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Appendix 1
1. Objectives

The primary objective of this evaluation of the project is to assess the effects of the projects to
have improvement of the projects by CanDo. Although the original objective of this
assessment is mainly for CanDo to improve its projects, its great use will be that project
participants such as teachers, head-teachers and the people in the communities as well as
CanDo staffs are able to assess the degree of improvement in their schools through in-service
teacher trainings to improve their situation at school. As Moloney says, I would like to
consider this evaluation survey as an opportunity to enable all the stakeholders to attain new
knowledge about their situation and about the changes needed, and at the same time

empowering them to manage such change [Moloney 1999].

2. Methodology

In this evaluation research, I would like to put main focus on especially collecting qualitative
data with the intent of using the focus groups in order to know what people really think and
feel.

To support the focus group interviews, other methods also would be used as long as the time

constraint allows.

1. Focus group and possible one-on-one interviews
The focus group interviews would be the main research method in this evaluation. One-on-one

interviews with education officers and other stakeholders could be conducted with necessity.

Schools where the focus group interviews are conducted will be selected among schools which
participated in the school-based teacher workshops of motivation. The survey will be
conducted mainly with teachers and parents who have participated in the workshops, and the
participation of the teachers who never have the workshops would be considered to make a
comparison on the difference of the attitudes towards their teaching activities and

environments.

Target Audience in Focus Groups

Number of Groups O =1 group)

Audience 1  teachers, having a workshop with parents in 2001) (OJNN0)
teachers, having a workshop without parents in 2002) (OJNN0)

Audience 2  parents) O 0O O

Audience 3  CanDo staff) 0]

Additional focus groups would be undertaken according to the situation, especially if the time

constraint allows, additional focus groups will be conducted with each group in Audience 1.
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One-on-one Interviews
Audience 1  Education Officers who participated in the workshops)

Audience 2 Head-teachers who participated in the workshops)

2. Classroom and teachers’ workshop participant-observations

Classroom observations will be conducted after grasping what is happening in the classroom
through discussions and interviews to assure the situation which teachers describe and also to
analyse unforeseen issues in the classroom. This classroom observation is preferably made
with other teachers in the same school to share common perception of the reality, but only by

the request from the teachers.

3. Venue

The selected schools so far.

KP.S. Kavindu) for the focus group of the classroom teachers

HP. S. Nuuw for the focus groups of the classroom teachers

BP.S. Nuuw for the focus groups of the classroom teachers and the parents

The focus groups of head-teachers both in Nuu and Kavindu zones are planned to be discussed

with the education officer and will be determined in detail.

4. Schedule

June

Week 4  Visiting Primary Schools for arrangements

July

Week 1 Conducting focus group interviews

Week 2 Conducting focus group interviews and classroom observations

Week 3  Conducting one-by-one interviews with the education officers and pre-primary
school teachers

Week 4  Conducting Focus Group Interviews of the Parents

August

Week 1 Conducting Focus Group Interviews of the Parents
Week 2 Spare week for Data collection

Week 3  Spare week for Data collection

Week 4 Data deduction

September

Week 1 Data deduction

Week 2 Data deduction

Week 3  Conducting Focus Group Interviews with teachers if necessary

Week 4  Conducting Focus Group Interviews with teachers if necessary
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5. Expected outcomes or benefits

This evaluation will allow us to obtain data for assessing the degree of improvement of the
situation in the schools through the teachers’ workshops of motivation. Finding the degree of
improvement through the workshops in the classroom and relationship with parents as well as
the current problems and issues teachers and parents have on the ground would give CanDo
some clearer ideas on what role the teacher workshops should play in the school community

and be of help to set up future activities in its projects in the area.

6 Feedback

The evaluation report would be expected to offer benefits to many of the stakeholders. For this
reason, the findings should be transmitted to its many audiences in appropriate ways. Study
results also should be shared with participants and other people involved after the survey
finishes. Therefore, I propose that all stakeholders and beneficiaries should have equal access
to the report and know what kind of report is being produced. I also would like to have a
chance to add their contributions to the report before it is finally produced in a way of an
interim report. For this purpose, I would like to use English as a means of communication of
findings and reporting in any occasion to share the same information with any stakeholder

involved.
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Appendix 2

18th June, 2003
The Headteacher

Thro’
The AEO

Nuu Division.

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: SCHOOL-BASED ASSISTANT TEACHERS’ FOCUS GROUP INTERVIEWS
ON MOTIVATION WORKSHOPS

The above subject refers.

The Nuu Divisional Education office and CanDo kindly bring to your notice the above planned
activity. The objective of this exercise is to assess the effects of the on-going CanDo teachers’
motivation workshops in the division. This exercise is part of the evaluation of CanDo’s projects
being undertaken this year. The evaluation is basically aimed at improving the implementation of
CanDo’s projects in the division. The ultimate goal is to uplift the standards of education in Nuu

division through the improvement of these program activities.

