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TN T IS D- AT H qedgegi [Meieid T Hafad g |

3. Tifd ReaE E 91 9HE dedse
EE i A0 GERaTes TE O dodeedls Hedd: W THE AAHEEAT st

T AT T i

o TEHAE qAT AR qTARE
o THINH-AHF TaT faiT deae®




o  YTINTT, YIMEHE qUqT WA qcage
o M@ T A=Y Tcde®

3. THE TaeEH! [@Fqd AR

3.9 Ui a4 aﬂTﬁ@F wcae® (Political and Ideological Factors)

FEAWHE A qAD: TSP DT II Bl | A9 AqraRTel el i T
T T W=

T BERER T Tl o S oifE aes aiE g (S
FHSEE, IERATE a1 Gl F6R AATA) o ToUH! AT, FHT 0 T AHISS
FLEATHT e R TE |

Tfte T gE T TSAEAR! TSN TEIET a1 TSA-E THRAT ] T T
T EER TAEE AEH] GFEdr, aNiE T eI AeTeE T g |

SHT T [t w96 AEdiAe TUCAT ShRel AT T ANTHT Faradars. e
T AfE® g | A A & ABL (Populist) Hite® warew ya @l
g9 |

TS T T TEeE: SAN-saaqdl, o8 IRAH, ARG GHIS T YOI AF-aFEaed
A BT ATH A T HRANY Faw «ferge T 2o s 16 |

3.} UHISe-ATge qor o<iig aag® (Socio-Economic and Financial Factors)
AT o Al Aredtsdrer Hifden! Trarear T Fafor wE:

TRl e T QIq-Qe: GBI o Ueheld ETae, Seiadl ST T 4318 Fa0reht
fRafaer ifqerT Hrat-ae ewar a7 | e Sae s siegs @ A o
FAVH Hid g7 7|

AHAH-Aepid qed T WAL Ade® THNH] gH, B, TR T TTaeensh
T AIE gAY | AW Hed-Agar fedd st Afdeed SeaeHr de
GRaRIg®! QAT T |

HHRAS g T HeAge: WHaH [6ug, Afds A=Y, e a1 gell qheeed
THRHT TE-FaRa TafHwarars qRade T8 qarrd 73t Hd ars ared qre |

3.3 YTUNIG, YO q9T Wiiaiee acag® (Institutional and Administrative Factors)

qSgH] AT-ANE TN T TS SAAT el M T R == 18



. FAORE U BT S s gUEIEE Rgea, 9 A1 UEeas e Joel T
Tlagrm  Ifeatad jﬁm Fhe®d A HatTesT éﬁlﬁ_o}? TEU  (Boundaries)
Alfohla=g |

o FHAAAH! AL Foedl Jaree iEtas 7, SeEed, A Fewsmr
G TYIAeBT ATITCH bl AR HEdET T 5 |

o TE T TEATEH! SUASHAT: THVHT AT A (Evidence-Based Policy) FHITIET @RI
T, g T AdEa® qEg qEdE g | el EADl S|EHl Aidee
ATAHT ATIRAT Tl TG |

o R T A T wiEtT freraer ifaenn fEm, qedter e T i ggh
T AERATeTs Hest T 3 Sl 5 |

3.¥ 9 qAqr ﬂﬁ?@'ﬂ' deae® (External and Global Factors)

et B A1WE T AT AAERT e i FSaiEr ger Wi are:

. FART FRE-EET X YREEAEE: B SR Fed (WTO), S qvaEaT R
%™ &I (SDGs), T @y dRFqTaFerdl Hedradn Har aeg fifiee
TSI HEA T A e g |

. Frm WERR T Tgus Remee: fedre e g 3%, aeadEa g
(IMF) a1 fguefr a1ar Femeed 9 wganr T wow faber ifdra 9de® (Policy
Conditionality) STSTHT &= |

o TOE T ST GRET A Aqheed Al wrey, G G, Bl AR
HA Wih Arqael AT G T IRAY Aifdars Ioae FE |

DRI K 2 K O s | G 2 e R | P IS e PR

. FFARE dRAEE: qOHIGF  [EAERER, SHd, B ewan, geue e <
FHUHARNAAT AT | Aol fdeT T A iiedr, Toiide Tarsrddr T el
FHETIT SHAT T TG |

. @ TXAEE: Ry Wieg-greld, 319 el wd, g-aeHi T fgeardt e
A=l | et aigw Aifders Frasamdt AETSET ST T el 9 aREad T 9gant

o1 TeS A

Y. FcFY (Key Takeaways)

st AT FET F 19 qwER Tha yEee e ga )| A e agamates
TeaEEH! IH A-aLHATHT Ufahet 2 |




F T3 A1 U A FHIERT FHT (Policy Window) Elerl WeFeg, A Ieh AT TR & T
Ao fTa FU ToHias S=IE Gedtd, Bia Toeh Suestmr, T BHea-Ab]
Frfeaa aarar iR T | 79, TR AT asETeRT AR i FEfdee @ el Seaie
T A3l Tede® A aeqes Geqad HIEW T AUET /g |




Unit-2 FUT GHE@T [@ETvci s
IRFHRE

9. 9R=T (Introduction)

S FEET T HId g9 Fuig HEr (Decision Problem) RIREIICTe SERSE
A AR T Woem! Auie a1 e IRUHT e Mear a1 da Jreg |
e FaearAT HHa Aq-aree, Sead], SRaH T ARTaaresT 86 Sohe [adheas! =T T
AT T |

WESHD SAHT U GH6aT shael ATHM, SAbId S=gl a1 999 (Ad-hoc) iz @ &7
:é%_“fl IECLUI:CT _{%_Oﬁ”ﬁ'@ (Analytical Approaches) @ Hifd FHTAE®ATs TERETT o
WEATeH® (ot wRkarEe Wi 96T qed, aeary, AN Srer T WA AT (Evidence-
Based) MUl o1 wEd syl a@ Mergwr [oiw awea! w@ey, [ e yH1eE
Rrgraee, fFrammers fBftee T ke Ffa abeae dmees! fBeqa FBeemr TR
EX

R. WM AiQAT [Ua GHEAE! €a®d (Understanding Decision
Problems)

v AfderT TEEaEE FH AT B S e € e g | i qeeaeE
AZATATH, TSAIde TAHT Fageia T &g Hea-Araddn eyt graa | qHes
TLEAT T TATATHT ATIAT TqATS i ARTHT FAH 0T T
J {[—'ﬂ'{%ﬁ HARE (Well-Structured Problems): TET GHEAGEHT FHEATH! TICHTT,
AEY T FHEHST JUAEEHAT oo WeAd grgg | AHEATH] JHE GoHe®s o, A
Tl T WAE® gl| STEXHT AN, Gl a1 BT HrAade! qal Jarg T
YT TSI A1 3 FEEHH HIHHT qferbT ST |
o HETH-GET TUEARE (Moderately Structured Problems): AT FHTYGEHT & AT
WA F UHAT Tl grg ¢ gad g | Fear fawaan wifafas Rrirser ard
FUHRATAEEAT A AT (Consensus Building)Tlffqagl BEEuED) wiﬁ,g‘éaa
T SEgd A1 AR e U3er gHIe T |
o w—m qM Wicad TUAREE  (II-Structured or "Wicked" Problems): JTdl
FHEABEAT Jod AN §7g, TBRAAEEN Hed-A-AdH AT 375 &7, TH




TEAHT A9E g T B UIST WA WE" GEH Ga | IIELOTHT I, AR
AT, Fed WEU F==0 a1 HeTHI Sdaeda | JEaT qHEdhl U3l Uiel qarem
T el Tt gHEAr i g qeg |

3. [uig fFAwiest wH@ REFA8€  (Theoretical Models of Decision-
Making)

AW E TEFEE B MU TG a1 HaL Wi T 9 Wt o femdeea b
3.9 T fqa@fi Wisa (Rational-Comprehensive Model)
G T TFIEI WA [@Teadr e a1 Aige Agar Wi FaiaE adi| qq1y,
qUT G, FEHA AR WA T ARy Ferear g9 |
Tg AT TEE:

o THEAEH! TE GR= T FEHIT T |

. I T, TLYT T AEALE AHT qrefdsmar Fafeor |

o o o o o
o AHH[lAd ?l%f AT [dhedg®dhl TdEqd AT I3 |

< [N

o UUF TAHeUHT qRATET TR, ©RTT T eieh! Aiasgarft 19 |
o T FrbewEER! Qo T dfman wHEiE e i gdiepy B g T |

HATAET: ATEdTa AT THIHT e, T Wb o AT, Aard [Sauens e <

o ]
A - AT B TSIl AGSATTHT BRI A ASA gag AN g aa |

3.} Wi Faweiieidier WS (Bounded Rationality Model)

quf e eiierdresT GraTeeers THHK T4 gad AgAT (Herbert Simon) & AT Rigrea wfer qiet
Bl WEATHT ATAR A [Saabeiierdt THa, AT G, Ak AT T SN FaeehT
FHRU WA (Bounded) 755 |

o GeEE MU (Satisficing vs. Optimizing): 0 FHidEEd 0 €A "HACHE
(Optimal) FUTTeET GO TEHT; o6 IHEE ATFAT =0 WUGUE o1 AT T T
"geaadE” (Good enough)lra':bc"{ ‘Hgldqarﬁéb Ao WI

o  HATHAST o T TR T (Heuristics): MO HEE e qrgeafdar Fotg fom

ToRTAshT wa, TeTEe I\ T Aied A sneehl TR T |
3.3 %A% [APE® AEA (Incrementalism Model)

ey femgsad (Charles Lindblom) o ATFT WG T "The Science of 'Muddling Through'" Rl
A A i Ghear TEaiies AT Afdesl, Teiides T HHE (Step-by-step) 1 T
T |




. STHTCIT IREART UET HHE G A FHHidee Few Hiiierg 9 €9 g8e
YIAIE B GE T | 6, SHEE AHH! Aqar AHI-ae G =1 g 4=
LERL

o THT URERS® YA (Partisan Mutual Adjustment): fofae® = fremTeas
ALAITAE B, GUWHT A T WHEEE Aedl Ml anie, geEar T

o
TAeeE HEh g |

3.y i@ Toaiie Ai€w (Mixed Scanning Model)
A QRSN (Amitai Etzioni) & U1 e ¥iierdl T il febrash! Agerers Weg EERLEED

o JATHTHA MUiagE (Fundamental Decisions): STHHTCAA T TG [T ArEFAHT AR
et T el el deaa T (Sred: At iEE e A s |
« W& FMUFEE (Incremental Decisions): ATETLHd [BUEEARAR IR E KLY 2 = &r-
T AERE INE® T8 W (SEd: alie ®0dr THEig Selihl ATaHET
FHITS TT) |
3.Y e A A (Garbage Can Model)
e, W T Aed (Cohen, March, & Olsen) @ AEIE &7 T ARYT GEWIRIAT SUHT FMGHE
[REJREES (Organized Anarchies) T AN AT ASA AT gl T9 A9 IBURELS @j"f RIEG)

