 
'anawake 

,,ttend ucetings/help give ideas -- 3 1 

Co-operate .ith the nen 2 ­- 1 

Irprove standard of education in 7 
their clubs/schools 5 17 

Should be actively engaged in Self- 7 
help projects 7 

Know: ilore about doestic science - 6 
Know more about child welfare - - 6 2 

Other 	 6 5 7 6 
Not applicable 	 76 7C 70 72
 

TOTL 105 104 11 107 

Q.2 6 Do you think ,.,'o.inen in g;.icmral can help by being members of the 
various development committees in the District?
 

S.4, j BONIDO IBOMET TOT..L 

Yes 

No .... 

Hot 

......... 

................ 

stated .. ........... 

............... 

. 

. 

100 1 72 

25 

3 

99 

-

1 

91 

8 

1 

TOT,,L 100 100 200 100 

FOSITIOII OF PCEirIDo;T SAMIL. K..BONDO bOHET TOTL 

Church elder/Priest - 5 2 2 
Education officer/Teacher/School clerk 21 20 18 19 

°' Miesber/Ch irnsmn/2 uh-loca tio ha! 

coi.rA.ctee of self help project/ 2 15 22 13 
m endeleo ya wn;ake I 

Locul lc,'der/Council!or/[.M. P. 8 7 27 ill 
C.D. O./C. D.-./b. 0 ./11. O./Dresser 10 7 3 7 
ii'rketiig officer - - 2 1 
Chief/sub-chie f/Admirdistrative Police 32 12 ]53 19 

Ki',U/KPU official - 5 - 2 

I,gricult ural/vet eri nary/L nds officer 5 3 7 5 
Clerk to cashier 2 - -

Other 20 26 4 17 

TOT..L % 100 100 100 100 

Note: 	 Totals may add up to more than 100% as some respondents have given 

more than; one answer, 



---

_ _ _ _ _ 

AIppendix III
 

COL.17 Card I
 

TOTAL TOTAL
Fi.!,CTIONAL EDUCATION I SAMIA KABONDO BOMET EXPER. CONTROL 

6 65 65 65 68 65 6868 68 


Illiterate 
 57 52 59 33 65 50
Literate only 61 45 53 46

vernacular 41 34 33 33 30 37 34 35 38 31 

Literate English and 1
 
vernacular 1 4 6 16 4 2 4 7 8 8
 

Complete Primary 
 1 9 19 1I 11 " 12 
Some Secondary Plus 
 1­ L.1 


Total 100 100 
 100 1100 100 100 001 100 100 

COL.18 To 25 Card I Q.17 

..[LEVEL OF LIVING 

No radio 
 87 84 92 62 91 83 90 87
76 78
Radio 13 16 8 38 9 17 
 10 24 13 22 

No cupboard 70 59 77 44 8,) 59 76 54 70 63
Cupboard 30 41 23 56 20 41 24 46 30 37 

No Tables/chairs 33 6 31 12 21 20 28 13 30 24

Tables/chairs 67 
 94 
 69 88 79 80 72 87 70 76
 

No kerosine laip 
 39 41 63 10 10 10 36 20 38 25Kerosine lamp 
 61 59 37 90 90 90 64 80 62 75 
No clock 88 90 83 66 94 89 89 82 86 83
Clock 
 12 10 
 17 34 6 11 11 18 14 17
 

No wrist watch 84 77 84 67 83 77 84 
 74 87 78

Wrist watch 
 16 23 16 33 23
17 16 26 13 22
 

No bicycle 42 52 67 
 44 74 58 63 52 61 52
Bicycle 58 48 33 56 26 42 37 48 39 48 

No handmill 99 98 98 97 86 83 94 93 93 83
Handmill 
 1 2 2 3 14 17 6 7 7 17 
1 --

Total % 100 100 100 10 1o 
 00 100 100 100 100
 

BASE (All Interviews) 165 250 1216 252 243 253 624 755 88 102II
 

N<b\
 



Col. 26 Card I Q.17 
 AII1-2
 

TOTAL LEVEL OF TOTAL TOTALLIVING SCORE S,MI, -0--ET KABONDO EXPER CONTROL 

65 68 65 68 65 68 65 681 65 168 

0 
 10 5 19 6 2 6 10 6 15 7

1 

2 	

20 19 35 2 17 13 24 11 17 15 
22 27 16 23 38 23 26 24 26 27 
213 	 14 9 20 20 17 17 17 15 144 	 14 14 9 12 12 18 12 15 9 11

5 
6 	

5 9 5 8 5 8 5 8 12 85 8 5 6 4 lo 4 8 6 67 3 4 2 21 2 3 2 10... 108 	 .. . . 2.. 2 - 1 .. 2 

TOTAL % 100 100 100 100 00 100100 100 

Cols. 27-30 CardI Q.18
 

AGENT INITIATED 
 . TOT,.L TOTAL

CONT..CT EXPER. CONTROL 

No Contact 64 60 39 40 40 35 46 45 35 62Agricultural Officer 	 36 61 60
40 60 
 65 54 55 65 38
 

No Contact 
 88 92 68 68 32 35 59 65 47 77

Veterinary Officer 	 12 8 32 32 68 65 41 35 53 23
 

No Contact 
 85 88 
 75 59 84 41 	 81 63 74 76
Commmnity Develop­
iment officer 15 12 25 41 16 59 19 37 26 24 

No Contact 65 57 48 44 53 27 54 43 142 55Chief/Sub-chief 	 35 43 52 56 47 73 46 57 58 45 

TOTAL % 100 
100 100 100 100 10¢ 100 100 100 100
 

Col. 31
 

TOT..L -.GENT INITI,.TED COi"T.CT zCORE 

0 
 44 36 25 22 18 19 27 26 23 431 28 37 24 25 18 7 23 23 12 21
2 
 17 15 19 17 
 27 11 21 14 23 11
 

4 
3 7 10 20 12 28 18 20 13 25 12
 

4 2 12 24 
 9 45 9 24 17 13 

TOT.L " 1 00 100 100 100
100 100 100 100 100 

EASE (,,LL INTERVIEW) 
165 250 216 252 243 253 624 755 88 102
 

http:COi"T.CT


AIII-3 
COLS. 32-35 Card I Q.19
 

SAMIA 1HAiBONDO IBOMET TOTAL TOTAL 
SELF-INITIATED 
 EXPER, CONTROL
 

CHANGE AGENT CONTACT[ 
65 68 65 68 
 65 68 65 68
 

No contact 
 84 74 
 52 62 78 45 71 60 72 71Agricultural Officer 16 26 48 
 38 22 55 29 40 28 29
 

No contact 91 92 74 77 
 44 30 67 66 55 71
Veterinary Officer 
 9 8 26 23 56 70 33 44 45 29
 

No contqct 93 90 
 89 67 95 49 92 69 93 78
Community Development 7
 
Officer 7 10 11 33 5 51 8 31 7 22
 

No contact 
 76 60 62 51 88 35 76 49 73 58
Chief/Sub-Chicf 
 24 40 38 49 12 651 24 31 27 42
 

Total % 100 100 100
100 100 100 100 100
100 100
 

COL.36
 

TOTAL SELF-INITIATED CONTACT SCORE
 

O 65 51 34 31 33 17 4 35 46 

22 26 32 33 45 15 
 34 25 40 232 7 14 19 13 18 11 15 14 12 9 
4 3 7 9 9 3 171 5 11 7 7
 
4 3 2 
 6 14 1 4 17 6 15 

Toa% ~inn- -H-- -

Total % 1 100 00 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
 

COL.37
 

COMBINED CHANGE AGENT CONTACT SCORE
 

0 
 40 32 
 21 17 18 13 24 20 23 34
 
21 18 10 8
1 8 6 12 11 6 12
2 16 22 20 23 14 61 17 17 10 16

3 9 8 12 9 24 31 16 8 21 64 5 10 13 13 16 9 1 i ,n :3 95 4 4 18 811 61 8 6 8 66 1 4 8 7 6 20 5 10 9 4
7 
 3 1 13 3 6
2 3 3 5 28 1 1 5 12 1 31 3 3 15 5 11 

Total % 100 100 100 
 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
 

BASE(All Interviews) 165 5 2 
 624 '7 8 ! 121 

I.... ... .. . j...... -_ _
 



AIII-4 

COLS.38-42 Card I, Q.20
 

SSAIIA KABONDO BOMET TOTAL TOTAL 

SOCSM) PTICIPTIONI 1EXPER. CONTROL 

65 68 65 68 65168 65 68 65 68
 

No Participation 42 53 55 56 95 56! 67 55 57 77
 
Go-operative Society 

:ceting 58 47I 4 5 44 5 44 33 45 43 23 

No Partiipation 
 92 99 84 87 96 671 91 91 83 92
 
Home Economics Course 8 1 16 13 4 13, 
 9 9 17 8
 

No Participation 89 93 87 75 90 6') 88 76 90 84
 
Farmers Training 11 7 13 
 25 10 40 12 24 10 16
 

Course
 

No Participation 97 89 100 83 100 97 99 90 99 93 
4K Youth Club 3 11 - 17 1.. 3! 1 10 1 7
 

No Participation 52 31 24 "19 12 13 27 21 35 36
 
Self-Help Group 48 69 I 76 81 88 87 73 79 65 64
 

meetingI
 

Total % 100 100 100 100 10000 o1_ 0 110 0 0I-~I~ I 

GOL.43 Card I
 

TOTAL SOCIAL PARTICIPATION SCORE
 

0 29 23 13 13 9 13. 16 16 9 30 
1 29 30 39 32 76 31 51 31 55 41 
2 30 39I 35 32 14 26 25 33 31 17 
3 8 7 11 12 1 181 6 12 2 8 
4 3 1 2 I . 10 2 5 2 3 
5 1 - 7 21 3 1 1 

Total % 100 100 100 100 100 100j 100 100 100 100
 

COLS.44-46 Card I 

AGRICULTURAL DE,01OSTRATION PRTICIPATION 

No Participation 79 88 91 78 95 88i 89 85 82 92
 
Farmers Field Day 21 12 9 22 5 12! 11 15 18 8
 

No Participation 64 78 78 72 86 75! 77 75 70 77
 
Agricultural 36 22 22 28 14 25 25 
 30 23
 

Demonstration 231
 

No Participation 87 95 91 75 90 78' 89 
 82 86 87
 

ADemonstrationsdry 13 5 9 25 
 10 22 
 11 18 14 13 

Total % 100 100 100 10000 100 10 0 0 100 100 100
 

E (l Interviews 165 0 216 252 243 253 624 755 88 102 
-tS 1010lilIteves).60
 



AIII-5 
Col.47 Cardl Q.20
 

TOT.,L P.RTICIPT.ION IN AIGRICULTUR..L DEMONSTRATION SCORE. 

S.MIA ICBONDO BOMET TOTAL TOTAL 

EXPER. CONThOL 

65 68 65 68 65 
 168 65 68 
 65 68
 

58
0 77 75 65 84. 71 74 711 65 76
20 11 15 12 7 
 6
2 13 10 13 1117 9 
 5 6 7 14 9
3 9 19 6
5 3 5 17 2 
 9 4 lo 3 7
 

TOTL % 100 100 1001 1O0 10 0o 100 100 100 I 100 
Cols.43-50 Q.21 Card I
 

COSMOPOLITNESS
 

None visited 22 281 51 37 44 53Capital cities 41 39 40. 40visitedat least once in a 78 72 49 63 56 47 59 61 60 60life time 

None Visited 
 7 12 8 5 15 9 10 9 9 13CoLua3ercial centros
visited at least 
 93 88 92 95 85 91 90 91 91 87
 once in life time 

None visited 16 16 34 41 64 41 35 24 4847 

Small towns visited
 at least once in 
 84 4 66 59 36 
 53 59 65 76 52
life time 52 

TOT,L % 100 
 lo100 0100 100 
100 
 100 lO 100 100 

Col.51 CardI Q.21
 

TOTAL COS"'OPOLITNELS 

.20 4 4 2 l1 8 6 5 3 61 1 6 .. 18
2 13 31 30 54 5213 37 484 59 66 33 36 28 59 40 7 30 

0o1352 Q.32 Card I 

Up
f.SPIT..TIONI,' Ol SONS 1 " 3o ~yr. EDUC..TIOIT 3 3 4 22
 

None .. .. jl1 .
 .. 1 .. "-

Ups."t y . 3 - .. 1 1ll o7r.1 - . .

i3 4 ­ 1 2 2 . . 

a rdo olr 18 21 50 20 38 3710 17 29 16 
University/Collge 
 79 78 35 5973 84 56 78 69 82 

TOTAL% 100 100 100 100 100 10lO 1100 100 100
 

BASE ( A'LL I UITERVIEIS) 6 5 1 252 2 3 2 36 4 7 5_ _ 8 0 )! 