In view of this, the assistant teachers’ focus group interview in your school will be carried out on
......... June 03 at ...AM. We look forward to your cooperation and active participation in this
important exercise. CanDo sincerely hopes that the exercise will greatly contribute towards the
improvement of educational programs in Nuu for the benefit of the pupils, teachers and the
community at large.

Find attached the focus group interview timetable.

Yours faithfully

Hiroaki NAGAOKA

Nairobi Representative
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Appendix 3
Focus Group Interviews for Classroom Teachers
Questioning Route

Opening Question
1. Please tell us how you came to know about CanDo.

May be you could begin by telling us for how long you have interacting with CanDo.

Introductory Questions
2. What point was the most impressive to you in the workshop you participated in?

How did the workshop satisfy your eagerness to learn more about your motivation in your school?
3. What was the inconvenience to you in the workshop?

4. What action was taken after the workshop?

Transition Questions
5. In your opinion, what would you really say was of particular importance to you in the motivation

workshop?

Key Questions

6. How did you directly benefit from the workshop?

7. Has there been any difference in the relationships with parents/colleagues/head-teacher after the
workshop? If so, how?

How about difference in your classroom?

8. Is there anything you feel could have been missing or was not done properly in the workshop as you

would have liked?

Ending Questions

9. Could you say that the workshops have helped you positively in any way?

10. What advice can you give to the organisers of these workshops?

11. Feel free to tell us if there is anything you think we left out that we should talked about?
Interview with Head-teacher and Deputy Head-teacher

Question 2, 3, and 5 in addition to the questions below

Has there been any difference observed in the school after the workshop concerning the relationship

between teachers and parents? How about the behaviour of classroom teachers?

Could you say that the workshop have helped the teachers in your school positively in anyway?
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Appendix 4

Questions for teachers

0

~N oo o1 0o MAOWODN

10

11

What kinds of environmental activities has your school been doing for the past three years (since
CanDo-supported workshop on practical environmental activities was held in early 2002)?

Why did/do you want to do these activities? (school-based practical environmental activities, science
exhibitions, center-based trainings, Science Forum Steering Committee)

Have you learned something from doing these activities? Please elaborate.

Have you put into practice what you have learned? Please elaborate.

Have your environmental activities changed the relationship among the teachers? Please elaborate.
Have you had chances to see or hear about practices or experiences in neighboring schools? Please
elaborate.

Have you had chances to disseminate your experiences to other schools? Please elaborate.

What are the challenges, difficulties, and/or limitations you have faced as you do these activities?
Did/will you try to overcome them, and how?

What kinds of activities would you like to do in order to improve your school or school's learning
environment?

Have you done/tried any activities on your own, especially for the past several months? Please elaborate.

Has there been any opportunity to discuss among the teachers and parents on how to continue/start
environmental activities? Please elaborate.

CanDo-supported environmental activities have both educational and environmental aspects. Have you
seen any changes in teachers' views of the environment? How about parents' views?

How do you feel about the way CanDo and its staff members have been working in the division and/or with
your school?

Questions related to pupils (for both teachers and parents)

1

2
3
4

Have you seen any changes of pupils' attitude at school or home? Please elaborate.

Have you seen pupils teaching other pupils and/or trying to do what they learned through these activities?
Please elaborate.

Have there been extraordinary changes in particular classes or individuals?

How do you assess the changes of the gap between better and poorer performers?

Questions for parents

1

o o1 A OWDN

Do you know anything about environment- or science-related activities in your school? Please elaborate.

Did/do you participate in and/or contribute to these activities, and how? Please elaborate.
Why did/do you participate? What did/do you expect from environmental activities?

Have your feelings or perceptions about teachers been changed, and how? What about those of education?

Have you tried to do what you learned through these activities? Please elaborate.
Have you taken any initiatives to continue or improve these activities?
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Appendix 5
CODE CATEGORY

tlx
tla

t1b

tlc

t1ld
tle
t1f
t2x
t2a

t2b
t2¢

t3x
t9x

clx

c2x

c3x

cIx

plx
pla

plb

plc
pld
ple
plf
P2x

1. TEACHER
Perceptions of:

Practices

Attitude
Miscellaneous
II. PUPILS
Attitudes

Practices

Performance

Miscellaneous

III. PARENTS
Perceptions of:

Practices

Activities

Pupils

Parents

Environment
CanDo
difficulties/obstacles

innovation & creativity

interaction within school

interaction with others

Interests
Excitement
Confidence
Courage

attitudes toward learning

Understanding
practical skills

peer relation child-to-child)
environmental awareness

application of science in
playing/daily life
replication extension)