T FI TE AR AT TAREE YHEHT gL

o UM WIOREHT GHEIEE (Problems)
o THEN GiNReH! GHTHTEE (Solutions)
o HATIA-I TRIET TEANEE® (Participants)
o TFotgesT YL & (Choice Opportunities)

Wl A AT TAEEE F AT T0T T AEHAT ABEATA U STIAT Afewget, qeT i wi6an
qE= §"§|

y. Fvia gweaer fraauene fAftE® (Analytical Techniques)

ol gaEar A AFeusE®l Tl T qeaTsd THEHT ARl SaTd@T [Fecs [iaee
TN e

¥.q SRTA-aNT &9 (Cost-Benefit Analysis - CBA)

AT ST dRHATHS  (Quantitative) Tafer 21, steer Hifaert avauf awwfa «mma T emveears
%75 AT (Monetary Terms) AT AT T gq qrarfores T AIYH g | IfS Hifden! gq
EREIET TeT (Net Present Value - NPV) &TcHE ($>O$)W T | 9T A ATide T SRR

e |




. & AT A FEqe® (Fed: A SNefeh! God, T gl o1 qieaiaid qea)
g TUAtAT WA T F T g |

¥.3 ARTA-TATEHIET AT (Cost-Effectiveness Analysis - CEA)

ST AR s TUat a1 Aiiyd GedHr WA T qbe a1 SR g (SR €,
fSTeT = YA &), 9 CEA 1 AN g | 7l Fia T-wifges gfawer et 7 e
ANTAHT el T (e i wner e amra = “<ivmguest uie /e e anra”) |
¥.] Sg-HMIETS Fufg &Y (Multi-Criteria Decision Analysis - MCDA)

ST B e FofaEr 8 A saewr SR wueveeE grgH (S AMhE AT, g
FHAT, TSNS FAE T ATl TIebriar), 9 MCDA WINT TR | T9HT Yo ATIEIedrs
a9 (Weight) R0 fesheue®®! qaTcns® Hedrgd G |

Y. TEReE [uia aBearet WHEE (Constraints)
geTEE HerreEdr Hames JusEER! e WU qn carei w@r i
fergater (e dmres S T
. TOHIE T AR T Wi € walcpE AT e i Teifi Sacar
ToRar o1 Aicheel T@ard qHEh! B agde THIHT AElDbd g deg |
o GO FUT T UL ST WEHE e W, yErEid T aedHy aeay
&3, Wl &t ATHART A i o e g
o TE T WD A D AP FCEEA| qebrel i forgad geg | faeqa
SANTA-TA AT a1 7o T AE A G, T I3l GHAH TR o |
. WHR® T 9SG tﬁfﬂ? (Cognitive Biases): FuiwaTeeH AT QAT EreeT el
ST JART (Confirmation Bias), ¥HEIT A (Groupthink) T SIRIH Hied A(b=TS <&
HHHE GHEE grg |
&. YE AlSde®®! qacas ail

KELET) Hfa Fawieare
EUREEE ISR IEK HHH [AHEDH Aed
ATER e
e AT/ ATHATH T edrsts o T FgAld T
KER (Optimization) (Satisficing) B
AT AT T Ere
- T T FEmEraE G T T A9 q=T
e YIREdTET A €T




. EURCECRICRE S A HE AHEH Aed

1A RIS

fergroT e ARATCHSE /A ERECERERE] NS T ASTATH

fafer [EEEN (Heuristics) EEIRIEE]

HTF@: ATEHAEE EE el ferrgsam
JEFET NIELE «

8, AT (Conclusion)

HEAAE AT T qAEAEEHT Fam T Faa A0 91 s avad 7 aE |
framTers fafte® (STed: anTa-em BAMT, MCDA) o TeTeEEEdE AdeTeEd aeds
HeATET T T Tedl H T4 Aed TS|

74, T3eT el A TR Wiats B Ferdeesr @ aeiis, e
TGN AEAAHAREds G Frqa Tl TEX i fofg s g | aeqs qearg ¥
e TANAF G GH=agale | SHEdH i ave geg |

ANTA-A™ ST (CBA) T ARTA-TATEHIAT [y
(CEA): Ta&qa sreaas

. 9= (Introduction)

qrEsE S AT Aq-AeTHT ATHTH TN T ANRFAE qarchs Jawa Farsy
TAHT A 3T B | AT T ATASHIEEH GAIE Ta[ F [ddbeuc] AHISE HeaTITH
AgFaH AREE ALY WA AUT T [AETcHS ITHTEE (Analytical Tools) T FART
g |

A IUHTEEHE ANTT-aH AT (Cost-Benefit Analysis - CBA) T ART-AAEHIRAT rawor
(Cost-Effectiveness Analysis - CEA) g’é EREE JRATICHE (Quantitative) faferee g1l MPA
e Qe W g3 PR Ygiftas o, e, A ge, sarEEie e T
qaTcHs aEar dret g |

R. dRTd-<IH ﬁ%ﬁm (Cost-Benefit Analysis - CBA)




.9 TR T WA

TARTA-em FIAToT Uger gear wiiles frdmoneass i e, Saer 4 A, B 91 qra
ch'\“f TR @RI (Costs) T AW (Benefits) ﬂﬁﬁ% Heq (Monetary Terms/’ﬁa?ﬁ )
T T GE A Hah! AT 15 |

TOH! HEd 3T HedHI AAIMH (Welfare Economics) T Mp-edd AIETE (Kaldor-Hicks
Criterion) W1 ATERA g oo, afF AT I g Fel Higeh o Fel ANTHRT 6l G
W TIE GHIHT @8 Hed vl A1g T |

R.R FHEAIAHT THE FAWEE (Steps in CBA)
o Ta@FeTeed! URAM: yEdfEd S @ Afder Ave feetee de |
o TN T AW AMHA:
> TS AR T A A @, sehs @, feeee g N Soned afy
e |
> AL /AT AT T W: TTIEE § €L &, THID! =0, €=
AT AT |
o T Ted EiCr (Monetization): HEECEIL ERsES) (Ve WU qoE, ATdrE)
T qHT gt AT (Shadow Price) a1 willingness to payﬁlﬁ ATYTLHT ‘(Ta'?JT'HT Hedlgd
|
. RFRftes (Discounting)'{ NPV TUET: wiersaar @ AN T Awere [iaa feeswre e
T (Discount Rate) TANT T FqqT Hed (Present Value) HT TTe |

o TAuiget AURTE AN TH: @E qdHE qed S-S ST Ell
A=A AR &< e [l for |

3. ANTA-TEHIAT [T8YT (Cost-Effectiveness Analysis - CEA)

3.9 AFURIM T &Y

et AfpT gfARe o1 rers ©YAt o1 Aifgd HedH WO T qE g3, 91 A /e
I wdatar W T ST €R (S T, e, aiE g)en), 99 ant-gerEetar
R (CEA) TR g |

CEA & QNI GYATET A9 716, 0¥ WAwa af giEens IR-Aiee Aifa® UHE (Non-
Monetary Physical Units) AT HT09 Te (STEq: SNTSUHT AE Saah! G&dl, qeR agua
feramdter e |



3.} CEA® Y@ T0F T €

CEA 9T fafa= ‘IPSIObW‘c‘:b Elc) el e ANTA-THTE B T EREIN] (Cost-Effectiveness Ratio -
CER) &

a7, TedCT [AHede® e qal a1 Serid ARIA-THEaE Al Aqard (ICER) TIRT G5

3.3 EEIE SEET (CEA Example)

Q,,
FHE: U [SeedMl e {egay U3 Tareed HeArde 3eacl HAHHG! qal T4 |

o @t A @ FdHT RfEar):

o T B (AT T wXEwTs En):



Fefaer fFaw: T A w1 9fa o<t Sitee SIS %/ 9nTd (%, 0,000 ) AR UHTT
faeT A T ANA-JHESH Al T FAIE e |

¥. CBA T CEA & JoAcH® {48 (Comparison Matrix)

NELE)

STET

ARTT-AW &9 (CBA) ANTA-INTEHTIRGT AT (CEA)

TREEH | T T AW gA W qod (@) W ewiens ghatar T gereEers Siie et
RIRE] g | g |

SUIE A qj"r:rr{, _lﬁﬁ , R T Taree, FRTeT, ATArER WA, T AT AT |

" A AASHT AMGH EOA W T ABURD LT WH T qoa=aT el ST

Sl AT F" e H7 2"

AT o N T FA U3 YT A1 SANEHT [AFeTEE WA
T Oierg (W GE®  FAred [ 5

R )| T T Wb |

- TR & AASTAREE JaT T
TR (e WERAT T el WegaR TS
FTEHH AT T AHeq) |

< WA MEE  (WEd: WEd a1 @y
= ATAET) T BYAAT Hedl qla HBie |

Y. A% (Conclusion)

s U gueaeEdE AN, IREe T JEET AU SIS CBA T CEA g4
fafeesr wewaw! e Wyl wER ¥ wiiE SoneT Sifsust gar avd
ARISHTEEAT CBA 1 WANT T8 eRTHIT Aiied ufY e 9, Ao T Qe e
SIfSUT HaT FaATEHT CEA WIthd AT i AIHaH TR A Mg | U8l AR
A LMD ATATART T, TEATFH! IJTASHAT T T ATAHEBART ATERAT 39T

ferarer fRAfesr g TR |




AT ATE-HHHT FGGROT (Concept of Operations

Research - OR)
q. 9= (Introduction)

FA@T AJEA  (Operations Research - OR) U3l F&l FgETING  (Multidisciplinary) T
IRATTEE (Quantitative) [T &1, Ter el TFa-Tcd® qUT YeMAHE YUMCNEEdr g@r I
fAuia GEEATEE (Decision Problems) I J7a T FATCHE (Optimal) TATIM Gied TEd T4 |

A METAT HAUE], AT Aq-Agee (STET: aoie, SeIh, 909, SIS T Hodr qard) &
AABTH I T &7 g T A0, qifeasr T qifbe Aeased T T4 a5
e 3 wrer dEea A | s geTre, S S §9 Wi, sgeera 3
TAN AT GHT At Afdway Yawa W T4 a1 @i Wi Ties |

. =A1 - IR T (Origin and Evolution

AT ATI-AHT EATT 2@l [ @8I (Second World War) T GHIAT HUHT Bl:

. <G Fragge T (933R-9YY): FeaHT 87 AREEEe TSR YTl (Radar
Systems), EATS EHET, T AT LA SHTEATATE limited =T HIq-QIEHT ATENTAT
FI TAEHT TS W AIAT T A, WA T o7 [Fseed! user ardr
Y | IH alelial a*q "GHTAT" (Operations)'l:l'lfa' Rirca IENGREIEN (Research) =
§f Operations Research HTHIh LT T |