AIII-6
 

COL.53 Card I Q.33
 

S'MIA KiBONDO BOMET TOTAL TOTAL 
AiPIRATION FOR EXPER. CONTROL 

DAUGHTERS EDUCATION 
65 68 65 68 65 68 65 68 65 68
 

None 2 o. 2 - 2 4 2 1
 
Up to 4 years 2 2 1
 

schooling 
 .. 1 3 ..
 
Up to 7 years


schooling 7 10 6 2 
 8 12 7 8 3 8

Up to 10 years 
 6 14 I 4 13 10 14 13 

schooling i
 
11 years schooling
 

and over 18 
 25 50 21 33 14 35 20 30 12
 
University/College 59 44 26 71 
 41 64 41 60 33 67
 

Total , 100 100 100 100 
 100 100 100 100100 100
 

C01.54 Card I, (.33 

LEVEL OF EDUCATION
 

None 
 70 56 64 3 79 63 71 51 70 50

Some Primary up to
 

7 years 29 31 32 47 20 26 27 36 29 35
 
Primary complete 1 9 3 15 1 9 2 11 
 1 12
 

7 yrs. completed
 
Some Secondary + ., 
 1 1 3 .. 21 - 2 .. 3 

Total %' 100 100 1 0 100 100 100 100
 
I I 01!(O1010 

COL.55 Card I Q°33
 

FUNCTIONAL LITERACY 

Illiterate 57 
 52 59 33 65 5 61 45 54 45 
Literate in 

vernacular 1 33 
 33 30 38 34 35 36 32
 
Literate in English


and vernacular 2 14 8 34 
 5 12 5 20 10 23
 

Total 6 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 1 0
 

BkSE (All Interviews) 165 250 216 252 243 !253 624 755 88 102 
- 1- j - ir . 



Cols.56-62 CardI Qs.30,31,311-37
 

AIII-7 

f TOT.L TOT,'L 
. BOMET EXPER. CONTROLK-301D0 

65 68 .65 68 65 68 65 68 65 68 

i9797 9 6 99 91 98 92 99 95 
Negative 3 3 4 14 1 6 2 8 1 5 

Nogativc 10 2 16 14 3 6 9 8 7 6 
Positive 90 96 84 86 97 94 91 92 93 94 

Nelgative 5 14 4 8 914 21 5 13 11 
Positive 95 
 86 86 79 96 95 92 8' 91 89 

Positive 95 95 75 89 Ll 94 83 92 84 92 
Negative 5 5 25 11 19 6 17 8 16 8 

Negative 31 24 22 15 58 15 38 13 34 20 
Positive 69 76 78 S5 42 65 62 82 66 80 

Nef-ative 5 18 13 28 2 23 7 23 5: 22 
Positive 95 S782 72 98 77 93 77 951 78 

TOTL, 100 100 100 
100 100 100 100 100 100 100
 

Col.63 Cardl
 

RELIC ION 

Christion 84 83 81 72 41 28 66 60 78 56 

Socterian 3 2 5 11 •. 4 3 6 4 4 
Traditionalist 13 15 14 16 59 68 31 33 18 40 
Moslom - •• 1 - •• 

TOTAL% 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100100 100 

B,,SE (ALL INTERVIEW3) 165 250 216 252 243 253 624 755 88 102 



AIII-8 
COLS.65-66 CardI Qs.14 and 15 

F,*.RM~ORG..NIZ.'.TION 

TOTAL TOT..L 
EXPER CONIi L 

65 68 65 68 65 68 65 68 65 68
 

Completely fenced 16 23 71 
 59 84 91 62 57 48 46 
Partly fenced 30 34 24 34 15 9 22 6 21 23 
Not at all fenced 54 43 7 16 17 285 1 31 

TOT.L% O100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 10C 100 

Completely divided -2 

into fields 5 11 23 59 60 28 30 19 29 
Partly divided into 733 

7 32 9 48 57 35 19 3 24 34
fields 


iot at all divided 90 
 37 
i n t o f i e l d s g o 6 3 L0 9 4 5 53 2 5 7 H 

TOT.L % 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

Co167 C.rdI
 

SEX
 

Male 91 96 91 90 83 95 88, 93 93 97
 
FemIale 9 4 9 10 17 5 12 7 7 3 

TOT.*.L % 100 lO0 lo0 lo0 lo0 lOO 1001 100 100 100 

Col 68 C:ArdI 

COIiBTi:ED £U.ICTIOI,,L LITEDA*CY/EDUC..TICU 3CCRE 

Ho 1chooling/ 1 13 45No Literacy 57 50 57 33 64 51 6o 44 45
 
Soe Schooling/ 1 2 2 1 

Ho Literacy 1 1 1 1 
7o 2Chooling/Iiteratc 

in vernaculi: only 13 6 6 2 14 12 11 7 17 6 
Soiie Schooling/ 

Literate iii ver- 27 28 27 31 6 25 23 
 28 21 25 
nacular only 

SoLae Schooling/ 
1o cducation/ 1 6 16 4 2 4 7 8 8 
Literat in ver­
necular and Eng.
 

Pri ary co nu;let cd/ 
English and Vcr. 1 9 1 15 1 8 1 1 1 12 

Sonie Secondary/ 
English and Ver. 1 1 3 .. 2 - 2 3 

TOT,L 100 1 0 1 1 10 10 0 Jl1O0 10O 100 

Col.69 Card I Q.I 

FARI FR.I.L.i,T,.TI0II 

Ono Piece 57 64 
 66 43 73 71 66 60 53 54 
Tywo Pieces 19 17 16 16 22 21 19 18 25 23 
Three Pieces 7 10 7 8 4 7 6 8 8 5 
Four Pieces 5 5 5 9 1 3- 5 2 8
 
Five Pieces 1 2 1 4 .. - 1 2 7 1 
Six Pieces and nore 11 2 5 20 - 7 5 9 

TOTAL % 100 100 1001 00 100 100 100 100 100 100 

D,',SE (i.LL IilTERVIhW2 165 250 216 252 243 253 624 755 88 102 



Col.70 Card I Q.2 AIII-9
 

SIZE OF FA'RM
 

SI,MIA K'.BONDO BOMET TOT:.L TOTAL 

EMPER 
 CONTROL
 

Two Acres minus 65 68 65 68 65 68 65 68 65 168 

Two .Acros minus 
 41 7 5 2 2 2 3 4 5 5 
Four acres minus 13 12 14 10 10 5 12 9 9 7 
Six acres .inus 16 15 19 15 13 1 13 16 14 15 12 
Eight acres minus 10 11 23 12 14 13 16 12 16 15 
Ten acres minus 12 121 13 12 13 
 10 13 11 13 13 
Fifteen acres minus 13 13 13 21 
 19 16 15 
 17 16 17
 
Twenty-five acres
minus 12 i12 9 19 18 17 i 14 1616 144'1 13 

Tuonty-six 
acres
 

20 16 4 9 11 21 

TOT..L % 100 100 100 100 100 i 00 l00
 
- I 

Col 71-75 Q.16
 

F.'.RM IMPLEMENTS POSSESSION SCORE 

SAMIA KABONDO BOMET TCT.,L TOT.'.L 
EXPER CONTROL 

65 '68 65 68 65 68 65 68 65 68 

No for~k 95 73 58 5 I | 95 79Fork 82 69 86 735 27 42 46 5 21 
 18 31 14 
 27 
No spade 
 U8 86 85 61 92 89 
 88 79 87 90Spade 
 12 14 15 39 8 l 
 12 2- 13 
 10 
No plough 
 97 92 54 35 27Plough 20 55 !+8 65 403 8 46 65 73 80 45 52 35 60 
No Iheelbarrow 96 93 94 85 99 94 96 91 91 92,heelbarro 
 I4 7 6 15 1. 6 4 9 9 8 

Don't have any of

harrow cultivator
 
hand/Ox cart, or 93 100 90 95 100 98 99 98 loo 99
 
tractor
 

Have one of the 
mentioned four , 2 - 2 5 2 1 2 1 

TOTL % 100 100 100 100 lO 0jjlo 11L 0 0 100 100 

Base (ALL INTE2I E, 165,250 216 213 1624 
,3
j755

,j 
253 .52 8 0 



AIII-10
 

COL.76 Card I, Q.16.
 

SAMIAL KABONDO BOMET i TOTAL TOTRL 

TOTAL IMPLEMFNTS, EXPER CONTROL 
POSSESSION SCORE 
 I 1 

65 68 65 68 65 68 65 68 65 68 

0 83 64 33 25 25 16 43 35 51 29 
1 11 24 36 24 65 56 41 35 34 50 
2 3 6 20 19 7 22 11 16 11 10 
3 2 4 8 20 3 6 4 10 2 7
4 .. 2 3 11 - 1 4 2 4 
6
5 . 1 . 1 .. .. - -

Total % 100 100 100 100 100 
 100 1 0 0 100 I
 

COL.77 Card I, Q.26
 

OCCUPATIONAL SATISFACTION (PERCIEVED THROUGH ADVICE GIVEN TO YOUNG MEN)
 

I 
Go into farming 45 42 65 49 70 61 62 51 66 56 

Do something else 55 58 
 35 51 30 39 38 49 34 44
 

Total % 100 100 100 100100 100 !100 100 100 100 

COL.78 Card I, Q.27
 

OCCUPATIONAL STATUS (PERCIEVED NEED FOR HIGHER 
EDUCATION FOR AVERA\GE FRMER)
 

Better off with more 7 8 7 
schooling 71 86 75 75 98 8 83 81 84 87
 
Muhschooling not 25
s
Mu hh oi g n t 29 14 i 25 25 
 2 17 17 19 16 13 1
 
necessary
 

TI
 

Total % 100 100 100 100 o100 100 000001
__ 100 100 _ I j , 

COL.79 Card I, Q.28
 

ORIENTATION TO1)ARDS TRIBAL CUSTOMS
 

Discard old tribal 26 
 20 29 33 351 17 30 13 36 
customs1 

Retain old tribal c 8 6 

customs 74 861 83 701 87 

Total % 100 100 100 i100 0 100 100 100 100 100 

COL. 80 Card I, Q.2 9
 

ORIENTATION TOUARDS A SPECIFIC TRIBAL CUSTOM 

Discard Polygamy 45 21 50 60 28 54i 40 43j 5 43 
Retain Polygamy 55 79 50 40 72! 6 60 57 95 57 

Total % 100 1001 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
 

BASE (All Interviews) 165 250 216 252 243 25388 
 102
 



Alppendix IV
 

COL.18 Card II, Q-7
 

SAMLIA KBOND0 BOMET TOTAL TOTA 
MAIZE CROP iCREAGE EXPER. CONTROL 

IN P1ST YEAR 65 68 65 68 65 68 65 68 65 68 

2 ...;rs qinus 6 54 3 55 9 52 6 54 68 47 
4 acres minus 53 12 71 27 37 32 53 23 13 28 
Over 4 acres 32 4 20 12 41 15 32 10 9 6 
Don't know 9 30 6 6 13 1 9 13 10 19 

Total 100 00100 100 10 100 100 100 100 100 

COL. 19 Card II, Q.7 

PERCENTAGE OF IMIZE CROP SOLD IN P;ST YEAR 

Nono 59 50 74 44 85 79 74 58 68 68 
25% minns 3 4 8 7 10 b 8 6 10 9 
50% minus 15 21 13 20 3 9 9 17 8 13 
751 minus 8 17 2 14 1 3 3 11 8 8 
100% minus 15 8 3 15 1 3 6 8 6 2 