Exams

attendance/enrolment

understanding on activity
education/children's future

perceptions,

satisfaction/appreciation)

Teachers

environmental awareness

CanDo
Difficulties/obstacles

98

acceptance of activity
understanding of activity
perception of and relation with
pupils

perception of and relation with
parents

environmental awareness

management skills

practical skills techinical
innovativeness)

teaching skills

improvisation

influence on other class ativities
h/t-to-teacher

teacher-to-teacher w/in school
teacher-to-teacher across schools
edu. officer-to-teacher

KCPE

other exams
attendance
new admission
drop outs



p2a

p2b

p2c
p9x

s9x

Participation

Replication

Interaction

Miscellaneous

IV. Suggestions for the
betterment of school

99

(-> try to see whether forced or
Intrinsic/endogenous)
decision-making/management
activity

monetary contribution

labour contribution

contribution towards activity
contents e.g. knowledge & skills)
replication/application of activity
at home

relations b/w parents and
"out-of-school" community



Appendix 6

Teacher Training for Motivation

ggfg;ry ws date  Attendance
D Snr Pre

teacher H/T HT  Te Ass-Te /T
Head
Toacher 04/02/00
Head
Toacher 09/03/00 13 13
,?‘énger 29/06/00 25 0 2 18 5
Kithituni 21/02/01 8 1 5
Imwamba 22/02/01 9 1 1 1 5
Tuvaani 23/02/01 5 1 1 3
Yatwa 27/02/01 8 1 1 1 4
Ngangani 05/06/01 8 1 1 2 3
Kavuti 07/06/01 3 1 3
Mutulu 13/06/01 6 1 1 3
Mwambiu, 19/09/01 9 1 1 4
Nyaani 19/09/01 8 1 1 3
Kalesi 20/09/01 7 1 6
Nzanzu 20/09/01 8 1 1 4
Kaombe 03/10/01 7 1 1 1 4
Mutyangome 03/10/01 9 1 6
Kiliku 13/02/02 5 1 3
Nuu 13/02/02 9 9
Kathanze 14/02/02 6 1 1 4
Kyumbe 14/02/02 7 1 5
Matulani 15/02/02 4 1 1 2
Muangeni 27/02/02 8 1 1 1 5
Kawelu 20/06/02 5 1 1 3
Iviani 26/06/02 5 1 4
Wingemi 26/06/02 9 1 8
Mbia 04/07/02 4 1 1 2
Syumakethe 04/07/02 3 1 2
Kivundui 11/09/02 4 1 1 1
Kavuti 2nd 12/09/02 6 1 1 3
Nguueni 17/07/03 4 1 1
Kavindu 23/07/03 9 1 1 6
Kaai re-schedule
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Appendix 7

The Interview Schedule for Evaluation
Date # of

Interviewees (D/M/Y) Participants
School A 10/9/03 10
School A 11/9/03 1
School B 2/7/03 1
School B 11/9/03 4
School B 30/9/03 49
School B 2/7/03 7
School C 10/9/03 4
School D 11/9/03 9
School E 10/9/03 3
School F 12/9/03 10
School F 23/9/03 4
School F 23/9/03 15
School H 9/7/03 1
School H 9/7/03 7
School 1 22/7/03 2
School 1 22/7/03 5
School 1 2/8/03 42
School K 4/7/03 2
School K 4/7/03 4
School K 15/7/03 35
School L 29/7/03 2
School L 29/7/03 8
School M 2/10/03 4
School M 2/10/03 5
School N 1/10/03 3
School N 1/10/03 6
School O 24/9/03 9
Education
Officor 7/10/03 1

253

FG: Focus Group Interview
Inl: Individual Interview

GI: Group Interview

Pre-
Primary

GM: Group Interview in Parents General Meeting

SCM: Group Interview in School Committee Meeting

Baraza: Group Interview in a village meeting
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Composition
HT DHT %2°
sT
1 1 7
1
1 3
1
1 4
1 1 1
7
1 2
1 1 6
1
1
1 5
1 1
5
1 1
3
1 1
1 1 5
1 1 2
1 1 1
1
15 12 51

Parents

1
1

48

42

35

o O W Ot

172

FG
Inl
InI
FG
Baraza
FG
FG
GI
FG
FG
InI
SCM
Inl
FG
InI
FG
GM
Inl
FG
GM
Inl
FG
InI
InI
Inl
Inl
SCM