.« FJEUHEH! e fag wihuatey, OR F1 AT ¥ feTe AR MRETR saEtE
TS, A TedT, ATAATT STACATI, AT T (Supply Chain) T LRI (T
fafor o T Bl |

o HFYET TR ARTH: ST o] SATTAT FFge FafeT For Pt sfea
T AeeeE (W ffae denfie) a1 T 9% w9 B U qeid i, StEel
OR &% 31 G¥Teh =TT |

3. U _ATEIHH T [AUYdE® (Key Characteristics)

AT ATH-HHT HE [F0dee e qhiee g
o  JUTENTT gi%ﬁw (System Approach): OR ™ @%‘T 9 qeTeS @% AT YHTHT TqHT
TIT| TES FEI WES A1 WICHENS USel UHIHd UHTSH! ©UHT 0T qHEATHT
[ECREIEY
o FANATANT el (Interdisciplinary Team): fed THEAT GHIGST AT W,
TiReAHITaR, AALMEAT, FFYEX SEAMIT T qASH TIHHEE Mok B TG |




o ATTF B (Scientific Method): THHT THEATHT FAAH, TLAE Tge, MOE AT
T, AIga®! THa T GHEH HRaae el aE RUEE AT |

o FAHEATH! @ (Optimization): OR FT TET FLYT U [AheTgered qaeal
T @ eq (Best/Optimal Solution) FAIE T &1 AT, AW AT HRABIAAATS ASHAH
(Maximize) 3T T AN, q9T T ElEEIES IAdH (Minimize) I3 |

o URHIHS FHTEHTT (Quantitative Solutions): I NUUSED (Qualitative) W SEl
AMUAT T ARANCHE TG AT FHEH TG T |

¥. QU AJIHHDT THE = (Methodological Steps of OR)

OR JANT TR THEAT AT V& SeIHT & de HiHE TURE AT

o THETH! YR T IRV (Defining the Problem): G55 AAE® THEAT, TTHT
AETEE, GHIEE (Constraints) T IUeH fahede®ad! TA¥ UR=mT T |

o U HIEHHT HIT (Formulating a Model): IHEATHT @&  (Variables) Eleral
LA egh T4 0T GHiel a7 A (Mathematical Model) T 9T |

o WIEAAE FHEN FHTen (Solving the Model): T T FHFIEX FATdHT TART T
FACHE a1 ATHATH FHE (Optimal Solution) FTH ¥ |

e WEWT W Q& (Validating the Model): ﬁm AT aATedies gder
SRR T YHES g B g o e |

o [T T qREm (Controlling the Solution): ST&l ATATALUTHT Aqree afEdT AT
HISelh] TREEes IR T4 Ha=30 HEq TH |

o HEAT (Implementation): A~TH TTH THIFHT FHGAS JUICl AT TFSTAT ANL
T |

Y. I AJE-EMH] Y99 JEAEe® (Key OR Techniques)

TrauHE qaqr Foll SAFHT - THEAT a1 T OR F1 fafv=r yfafaes v wies:
. TR 9onf@e (Linear Programming - LP): g Aa-aras siehie T A
ATBH 1 AN ~AATH SIS WANT TR GoeaT e e |
o dlgd/dYge = (Queuing Theory / Waiting Line Model): ¥aT JATEHT AR <A T
q@fgl A (Waiting Time) T 8T AN &= Feer B T4 JANT TR i (e
EqATS, A AT VeI [A9NTT e oaeardT) |
o UE@ TIAYT (Network Analysis - CPM / PERT): Tcll AAHREE (Infrastructure

Projects) T TR T ARTA SAAEATGA T hicdhd T HIE (CPM) T TR IHITIUEAT
Ug g ¢l (PERT) &1 YAN W |




o T Eh_"gﬁf'l‘ A (Inventory Control Models): THT TR AT, Ay a1 o
EEEH] AV (Stock) FY T A AT =gt 1 fafer |

o TRRET (Simulation): Sica a1 SRgAITT IRRAfEEasE FFASHT Hledd ©TH
JAR AROHET TEATA T faifer |

o W =Q (Game Theory): giereasicdss aTdTa<oTar Yiaeaeie! et Heucs SarTar
T foir ferer wferfer |

&. QEe Fad T Afd A OR % #E<a (Application in Public
Sector)
MPA %1 faendigeast il Aresiie FETHT OR ®1 WM S8 g7y Wel 7 Aeeaqil
g
o WEASHE VAT FAGAT GER: AT, TaTeed, 16 a1 @edrr Gl Sedr arasie
YAEEAT [GATged! B8 HABIA T3 |

o QIO-TEAHT A BRESE: GHT e wafiear e SEeeHr Afdedaw
AT gfawer e T atewte 19 )

o Toaug =aaeaaT (Disasters Management): ¥&¥9, TG a1 WETHIIS] GHIHT Ted ATHUT
T IGR Tl HAY el T HH ANTAT TAST W logistics AT TS |

. TEER M T AN Sqaeie: HeueTe! Ao a1 Gl Sieladd. ATarsHe ey
TAMRYH! AT T FoEMA q¥9a T PERT/CPM &I TN T |

©. T ATI-HHHT GHEE (Limitations of OR)

afd B SuAntt g2 U OR FT FE ARG GHEE g

o TUICHS TTagE€H! SUEAT: OR T TRHAICHE (AT |ieh) qeargells A Hewd fiva;
T AT ATET, TSI aard a1 iAo Hed-Aeadr seal UMcA® (Qualitative)
TEEEETS qHST e |

o I ARG T ACAQN: OR HT AISATE oAST T A T I& SALRh, HFIEX
AT T Tl @9 AAeTH e |

o FATEAED assumptions: ﬁmﬁ o AreaeE iR Qﬁﬁm (Assumptions) HT
AT G, T ATEqrad AT a1 AFAH gaIg e g |

5. MY (Conclusion)
GATAT  SAJHE1T (Operations Research) mg% ST T i feraeren JUSTll Fferar

It TR BT AWl ATHM o1 qen ArareEr FHofa for e defiarg et
T T T ORI THAT ST (Evidence-Based)ﬁ“’h fFrafers yadT T |




rEwHe ST GG GId, S=9 JATAIET T Sied [T GHEIEE Whld OR T &=
TielUEEs! FEl TANEIS WA FEAAE A Gl (HoTE, Eeh, HEHe T Aderad!
TS b |

3 O 1 2 O g O e L e Ol L K B A 2

Aaivm [t v
9. 9= _(Introduction)

TATAT (G (Operations Research - OR)% Sfear Fia gaeaEEars oy, qiteas
T e AT @ik WAcHE (Optimal) THIE @Ied HEd T4g | ArEsHE Afd FHT T
A cHaedo-dl HiHd Aq-areaqes] Afdhad IIANT T4 AHdd Qi HednT
BT T wHE T g |

rEslFaE A (Public Policy) AT YRRATAT ael TSiiiide a1 SARBIA ATHEHT ATIHT
i el Aa@ AN g W W@y | wued AqaeaeaT [ wetteed i
HTaEEATS THIVHT ST (Evidence-based), a&MS T UREell [Huig forT wewh Areas wa=
THA

RS 15 M G 2 21 M R K YiartE® (Key Operations Research

Techniques)

.9 RiRox Wnf@E (Linear Programming - LP)
FTYTIM (Concept)
fftr dofie uger aedr wide ey € seer @fad da-araTeesr sewle T8 B
AlMHUH! AEIATS AGHAH (Maximize) AT IATH (Minimize) ST HEd TTE |
YHT E%QT[ (Objective) T RIRIEE (Constraints) @%@7’1 qHHWT (Linear Equations) T B IAT
S TRUHT Freg |

« SeYAT F14 (Objective Function): T, STUET a1 HAHIAAS ATHAH TS T

AN, 9T T Afdars =IAad ars aed |
. qUEE (Constraints): FENES) 6@I_c.", WQT%, el ‘ET‘QC, HHT a1 W AqeE |

oA [t Mo 9T (Use in Policy Decision Making)

o TE TA WA PARASE: @ aivm e [, e, E\Er T e Sedr
TEqeica® e AIHaH qHINE Jahd foF T4 atewis 1 |

o BN AT T L-STAR: ITAET FU AT S, T T AAHT S T @rard Jeaned
AHAH TS aTAl T A |




o W T AU SHICAGT: TN GEAFEE (SEd: @ eqaed] q9 R Heq)
< RUGEATHT @rera gar &1 A AT and ~aqdd ars |
R.R wrdrteeeT [t / %33%13‘ (Scheduling)

FFUI (Concept)

VAT ! IIed AG-A1e (SIAeTh, HRH, G0, TI9) e i3 Hiee araa THaHT
AR T T FHH ATER FARAd T el T @ 81| T9H Hed Ievd qHAD] Faal
UFT, T@iEH! T (Idle Time) FETST T FaT YargHr Aawar faq @)

fifara [t Mo 9AAT (Use in Policy Decision Making)

o FENHE YAT YA HATCIT: LS [S9HT, AT oqaedl HEared a1 AeqNTH-TAr
TN H! WM SHFEIIT T T FHAAHT SIS AMCTHT HATSH |

o AW ATAAT SHAGEII: 9, A a1 gaTs SSHHT HIIAIThl Heue JrH Jais
T T3 T USR] a=d T |

o e AT T AEIAT SAACUIT: HETHI a7 ATIIHIAT THIAT STy, T4, Araeiat
T A (OT) HT THT At e Afsman FRHieT IT=R gRfaa I |

Q
.3 Wiverd sgaeqUs & (Inventory Method)

SERITU] (Concept)

AETT (Inventory) HAT TFET HESTHT TANT a1 FaT FaAEHT Rl HISRI WL T@HT
FHool IS, AU A A AT AAArs S6g | Savedl f@ieed 35 &l Y@l 3T
g

o HA TRHATHT HET T2 (Economic Order Quantity - EOQ)

o T GHIAT IF: ALK T2 (Reorder Point)

TEH! e A&A HAISRU ANd (Holding Cost) T ASX &[T @R &NA (Ordering Cost) I
ARTRAATS IATH I3 2l |

o [t FetoEr WA (Use in Policy Decision Making)

. ST qur TETeey WHE Al e St @ A1 ATt e qriiED
HvaTd T B RS SR @ g I |

. fug @ q TEq SHATANGT: YHFT AT AN TEAT ATTABIAT ATEATHT AR
Ter, @ T SER WA qAAH T At e WIeaTd e |

o WHITdE® WSRO ﬁ@ﬁ«mw T A1 @rEas '{T@Tf Areard (Strategic Food/Fuel
Reserve) B @ W=l HfaiTd Wi o |




R.Y ﬁ'ﬂ%’ﬂ? fafer (Simulation Method)
HIYRM (Concept)

REACET 9@l F4 aRdEd, Wied a1 ST Tl Fieune,/AEgel Aed
(Computer/Mathematical Model) ITUY A= qREAIEEAT UG HOT HMT T T TANT
A1 T T g 8

W& ATEAEE AT TANT &1 =9 SH a1 EQl i &id g7 99, I Rerad anT
s (W= Monte Carlo Simulation) |