Total % 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

9OL.20 Card II, Q.7 

NUMBER OF MLIZE HARVESTS IN PAST YEiR 

None 5 6 2 7 3 4! 3 6 8 4 
One 78 49 41 49 91 89 70 62 61 79 
Two or more 17 45 157 14 6 7 27 32 31 17 

Total % 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

COL.21 Card II, Q.7 
IMUIZE CROP IINOVAT IVENESS ROTATION 

Does not rotate 25 18 37 21 4O 69 35 36 34 56 
Rotates crop 75 82 63 79 60 31 65 64l 66 44 

Total % 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

BASE (All Interviews) 165 250 216 252 243 253 624 755 88 102 



AIV-2
 

COL.22 Card II, Q.7
 

SAMIA KABONDO BOMET TOTAiL TOTAL
 

SEED SELECTION EXPERo CONTROL 

65 1 68 65 68 65 68 65 68 65 68
 

No seed selection 18 
 6 3 6 15 22 12 11 14 12
 
practiced


SeLects best own 
 80 90 97 50 84 65 87 68 68 71

seed
 

Buys improved variety 2 4 *" 
 44 1 13 1 21 18 17
 

Total % 100 
 100 100 100 100 100 1100 100 100 100
 

COL.23 Card II, Q.7
 

No fertilizer used 1
 
at all 71 88 26 17I31 42 0 49 41 48
 

Uses farmyard 28 10 73 52 66 51 58 38
 
fertilizer 
 56 40
 

Buys commercial 1 2 
 1 31 3 2 
 12
 
fertilizer 7. 13 3
 

Total % 
 100 1OO 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
 

COL.24 Card II, Q.7
 

No insecticides used 98 96 89 68 99 98 96 87 
 98 91
 
Insecticides used 
 2 4 11 32 1 
 2 4 
 13 2 
 9
 

Total % 
 100 100 100 
 100 100 
 100 
 100 100 100 
 100
 

COL. 25 Card II, Q.7
 

Scatters seed 42 40 47 31 1 27 28 33 23 36
 
Plants in rows 
 58 60 53 69 99 73 72 67 77 64
 

Total % 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
 

COL. 26 Card II, Q.7
 

'deeds once 42 
 32 52 33 5 7 31 24 !26 26 
1eeds twice 53 59 45 57 88 87 64 68 65 A 

Weeds thrice and I 
more 5 9 3 10 7 6 5 8 9 13
 

Total ~ 100 0i cc] i0o 100 100 100 100 100 100
 

BASE (All interviews) 165 250 216 252 243 251 621 755 88 102
 



AT V-3 
COL. 27 Card II, Q7 

TOTAL MAIZE CROP INNOVATIVENESS SCORE 

SAMIA KABUNDO BOMET 1TOTAL TOTAL 

CEXPERoONTROL 

_ 65 68 6865 65 8 6 6 
 6 68
 

3 171. 1 317 16 0 
 5 12 7 6
 

If 172 4 10 1435 21 11 24 2 26 17 14 12519 39  29 206 19 9 23 33 27 3012 
 14 17 12 45 12 26 13 35 167 3 2 6 6 5 4 5f 912 
10 - 2 - 4 1 4 

9 1 2 1 " 9 7 
Total -- !_ 10 1 [100 1 loo o 

COL 028, 29 Card II, Q 7
 

NONE- OPI NIOUTEDNESS 

00 46 6 5 36 
01 25 9 16 29 30 9 24 115 39 14k02 16 47 6 17 23 1538 34 27 37
03 , 29 2 12 8 29 . 23 104 6j 3 19 2 11 20 

07
08 . 1 . - _... 
 . ° I
 
09 
 1
 
10 1 I" 
11 
 I
 

Total , 1 100 100 100 1100 !100 1100 100 100 

COLo31 Card II, Q.22
 

EXPOSURE TO RADIO 

'ever exposeC 36 18 t 4 0) 261 34 16 32 12 
Hardly ever (Loiiger 1 116I 202
 

Few month) . 31 0 16 1) 
ewtimes per month 15 1I1 I 1' 87 1
least once a montl4 15 I) 1 If 8 12 1 9 7 10

Few times pter week 17 17 19 17 25 16 23 9
least once a week1 27 1 1 

1
yesterday V17f 6 42' 2j32 _.21 32 36, 7 
Total [00 ooo100 100 1o 1 oo 1000 100 

:216 25 - I-___._______ 

BASE (All interviews)1 t65 250 !216 1252 243 253 7624 88 102].,____ I 



COL. 32 Card II, Q.23
 

EXPOSURE TO CINEMA MOBILE AND COMMERCIAL
 

SANIA AI3BONDO BOMET 

65 68 65 68 65 68 


Never exposed 72 40 59 58
25 25

Hardly ever 
 18 45 39 60 24 54 

Few times per month 
 7 14 1 7 15 16 
Few times per week 3 
 1 1 7 3 4 
Regularly •• 1 I 

Total o' 100 1100 100 100 100 100 

COL. 33 Card II, Q.23
 

TOTAL ELECTRONIC MEDIA EXPOSURE SCORE
 

0 33 17 23 3 31 17 
1 
 13 12 10 5 12 10 
2 
 13 12 21 28 12 9

3 17 13 17 10 11! 9
4 12 17 16 18 15, 20 

5 
 7 13 12 23 12 21
6 
 3 I0 .. 8 51 10
7 2 1 I 2 3
8 . *, 1... 1 

Total % 100 100 100 100 100 1 
L 

COL. 34 Card II, Q.24
 

DAILY NEVSPAPER EXPOSURE SCORE
 

Never exposed 76 68 
 74 42 96 68
10 8 -
Hardly ever expooed 2 959Q 10 8I72 1
Few times per month 6 6 7 4 - 8 

Few times per week 9 14 
 7 15 2 3 

Regularly 
 1 2 4 22 .. 2 

Total % 100 100 1o0 1 100 100 

BASE(AII interviews) 1165 250 216 243252 253 


- TOTAL 
EXPER. 


1 
65 68 


62 29 

28 53 

7 13 

3 4 


. 1 

100 100 


29 1? 
12 9 
15 17 
15 12 
14 18 
10 19 
3 9 
2 3 

. 1 

1100100100 
t 

8.3 59 
11
5 

416 

6 11 
2 8 

100 100 

624 755 

AIV-4
 

TOTALCOTL 
CONTROL
 

65 68 

72 
23 
3 
2 

.. 

38 
51 
7 
2 
2 

100 100 

29 
14 
8 

11 
25 
9 
2 
2 

. I 

10 
16 
8 
15 
17 
24 
6 
2 
22 

100 

8o 60 
066 

2 5 
6 15 
5 13 

100 100 

88 102 

q
\1 I



A IV- 5 
COLS.41-50 
Card II. Qs.IO-12 & 13
 

AGRICULTURILL KNOWLEDG EABILITY (UNAIDED RECLL) 

SAMIA KABONDO BOML TOTAL TOTAL 
EXPER. CONTROL 

65 68_ 65 68 65 68 68
65 65 68
 

Does not mention
 
crop weeding 1 o9 74 97 99 98 75 95 75 92
Mentions crop 

weeding 59 10 26 3; 1 

7

2 25 5 25 8 

Does not mention 66
 
overstocking 83 69 
 581 561 70 73 82 75
 

Mentions over- 1
 

stocking 13 6 34 31 42 44 20 27 18 25
 

Does not
sormentionlsi n22 
 31 45 5 58 63 1 49
44 1 34 7soil erosion 
 54 58 34~' 37O 
Mentions soil
 

erosion 78 
 69 55 46 421 37 56 51 66 63
 

Does not mention 
fertilization 15 18 2 31 
 2 2n 6 231 6 18
 

Mentions ferti­
lization 85 98 64 98 94 77 94 82
 

Dees not 
mention
 
crop rotation 54 44 50 45 36 34 46 41 34 57 

Mentions crop
rotation 46 56 5 --5 1 64 1 66 54 4 4359 66 

Does not 
mention
 
burning grass 9 85
91 97 851 93t 871 95 84


Mentions burning 
gos 
 8 10 9 15 3 145. 7 13 5 16
 

Does not mention
oedcro5ing 57 82 62 81 2 55 86739 8 76Me in 5rpn 43 100
 

Mentions pddcing I 5f3 18 38 19 77 5 54 2 7 24 

Does not mention
paddocking 95 91 62 I 58 8388 79 87 69 76
 
Mentions paddocking 5 I12 9 38 [121 42 13 31 17 24 

Does not mention
 
deep cultivation 94 
 66 99 95 100 76 98 79 92 90 

Mentions deep 6 34 1 5 24 2 21 8
 
cull'ivation 
 .. 10 

Does not know of
 
artificial insemi-
nation 44 25 41 26 
 20 40 333 300 303 29 

Knows about arti
 
I ficial insemination 56 75 7159 74 80 60 67 70 70 

Total % 1100 100 100 00n lo10 100 100 10)10010 

EVS Al ntrvewsL165 250 216 252 1243 253 6214 755 88 102 



AIV-6 

COL.57 Card II
 

HOME INNOVATIVENiESS SCORE 

TOTAL TOTAL 
SAMIA KLABONDO S!EXPER. ° CONTROLBOMET 

65 68 65 68 F65 681 65 68 65 !68 
II
 

0 71 78 52 )7 81 183 68 66 66 73
1 -16 13 30 19 13 8 
 2., 14 18 lo
2 11 7 11 12 5 6i 93 2 2 7 32 8 10 71 3 3 12 6 lo 

Total % O0 1100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 1100
 

COLS.58,59
 

SIZE OF HOUSE1OLD UNIT 

01 2 4 ,. "11 I i i 
02 2 4 1 .. 4 
02 1 5 11 6 3 2 1 41 s 1 6 
03 
 3 5 11 5 11 2i 9 5 4 
04 
 8 11 12 1 10 10 38 6 
05 12 12 6' 11 10 9 1013 10 

06 f9 8 14 13;13 12 11 15 10 

07 i 8 12 18' 12 101 7' 12 10 19 1108 
o8 9! 8Ia1 8 9 11 10 115: 10 11 7~1 

99 6 6 7 10 91 8 7 8 
10 10 5 3 8 7 1,, 7 8 6 6 
11 7 2 41 3 61 7I 5 4 7 11 
12 
 6 2 3 4 i3 8! i 4 5 5 1 
13 3 3 1 2 1 4! 2 3 1 2 
14 2 2 1 -9 1 4 I 2i 2 1 4 
15 plus 5729391i 31013 6 

Total % 100 100 100 100 
 100 100 100
100 100 100
 

BiSE(All interviews) 165 250 216 252 
243 253 624 .755 88 1O2
 



____________________________ 

AIV-7 
COLS.35,36 Card II, Q. 24
 

TOTL MASS MIDIA, EXPOSURE SCORE 

SAMIA KABONDO BOMET TOTAL TOTALEXER ICNTO
 
65 68; 65 68 65 68 65 68 65 68 

o0 
01 

30 
14 

17i 22 
12' 8 

3 
4 

31 
12 

17 
9 

27 
11 

'12 
9 

27 
13 

10 
13 

02 12 11 16 19 12 81 14 13 8 9 
03 121 14 i 16 12 11 9 13 12 7 10 
04 
05 

10i 
6 

13 
10 

16 
8 

8 
15 

14 
10 

15 
16 

14 
9 

12 
14 

23 
10 

1o 
11 

06 9 6 5 4 6 131 6 17 3 8 

07 3 4 4 8 2 3 9 
08 1 4 I 5 3 64 1 7 
09 1 8 2 13 3 1 8 1 7 
10 
11 1 2 1" t 1 53 .. -1 i I 2 

2 
112 II 1 I . - ' 2 

_1__ 
Total % 

_ 
100 100 100 10! 100 Tio100 100 1100 

110 00I 

COL.38 Card II, Q.8
 

INCOME FROM FOOD CROPS
 

None 30 36 23 
 22 62 54 40 37 46 47 

100/= minus 44 48 4^ 11 23 31 34 30 28 26 
2001= minus 1 18 817 17 7 4 13 10 9 14 

