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LOGICAL FRAMEWORK MATRIX — PROP WORKSHEET

Summary

Objectively Verifioble Indicators

Important Assumptions

4.1, Gool

A broad national capability to formulate and
execute an efficient, pragmatic, and equitable
national economic development program with a
conscious emphasis on rural development.

A.2. Measuvrement of Goal Achievement

a.
system,
b..
c.
d.
e.
responsive action,
f£.

Effective area-based input into the national development

Recognition of social/economic opportunity criteria
Central government responsiveness.
Evidence of horizontal linkages between sectoral programs.
Indications of effective pressure from below to force

Evidence of an emerging development state of mind,

A3. (as related to goal)

Sustained high-level GOK policy support for
the Special Rural Development Program,

B.). Purpose

To create an institutional environment condu-
cive to rapid and equitable economic develop-
ment in the rural areas of Kenya.

8.2, End of Project Stotus ¢ T
pose when it has estab

he groject will have
lished”a tested and c¢

achieved its pur-
odified system of

rural development Erogram planning, implementation, and evalu-
T

ation in Kenya.

process rangingiadm

small rural action a

ent
through ultimate eva vatio

sequentially from
n,

iatls

e system will cover in comﬁrehensive and
mutually reinforcin% fashion all aspects of t
n

e development
istratively from the po

level to the
al planning

substantively across the full
spectrum of economic and social sectors, and geographically
throughout the rural areas of the country.

8.3, (as rclated ta purpose)

a. Acceptance and implementation by officials and
staff of policy guidance, giving priority to SRDP.
- Experimental project inputs wil} be_over an
above Ehe regular coﬁ expenditures lor personnel,
operations, and infrastructure,
c. Judgments relatinf to the relative degree of
Success and replicability of agricultural project
activities will be tempered by an analysis of
trends in weather conditions,
d. Maintenance of broad national economic and
social policies of a nature that would normall
be expected to provide incentives and to stimulate
rural income and employment.

C.1. Ouwpus: Kenyan staff will produce wide rang-
ing written and physical evidences of an effecd
tively functioning rural development system

i 1yi a large number of tually reinforc-
12v°a mgﬁistrgt venrg ationsmgps o}'bot verti

cal and horizontal nature relating to the Divi
sion, District, Province, and Nairobi/HQ.

Local currency inputs will create a pragmatic,
substantive milieu in which the system can de-

velop, and will also make it possible to
achieve accelerated development in the pilot

C.2. Output Indicotors ¢

Output indicators are established in the

form of a series of deadlines spaced out through the life of
the project (July, 1970 - June, 1976) by which dates the
various action agents are required to complete a series of
assigned roles, ranging from preparation of pilot area draft
plans by July 1970 to codification of the Kenyan rural devel-
opment system by June, 1976,

‘C37Mas related fo oupursy, R P,

a, Positive leadership on the Kart of senfor
cers in translating human and physical inputs
organizational outputs.

b. Presence of a number of individuals - Kenyan
and/or expatriates - in various positions at the
Center and in the Field who desire for one reason
or fnother that the program be a succesg and are
willing and able to play a catalytic role to en-
sure that an actual rural development organization
is_built from the inputs that have been made avail-

£fi-
nto

ble
areas and to produce replicable prototypes. a .
EapReTiage.2dyions yill, vpgrade Kenvan counterp Sich ehe under s anding EhBe ot ne o ERBR B g rme]
geeded and desired y P willlconstitute a higﬁ priority portion of their
. repular day work routine. —
D.). lnputs (of which 1 /N funded a1 D.2. BudgetSchedule (SO00G) Fiscal Years . V.3, tas related to tmputss - .- -
U.S.: 7 technicians (of whic AID/VW funded an 71 72 13 7% 7% 76  TOT
Unger Population Dynamics); ?ommodities)for éabor- U.S. (This Project) 289 200 L7 507 570 805 289€ Ez:dgkgga:i::iit:zsofnn;::;:azi :zzhgizzi :::ill
inteasive roads; other cost (local cost) fundin ] = -
for biKenya? Stégf members'igaégéine’n?“g iele°§§d Pers°:"e} lg zg zg Sg 32 zg igz tries, and adequate Kenyan and donor administra-
experimental project costs ga Division an Commodities to recruit and
Sicva District (illustrative), Lo Other Costs 30 102 185 153 161 583 1214)"ive and budgerary capability to reerui e frame
GOK: About 130 Dinsxon-level staf{, 7 Prov;?gial Contract 221 40 319 298 374 185 1437 aSSif“ :Pgroprf?te gersonne w et
Flanni ffi 0 Distrjct D Tent 0O cers require or effective program operation,
angnglgéaYI ssg;g%ting staff in Eairabic Also CTSPU.S. (Related) 20 11 100 29 0 0 160}7®d progr P
local costs for the Tetu program, start up in four | GOK, Other Costs 300 579 SBO 788 938 94T 4074
areas before denors arrived, a pertijon cf Vih1§a Other Donors 25T 1334 1830 19338 3735 3731 124373
cgs{s{ distfict development grants, and fairob ~Technicians 735 IBS 37T 37 477 473 —I087
administration. t
Cther Donors: 22 technicians, 2 participants, and ggﬁe%céggpgs >9 10&8 1508 156? 28/9 330g 10333
TT tosTs_for Division & District pregress. TOTAL 880 2074 3057 3257 4805 5480 19553