Hifara Fvfar Mo 9AT (Use in Policy Decision Making)

o W withe qur YEF A T FgAMT, ESUN AT HEb-Shift Sk FTHA
FASTA The TAGHT U THIEHT HledMdb T T |

. Varg e T fug S A Sterary aiadas R e we e, ufeldr ar
TG qae AfEHl e T adE qu Wieeah SAET aed TaEaRe i
EGISER

e BT A RS A HEHT I ARAAT TR (SR VIS AT AE TeTIEl/ Hersan)
THT e T ANNHHT HILHAT T AqLDT TAATA T |

R.4 PERT X CPM (Project Management Techniques)

ATASAT SHACATTTA T, Scel T G-+ AAGAREAS qNBUH! THT T AT TFI
T PERT ¥ CPM T Gfafelg® (Network Techniques) T YT e |

R.M.9 HEHA HeAET T [IaclbT Iafe (PERT)

o AFYIM: PERT (Program Evaluation and Review Technique) UST HFHTSYATHI AT
(Probabilistic) Safer BT 2T TEAT ATASHIBEAT FART e & HH GFIA § MIEd
THY IS 7 el §a (wed: wat WAt frebr = aqaear) |

o HEIDT A ATACEE:

I. A% GHE G B U WS AR SIEAE q6 |

2. QR 99 : 9T AEETHT AR 9HY |
. Yime GHT 9 H e A fesas a6 |
o HUEAT THT P T

W



R.%.% Brfewe o Age (cpm)

o  AFLRIM: CPM (Critical Path Method) T3eT HIAIAaTT e (Deterministic) Ufafer &7 |
A UREA WA TIERE, AR T BB T BT BT AT BT TN
M |
. Bole®ma T (Critical Path): ATASHIHT IREH OgaRd Afraw rgaeasT HeeH!
TEFET AT ST, T AT el g W =gAqH qHa I | a9 S
o U AT ez WA Rgr s | e geg
PERT T CPM & Hifavra i Faiorar wamr

. AT TREHT AR T FTACT-AE FAAN, W@ a1 e FAreae st
Tl qATgR. AR EH! Hed Al (Critical Path) We=m T feamgedt e |

o T e T @Y A A Tt wEr ArSE @i SgEed, TE T e
AT 9T STFEAT T PERT &1 WA |

o AR NG FAMEE (Cost Crashing): AR aoic a1 Wa9lch JUY SATATSHTST
THY TETSAIE! ~IAqH @oHl HEY GAY TSI Wel i =org o |

3. wiifava fvfa i oR defEeEst qadcas aa

wiater qEA Hraiarg =it fHvia aforar it
Linear AT AP dqFaan | e [AFaeE, 9-S9EE A, gam
Programming atewie NTT ?&:ﬁw

U ¥ Th®! A | AENE g4 FaTE, AR STaedr,

Scheduling
AT gftued gﬂ\bél



EICiE)

Inventory Method

Simulation

PERT

CPM

T F7g

A Frofer Frforer T

IR T ASE ARTAHI
Yedeld

N

o
lellda

T

AlATALYTHI

ANt gHg WU
AT

ATTAHTA ATer, @Tel Y& T geaah
Tt wserd

FX T ARE, Ay [@9g qarga s,
TMthes ATl

FEeaT, aty e, wemy e
T

Ffsa g T Belewa
qre

Y. Feed (Conclusion)

AL, T, AT, el GaTeR. ATAS
ST

qrewE A Fafr T fofs aBearar ad T, aege T Al aeee a9
ATGLHT FATEE Acdvd THEH T |

IR gRnfAE< Fide! F@ ITNT RS, Yeafieged Ja1 TaeHl GAaEed garse, g0l
faferer wriifees wwerer gRfEE e, Rereer wefa sifas @i 3 weats wde
TS, T PERT/CPM W &l ET ARNSAIREATs AlhUH] THT T ToEh™ qFael 1 AEd
g | A AfvEEd TR WNEe aEd e G I SESadr Avarg

T e |




Unit 3: Fid ®E+a99 (Policy

Implementation)

q. 9= (Introduction)
st AT (Public Policy) THHT T A wTthar qafe &3 | AT Therar a1 AR

DT TAEHT H1A+ad (Implementation) A1 ¥R TEg | id FRagd =l TdiHd
Hfct, U, Fa®, FEHH a1 qoTars. caEelid ©9H Ar] T AM6HUHT A6 BTee T4 a9l
RIS TS |

Frate AT ATITHT HATAITATS =i T RO et Qe (Bridge between Intentions
and Results) Wﬁ'*_?g | 9Rrg "fa ferermes Jaeare T faeen® Sl (Pressman & Wildavsky, 1973) o
AT 9&dee Implementation Hl TIHT G "PRITTHT @@175’77 AT W&WE’WE’C WW
3 ATTHT FATAHT @TEAT TRIT T 7 AT BT &

. Md  HEaITHT YHE  IRBIEE  (Approaches to Policy

Implementation)

A P a0 grg T B Wl [ Afd aeguddieed Hedad diact g

R.9 WIREE 9« g@ﬁw (Top-Down Approach)

e HA HTYRM: AT TEIRETT T AHMar (Bureaucratic)?«;'%iﬁw B T4 ENSIS RIS
0T Toiia® Sqed a1 $741d TqEe ey T deell Al WEE o1 HHeiged
IS gaag I T |

o« THY UdeE:
o H T ALY T I (Central Command and Control) HT 3ATY R |

o it wEd T MoHeE T, FEqHE T TE-AETE (Unambiguous) EITE |

o Tocdl TEHT FHFaITEhdieedls AT A dafeel AHR  (Discretion)
=g |

e YHY o=@ &®: Daniel Mazmanian & Paul Sabatier (1983), Brian Hogwood & Lewis Gunn
(1984) |



o GHEE: 9 deall dedl arEdiEsd GHET, TOHHT ATEaHhdl T Br-aaTehdim]
SEEIRE ATHAATS Jaredl e |

R.} @A A ?a"@?ﬁ”T (Bottom-Up Approach)

o WA FAGR: A FRBO Afd BRATITH "qEH BRI AHWE" (Street-Level
Bureaucrats - STed: 91879, W&, TR ) T T SUABRATAEEEH! AHHTAS Rake]
Hlragg |

. TE TEEE:

o ATEdE® HId HIAadT deal dedl ARTEHET FIel GrIhHT o HHaIEd
TG

o TIMIA AELIHA ATAR Midells A=Al SIS BrA-agTbdicdls == qstiersi
ATIHR (Discretion)ﬁg_'ﬂ?}fl
o A W Hgrd AL AA g Toal TEHT g aRlHe T GHEA JATED!

IR B |
o WHY EAR#EE: Michael Lipsky (1980 - Street-Level Bureaucracy), Benny Hjern (1982) |

o YHEE: ITA F31T AlGdiead AAMheedl T Aldeh! THedards HHAR s
RESH
R.3 Qﬁ}_rf ELl hybrid?grfé_ﬁ'“T (Hybrid/Integrated Approach)

o Hel AGHILM: Top-Down T Bottom-Up ggf a;fé?ﬁw AHATEETs T T4 I Qﬁﬂv_cf
FRFT TATZUHT A |
. W@ TEEE
o TG HeAA TEhl AId TIEAT T ANGEA (Top-Down) &g decll Tadhl
AT T €T #AIHE (Bottom-Up) T e |
o TEET AT HEFEITAE U3l G (Network) T R&©E upar  (Policy
Learning) T ®YHT %ﬁr_s,{ |
o WHeHT TR (Malcolm Goggin et al., 1990) T Communications Model T &8
eI (Richard Elmore, 1979) %1 Backward Mapping 8% IIEX & |

3. Afd FEf-aaasr YHE@ HASA8E  (Theoretical Models of Policy

Implementation)

3.9 W9 e T 99 &b WEe (Van Meter & Van Horn Model, 1975)

TG AT A HEFAITAR & gl d-aiaFarud Re® (Variables) I ASITERT AT
TR T




o AT WAHE T STWEE (Policy Standards and Objectives): TITdhT TT&T Hid TIE T
e b |

o HI-TTET (Policy Resources): EI@I—c.", \_IF'TQT%, giater T gHIehT IqeTsHr |

o JrAL-OFOAlcHE THIT T HETEIT AR (Inter-organizational Communication &
Enforcement): MHEE bl FHAT T AT ATITTIETA |

o HAAIT FHEHT BRYAEE (Characteristics of Implementing Agencies): REFECal
AT, YT, Aqcd T T GEhid |

° B]Tﬁﬁb_,'ﬂmm LERIGERCIGIERA (Economic, Social, and Political Conditions): 3T&]
ATAEH! FRAT a1 o |

o  HEAIAHAD! W/Flﬂ'% (Disposition of Implementers): RIGEIREG e e
ST, S T A |

3.R TEag¥ MIH AIEH (George C. Edwards ITI Model, 1980)

S USAgH A HAAITArs IdE TAE I Y FeT THE TREE A T g |
o TN (Communication):ﬁﬁaﬁ AT Tocll TETFH T (Clear),‘ﬂ?ﬂa’? (Accurate)-{
LGRS (Consistent) &IHT Wl
o  HIA-TTET (Resources): g a@l_cf, < TfF'l"\’T%, Q'i%iﬁl', SGRLIES W_'\fﬁ AP T
B9 |
o WAER/YAR  (Disposition/Attitudes): M FAAAT T FHANEEHT Ao
FHCHS A= T =9 Widagdl §19g |
o THWIEN I (Bureaucratic Structure): TIY MR (Standard Operating Procedures
- SOPs) T fHeprae® M T[&q ww=ad gus |
3.3 YEAIeaR T FNHIAIAT AISd (Sabatier & Mazmanian Model, 1983)

TG A AId BTaaTHT e qedeeds 3 WHHT S TWhl B

o JHTHI Flcaran (Tractability of the Problem): JHEATHT WAfdes Sieedr T aterd
AT A

o R EF@‘?T GGl (Statutory Structuring of Implementation): 1Q_"T/$lf|fl'4:ﬂ ?ﬁ%@
TAEAT, Toich! Haed] T =it g |

. ﬁ’(—mﬁ/ﬁ'{-m IEE  (Non-statutory Variables): grafors-anfde  srae,
FALHETHDT AT, TAGALYT T TS Aqcdabl Fiererg |

¥, Ay Srf-aamesT yHE Il qo SHwdebl HRUEE (Challenges /

Causes of Policy Failure)




AT SEAT AHEHE SUEEAT A TN TN WY A BEATaaTH] TEA gl A=
(Implementation Gap) 375 | T ATHAAHT Hed HRUGE [+ FTHISH F:

sreqy e wed: Ao aeqw, TR A AR A1 TAAE wESarET A AR
qI9F AEIEE g |

QIq-gqreat HHT (Resource Constraints): Fﬁ%@ T FRTTET ™ EN M grafer T
T FALhA AT BT |

FHHI YEINTT SAHAT (Weak Institutional Capacity): AR DERIEREEADEL I CIEEa
TEAT, AGME AT T T HREE (SOP) HT FHH |

T BEqaT T TiATgaia! SR G IR WOdT e wrefieaar theaae
B T TSHIde gegelichd! 4l g7 |

HHANE G994 (Poor Coordination): TF, T2 T TIHIT q8 a4 AWM= A-AIcde® ==
A= - quagaT A9 (Inter-agency Coordination Gap) |

AR T TAHRATAD] FEATRIATRT HH: T FHSET T N TaT S avfelrs dere
TSN A9 (Ownership) T HH BT |

FETAR T GAEAD! HA: BATAAT TEH g AT, feergedt T aRaiRidren! o9 |

Y b | 0 | R B A e R G E A R 2 | K RS CICCABSRIRIES (Policy Implementation

in Nepal)

Y.q TUTAH! FqAT AT (Current Status in Nepal)

T & T BRI TG TUTHT TH-THT i, UT T AT AAAEE o]
Y T BAEITR] AT AN 7 (SEd: B A, FrerErer A, e fHewe
! gea ) |

Yaar T Hratraa S S oER e, wewen, T e e § A
FATAITH] ATHR T T T TEAT DT G, T A T Aqh! Sea=alel o
& A G |

LR gaHT ERIRE SUIEE (Strategies for Effective Implementation)

1.