300/= minus 4 4 9 10 4 4 6 6 5 4
 

400/= minus 
 2 1 3 7J.. 2 2 3 3 1
 

500/= minus 1 2 2 6 1 2 
 3 2 4 

600/= minus 11 2 6 28 3 4 3 11 7 4Totl00,10=0 
I I 

.100 100 100 1100 100 100 '10o 100
 

ii 
&kSE (All interviews) 165 250 1216 
 252 1243 !2531 1624 755 88 1102

I I j I 



AIV-8
 

!OLS.39, 40 Card II, Q.8
 

HOUSEHOLD INCOME FROM ALL SOURCES 

SANMIA KABONDO BMT TOTAL ITOTAL 
EXPER. ICONTROL 

651 68 65 68 65 68 65 68 65 68 

100/= minus 35 18 t 12 3 11 19 17 25 

200/= minus 16 25 13 4 6 6 111 10 11 

3001= minus 10 3 1 9 7 8 8 8 

fOO/= minus 91 6 13 6 lo 5 11 65 1 

500/= minus i10 5 8 7 11 i 10 8 6 6 

600/= minus 1121 31 9 8 16 13 12 0 15 6 

1,O00/= minus 9 3 9 12 16 12 10 1216. 12

'I
 

IA I 
1,500/= minus 5 3 13 11 181 7 12 7 8 

I 2,OO/= minus 3 10 6 5 1 123 2 7 4 6 

3,000/= minus 3 4f 3 7 6 4 4 5 3 2 

3,001/= minus 9 6 17 4 7 7 7 5 

Total b 100 1 100 1100 100 100 1001 100 100 100 100 

BLSE(A U intorviews) 165 250 ;216 252 243 253 624 755 10288it 
 I 



AIIV-9
 

COL.51 Card II, Qs.1O-12 & 13 

TOTAL AGRICULTURAL KNOVILEDGE,BILITY SCORE 

-I 
 1 TOTAL TOTAL 

SAIA 
 BOO BOMET EXPER. CONTROL
 

65 681 65 6i 65 68 65 68 65 68 

01, 
I
51.. -

K­
.. 

1 5 4 1 3 . 5 2 I 1 5 

3 30 24 32 28 18 16 26 23 40 23 
4 
5 
6 

27 
16 
10 

33 
17 

9 

29! 24 
24 4 
4!18 

37 
30 
9 I 

27i 
27 

8 

31 
24 

, 7 

28 
16 
12 

35 
17 

1 

30 
8 
17 

7 5 1- 1 2 8 3 3 1 

Total % 100 100 10.,i10 100 10 1100 1001 loo 

COL.53 Card II
 

AGE LEVEL OF HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD
 

25 years minus 2 6 2 .7 3 I 3 ,4 
35 years minus 7 15 19 30 24 20 18 22 16 214 5 years minus 21 23 28 371 31 35 27 32 30 23 
65 years minus 38 34 40 25 29 38 35 32 45 42
66 years plus 32 22 11 81 4j 16 11 9 10 

Total %10 , lool10c o 100 100 

COL.55-56 Card II
 

HOM4E INNOVATIVENESS 

No toilet 84 81 78 48t 8 90 83 73 758 0
Open pit toilet 11 12 15 13 9 i 41 1-1 9 11 13 
Closed pit toilet 5 7 9 39 3 61 6 18 9 12 

Throw out garbagc 78 94 58 53 89 891 
 75 79 74 83 
Deposits in corpoot 22 6 42 47 11 
 11 I 25 21 26 17 

pit 

100
 Total% 100 1100 1 100 100 100 100 100 100 

BASE (All interviews) 165 250 216 252! 243 j253 1624 '755 88 102 

62' 75 Ji8 0 



AIV-IO
 

TOTA*L TOT;JlS,'MIA KABONDO BOMET EXPER. CONTROL 

65 68 65168 65 68 65 68 65 68 
_____________ ,__- I--t- I-l 1 

COLS.63-65 Card III
 
Proportion of
 

60rs. 10i0O 99 89 98 92 99 86 9 f 88
 

minus in household ; 
COLS.66-68 Card III 

Proportion of 81 72 72 95 75 85 85 
literates 12 yrs. 876 84 92 8 

plus in household 

COLS.69&70 Card II
 

Prorortion of deaths 23 40 22 19 9 32 1 17 30 8 25
 
in household
 

C LS.71-73 Card II
 

Proportion of school 70 59 57 78 64 75 63 71 74 69 
goers (6-15 years) 

COL.74 Card II
 

NUMBER OF CHILDREN 16 YEARS PLUS AND iLTTENDING SCHOOL 

None 77 75 81 48 81 51 80 57 67 62 
One 19 16 14 13 14 16 15 15 24 10
 
Two 4 6 3 19 4 16 4 14 7 18
 
Three .. 1 2 14 1 6 
 1 7 2 6
 
Four-
 .. 0 5 2 
Five • 1 .. 2 •. 1 1 o. 1 
$ix plus ­ - . o .. I 

Total 1O0 100 100 100 100 1100 100 100 100 100
 

COL.75 Card II
 

NUMBER AVhAY ATTENDING SCHOOL 

None 80 88 91 77 100l 42 91 69 86 70
 
One 
 12 10 6 2 13 5 8 5 15
 
Two 6 1 3 13 
 11 3 9 8 7
 
Three 1 1 
 .. 16 - 7 1 2 
Four 1 2 7 3 3
 
Five 
 1 1 2
 
Six plus .. . .. 2 3 ..
7 1
 

Total % 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
 

-15 
 248 
 0
BtLSE(ALll interviews) 165 250 216 1252 231253 624 88 102
 



AIV-!l
 

COL.76 Card II 

NUMBER LVlAY WORKING 

ET TOTAL TOTALK.BONDO
I BOT PER. COI[&2ROL 

_68 65 68 6 68
 

Non62687561 81 66 70 
One 27 19 19 27 17 15 20 20 22 13 
Two 7 9 4 1O 2 7 4 8 8 II 
Three 
Four 

2 
2 

2 
1 

2 1 
1 ! 

6 
2 

1 
1 

3 i -
1:,. 

5 
1 

Five plus - .", 3 . 

Total '100 1001 100 100 
 100 100 100 1100 100
 

COL,77 Card II
 

NUMBER OF HOUSEWIVES III HOUSEHOLD
 

None 
 5 10 5 5 6 4 516 2 5
O 70 75 74 61 67 56 67
 

Two 27 19 27 15 l5 16 22 1 19 1 21
 
Three 13 1/ 8 7 21 I 
 6 13
Four 4
 
Five 8 3 2 2 2 2 4 2 7 3
1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1
 

Six plus 1 .. 21 1.1 

Total 100 100 100 
 100 100 100 100 1100 100 100
 

COLS &' & 79 Card II
 

AGE OF HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD (ACTUAL NUMBER OF YLRS). 

00 1 9 1 .4 3 - 2 432 5 minus 1 6 1 1 6 2 3 3 4 
30 minus 2 10 7 10 131 10 8 10 6 11 
35 minus 5 6 ~ 21 12 10' -1 12 '10 10 
40 minus 15 ? 1! 11 20 1, 17 14 14 
45 minus 1418 11 19 13 15 13 14 14 9
50 minus 14 13 15 14 15 15 13 14 14 24
 
55 minus 12 7 
 11 I 12 10 8 0 560 minus 13 11 114 2 5 5 10 6 14 9 
65 minus 1012 42 6 5 i 9 4t 
70 minus 10 12 5 5 2 'H5 7 5 6 
75 minus 3 "1 ... 11 3 
76 plus 9 , 3 - p 5 - 2 1 

Total 5 ~ 100 100) I100 100 1(,f 10 ~ 100 100 10 0 100 
_ .......... .2
 

BASE (ALL INT1EVIIs)165 250121622 24 3 75U 02 



Appendix V 

Col.6-8 CardIII Q.3 

NTENSIFIC..TION OF TILLAGE PROPORTION OF *CPEAGE UNDER CULTIVATION 

-I TOTLL TCTAL 
i K BONDO BOMETS'.I ' 

I I I EXPER CONTROL 

65 68 65 68 65 68 65 68 65 68 

00% 1 32 - 1 1 3 1 12 1 20 

c! - 10 7 1 1 2 16 12 9 5 2 6 

11 - 20% 12 6 11 8 38 39 22 18 18 16 

21 - 30% 10 5 11 16 22 23 15 15 12 14 

31 - 40% I11 8 15 19 14 16 15 14 17 13 

41 - 50% 17 10 21 19 8 5 15 ii 14 11 

51 - 60% 9 1 I1 12 - 1 7 6 8 5 

61 - 70 10 7 11 9 6 5 14 1 

71 - 80% 8 7 12-- 6 6 4 2 4. 
81 - 90% 4 6 4 3 - 2 3 5 3 

91 - 100% 8 14 . 5 .. 1 2 7 7 7 

TOTL 1001100100_1 100 [OO i 100 100iO01100 1 100 1100 

Col. 18-22 CardIII Q.4
 
C..SII CROP DIVERSIFIC.TION
 

None iOO iOO 98 100 98 100 98 100 100 96 
Tea and Pyrothrum - 2 - 2 .. 2 - .. 4 

1"one 95 98 79 69 100 1oo 91 89 84 92 
Coffee 5 2 21 31 - 9 11 16 8 

None 52 88 9 81 75 97 46 88 82 95
 
Sisal 48 12 91 19 25 3 5h 12 18 5 

None 9 10 91 67 100 98 73 65 61 66 

Cotton 91 90 9 13 .. 2 27 35 39 34 

C..Sli CROP D!.VEhRIFIC,.TIj0I ;(CORF 

0 4 9 6 42 74 95 32 49 41 57 
1 52 79 66 3 25 5 46 45 45 35 
2 51 10 26 5 1 • 23 5 14 8 
3 5 2 1 .. 2 14 ••I .. .... 

TOTAL %
100 lO0 loo iOO ioo iO iO0IOOeOI O 

B..SE (..LL INTERVIEJS) 165 250 216 1252 243 253 624 !755 88 1102 



AV-2 

Cols.23-29 Card III Q.5 

CASH CROP INNOV,.TIVENESS 

TOTAL TOTA'L 

SiAL. K.'BOIIDOI BOMT 1 EXPER. CONTROL 

65i6L 66 6 88 6 5  68 

Does not rotate 20 24 93 87 99 100 76 71 70 69 
Rotates at least one 80 76 7 13 1 .. 4 29 30 31 

crop 

Does not use farm­
yard fertilizer 79 91 73 60 99 lo0 85 83 76 92 

Uses farmyard 2 
fertilizer 21 9 27 40 1 15 17 24 o 

Does notDoes use.t Commu:er-iier 99 97 98 70 100 100 99 89 99 9 

ciaU fortili!zr 

Uoes corirrcial 1 2 30 i 1 1 7 
fertilizer 

Does not use insecti­
cides 72 85 '?9 56 loo i00 85 8o 75 80 

Uses insecticides 28 15 21 44 .. - 15 20 251 20 

Docs not row crops 10 13 91 86 99 100 73 67 64 63 

Row crows 90 87 . 14 1 .. 27 33 36 37 

Sells no cash cros 10 12 7b 49 94 100 66 54 60 60 

Sells at last part 
of crop cormiercia!l 

95 
2 34 46 40 40 

C,.SH CROP I';NOV,.TIVEi1ESS SCORE 

Does not grow cash I 9 6 12 74 95 32 48 48 57 
crops 

.dOw)ted one of 
above pr:tcti.co 5 61 2 20 4 30 4 4 2 

,dopted two of 
above practices - 11 5 10 5 1 4 7 lo 6 

.,doated three of 
above practices ii 56 8 25 6, 27 26 17 

Adopted four of 
above practices 44 1.3 11 13 15 10 9 12 

..dooted five of 
above practice 25 4 5 7 9 3 3 6 

.'.do1 ,ted ix of above 
practices 11 1 4 4 

TOTAL %{02.r 1 1)0 100 100j )() f00 100 100 

B..SE (;.LL INTERV1E'.iSC)I 165 250 ,16 12521 243 253 1624+ 15 88 102 



_____ 

Col.30 CardIII Q.5 
 AV-3
 

INCOIjE FROM C,.SIi CROPS 

SAIV KAI3BONDO BOMET OT, -- T,J 
EXPER CONTROL 

165 -5
68 68 6 8 65 168 165 168165 1 8LJ... 1 
None sold 
 iO 12 8 48 74 1o 34 53 60 60
 