ENV
ENV
MOT
ENV
MOT
MOT
ENV
ENV
ENV
ENV
MOT
MOT
MOT
MOT
MOT
MOT
MOT
MOT
MOT
MOT
MOT
MOT
MOT
MOT
MOT
MOT
MOT
MOT



Appendix 8 KCPE

'99 '02 '99-'02 '99-'02

5 5
&/or E-Day 8 43.82 42.66 42.89 47.12 46.49 46.61 3.30 3.83 3.73 7.5% 9.0% 8.7%
- & E-Day 4 44,09 4221 4258 45,84 4659 46.44 175 439 3.86 4.0% 10.4% 9.1%
- & E-Day 1 5253 51.29 5154 45,69 4599 4593 -6.84 -5.30 -561 [ -13.0% -10.3% -10.9%
- & E-Day 3 4055 40.38 4041 4931 4651 47.07 8.76 6.14 6.66 21.6% 15.2% 16.5%
& E-Day 25 46.58 44,96 45.29 45.04 42.94 43.36 -155 -2.03 -1.93 -3.3% -4.5% -4.3%
-2.77 -2.31 -240 2.08 3.55 3.26 485 5.86 5.66 10.9% 13.5% 12.9%
5 4578 44,02 44,37 45381 46.47 46.34 0.03 245 1.96 0.1% 5.6% 4.4%
28 4594 44.47 44,76 4550 4332 4375 -0.44 -115 -1.01 -1.0% -2.6% -2.3%
-0.16 -0.45 -0.39 0.31 3.15 259 047 3.60 297 1.0% 8.2% 6.7%
E-Day 7 4257 4142 41,65 4732 46,56 4671 475 5.14 5.06 11.2% 12.4% 12.1%
- E-Day 2 3 4599 42,89 4351 42,68 44,39 44,05 -3.32 1.50 054 -7.2% 35% 1.2%
- E-Day 1 4 4001 4033 40.26 5081 4819 4871 10.80 7.86 8.45 27.0% 19.5% 21.0%
E-Day 0 26 46.81 4521 4553 45.06 43.05 4345 -1.75 -2.15 -2.07 -3.7% -4.8% -4.6%
-4.24 -3.78 -3.87 2.26 351 3.26 6.50 7.29 7.13 14.9% 17.2% 16.7%
17 4358 42.38 42,62 4543 43.94 44,23 1.85 156 161 4.2% 3.7% 3.8%
16 48.39 46.55 46.92 45.67 43.65 44.05 -2.73 -2.90 -2.87 -5.6% -6.2% -6.1%
-4.82 -417 -4.30 -0.24 0.29 0.18 458 4.46 448 9.9% 9.9% 9.9%

2
'98/'99 '01/'02 '98/'99-'01/'02 '98/'99-'01/'02

5 5
&/or E-Day 8 4233 41.94 42,02 4754 45.42 45.84 521 3.48 3.82 12.3% 8.3% 9.1%
- & E-Day 4 43.00 4223 42.39 46.81 4533 4563 381 3.10 3.24 8.9% 7.3% 7.6%
- & E-Day 1 42.15 4341 4316 51.78 47.33 48.22 9.63 3.93 5.07 22.8% 9.0% 11.7%
- & E-Day 3 4150 4107 4115 47.10 44.90 4534 5.60 3.83 418 13.5% 9.3% 10.2%
& E-Day 25 44,20 44,01 44,04 4431 4323 43.44 012 -0.78 -0.60 0.3% -1.8% -1.4%
-1.86 -2.06 -2.02 3.23 219 240 5.09 4.26 442 12.0% 10.1% 10.5%
5 42,83 4247 4254 47.80 4573 46.15 497 3.26 3.60 11.6% 7.7% 8.5%
28 4391 4369 4373 44,61 43.41 43,65 0.70 -0.29 -0.09 1.6% -0.7% -0.2%
-1.07 -122 -1.19 319 2.32 250 4.27 3.55 3.69 10.0% 8.3% 8.7%
E-Day 7 42.36 41.73 41.86 46.93 4514 4550 458 341 3.64 10.8% 8.2% 8.7%
- E-Day 2 3 44,62 4281 4317 4517 43.90 44.16 055 1.09 0.98 1.2% 2.5% 2.3%
- E-Day 1 4 40,66 4093 40,87 48.26 46.08 4651 7.59 5.15 5,64 18.7% 12.6% 13.8%
E-Day 0 26 44,12 4398 44,01 44.60 43.38 4363 0.48 -0.60 -0.38 1.1% -1.4% -0.9%
-1.76 -2.25 -2.15 233 1.76 187 4.09 401 4.03 9.7% 9.5% 9.6%
17 4312 42.30 42.46 45,66 44.04 44.36 254 1.74 1.90 5.9% 4.1% 45%
16 44.41 44,79 4471 44.49 43.46 43,67 0.09 -1.33 -1.05 0.2% -3.0% -2.3%
-1.29 -2.49 -2.25 117 0.58 0.70 245 3.08 295 5.7% 7.1% 6.8%
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