Yo 7 aaeie A aan: AT A 3 BraaEm aeeaar (Feasibility
Study) T FSEH GHTEAAr T |

2. Ugasd 1 ® AIS®! SUEEING YANT: TIRH] AT, S GHi=adr, HHarien!

FHRIAE AMERT T SOPs I AT I |



3. FA-GIHI YH-GT (Inter-governmental Coordination): IF, TSI T TIET q8 A
T FrRTEETAT T FREESE T Fafa gae HEd T |

4, ISH qeH HHANGEHN HHAT [&@hIE: YaT JagHT icd dedl dehl HHaeedrs
T, | T IIIH qstresl AP &7 |

5. AR T 7O TEasT (M&E): TS ATeid AT 9omell (Results-Based
Monitoring) @I T4 FWEAT Fffeifcias desbrel TRATS (Course Correction) T |

&. w5 (Conclusion)

e e aredtas Than FrataaTs a5y | A9 FrEtanT 3 wemEte
a7 A=A YERAT WA 98 AT Yo+, AT ¥ SEINTd URRae®d! sied 95 d 2f |

AAAH! FESA e FGTHT AGHAE "id HEaa9H @ed” (Implementation Gap) s T4
Top-Down T Bottom-Up 3RHNIHI Fedicld AN, ATELAEH  HI-8TOAH]  Td-FiA=,
SIh-FMA e TAagal T THEHT AIHT JURAeh] O T A9E arag |

Edwards III T Van Meter & Van Horn I Hiid HHAad

1A O e g K O S R R G R

9. 9= (Introduction)

FESME A ALFFTH A BT (Policy Implementation) T8 AdST B¥A I HEd
wregw Wiy | A FrEfeaad B aha 91 G9R grg W BRI Gglead T Awis
e 7 e e Aede® widuET W g |

A Areeeded W e T W &1 (Donald Van Meter & Carl Van Horn, 1975) %1 HIgd T
Wl GSAgd 1Nl (George C. Edwards 111, 1980) T HISel #cded JHTEETeN ¢ TOEMHT gioer
W\'—ﬂ;ﬁ Iﬂﬁ@_{l S%f UEde® RgFad: e ao (Top-Down Approach) T JUIEINTd
IEFHHT AR B, T RBel FEFaaT I TRE€ (Variables) @s ah-Hid ol
TEIA DT T

ER I [ o B L MG 2




R.9 Van Meter and Van Horn Model (1975)

A e T 9 gel A SrTaa=es, Q’B’E‘.TWI'I?"I.T‘W Pl (Systems Framework)aﬁ BYHT
BHT G| IeEHT ERGIES it [t T saffaw HTAFFIET (Performance) T S=AT & T
AqEFAad TEE (Interrelated Variables) « FUia ‘ﬂﬁaﬂ Yogd | T4 A A
HEATAITAT & s, AMfdE T qoHide ardqEavars 9 aHew F |

R.R George C. Edwards ITT Model (1980)

o USASH I o A H-ao-are d31 Tode, SAEelid T AHEel-birad aIHT B |
BT ATER A HrA-aaTers ¥ 921 e JE® (Critical Factors) © TAH THE qre |
Ifr A IREe TaEE AHNHF T ATHA HTAT /A A BT T g7 |

3. faqd qamcAs® i@t (Comparative Matrix)

@Fl_'ﬂﬁ AT Van Meter & Van Horn Model (1975) George C. Edwards III Model (1980)
T U FRHI (Systemic Approach) T TGNIA | FIHAMEl  &EHAT, HHEE T TeaeT
e /3w JEF qIT ATATEOTHAT Hiead | YA HRBEEHAT biogd |
TEEH! o

& 9T ARIFET TEE | ¥ dETIHE JIE TEE |
e

o HIfATT AHE T G%QTT (Standards & Objectives)
o T wF-areT (Resources)

o FAL-UF&ACH® FAN  (Inter-organizational

e IR (Communication)

Communication) o JA-ATET (Resources)
qeT FE®E® , prfraa MeEmdr Femar (Agency
(Variables) Characteristics) T
. /9afT (Disposition/Attitudes
o GEE, AE T OO A S P )

AHT & (B ti
(Economic, Social & Political Conditions) * Tt ureacratic

Struct
o FAFATTHAD] JART/ GROM (Disposition of ruetre)
Implementers)
FIRATS GAHT TR, FEHAT T
FIRTS Hedq: [y Haee d=b qH-ag B

IR SR

ERESEK| (Clear, Accurate, Consistent

(Inter-organizational) T €THT aRUHT T | Order) T €A 2RUHT T |



W AT Van Meter & Van Horn Model (1975) George C. Edwards ITI Model (1980)

I WGWEAT W@ e, A¥E T Auedel  WiEfeean  AraERei

AN

o T AAERIAE e W@ TE T | TAEETS G AT Ao qee
&R MRUHT 7 | T YA TG A eRUST 5 |
. e e wEREfE (sops) T

AHTTED FFaa FEEE AR, Tqcd, T EEInTd )
) e 71 AfIHRHT  FI@UEST  (Fragmentation)

S ge e FHEmr aRusr 5 |
RECECEd) E® A dgAAHS T Wed AREFEY | TRE®  dE YAH T A A
ey (Complex Causal Linkages) €7 | I (Direct & Interactive Effect) ¢ |

Y. IQG GAHEAr T N=arer 8T 8T (In-depth Analysis)

¥.9 FAFAEE (Similarities)

e Top-Down IBHI: 34 Higerel Ay Ml Hegia,/Aideel qeate geg T B
ool qEel g, el A=l qeg |

o AN (Communication)aﬁ HE<d: é’ﬁ fagTeEe MO AT docll TETFH qel ©IAT
TG FATATT TGFAT G DR TG i

o q-qrEd (Resources)ﬁ IqETar: <3@1?.’, TR T M QAT T FaeT BRTSHT
G e W= TP THETA |

o  HEAIAHAD! 'H‘hﬂ% (Disposition): T g T HHAIHRT GHRIES A T
yidergar (Attitude/Acceptance) E% HEdedT AT T WI‘_GTT'? = g

¥.] JH@ WATEE (Key Differences)

< Slieddr 99 A (Complexity vs. Simplicity)

¢ Van Meter & Van Horn & HIgd ﬂ%aﬁm?mﬁl mﬁﬁﬁm
AT ATAENT IO HET & aa1 Jaare gy |

«  Edwards 1 & AISd OIS ©IHT G3A, TIE T ARG G | Tl FHEEc]
IFF I R ¥ FeT SAERIRG GHEAT A €A1 Hiegd IE |

X "I\lcb(Q'l'lﬁ (]{ﬁl"llcb\l ﬁrﬁw (Analvsis of Bureaucratic Structure)




o Edwards III < @R ST 35 92T &7 TEEE ol@ G
o Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs): ot ¥ Ty e Hé?T %ﬁ]’{l}?‘ﬁ
T |
o Fragmentation (R@ET): T3¢ AT FHFaaT I 9T A=A o MR
RO a1 T AT T |
e Van Meter & Van Horn & ¥ Jqcls Had "HAad9 Foas! amawg fFemar

(Agency Characteristics)ﬁ_ﬁ cgqM9h AT AT GFATUHRT PG |

% 3.9 W I (Role of External Environment)
e Van Meter & Van Horn < EIR) rTToieh- I Faear T qoAide ATATALTATS. ifr

AT TR/ AAEE A T3 Pg €aa=7 X (Independent Variable) HT-T
Pl

o Edwards Il 7 &Id: YIMEME T AFANE TIEATHT HRFSEHT T¢I IS [GUHT
il

O 2 s o L B 1 2 2 L B A 2 IS LA E

< |
St e ~fRTa FrateaaeE! e (Implementation Gap) T8 I3 o WIgH A
TR G

o Edwards IIIEblf ﬁ%?’ﬁh:f Wh"Ti
o WA GHE: qF, YT T TG T & AA{ciTd TEAT 8] (T€qT FAR) |
o SOPsT Fragmentation: ATAAT HTAFAITAT 9, ST AR, T 7 F=ame1d
N FETET El'l‘%lf[ T AfTFER Eﬁ\_j (Fragmentation) |
o Hd T AR AT ATARDT T HHAH] IWE T AEHAHEEAT AGH
oI A= YaR (Disposition) |

e Van Meter & Van Horn ﬁ m Wﬁ"TZ

o ATATET FoTE: TLHR ARAAT WSE AR [-iifdes ardraeT ¥ arar ik
AMAH FTEATl A HTATAATAT I AR I3 AT Agd ITARM F |

&. A5 (Conclusion)

qeIcH® ®9HT 41, Van Meter & Van Horn (1975) %I Higael A HR-aTH q¥® T
TR (Macro) AREX W¥qd &g 9 Edwards 111 (1980) HI HISal oM T
SYAEAEHA (Micro/Operational) TETcTs €U e |




MPA %I HEFTT T A AEHTHHT Foel, M FHra-adTen! ag] T aaaRiid THE FTeqa= T4
W fHEX T 9 B9l ASd SUIH §og W, SEINA X Al GURET SAEeid U
G Ugagd 111 I Aigd ¢l JaEadr sRaes |

o M 1 2 2 5 R 21 A e el Pkl L o Kl (MG A

(Policv Implementation & Policy Action)
q. fYeeT O YR (Introduction and Concept)

qraaHa® AT T (Public Policy Cycle) AT+ @rat~ad= (Policy Implementation) 3T &l
EeEE ¥ Fuias =R 2 et HA, VA, A AT SEares gAfeust a|d Aot
JLYTEEATS ST AT, JaT YaTe T AT TREdTHT ©Awael T |

e fafr Siftgs F50e% T Ads qY AN T dediE e B dEe
T ey wRg A e Shee wasmiTT T e qEieaR (1983) F1 ATER, (AT
FIATT HAHE GR9FE FFH aT AT [F0TEEaE @ 9 T G ATIRAT fEgET
TEEE gdeT T FEAT &/ "