100/= Sold minus 
 6 50 69 12 20 34 21 10 27 
200/= Sold minus 30 22 8 16 4 12 13 15 2 
3001= Soldrminus 25 7 8 6 2 - 10 4 2 2 
400/= Sold ninus 15 5 3 6 5 4 6 2 
5001= sold miius 8 2 3 4 •. 3 2 2 2 
501/= plus 6 2 1 8 . .. 2 3 5 5 

TOT°L % 100 100 100 100 100 100 1 10 1100 100 1 00 

BA*SE ("ILL INTRIE Si)165 1 250 1216 J252243 2531 1624 1755 (188 1102 



AV-4
 
Cols.31-42 CardIII Q.6
 

FOOD CROP DIVERSIFIC..TION
 

s 1.MI', BOMET T. L TOT,.LIC.BONDO T 

I EXPER[ CONTROL 

65 68f65 
68 65 68 65 68 65 68 

None 8! 3 
 4 1 1 3 3 5!Maize 92 96 97 96 99 9. 97 O7 95 99 

None 26 23 98 99 62 55 80 7855 42 

Groundnuts 
 45 58 74 77 2 1 38 45 20 22 

None 31 36 27 40 75 68 1 7 48 45 72Bananas 
 69 64 73 60 25 32 52
53 55 28
 

None 
 51 4 3 6 19 31 131 14 9 18IMtillet 
 951 96 97 94 'i1 687 86 91 82 

None 88 92 85 82 90 83 88 86 87 86Sugarcane 12 8 15 18 10 
 17 12 14 13 14 

None 87 88 96 97 100 99j 95 -5 q3 96Sire-sir 13 12 4 3 1 5 5 7 4 

None 36 28 68 69 75 52 63 50 68 59Beans 64 72 32 31 25 48 37 50 32 41. 

No nb 63 36 28 42 4779 57 42 65 55Sweet potatoes 37 64 72 58 21 53 5813 35 '5 

None 93 97 90 97 67 66 82 87 89 80English potatoes 7 3 10 3 3i 34 18 13 11 20 

None 7 3 1 .3 99 100 45 45 50 56Cassava 
 93 97 86 67 1 ­ 55 55 50 44 

None 99 92 95 93 91 ")9 9 5 94 94
 
Other 
 1 8 5 7 9 1 5 5 c 6 
None 89 29 96 5 96 56 93 46 97 46Vegetables 11 I 4 4 44 7 54 5[4 


TOTAL % roo oC0 joo o j 100 1100 1100 100 

BA'SE (A.LL INTERVIE'IS) 165 250 
 216 252 243 2531 1624 L/5 88 102 



A.V-5
 

Cols.43,44 Card III Q. 6 

TOTAL FOOD CROP DIVERSIFIC..TION SCOVE 

SAiMIA I K',BONDO BOMET TOT;.L TOTAL 

65j68 j65 608 65 68 ~ 6 

EXPER

I8p 
CONTROL 

65 68 

00 1 - .. 1-- - 1 1 
01 1 - 12 10 5 4 1 3 
02 1 2 2 6 35 16 14 8 24 16 
03 12 4 8 10 18 15 13 9 6 17 
04 22 7 11 16 16 20 16 14 27 13 
05 20 14 22 20 12 15 18 16 20 13 
06 21 23 30 14 5 11 18 16 10 13 
07 13 17 14 13 - 7 8 13 7 12 
08 7 17 7 8 1 5 4 1O 2 11 
09 2 13 5 1o - 3 8 2 
10 .. 2 1 . .. 1 .. 1 
11 .. .. 1 2 .. .. 1 
12 1 .. 

ToT-.L % 1oo joo 100 100 00100 100 00o 0 1o00 
Bt 2 I 0 I 



Cols.45-53 Card III Q.9AV-6
 

FRUIT CROP DIVERSIFICATION
 

S-.ilI K.,BOrIDO BOMET TOT.L TOT,,L 
EXPER COiTROL
 

65 68 65 68 65 1 68 65 68 65 6 

None 43 53 44 49 83 70 59 57 59 76Oranges 57 47 56 51 17 30 41 43 41 24 

None 
 67 68 47 59 70
83 66 66 70 81Loemons 33 32 53 41 17 30 314 34 30 19 

None 81 78 l ? I00 100 86 84 93 97Guavas 19 22 19 26 - 12 1 6f 7 3 

None 
 60 52 80 75 99 99 82 75 35 75
Paw Paws 40 48 20 25 1 1 18 25 15 25 

None 65 79 6'? 74 (8 98 79 8484 ,2Pineapples 
 35 21 33 26 
 2 2 21 16 16 8 

None 35 41 U7 83 100 100 78 75 81 ,oMangoes 
 65 59 13 17 
 22 25 19 20 

None 93 98 93 99 95 10099 93 99 
 96Gronadillas 
 1 7 1 2 7 1 5 q 

None 
 99 9,: 100 98 100 96 
 100 97 100 93

Others 
 1 2 - 2 - 4 ­ 3 7 

co6 oo*TL ooL oo00hoo 110 100 1 100 

TOThL FRUIT DIVER2IFiCATI01 ; SC0WE
0 17 22 
 34 31 82 61 48 38 44 41 
1 16 16 11 17 259 12 11 15 15 
2 21 19 21 20 7 
 18 16 19 24 24 
3 15 17 
 16 12 - 7 10 12 9 6 
4 16 11 12 10 1 2 9 8 4 3 
5 
 9 8 3 8 3 5 3
 
6 5 6 3 1- 3 2 1 17 1 1 - 1 .. . 1 . 

TOTAL 100 10o 107o o oloo o1 100 100 

BASE (.LL INTERVIE)1165 1250 216] 22 1 2523 624 755 8 11 2 



AV-7 

C01.54,55 CardII Q.9 

TOTA*L FRUIT/F0OD CROP DIVERLIFIC..TT0[ 'CORL 

.MI.. 
_EXPR 

K.BOTDO BOET TOT-L TOT..L 
CONTROL 

65 68 65 68 65 68 65 6- 65 68 

OO- "- I- .. . i - - - -

100 
- . 2 

01 . - 12 9 5 3 1 

02 1 1 1 6 33 15 13 7 19 12 

03 4 2 5 4 16 14 9 7 7 12 

04 6 3 J 5 ' 15 15 9 9 13 ll 

05 11 9 14 11, 11 10 10 11 11 13 

06 15 8 17 16 5 10 12 12 10 11 

07 1310 12 6 5 9 10 8 13 10 

08 10 13 12 9 1 7 7 10 9 11 

09 11 11 12 I - 4 7 8 4 6 

10 11 1ii 9 8 1 3 6 7 4 6 

11 8 13 4 5 2 4 6 1 3 

12 5 6 4 6 - 3 4 2 1 

13 2 6 3 6 - - 2 4 

14 2 3 1 3 - 1 2 2 

15 1 3 .. I - • . ... 1 .. 

16 . . I _ • . .. 1 . 

18 .. . . . .. 

-f- - r . - - -
TOT.L 100 1 100 100 100 00 100 100 100 

BASECALL INTERVIE.JS) 165 

-?25 

250 216 

LT_____________
1 

252 243 253 j --

624 755 
-5 

88 
-81 

102 

BASE(LL
 



Cols.58-66 Card III Q.8 
 AV-8
 
FOOD CROP INNOV.TIVENESS
 

TOTAL TOT,.L
. 
I I EXPER CONTROL 

-65 68 65 68 65 68 65 68 65 66
 

Does not rotate at 15 !I 32 16 28 54 26 27 24 37 
least one crop
 

Rotates at least one
 
crop 85 89 o 4 72 74 73 76
46 63
 

Does not slelct best
 
seed for at least 19 2 6 9 12 
 22 12 11 11 13 
one crop
 

Select best seed for 
 81 9C 94 91 88 78 88 89 89 87 
at least one crop 

Does not use commer­
cial seed at leas 98 94 99 54 99 99 74 99
74 72
 
one crop
 

Commrercial seed used 
 2 6 1 
 46 1 26 1 26 1 28 
at least one crop 

Does net use farm­
yard fertilizer
 

at least one 79 92 31 17 31 45 44 51 42 52
 

crop
 
Fa-rmyard fertilizer
 

used at le:-st one 21 
 8 69 83 69 55 56 49 58 48 
crop I 

Does not use corn­mercial fer til­izer at least 99 98 96 66 97 92! 85 8598 95 


one crop
 
Cor ercial fcrtil- 1 

izer used at 
 1 2 2 34 3 
 8 2 15 5 15 
least one crop 

Does not use insec­
ticides at lc .st 91 97 19 67 99 
 97 96 87 97 91
 
one crop
 

Insecticides used
 
for at least one
 
crop 2 3 11 33 1 3 4 13 3 9
 

Does not plant in
 
rows for at 
 20 29 39 
 23 2 13 20 21 15 24
 
least one crop
 

Plants in rows at
 
least one crop 80 71 61 
 77 98 87 80 79 85 76 

Does not weed 
each crop at 1 - 1 2 2 2 2 2 1 2
 
least once
 

Weods each crop 9
 
at least once 89 82
97 95 
 9 4 E9 95 86 93 75 

',eods only soic I 
crops at least 2f ii 4 16 4 
 9 3 12 6 23
 
once
 

Does not sell at
 
least part of
 
crop commercially 
 31 36 24 20 63 54 41 37 47 47 

Sells at least part 
of crop con- 69 64 76 So 37 46 59 63 53 53
 
mercially
 

TOTAL 1 100 oo100 100 10 16 100 1100ilO 100 
BI ALL I 165 
250 6 252 243 2531 624 755 88 102 

ALL iINTERIE.'N
 



AV-9 

Cols.67,68 CardIII Q.8
 

TOTAL FOOD CROP INNOV,.TIVENES6 SCORE 

S..MIA K..BONDO BOM TOTAL TOTAL 

ET=j I EXPER CONTROL 

65 68 65 6S 65 68 65 68 65 68 

00 1 1 2-	 1 1 1 1 
01 - ... 1 .. 1 .. 2 
02 2 2 - 2 ­ 1 1 1 4 
03 	 5 6 5 4 4 9 4 6 5 9
 
04 14 14 13 9 14 17 14 14 13 12
 
05 
 16 26 18 9 12 
 25 15 20 20 25 
06 15 46 21 30 26 33 1714 43 24 

07 47 6 36 21 23 ]' 34 14 24 12 
08 1 1 2 9 - 8 1 6 3 9 
09 .. 2 - 9 1 - 4 2 
10 	 .. . .. 22 -	 7 7 

TO j.L 00 10o0 1co 100 100 100 100 00 100
 

Cols.69,70 C..RD III Q.9
 

TOTAL FOOD/CASH CROP INNOVATIVENESS
 

SAMIA 1 'BONDO BOMET 	 TOTAL TOTAL 
EXPER CONTROL 

65 68 65 68 65 68 	 65 68 65 68
 

00 1 1 - - 1 1 1 1
1 
 1 
01 .. 1 .. 1 11 4 1 3 
02 
 1 1 1 3 .. 17 - 7 17 15
 
03 1 2 3 9 
 4 14 3 8 13 12
 
04 
 2 4 
 12 10 13 19 10 11 7 11
 
05 15 7 18 17 
 12 15 15 13 27 15
 
06 
 17 12 
 21 16 45 12 29 13 10 12
 
07 
 45 20 28 12 25 
 5 31 13 13 10
 
08 
 15 17 15 12 - 5 9 12 
 5 9
 
09 
 3 17 .. 	 1 31 7 1 8 11
 
10 
 .. 13 .. 9 ­ - 7 2
 

11 •. 5 2 .. - 2 1
 
12 
 - .. 1 .. 1
 
13 ... .. .
 