WESHH JET T A ALTITHT HAAITATS AT I2¥F T Afeqw Aqon et Jo

(Bridge between Intentions and Results) HT T T i"ﬁ |

. WA FEaITST  YHE  IRBEE  (Approaches to Policy

Implementation)

A PR gpaaE FEY AT T T A9l HEA g3 WA A A
FTgTH Argec] Hegqat KIRER ?«:%EI%UT (Perspectives) afer T g

R.q Wi¥Ee a9« E’%Tﬁ'UT (Top-Down Perspective)
SERITU]
a7 Afd FEFEETS] WERRT T ST (Classical) SRS 81| T8 ATER Afd H@m0

SIS qcd a1 bw31d I=o (HHIEE §rgg T Toell deabl YHH TN HHAGE AHATS
T % Teaea gag T TS |

AT A HETIITAS Aidead qesh! " T MI=A0" (Command and Control)Eblf WIHT
el |

HeT feRvaes




o HHIT URIEYT (Central Guidance): HICRTd 3L, TNIE, AIIEUE T THIHMT ATear
e qieg |

o 9 AT e A serEdr g o aear S T Wit e @ g |

o HiAT qofeer ARBR (Limited Discretion): il q8HT HATAITHAEEATS ATFAT
o A1 ATH ATAR A IRAS T R g4 |

o AUITTHT we (Emphasis on Compliance): Tl Fereed Adear Memesr Faw T

AT AT /TR FHET AT T |

JHE ke ferwee

o Paul Sabatier & Daniel Mazmanian (1983)
¢ Brian Hogwood & Lewis Gunn (1984)
¢ Donald Van Meter & Carl Van Horn (1975)

KL
o TEA TAEE TEH ARAEEH  FHE, GHATGEH-AEHAH [@Egdr T g6 dghl

FHAGED! SATARINE ATHAATS SaredT T |
o NPT AET T qoell TBHT Al 4= el TS (Implementation Gap) ST
T Eg |

R.} qEEE A g@ﬁw (Bottom-Up Perspective)
SERITU]

Top-Down SRHIHT FAHATETET {290 HI THH] AAIT Bottom-Up FEHIVIH! FHTE
T | I ATER A HATaAT bead ARIEE 8led, 96 ANNHET JoAs TFIwdl &
"&b dedbl *"I\Ich(-‘tlls (Street-LevelBureaucrats)'{ I GUHRATATE & H] ﬂ\ﬁ-ldﬂ@ild qhd
T TR 57 |

g FRBT AT A ATDHI Brgid TS A 215, Toall TEAT [G78 g1 GHeT JATE
T AFRERATHT AT 2 |

R BERL RIS

. GSF TeH NHWIEH qed uHr: {211, ved, Tawenm+i, H miafiew swar doar
B Wi HHAeE F Aredta® A FratamTwat gl

o o9 qEleST AEHR (High Discretion): TIT ARREAH! Seaq IR Foia o
Joll TEhT HHAATS JAE A=rads T Afgdr fagqueg |

o T I T FENRET (Networks & Participation): T T HHA, It rEari
e, T GHE ¥ HA-aghdl b qrargars Heed 43 |




.« TUEEIRE GHEAT GHEM (Problem-Solving Focus): F7a1d HATSET AT AT T
TEHT AN DT THENT HHA FHIE T W= HU Hed 579 |

Ei I NEIEREE G

e Michael Lipsky (1980) - Street-Level Bureaucracy IALMh JiaaTE e |

e Benny Hjern & David Porter (1981)
¢ Richard Elmore (1979) - (Backward Mapping)

KIEIS

o Todll qEars AcAd® AgHR [&a7 AT A(TH THEIdr ed 94 |
o TAAHAAF AT AAUHT Fgd FTAAAASRT AT FrafHFaTars deetl deet SUar
T A &g |

2.3 THET a1 HEES E’%?ﬁ'“T (Hybrid Perspective)

SERISUIE

Top-Down ¥ Bottom-Up o 38T AT Fael T gl T&78® | Top-Down < Tldheli=a
AT T Hearg Wi =g 99 Bottom-Up & AT @O T sHa@awal Y& ITF, |
A gAF GHEEAE GEET T 9250 B IHF A THIHd o1 BEHE GBI
(Hybrid Approach) %! %@ AT | 79t Hifd FRFaaTs Feaid GEAT T T A
EIREANEEGIY arg, 9799 T ifava Rere (Policy Learning) %T ®IHT SITET Tl?zﬂ

R BERL RIS

o T TER (Two-Way Communication): IS ATIA NATT TIFAT T Tocdl dgae
W SAERTRE ISA (Feedback) HF A=qel HIAH T |

o Backward Mapping(ﬁﬂ?‘:Q W)::ﬂﬁ FATSET Ufeel AT Yares! Ay fg{,_g (STet
ARG el TSYA) FT &AHAT T AEEAHAT 207 Mg T WET ATAR Hegrd
T Gl g TR i |

e IR T AT ASA (Goggin et al., 1990): FAAIT Wbl Aol T Toall qEHT
ey, AT T AWAT el e G T A AT 2 |

o iR gter T AR (Framework & Flexibility): %751 T8el J8d AIQWd &R
(Macro-Framework) T I Tocll d8al Tiel AT W T SRENN (Micro-

Implementation) T |

yHE i fewee
¢ Richard Elmore (1985)
e Malcolm Goggin et al. (1990) - Communications Model
e Paul Sabatier (1988) - Advocacy Coalition Framework (ACF)



3. T ™ (Policy Action)

3.9 AIERM (Concept of Policy Action)

AT B (Policy Action) Ml Tieha Hifere Fufaeeers swmf-aa-ar cameT it fHfe
‘IQTI'H%, EFIEI:% FegTa T g Fereed e 39 &R a1 a8 (Concrete Actions &
Behaviors)?'ﬂ_':} WI

AT A Faw BER AT TogRT AR (Statement ofIntent)ﬁfl EERE e I E | L )
U e FeTS, e A T, ST @1 I T B G T HRAT IR e,
qaarq Hifd FiewT weg | T8 9tk R J "Policy Action" A |

3.} " FrdET TG AAHEE (Dimensions of Policy Action)

o FHEN T MIFTH B (Legislation & Regulation): b HIAaTTHT TR
Aaegs U, W, FawmEet, FeiEtg T  aRwee FE |

o YTUNTG A€l (Institutional Setup): A HATad=HT @i iz Sewaraea ot
e = webrg TrqA T A fererA Hebrrers e giveg |

o QG-TET FARAST (Resource Allocation): THEHA HEHHFT RN TATH Fole, HiidH
AR, gale T T Saih 3uesd e |

o AT WATE T U (Operationalization): TNR®HH! TG T T a€] a1 el A6
T (W @ AT SerS s, aE HaRer ) |

o HATTH, TeATS T UREHAT (Monitoring & Feedback): FRIGFIETHT MT-a8 ATHT
T IHET SFGUAT deabled GRS (Course Correction) lefl

X. W EEIRIED fSYT_(Comparative Summary Matrix)

o TS | (Bottom-Up) eV
AR (Top-Down) (Hybrid)
o Ao 9 TEH | YA TAEH  AraH

TTNET o Sy S S R



W e R ] (Bottom-Up) W/E@ﬁg
AT (Top-Down) (Hybrid)
gSH dqEdl  AIHQE, o Q ¢

e IAg®  qcd, 9o et e e e THEEAT

ERIGED I

Qi T
KEICE] - ToF AT T qEEel | dlUHRT G
ABR ; AR eqferd ATTHR

R FIA ARYHI | I GHET G T @8 Wi T e

LIRELS] gOE AqUEE | ARG g ATHAT g9

AT T
Rl GG e TSH Tedl Aaihdl T | IR 99K, 74T T
(Action) S W’%ﬂ?ﬂ o g

O o 1 B 2 i 2 O R AR E A 2 e

qATel] A9 TEhT T TEHE S A 3RS AraMabdl [ SHieH &

. Top-Downaﬁ Wh"TTI’@'J '@DT?IT,% e, = '{@T{ licCEal ‘13'?91'{ AT EHT
TET THRA Top—Downi:%ﬁ'UT IS |

e Bottom-Up I WINT: TIMT 8 (FMSUIeTShT/TANCTRT) a1E FHiferd ?ﬁ, FIRIEED
T, T AT BT ATHISE & HIAFHAGEHAT Bottom-Up 3BT e TAEHR
TR 7 |

e Hybrid ®T JEYIHAT (T EHH): TH@H! Gae ATER G5l AT A T IS
(Framework) QIS T YS9 TAT T qeel Alel SAANT TET T Aaeaahar AT
it Fﬂ"]\ﬁ Hybrid Approach 7 ¥ W |




&. [HY (Conclusion)

AT Frafaae F7 TS WA ANFEE T g 9 IHAT BEA | e yef, wiats
AT T & ATEAR IRBH FAC T Ta e |

Wfaie® T FA-ARE! &TAAT Top-Down DT IHIH & A W ATHISE (T8 T AN
JAT JATEHT Bottom-Up @l Hybridi:%aﬁ'”T THEHTY g | Wgﬁw Tt FIAAT A
HTAAITH! GEA (Implementation Gap) T Heald ANEIT T THIA AATTAHR eglierd
SAISHT Y A Policy Action AAT A= |




Unit ¥: i SATAT AT HeATSA

(Policy Monitoring and Evaluation)

9. YR= (Introduction)

s T T (Public Policy Cycle)IlT;ﬂ% AJTHT AT HeATgT (Policy Monitoring &
Evaluation - M&E) U3l IEN ATIRAT T MR FACRE =R 2, S8l ! HIAgeaE,
T T THTEDT S T 6 |

HWISTHT T ATEE HATTITH! HETTAT B The AZEHT G TP soie T Hia-
AIHT TET STAN HUHT F 6 g2 T el Aferd vl STaTar %l dRade oarr Je
TAEEH] TEQHE AL Ao HAT + A ATET qAT HeArgT 2 |

R. it ATTHA (Policy Monitoring)

R.9 UM (Concept)

AT STHT (Monitoring) FAT T a1 FRHH HATFaITHT HHAT AHUHT q&, THRIALT,
e ¥ Hifds T BRI qO/ TR Rt &0 2, s T T g T3 A
T AT uBear (Continuous/Ongoing Process) IES W |

o WY WA @ BTHIA FIHATE TET aR&IT TRIEHT Q%" (Are we doing things right?)

o T&T Heaiaeq: AT (Inputs), FRAHAT (Activities), T TeHI I9Ad (Outputs) |

R.R At ATHART THE S ¥Ae®

o FHEATAATH] HHAT @ I e, feargedt T F=eT (Deviations) @18 TR R
T eI IRAS (Course Correction) T |

o QIA-TEF (ST, AL, T9I) BT GEIANT GRS T |

o FATAIAGHACEAS AT FARE! T TREE T3 |

3. A AAET (Policy Evaluation)

3.9 G (Concept)

A qEAET (Evaluation) Wolel %+ AT, AT a1 BIAHHEB! Al=cd, LT, THAHIAT T
FEFTCT T (Impact) 1 ATASE AT AT-qH TIAT TRA TES THEAT (Periodic/Systematic
Assessment) <15 I |




. &R WX "F gl GE FE TG T AT B GRAAT A0 (Did we do the right

things and what difference did it make?)

o €T Faidrg: WEIABIAN ST (Outcomes), ATHHTET THE  (Impacts), T T
ERIIE (Sustainability) |

3.} Hid AeATEAHT YHREE (Types of Evaluation)

o Td-TeaET (Ex-Ante / Pre-Evaluation): 0 NI TwaT Afer o coepl qeresra,
TN T GO TATEhT THATA T (SIE: Feasibility Study, Cost-Benefit Analysis) |

o URHRAT WA (Process Evaluation): i HTaaae WIREaT Hr-ag=sl aieT,
ITEFE LA T YRl TQE 19 |

o WEFAW YeATgT (Mid-Term Evaluation): I[d HM-aaH] ATET AT T WU
AMPUHT TET T ST T 6 S 9 B T atehy rafersbt i aRersi 0 |

o HArqW TAT WA He i (Ex-Post / Impact Evaluation): Hifd ar HEwHT qrod
WD ATl AT oW, FHIST T AL TReD] ATE(dd 28Il THTb] /AT

T

¥. AT T HASA ElcEal JACHE rerar (Monitoring vs. Evaluation)

SELE)

STE

it AJTHT (Monitoring)

U R T Fafad wawr =fere
g6t 2|

JERAT T qeahile IUAEH: Inputs,

Activities, Outputs HT €JTT g |

e DT AARD
FHHA/TMEHEES T |

FAGFIETAT IR T qco
9RATST (Course Correction)Tlﬁl

it Hearg (Evaluation)

o [P wwm (Wematay @
Aeqw) W ARA ATEEGE B
2|

AT T W Outcomes, Impacts
T Sustainability HT €ITT g |

qega: el feqer | o
R TS |

AfdedT T AHAdT, ATHA,

e T Feeaear dre |



SRIED

AT ATHA (Monitoring) AT Hedlg (Evaluation)
AR
o A wfy uleEd, g R wem, e, S
X e, T araike e | ATAHT T TS AETTT |

Y. A SR ST a qedisT_ IRl (Results-Based M&E
System)

AYHH WA FETHT TEFRET AT (FoE @9 WAl 6 WU 9= A e1) s
fareenfua T8 e ATERE M&E TURIT (Results-Based M&E) ATAZUS! & | T8 Al
YEAT (Results Chain) AT HTH Tw;:

e 9. A (Input): TN TRUHT a9, TS, 0T T WA | (SFd: wafiew Qe
T €. wo @) |

o 3. PRI (Activity): T BHEE | (FEa: foramers s i, Rrers o) |
o 3. YRAES (Output): THTT TH AidE AGST | (SET: 0 ST HEATHIST WA, L0

S fereres aferHaT) |
o Y. TROH/ARST (Outcome): WETRHTAT HaeINF o1 GedqWd UREdT| (S
TSB! WA 3T T RbTg IJuaregr (g ) |
o Y. YW@ (Impact): STEHTENT THISIE-ATHE EUFART | (STEd: THETTAT FERAT 5L
afg T IRET =g |
€. MY I q0 YeAETHT THIAEE (Challenges in Policy M&E)

FrPTRIE TEEHT M&E TUTENeTE FIaHTe ae 7 JArdiee Wl g

o A TEAEH! A THI TEQS, AAETH T WIET qLATg TS |

e M&E S Aqeiaar ARG T a0 iqaee qaR qiRe XSl geaarsH, a3
TG Ferders aeie a1 ARTHr A T T vEk |

o TE SEIRE T WEAE® SHAHT HH: M&E FT AT IRHTTcHS T OcAS [@iee
TANT T e el 3 |

. YOI Wiaegdaeel B ATE TR Tedl dledrgd €Ol riaaEdeEd
ATTAAATS FAT AT EEAGIHT €A & AAERT |




o FY GIHE® (Indicators): -d FHT T I A we (Measurable/SMART)

EHEE Tl |

©, AT AIfd_ SAATHA T Feargaeh! ©9d_(M&E in Nepal)

.9 HEINT SFaET
o BT AT AT (NPC): ART TORET A, amafeE A T ARA Aeaw
AR €S AT TN FedrgT T 999 Ham |
o TUFHAT A RAURGEH HEd (OPMCM): TSN STqeqd  HE@MTSd
AASHIEEHT Fe41d ATTAT T GeIH=A /A A€ Hrfaeqre= gegita |
o TATRE AATCHEE: AT TAHT AT a9 HeATgd HeTal/ aEeE |
o THEAAT M&E: Y397 T ART T T GEE@dl A AT qifdee (W
T TEHT IUEAET/ITINEHT TATHAHl ATAT AT |
©.% GURHT T 1 QA-Faw
o STAT QA AEATET U, 050: TUAHT ATTHT TAT HeATET HEeS HIH, SAAeaq
T AAHE! SIS A UF S RIS |
e« M&E [ q&r 99CadT: ATee AT HT TR (PPIS - Public Project Information
System)aﬁ TN |

C. ﬁ"alﬂf (Conclusion)

A ATAT T HeAT3T (M&E) Qi A 5! Had Aad Fea™ A 9 a1 141
Hifq Farer e sreR IR O R gtear (Learning Process) 2T |

TFRAT AR Foie Gadh! [Gare A T AT JUeAals Taeid Ao STeid M&E
(Results-Based M&E) YUl TUT ®GHT AW I GbHT AA ATasd TLMETAT TRETIT,
AR, T gumed afvafy g Aifaw! adtasd Aot AREET e |t |

AT T qedT$T UA, R050: YHE FEIMar T M&E
JUIRHAT AR
9. IS T fAa9ar (Introduction)

ATTHT foeTE i, AT T ARG EH! HIAadTH TR, ARA-TAEHIT, T I+
ST TAH T AT T YeATg U, 050 U Uideli®s FIl HrRgsT el |

. 2000 W FAq 9 T FAVNHWT 9F AR AUHT TF Ul U] GrEsA+E G T
T SHaeaTI T ATH HIERT TEH! U/ HTIAH] AWEdrs did T g | T HaferT,




AT T TET ATLIHT ATURAT Fog ATTHT ATTA T GeAT5 (MEE) TS 79 el
BT AT T AETHT T F&TH b 5 |

3. ATHA A HeAST UF, 3050 1 Y@ {G¥VAE®E (Salient Features)

3.9 WE JuiHeE TR T SR
. UE AT T VA GF, WA T AT GEHT qEGE NHEee (Fade 9,
ATy, g, faraferare, e afafa anfe) g genfera e ifq, o, s
T AASABEAS THCHT |
o AEIES ATER: ATEA TO TeATET &1 AESEE Q, AT@Gw AT, A-and
T, WAt qor ararEReld Te, ST, WA, HEEEd, T A audr
TN FHTATTATATS ATIR Fergd T BIAl caqed |
.} T e GearE e R
o FUFHAAT T AFTIRIGH HAd (OPMCM): TRT F&F BI-S T T Hal FagH
FeTEEds Fahaa! asT TR YU ITaedad A 1 |
. BT AST AN (NPC): wTdE Ao, AT wraffEar T AEF aRaw
ATASAIEEDH] FHIET, ATAT T AedTga 1 Y@ Hbrad! A T4 |
o TOTRTT AEATCEEE: ATFT AAEdHT AGAEEH! AW JTHT T T Toadl Ml
A T e
o TR T T TqE: WS T TAHF Tgl ATFT AT T FEAART AT FATerd
FEHAB] ATF AR b qrehl Fafia s Tu sq=edr |
.3 Tl 9 (Third-Party) STE AT q&T HeATET
o EIAQ T FHIEA: ATHT T AATEAAS qG AEQMS AAST Td AU
A SRk A1 GedT (T 9&7) HIhd dMMie €A ATTHAT a1 HedT$T TS aleh
ZaET TNTH |
.Y TBRUA AT T GEHH
. THEUA HEH: fafie FpmeEee g aEaA Uge fuasr SO (Duplication)
FA T FEHIHT M&E MO aregabrd =9+ 5|
o T TEHATHT THEHH THUHT aEqAS ATIR HIAT Al Mabraed I9: AT T
o AR e U § |
.Y G SRS AREE®! FaRT
o ATINT HTATAITHT HHAT GrEAHE TAE (Public Audit), GHINE TUE (Social
Audit), T WSS FIAE (Public Hearing) 9/TWUHT fTIes ATHEHI HEd AR
FARTH T |
R.& TIE TEAAT T BIA BRATED! AAB




o ARETEHT TR WREHY A1 AHUH A ATIR HIH T ARG TR BIH-
T T SRUA AT/ MR b ATl B A, FEER
TRYHIAS SFHAEE §eST af 70 HIAAT HRATEHT ARl AR ar FHaww
& T HER AfUER e heEr g

R. T FETHIBLT T BIATT

o ITTHT TAT FedTgHT UdaaTe® AR dieha! SrEmET TAR T4 FreeHeE A
gidaaTet [T GHAEaeE qFeli-ad asqed b Aard A HaadT T
AT g |

3. 9T M &E YUITRNAT I VeI ARTET (Contribution to M&E System)
7Y Ul AUl 0 AT T HeA3A WO i qebcds T HCamice

U «dUbh[ <:

o TaddE (Ad-hocism)iblf T T 75@_'% ?}mﬁaﬁrr:
> IWAT FRHTH] WAT THAIT MKE T8 UG BT 2k 6 90T 5,
T & AATHT (o T hiEeE wraae 16 qeead Heaes
Elx) gﬂT‘U
AT SATATRA sgaed (Results-Based Management):
> Had deic @9 WAl % WU (Inputs/Activities) Tl T fﬁ?"l}lﬂ'l";} faeanfua
T Yidwe (Outputs),qﬁTﬂT (Outcomes), AR THT AT UL HeATgd ™
TEF e A W g |
TS SAGEATITH AL T O FHIAH:
> B A A AR Afgdrars ey Rei@ T gied Aftere el
AT THE, SHAR, T WEHEEH SFHaray ae¢h! 5 |
T I ATHA M&E TRATHT GHS:
> g, W9 T T el BTEA TE UE A GEur A yoreiers Senrd
T g Ul AEREH T g |
AR FEAHar T QRIE Jag:
> WSS TUE T WES P GIAgers Bl ATER Sar b o
AN T (Citizen Oversight) TSHT 3, TS YEER T afFaiqar &9 T
HET T |