TOTAL 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

B..SE ALL ITERVIE17S 165 250 216 252 243 253755 	 88 102 



AV-10 
Cols.71-75 CardIII
 

PROPORTION OF FOOD CROP 6OLD:
 

SAMU . JlBONDOI BOMET TOTAL TOTAL 
EXPI R CONTROL
 

MLIZ~E J6E 68 651 68 1165 161 1I 165 168 165 118 
,;one 
 59 50 75 44 85 79 75 58 682 Kl s 3 4 8 10 

69 
7 6 8 6 10 950%m inus 15 21 13 19 3 9 9 16 8 1175% minus 8 17 1 15 1 3 3 ].1 8 8100%, minus 15 8 3 i 1 3 5 9 6 3 

TOTAL% 100 loo l oo loo j ioo 0ooloo0 100 

GROUUDOUTS 
None 
 94 90 75 52 100 100 91 80 8791
25% uinus .. 1 3 5 . 1 2 150% minus 4 5 1 2 5 4 4 175% iinus 1 2 9 6 3 3 2 2100%minus 1 2 . 29 - 1 3 9 

TOj 1 oo1oo00 100 1O001 100ioolo ooj100 

MILLETS 

None 83 86 0 99 98 91 91 94f 9325% linus 7 4 3 4 21 2 5505 minus 8 7 5 2 3 4 275% minus 1 - - 1 1 .
100% minus 1 3 6 . 

100L, 1100 .100C 00 1 10 j,10 1001 100 [10-0-1 
SIM SIm 

None 
 95 97 99 96 1o 1o 98 9798 99I
25% minus . - 1 -- 1 1 
75% tin 1 1 -2 • 1 1 2
 
100%minus 3 
 2 21 1
 

TOT..L 100100 1100 100 10 01 00I . .I. ... 

BE:JIS
 

None 75 88 84 a3225% minus 90 88 84 86 86 881'1 1 1 1 2 1 1 250 minus 13 2 6 2 3 7 2 8 475% minus 

10 o ' i, 

4 2 5 2 -2 2 1u 3 8 5 7 10 4 o 
2 

6 9 14 5 

TOTA (L% 100 (Y 100 100 1 010 100 100 1001 100 
E LOIE21, 2 



AV-11
 

ols 	76-78 CardIll 

PROPORTIOII OF FOOD CROP SOLD: 

TOC2-.L TOTAL 
S;.1;IIl X-BONDO BOMET EXPER CONTROL 

S612 P"T..TOES 6 65 68 1 65 168 65 68 

None 100 100 82 87 95 94 93 94 98 99 

255 mius .. .. 1 3 2 1 1 1 

50%rinus 7 2 2 3 1 1 

75c, uins 6 3 2 1 

106 minus 5 3 

TO'i.L ,u 0 leoiO0i00 1O100 0010 100 100l1OCIO 

ENGLISH F'ul..l-"ZOE 

None 1117 99 7) 97 01 89 93 95 91 93 

25', inu.. 1 1 1 - 1 

1 - 1 5 1 2 1 2 150c,.iinus 
- - 17 5-inus- 6 2 5 

100% minus 2 1 1 1 7 9 3 3 2 5 

TOTAL % 100110 100 100 100 1100 1 

I
PROPORTION OF ThT:.L FOOD CR01 lOLD 

!71 23 67 65 54 43 55 50None 	 45 40 

25y minus 27 19 25 16 20 11 23 15 18 18 

500 Linu 21 J3 24 -3 11 11 19 14 19 

75% inus 6 12 7 20 2 5 5 12 7 8 

10(j iiinus 1 6 - 18 8 - 11 6 5 

le lo I loo lioo10110
ToT,L c,0 100o0oo oo loo 

Col.79 CardIII Q.25 

EXP03URE TO iL.G-ZINES 

Never exposed 79 86 80 69 88 87 83 80 78 70 

13 	 30
Ever cxpo.ned 21 11 20 31 1n 17 20 22 


TOT,'.L lo10 1 0 10 10 100 1100 100 1100 100 

BASE (iLL 250 6 	 iITEPVII"4S)715_ 01 



KENYA GOVERNMENT
 

RURAL EVALUATION SURVEY Cols.
 

QUESTIONNAIRE NO. ... 1,2,3 

AGE: BIRTH PLACE:
 

Less than/25 years .. 1 Born in this Location 1 

26 - 35 years .. 2 Born in other Location 
36 - 45 years .. 3 but in this District 2 

46 - 65 years .. 4 Born outside this 
Over 66 years .. 5 Location 3 -5 
Don't know .. 6 4 

TRIBE/SUB TRILE:
 

Samia .. 1 Luhyia/Amakura .. 6 
Luo .. 2 Luhyia/Kisoko .. 7 
Kipsigis •. 3 Luhyia/Elukhari .. 8 
Luhyia/N. Kulisiru.. 4 Luhyia/Uldivisi .. 9 
Luhyir/Siboti .. 5 Sabot/Kapsakwany .. 0 

Other (STAiTE) .. X6 

SEX: MARITAL STATUS:
 

Male .. 1 Single .. 1 
Female .. 2 7 Married .. 2 

Widowed .. 3 
Divorced .. 4 9 

RELIGION: EDUCATION:
 

Traditionalist .. 0 None .. 1 
Secterian .. 1 Some Primary .. 2 
Christian .. 2 Completed Primary .. 3 
Moslem .. 3 10 Some Secondary .. 4 

Completed Secondary. 5 

University/College.. 6 11 

LITERACY:
 

English spoken but not read .. 1 Reads only Kiswahili/Vernacular .. 3 
Speaks md reads English .. 2 Cannot read/write at all .. 4 

12
 

OCCUPATIOH (iAIN): 

Farmer/Cultivator .. 1 Clerk/Salesman .. 7 
Herdsman .. 2 Businessman .. 8 
Housewife .. 3 Labourer/Domestic .. 9 
Skilled Artian .. 4 Govt. Official .. 0 
Small flerchant .. 5 Unemployed .. X 
Student/Scholar .. 6 Other .. Y 13 

OCCUP,T ION (0 T'iER/SUBSID [ARY): 

CODE as in Col 13 

"None" CODE Dash (-) 14 

TOTAL INCOi,!/CASf IiGii ALI, SOJRCL3: 

Sho. 100/- 1iinus .. 1 Shs. 1000/- [inus .. 7 
200/- " .. 2 15O/- " .. 8 

300/- " .3 2000-/ " .. 9 
400/- " .. 4 3000/- " .. 0 
50(/- " .. 5 Over 3000/- .. X 
700/- " .. 6 Refused answer/ 

Don't know .. Y 15 

,V),
 



1!ead of' Household 

CO.V~lUilTY DEVELQPEj'-iiT AiD SELf'llsLE FROi hCT; 

Q.1 Community Development and self help projects are important 
to the development of our country. "an you tell me if 
there have been any such projects in your location since 
Independence? 

Yes .... 1 No .... 2 

Q. la (IF 'YES' TO Q.1): Could you tell me what they were? 

(WRITE IN): 

Q. 2 

(ViRITE Oil BACK) 

Did you yourself, or any other person from 

help aith any of these in any Viny? Yes 

(IF 'NO' SLIP TO PUISi1bl Q.7) 

IF 'YES ': ASK - "V.ho hel)ecd?" 
1yself only 

Wife only 
Self and Wife 
Son (-r Dau h t:e only 
3elf, Son or Daughter only 
Wife, ;ion oi Daughter only 
Self and iest of Adult Family 
Other (:TATE) 

this 

. 1 

. 2 
3 
4 
5 

. 6 
• 7 

household, 

No 

16 

Rot aLr-ted .. 9 17 

Q.2a (IF 'YES' TO 

help? 

(WRlTE IN): 

.)): ,hich ones and in what way did you 

18 

19 

Q.2b (If 'YES' TO Q.2): 
worthwhile? 

Did the project/s turn out to be 

Yes .... I No .... 2 N.......3 N/A .... -- 20 

Q.2c (IF 'NO' TO Q.2b): 

(WRIT )Iii): 

Why not? (PROBE) 

21 

22 

Q.2d (IF 'YES' TO ,,.2): Which one of the projecto 
mentioned in ,.,'-ado yo,, know more ribout than 
any others? 

(WRITE i;): 

23 



- 2 ­

Q.3 	 Now about this particular project, (IEENTION PROJECT
 

IN Q.2d), can you tell me how it was started?
 

(AND RECORD BELOW)
 

(GIRITE IN/PROBE) _ 

(PROBE TO FIND OUT THE FOLLObING: RECORD ANSWERS BELOW) 

i) "lhose idea wan it? 
ii) I'lhere did respondent firs;t hear about it? 

iii) Did the respondent work on it? 
iv) If so, was this work voluntary or under pressure? 
v) Did the respondent contribute cash or materials 

to it?
 
vi) If so, was this cash or aaterial contribution
 

voluntary or under pressure?
 

1. Whose idea? 	 24 

2. First hear 	 25 

3. Work on it 	 26
 

It. Voluntary 	 If under pressure, by whom?
 

27 

5. Contribute cash 	 28 

6. Voluntary 	 If under pressure, by whom? 

29 

Q.4 	 Who wos it that directed the project? (DETERIilNE BY TITLE) 

(WRITE IN): 30 

D.C., D.A.O., Local Leader, etc. NOT NAME 

Q.5 	 W'tasthere a committee?
 

Yes .... 1 No .... 2 D.K.. .... 3 N/A .... -- 31 

Q.6 	 (IF 'YES' TO '.5): How was the Committee chosen? 

Elected .. 1 By whom? 

Appointed .. 2 By whom? 
Volunteered .. 3 
D.K. .. 4 	 32 

q.6a 	 dore you satisfied about how the project was handled? 

Yes .... 1 Ho .... 2 D.K. ..... 3 N/A .... -- 33 

Q.6b 	 (IF 'IN0' TO q.6a): Why not? 

(;I3ITE :	 4: 


_______34 



-3­

Q.7 If you and your neighbours had an idea for a self-help 
project, to whom would you go for help to get it started? 

q,8 Is there a 
location? 

District Commissioner .. 1 
District Officer .. 2 
Community Development Officer .. 3 
Agi'iculture Officer .. 4 
Other: (,7RITE IN) 
D.K. .. 9 

Community Development Committee in your 

35 

Q.9 

Yes 

(IF 

.... 

'-YES' 

1 

TO 

No 

y.8): 

.... 2 

Are you 

D.K.. .... 

a member of 

3 

it? 

36 

Yes ..... 1- No .... 2 N/A ...... 37 

Q.lO (IF 

Yes 

'1O' TO 

.... 1 

%o9): 

No 

Do you know any member of it? 

.... 2 N/A .... .. 38 

Q.11 Have you 
to get a 

or a group of which you are a member ever tried 
self-help project started in the past? 

Yes .... 1 ilo .... 2 D.K. ..... 3 39 

Q.12 (IF 
and 

'YES' 
what 

TO .ll): 
happened? 

Tell me about it - what did you do 

4o 

Q-13 Tell me how satisfied you arc with how development 
self-help has been going in your location since 
Independence? 

and 

Vcry satisfied 
Satisfied 
Neither ratiu fied 
Dissatisfied 
Ver - dissatsfied 
D.K. / i.A. 

nor dissatisfied 

.. 

.. 

.. 

.. 

.. 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 41 

Q.14 (IF IDISSAr:'SFIED' OP 'VERY DI:QA'i,3FIED' I, Q.13): 
are you not satisfied with the way development and 
help has been going in your locution? 

(WRITE IN AND PRO-LE): 

Why 
self 

42 



_ __ __ 

__ 

- 4 ­

Q.15 	 Can you name three things which are needed to be doneas self-help or Community Development projects right

here in your location?
 

(WRITE IN): 1 

2. _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 4L 

3 .4 

Q.16 	 Is there anything which would prevent ti people of yourlocation from starting on -n- of the self-help orCommunity Development projec ts ,%hich you have mentioned? 

(VRITE i! AND PROBE): 
_ 

r 

Q.17 	 Who should be the person or group to suggest, to begin and 
46 

to push Community Development or self-help projects? 

To suggest To begin To push
 
Government 


- 1 1 1DC/DO 
 .. 2 2 2
CDO 	 3 3 3 
Member, House of
 

BeprCesentatives 
 • 4 4 4Chi-cl/Kead,.ian 5 5 5 47The peorle .. 6 6 6
Ctiher (21S Tl):
D*;C. / R.A. 	 48 

.. - -9 9 49 
Q.18 How do you think your location is progressing incomparison to other locations in this District'? 

Q.19 How do you 
comparison 

Much faster 
about the same 
Much slower 
Don' t know 
Refused ':o ann-r 

think thin Di;trict is 
to other Di:tricts in 

Much faster 

.. 1 

. 2 

. 3 

. 4 
5 

progressing 
Kenya? 

.. 1 

in 

0 

*Much 
About ti-.- n;aso:,

slower . 
Don't know 
Relu:e i r 

.. 

* 
I 
551 

Q. 20 Who should provide the 
self-help projects? 

roney for development and 

The people 
The Government 
Pcth equal shares.. 
Don' t know 
Refused to Dnrwer 

. 

•. 

. 
*. 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 52 



Q.21 How satisfied are you that the Government understands your
needs and the development problems in your location? 

Q.2 2 

Very satisfitd 1 
Satisfied 2 
Neither satisfied nor dissatisfied 3 
Disatisfiod 4
Very dis5atisfed 5 
DXK. / R.A,. .. 6 

How satisfied arc you that; yc'-ir elected Member understands 
your needs and the dpvr'op:u., problems of your locetion? 

53 

Q.23 Hov satisfied 
personnel and 
needs and the 

Very : tiIcd .. 1Satisfied .. 2 
Nejthei- ,:ntisfied nor dissatisfi-,d 3 
Dissatisfied.. 4 
Very ,.., ficd 5 
D.K.,.. 6 

erc , . . uoiamunity Development 
other F:: ;enjion Officers under.stand your
developmen problems of your location? 

54 

1,dS3: .is/'i 1'. 

Noi'ho.- fatifiednor 
.fe.id 

Very dissa sfied 
D.F, :,'\ 

dissatisfied 

.. 12 

3 
4 
5 

.. __6 55 

Are there any women Lcmbers on your 
Districi devl-opmont committu.t3? 

locational or 

Q. 2 5. 

No 2 
D.K:. . 3 

Do you think v -o:"oa:.:bers of such committees 
can help with devolopli,(nt problems? 

56 

No .2 
D,K. . 3_ 

. 

57 

NOTE:-

NOW I WOULD LIKE TO ASK YOUR WIFE A FEW 

QUESTIONS ABCUV ',LSE PROBLEMS - uALL 

WIFE ORtAN :,WIJDLT WOMAN II HOUSEHOLD:­



____________ 

Woman Form 

CO!C,,UNT1' DEVELO " ' AND SdLl"-i],P POJUC'2S 

6 	 Have -yoiilever Lc ionged to a woenfl groue or club
 
in thi: location.,
 

10 2 
Voman not available 5_ 

(I-' Yi S): Which one? 5S 

Any Other 

(POBE3Z "OT11i-I1) 

Q. 2 7 	 Are you still a member of any of these clubs or groups? 

Yes .. 1 
No 2 
N/A .. 3 6c 

OF YES): Vhich ones? 

Any other 61 
(PI-iDE FOR OTili-b): ______________________________ 

Q. 28  If still a member: [low often do you attend meetings of 

(STATL CLUB 01 (AhOUP) 

Once a week .. Code 1 
Once a fortniifht Code 2 
Once a month Code 3 
Less often Code 4 
Not Stated .. Code Y 
N/A Code -- 62 

q. 	 29 1hat one thing do they do at this club or group which 
you like bout? 

63 
Q. 	 30 Haa any of the clubs to which you belong ever sponsored 

a self-help project? 

Yes .. 1 
No 	 2 
D.K. 3 
N/A -- 64 

(IF YES): ";hIat was It? 

65 

(P 0JEOi All" U] f ',): -­



-7­

Q.31 (IF PROJECT): Did you yourself help with this project? 

Yes .. 1 
No .. 2 
N/A . . 66 

(IF 'YES'): In what way? 

Q.32 Are there any women members of your locational 
development committee? 

67 

Yes 

No 
D.K. 
N/A 

•. 1 
2 
3 
-- b8 

Q.33 Do you think women as members of such committees can 
help with development problems? 

Q.34 

Yes •. 1 
No 2 
D.K. .. 3 
N/A . . 

Is there anything women can do to help with 
development of your location? 

the 

___ 69 

Yes 

No 
D.K. 
N/A 

.. 

.. 

.. 

. 

1 
2 
3 

. 70 

Q.35 (IF 'YES' TO Q.34): What? 

71 

Q.36 (IF 'NO' TO Q. 3 4): Why not? 

72 

BASIC QUESTI~M;,AIRE NO. 

NA.E OF INTERVIEER 



C..RD
0l1 

C..RD
02 

'-i'D
0o3 

Questionnaire Nuber 9.11 9.11 9.1L 

,.rea of Interview 14 14 lit 

Control .rca Only 15 15 15 

CARD '1G. _ _12.13 12.13 12.13 

Q. 1 How :.,,ny sefarate pieces of land does 

Owner of this farm possess in this 

Location ? 

tile 

7ieces 69 

q. 2 Thinking now of all the land possessed in 

this location by the owner of this farm 

roughly, ho; miany acres would you say it 

adds up to altogether ? 

Total .'.creage .cres 70 

. 3 i.nd how ;any acres of this land would 

you say is under cultivation right no'Y 

Total .. crea e undor cultivation 

? 

(Calculate :ropartion under 
cultivation for Coding) 

.. cres 

_.7._ 

Q. 4 '0hat cash crops such as coffee, tea, 
sisal, pyrethrua, did you harvest since 

June last year ? 

Yes Ho 

Tea ) 1 0 
Pyrethrum) 1 

Coffee 1 0 
Sisal 1 0 

Cotton 0 __ 

1 

120 

21. 

CA.Sh CROPS2TOTAL SCORE 
22 



2.
 
Q.5. Cash Crops 

d:(1) if Yes to at leas one crop CARD 01 C1.RD 02 CARD 03 

" (0) if No to all crops 

,Tea Pyre- Coffee 
thrumn 

Sical Cotton 

If mentioned 
Cotton or Pyre­
thrum- Dv you 
ever rotate 
tais crop^ ''' 23 

Have you ever 
used fertilizer 
on (crop) since 
last June? .. 

If Yes: 

Farmyard 

Fertilizer -... 
24 

Commercial 
Fertilizer -

Have you used 
Insecticide on 
(crop) Lincb 
last June ? .... _26 

25 

If l.ertioned 
Cotton or Pyre­
thrum - do you 
plant (crop) in 
rows ? "" - 27 

How much uoney 
did you reccive 
from nentioned 
(crop) -­It.te 
since last Juo.l i 28 

TOTAL INCOME FROM CASH COPS - SIIS. 30 

CODE: If no money received from the eIntioned (crop) 

since last June - - - CODE - 0 

If sor.e cash received since last June 

CODE - 1 



iow let us consider food crops such as 

iMaize, Groundnuts, Cussava, etc. What 

feoe crops have you harvested since 

June of last year ? 

CARD 01
GARD 0 

CARD 02CD2 'ARD 03'D 

Yes HIO 

Maize 

Groundnuts 

Bananas 

Millet 

Sugar Cane 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 I 

-31 

32 

33 

34 

Sim Sim 

Beans 

Sweet Potatoes 

English 1otatocs 

Cassava 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

O 

_ 

_ 

_ 

! 

I 

_., 

_ 

36 

37 

59 

0 

Others: 1 0 41 ! 

TOT.AL SCtncE ___,__. 

Roughly hio; :iany acres of land did 

i.iaize occupy ? .'.crcs 

What portion of this crop did you sell 

since last June ? 

(Calculate % and Code) 

1 

i!_ 

How Jeny tises have you 

Maize since last June 

harvested 

o. of tiil.,s. 20 

Do you ever 

Maize 

rotate ' is Yes 

Nc 
1 

0 21 

Jhat sced selection have you used 

when planting 7.aio slice last June 

11o secd .clection practiced - 0 

Selects hertt on seed - - 1 
Buys iriraved vritv - - 2? 

Have you usud c.i;; fertilizers of any 

kind on .ize-If y,.L7 - Zarz:y zd. 

Manure or Corierci',l Fertilizer 

N~o fertilizer u.;.d, . t all 0 
Usaou ~rm;y-urd I.anru 1 

Unoc Cormaurcial urtilizer 2 23 

Have you uacd irrcct cido:i 

Maize since last June ? 

Do you plant this i.aize in 

on this 

Yea 

No 
rows 

Yes 

No 

I 

0 

1 

0 _2. 

24 



__________ 

,..-7 Cant.....
 

CGd-D C-.RD C..R]
 

The last time you planted iHaiza how Ol01 2 03
 

rany tiingc did you weed it ?
 

'..ceded once 1
 

eeded twice 2
 

Three tiixoz or .ore 3 
 26
 

T'T.,L SCOI.E 27____ 

TO..L ..C. C' DKs 2) .2 ­

. FOCD CROPS 

41'1 I~~* 

W W I 

.4I ' I -- I I6 

I I 
aveyou ue20 fertil- } I 

izer of an- kind on 

i'ur,.y:al or 'o.;oer c i,,
i-enioedCriif 'YC ___
 

' ~ - - - I---- --.----- -+ - -!
 

,, you u;ed n,_ect­

icioe:1 onl th.1'; 'crop)? -____ 1 5 
Do yoi 1l-lnt this
 
(croip) in rows 
 I 

The laot ti ,u Youplianted ti (cro,,)•
 

.hOW ::&ny 
 1ie
{id1 ;. 

I 6 

oey: ,zch :f (crop) 

Did you n-ell an"' of 
the (co)
 

hovi'uuch did you sell. I 
 66 

To tal GcI .., ecci u'.,d 



5.
 

Q.9. What fruit trees do you have growing on 

your land right now? 

Yes No 

CARD 

01 

CARD 

02 

CARD 

03 

Oranges 

Lemons 

Guavas 

Paw Paws 

Pineapples 

Mangoes 

Grenadillas 

Others 

1 

.. 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

II 

4 

5 

-OTL FRUIT SCOPE _ 

TOT.'L FRUIT/FOOD CROP 

TOTAL FOOD/FRUIT/C..S1H CROF 

TOT.'L FOOD/CASh CFIOP 

!.i0 Fh what you know or may have heard about, 

what are the different things which could 

cause good land to becoime poor? 

(Probe) Anything else ? 

.ll From what you know or may have heard about, 

what can be done to zr-vent good land from 

becoriinG poor ? 

.12 And fro what you know or 

about, what could be done 

put back life into it ? 

(Probe) Anything clze ? 

Write in: 

uiay have heard 

to por land to 

Coder:0OeQ.tM~ per subject and code I if 

mentioned and 0 if not nentioned for 
the following: 

Crop \Wcoding 41 

Over Stocking 42 

Soil erosion 43 

Fertilizers 14 

Crop Rotation Ii 

Grass Burning 4.6 

Over Cropping 47 

Paddoc:inii 4 0_48 

Deep Cultivation 



Q13 Have you heard about artificial CARD C..RD CARD 

insemination for breeding livestock ? 01 02 03 

Yes 

No 

1 

0 50 

TOTAL AG. Knowledge Score 51 

Q.14 Is this land completely fenced, 

partly fenced, or not at all fenced ? 

Completely fenced 

Partly fenced 

Not at all fenced 

2 

1 

0 65 

Q.15 Is this land completely divided into fields, 

partly divided or riot at all divided ? 

Completely divided into fields 

Partly divided into fields 

N,ot at all divided 

2 

1 

0 66 

Q.16 7hich far implements/!n achinos do 

have on Lhis land right now ? 
Yes 

Fork 1 

Spade 1 

Plough 1 

Wheelbarrow 1 

you 

1o 

0 

0 

0 

0 

71 

72 

73 

74 

(Coder: 

(Harrow 1 0 

Cultivator 1 0 

Hand/Ox Cart 1 0 

Tractor 1 0 

Don't have any of HarrowcultjfMtor 

or Tractor or 11and/Ox Cart .. 0 

Have one of the above 

four mentioned 1 75 

TOTAL SCORE 76 



Q.17 Do you or any member of the household 

possess any of the 
following ? 

CORD CA2D CARD 

Yes No 

Radio 

Cupboard 

Table/Chairs 

Kerosene Lamp 

Clock 

Wrist Watch 

Bicycle 

andnill 

... 

... 

... 

... 

... 

... 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

TOT,'L 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

SCOPE 

16 

19 ____ 

20 . 

21 

22 

23 

24 

2'----

II26, 

Q.18 Which of the following people have 

visited this farm at any time since 

June last year ? 

-­iultural Officer 1 0 27 

-,orxUr,11ty Dovrer10 

Officer 

Chief/Sub-Chief 

1 

1 

0 

0 

__ 

30 

TOTAL SCORE 31 

Q.19 And which of the following people 

have you or uny number of this house­

hold visited for inforzation at any 

time since last June ? Yes 

Agricultural Officer 

Veterinary Offic ,r 

Co~riunity Development 
Officer 

Chief/Sub-Chief 

1 

1 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

32 

33 

3 

35 

TOTAL SCORE 36 _i 

TOTA L SCO' E lot. ,,*D 2nd. 1-1.7RT 



0. 

0CARD C,!RD CARD 

Q,20 Have you or any re.ber of this household 

attended or participated in any cf the 

following activities since last June 'I 

Yes No 

Ol 02 

" 

03 

Co-operative Society 
Meeting 

Home economies Course 

Farmer's Training Courue 

4-K Youth Club 

Self-help Group Meeting 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

39 

40 I 

41 

42[. 
1 

TOTAL SCORE L 3 I 

Farmers ,ield Day 

Agricultural Dei-ion­
stration 

A.nimal Husbandry 
DeLonstration 

1 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

44 

+5 

46 

TOTAL SCORE 47I 

Q.21 VWould you nare all the Towns in 

East 

your 

',frica, you have been to in 

lifetine ? 

Write in: 

(Coder: Use the following Codes 

0 !!one virsit, 3 
1 Caital City/Cities 

least once 

visited at 

48 

0 

1 

None visited 

Connercial Certres 
least once 

visited at 
49 

0 

1 

None visited 

Small Towns visited 
least once 

2t 
50 

TOTAL SCORE 51 



9.
 

Q.22 	 When was the last time you listened C.'RD CAP.D i C,--D 
01 02 03to 	the Radio ?
 

Never 0
 

Lnngur 	than one month ago 
 1
 

At least once in past ,:ionth
 

't least once in past week 
 3
 
To-day/Yesterday 
 4 	 311 

Q.23 
 When was the last time you attended
 

a Cinema ?
 

N:ver o0 

Loi ger than one nonth ago 2
 
A t least once in past Mohth 
 2
 

.At least once in past week 3
 
To-day/Yesterday 
 4 32 

TOTAL EXPOSURE TO t:EiI-.7 

Q.2 4 When 'as the last time you read a 

Newspaper ? 

Never 0
 

Longer than one nrmnth agEo .
 
At least once in past onth 2
 

At least once in past wuek 3
 

Tc.day/Yecterday 
 34 

TOTAL MVLDLt SCORE 

Q.25 	 Do you ever read any weekly 
Newspapers 7 

Yes 
 1 

No 0 79 

Q.2 6 Now I have a few general 
questions to ask you. First, supposing a young nan about 16 fron 
this area who has just finished primary schooling canle tc yoa for 
advice about whether he should gc into fsr.ing or do somthing 0120, 

Wlhat would you advi-se him to do ? 

Go 	 into farring 1 

Do 	scmething else 0 
 77
 



i0.
 

Q.27 Some people say that the more schooling a person 

gets, the better off he will be, and others say 

that more schooling !:lay be a fine thing for some 

people, but it is not necessary for the average 

farmer. What do you say ? 

CARD 
01 

CARD 
02 

C D 
05 

Better off with more schooling 

More schooling not necessary 

1 

0 7U1 

Q.2 8 Some -people say that in a country where nany 
riodern thin.s are being ado.t ec0, there is no 

roor.m for many old tribal customKs, others say 

that even in a country which is adopting new 

ways of doing things many old tribal customs 

are still valuable and should be retained, 

tWhat do you :lay ? 

Discard old tribal customs 

Kotain old tribal customs 

1 

0 79 

C.29 (FOR EITIIIE,!SWM ) hich old tribal customs 

do you t.bink should 1c (discardod)(retained)? 

What do you say ? (i-, iCE) -Iuy others? 

kCode: If mentioned - i:niy;am:.y code: 

DiL;scard i oly: 

Retain Po].y;:u..y 

1 

0 80 

Q.30 Supposing a n co,.!es froini a very poor family 

but a!ways he works very h.ard und he tries his 

best to goA, ahead in life, do jou think that 

sucl a person c.n hu.h y succuod in improving 

his condition-ia' -r wi he proi.,ab!y reliin pu:.'r 

•,ntil the day he dieT: 
Can finally ucced 1 

9 

j.1ways remlain poori. 2 56 

%.31 Do you think that children should be taught that 

there are Inary difficultiesc in life that can never 

be overcor.e or sho'ld children Io taught that most 

difficulties in life cat. be cverco:le if they keep 

trying hard to overco::1e thric, 

Can 

Can 

zlover overcome dificul ie/DK, 

overcome if holries hard 

1 

2 57 



Q.32 How many years of schooling do you feel a 

boy of your farily should receive ' 

CARDI CARD CARD 

03 

Nlone 0 

Up to 4 years 

5 to 7 years 

7 to 3.0 years 

11 years or over 

UnIv./College 

1 

2 

3 
4 

5 5 _2_ _ 

Q.33 flow many years of schoo]ling do you 

girl of this family should receive 

feel 

? 

a 

!lone 

Up to 4 years 

5 to 7years 

7 to 10 years 

11 years or ovor 

VRjy./Co1legc 

0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 53 

Q.34 Two little boys were playing together. They 

were trying to cut down a tree which was too 

big for boys of their age to cut clown. The 

father of one of the boys said to theor, "This 

tree is to.o bi- for si:.all boys to cut down. 

Why don't you a!.7_ituntil you are old enough 

to do thia big work'." -he f,ther of the other 

boy said, "Keep on trying and ever s::all boys 

like yourselves can eventually find a way to 

cut this big trc down" 

1-t. Father 

2nd. Father 

/D" 1 

2 58 

Q.35 Two young men were discussing an idea to make 

an acre of land produce more maize than it usually 

did. Ine fathers of these two boys hoard the 

talking. One father -aid o the.. seena to 

be a good idea, goaed n .. .... ' 
. .ut tie 

other father eoid to ther. "It ic -,afer tu grow 

maize in the way we h;ive alayu grown it in this 

village, than to try new ideas which mitht fail 

and leave us withotat any crops". 1T1hich fatiior 

opoke the wiser words to the two young ;en ? 

1st. Father 

2nd. Father /DK 

1 

2 59 

\0 



12.
 

Q.3 6 young man was telling his friend about his 

future plans. He said, "One day I shall be a 

great man, such as a doctor or a D.C. or :iaybe 

even a Government linister". Two old ,en heard 

him. One said, "It is good to have such dreams, 

but poor people such as yourself necd to have 

friends in high places wilo can help the to 

win those dreanu". The other old man said, 

"It is good to have such dreams, but only by 

hard work on your part c.,n you .-in thes-e dreams. 

You cannot deopend on other people to h-'elp you 

win them". P hich old man spoke the -iersords 

to the young r.an ? 

C.'ARD 

O1 

CARD 

02 

CARD 

03 

lot. 

2nd. 

OLd 

Old 

;ian 

iNan 

/DK 1 

2 60 

Q.37 Two young en were talking about the future of 

A'enyn. One said, "Our country has many problems. 

Nost people are poor and do not have much 

education. it will zake a very long time before 

these conditions ipnrove". 7.ut the other said, 

"True our country has many .roble.:c,but if .e 

a4l learn to isa.ke usc of new methods of farsir. 

we shall overcone these problems in a very short 

time". Vhich you a:stn sD0ok0 the wiser words ? 

ist. 

2nd. 

Young 

Younr 

i:.an 

:,ian 

/OK 1 

2 62 

Literacy of Rhosmondent 

illiterate 

Literate in a vernacular 

0 

1 

Literate in Enrlish 

a V er acu ar 

and 

2 - 55 

Educatioen of Perpondent 

No n 

c.io Pri.mary 

Pr;Lnary Comalete 

3ome "d,_-condary 

0 

1 

2 

3 54 

L \ 




13. 

Religion of Respondent 
CARD 
01 

CALD 
02 

C.'.RD 
03 

Christirn 

Sectarian 

Traditionalist 

Muslin 

2 

1 

0 

3 63 

Sex of ResIondent 

Male 

Feale 

1 

0 67 

Total iLousehold Income From -1l Sources 

UT) 

101 

201 

301 

401 

501 

701 

1COl 

1501 

2001 

3001 

to 

" 

Shs. 100/-

S h.. 200/-

Shs. 300/-

Shs. 400/-

3hs. 500/-

Sho. 700/-

2 h .1,000/-

Lhs.l,500/-

3 hs .2,000/-

Shs.3,0OO/-

and over 

01 

02 

03 

04 

05 

06 

07 

o8 

09 

10 

11 39.44 

Age of Head of Household Years 78/79 

Short Code: 

Up to 25 Years 1 

26 

36 

46 

to 35 

to45 

to 65 

" 

" 

" 

2 

3 

4 

66 ani over 53 



C.'.i) C.RD (CP]01 021 03 

Total Size of Household Unit :._________._59 

INo Adults (16+) 11, Household 

Ol 

62 

;o Children(-16) in !!ousChold 64
65 

No 

No 
in 

Literates in 

School goers 
Household 

House-old 

(6-i5) 

67 
66 
71 

73 

No (16+) attonding 
in Household 

School 
74 

No 'Away' at Sc-ool 75 

No 'Away' orking 
76 

.o 1,usewives in ilousehold 

"NoDeaths in lfousehold 
since last June 

77 

o 

70 

(Coder: for each of above catc;ories 

Calculate , to Total Size and 
Code in Colunns op-osite) 

Toilet Facilities 
No Toilet 

Open it Toilet 
Closed Pit Toilet 

0 

1 

2 

Garba; o Facilities 

Throws out Garbage 

IDeposits in 
Cc::pos t Le.p 

0 

1 56 

SCORE OPT57L'/Lj...Gi? 



CODERS ONLY - 4PECIAL CODES 

REFER TO CODE BOOK 

Functional Education:
 

Illiterate
 

Literate Vernacular only
 

Literate English and Vernacular 

S..ioed FPri vary 
Swrie Secondary 

Conbined Literacy/Education Codes (S3ee Code Book) 


Cash Crop Arovativess ;Score 

Does not Grow any Cash Crops 0 

..dopted One of above practices 1 
" 2 "1 it 2 

" 3 of "1 it 3 

If i itIf o4 

It 5 11 "1 "o 5 
" 6 " " " 6 

Calculate Proportion of following;:
 

'Sold Ly .a!ini anourt sold as " of Total 

amount Crown and Cvde as Code Dook.
 

Maize 

Groundnuts 


adllet 


Sir Si_ 

Beans 


Swuet Potatoes 


English Potatoes 


Prop. of TOTL FOOD ,ROFiSOLD 

15. 

CRD CAD CRD 

01 02 03 

17 

68 

29 

71 

72 

73 

7i 

75 

76 

77 

78 

V)' 
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01 Nb tm our attmtin to liveut sch a cos, goats. aiep, dhlckm. etc.; | imrsed byto.omor of this lad i.@6Id us c€itlrq all the iveoci 

tussling lTo the livestockoich Is nt beig , t an this lad a the alm t. imn y t ttle, gats. shep, pigs fues does Thet vem er altogsetr '?
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