¥. A& (Conclusion)

AT AN YeATEH U, 050 o JIelh! qraw-a A TAT AT Haeda—Telrs SHisie
BAFAT T ATIR GST THN g | T UId M&E o FeEsE  Aq=iisbdaEe g T4
ARG T SAThSEl" SIS FeTaqul qHFT Gl |




Ty, TFHT he TARTRT ARl FawmEetia! e [HiT, M&E aweaa?/afafas! vhidhd 9am,
T A qEH T TTh! AT T T AcAETE 3R |

e dig‘l*i"lcr;\l AT g%?ﬁ'“’l’@'@ (Concept and

Approaches to Policy Monitoring)
q. m HAYN_(Concept of Policy Monitoring)

ATTHT (Monitoring) SHATCT ST, AT, AT HIAFHH HAT-ATTHT FHHAT AMHUHT A&, THRIGM,
FolE T R B HY/THUH! Rk ®UAT AT T, TeaTg g M T A T
ATaT T Aaike 93AT (Continuous and Internal Process) KIE) WI

wRg Tt e Afkem 9 (William Dunn) &1 ST9R, "HFTAT H7%1 Aid Ba-a775]
HHAT [T §7 T T FATAEEH] G&H T 7797 T T GHT Teqal T At 177971
gIer g &l

FESME JET T A THH A[AAATS "SqGEAIH T A@r” (Managerial Eye) 1 T
g T g o FE g, Aa-aeesl OWN, 9 dedal ARl S
(Deviation)@%’q?ﬂ"g HTI'?J'E[ e T acewTe ga ar RAH (Course Correction)lef Bl

. ATHAST HE fAMAEE (Key Characteristics)
o TATaT uFar (Continuous Process): 3T Fifd TR USRT FIe THUGFH ﬁ_*lg EIRERIE
EH FAA § |
o T SATTAIH BT (Internal Function): A1 GELTHT AT FETTEE, ATISHI T@,

T FHAREEE T |

o U T ARTGAT BI5: T8 TIa: Inputs (SE/IIH) T Outputs (Aifda Ffd)
=T qHA B |

o YRPRAT T ga (Feedback Loop): TG HATIITHT HHAT @ WHT THEAEEHT

TohId FHTE Qiod cTaedhars Gl 6g |

. ATTHART 3®HIIEE (Approaches to Policy Monitoring)

fafera® S (William Dunn) 1 70 WEwE A0 [GauFees) @R A AqTHTeHT
FRFEES TEaqdT ¥ AT FHEH I & i




3.9 FAAAT FTAT IRBT (Compliance Monitoring Approach)

o FFUROT: A IRFHO AT FETET difeuer UE, Fam, S wwevs, Fefier T
FITET AT A/ THCHT THEAT T |

o Frgiarg: (FIH T ATCYHT AG W (Rule-following and Compliance) |
o W WA & BrFITHAEES FITH T FRIEAF [FAAET GO GIATT TRH G
o SYARET BRiT ATET FEA T T ATHRST TEIN T |

ERCIR G} ATTHT ?;'fé_ﬁl’ﬁ'“T (Accounting Monitoring Approach)
. YR A gREN Hewaw Bl T ifde da-araa Res-Reare (input-Output

Analysis) HT Hiead g g |
o FHrglarg: AFANE aoe @EdH! Faed, BT AqemEe, SHekhd! @ud T qHIasw!
T |

o T WN: "AGTH T T FHANT AT AT B GEA AT [ AT
o START: i aREfRiar gRET T T ARSEHE g1 @ 478 (Cost Overrun) e |

3.3 Th&T a1 Afisn AJMHA qi%ﬁw (Experimental / Results-Based Approach)

. TR TEORRTT aoe @9 X e T A1 Te4, el dodll qewr Fedl qebier
i@ ar s (Outputs and Direct Effects)wﬁ_{%ﬁ g W e ‘c{%ﬁw |

-

) ‘*"“il(;l"gi CAR R | NEETHS (Key Performance Indicators - KPIs) T EIREN AFAT
o WA YN "FHHE! AT AHGH GAF TEF T AT T YERH g [ g
o SRR ATSTHE! F2Ee T e H-IA T |

3.Y 9IS qdr Wﬂ“ﬁw AT ?a'%?):f“T (Social/ Participatory Monitoring Approach)

o FAYWQM A Tocdl qBH1 NN T AWI-ad (el ATTAT T6ATHT Joae FEami
TS AgHE RSB |

W:W AT (Citizen Oversight), 9 afefdr, T A SarhatedT |

AREE: qESE THET  (Public Audit), HINE THEAT (Social Audit), TTESHE
FAATS (Public Hearing), T R RAIE T8 (Citizen Report Card) |

W&l W "aErT Fler Aawl FEAEIT T Ha JAEE FaF! TG ToE G
o SR yEER Fae, T qude T gemET afiEbfy T |




Y. JEHNEEDH JAAICHe GRA_(Comparative Summary Matrix)

EIRIEED
E{Eau & H51a7g S/ THE
AT FEA FE X U, e, R, | st T
(Compliance) EEREIEARCISE] IBEEIE) TATAATHT b
ie] el @ T difds | o gideee, | facim aqemEE T
(Accounting) AT AT, Ledger SINCRECEC ]
BISEl T
LIERVE RE| S S — Ao @0 (Results | S°F FTATEA T
(Results) Framework), KPIs TUTEAT ﬂ‘ﬁ&r
TA%e® (KPIs)
ANRE 9d® T
IS - = IS TqE, | UREEIdn, A9 ¥
(Participatory) < SIEEIREAGNCIE VEFER =
Y. Fe®d (Conclusion)

A AT Faer BN IAGET TR G GRS AT W erg | A a A
AR AT AT T T AT AEAATS STABTHT AT Wecadul HIeaH &l |

AYHF AEAD FIMETHT AT T @ AT Tl TN G I0TeBT T e
AT (Results-Based) T HENRIAEE® (Participatory) A LAl Tl TANT Tlff

o,
AATALTE A+ |




AT AeATETH! ATYRIM T TFHT AMIIVSEE (Concept
of Evaluation and Its Criteria)

q. T HASTH! ATURIM (Concept of Policy Evaluation)

ElIG) Hedlg (Policy Evaluation) g Hifd T (Public Policy Cycle) T e TI%T_OH\U'f T
TerSTTere =T B, Sl B A, AT A7 BrEiHEDT A, FETT, TATBIET T Seenrei
GAEH! FEQHS T JUTRARTT GHE e |

ATEAS "HH HI4 T2 g” (IR TG 9 Hoargol "HWE! arediads A < T4 &
T AR FHAH! @ T |

g e frée RikEw €9 (William Dunn) #1 9981, A qears7 yor 77 AT ar
FAFHA BT TRE ATAEE T [F751 GoT T FIEA (Value or Worth) & FITT 7

qEaTeTE JAS T |
RUGR: G2 FEEAR R R E R RIS
o TARET T YHE-HEd: TGS WiAE WIS (Output) WRaT ST HEAHHTAT  IROTH
(Outcomes) T el T (Impact) g AT T |
o WM@EA® B (Periodic Activity): T ATTAT &l ML e FAA G0 (T5- 9,
Jegaty, a1 quIHde) A s |
o TE T ARE WO 7€ Afowr e, wiant a1 et @i S s
I T |

. TR@ErE®r AT (Learning Tool): HeaTsol fovTasT Tedig®are ReFx wiasawr =t
T [T T ISAT (Feedback) 7375 |

R, A HeI§hl HIUIUSE & (Criteria for Policy Evaluation)

F T AT Bwr TR a1 d@m 9w WO T [T aegE woevgeEs wbn
‘lii*@ | Aferaw 9 (William Dunn) dAT OECD-DAC (Development Assistance Committee) i
Fufeor T & qeT YHE AeATET WIIIEEE E S g

R.q WTEHIRET (Effectiveness)



. TR G AhdT WEEE qar Ao qIe® B eaavH 2 T FFr =
HOT T AYETE 2 |

o &I WA "F HAdcd qF TRFT TEIEE FAT HP"
o IETEIT: A HIEAT el I aHHT 0% WEA TAIH AT T A1 A e
IUARY Hid FATT T
R.] HEET (Efficiency)

o ATURUM: AMBUHT AT o1 T&T B T Bid Ad-ara (i, TA, S ) T
AT WA ART T YIA®e (Cost-Benefit) T Tl T4 HIEUE 2l |

o W'A WH: "7GATH T T GHTAT AABTH A BT 9T [ AT
o JRYT: FAHT AT (Waste) UF] T ICAETLNAAT €T3 |

R.3 ﬁ%ﬂf 7 WEREar (Relevance / Adequacy)

o AFURM: el AfETd aif a1 THTSHT dTedides qUEATAs Hid gaaFd qeare 9
[T W1 TEAT T WYLV B |

o TEA W "F I AT FAarE AedlAE GEHET GEE TR F A4 AT a5 AT
. B%W:WTWWﬁﬁ%W(Adequate)@ﬁT%ﬁW“ﬁ|

R.Y GHOE 9T GHAAT (Equity)

HTYRIM: AP W, AR T AFGaEE® GHeiaT ame o (B 18 ggie o,
T, Wieer, T dHepd qHEE) T =i €99 BaRe war B oaue e 2
HIETE |

. WS WX 'F AfdE BT 7 q T AT (7767 €A TP
o Frglarg: AAISE A T GHEATT |

.Y 9@ (Impact)

o YRV Afq HETEIT T AGTT a¥, G, AFAA T ATATERIHT THT THA T
ST Ed (THRIcHE a1 AHRIHE, TET a1 AYAET) BT A& |

o W& WA "Hlacl HTAECH! HATEGT AT FUAHAT FEdl GEHAT GRATT A"

R.& XU (Sustainability)



o TYUIM: AT FEANT AT AT/ HHH GATH WZFHIG U el ot T
N AT YRS M BT Eeg [ e 9 g WIUETS |

o &I WA "GIT 7T FEAFHA AHYIe GI7 AN GHRICAE THT 213G "

3. AITEEED! qOcH® qIcld!_(Summary Matrix)

HYSTE (Criteria) WYT T @9 (What it Measures)
(Focus)
TAEHTIT
TET I T T A& DT o
(Effectiveness)

HEcHar (Efficiency) AN T wAwe AR FdeTdl FART (Cost-

Benefit)

FERIear (Relevance) U FATH i T e

qrTHe
THAT (Equity) —qranfEa fea AT T A6 aIH Afd! 9g=
TE (Impact) EICEARIEI TE LR TEqT T YUTRATAT ATThT B0

BT ©OHT GHE (B ET

MU (Sustainability) ~ <eRT FEeaar

¥. A &Y (Conclusion)
T AT Had qedTg Fgad T a1 AT GHIET T9 B 2red | AT qasead el
FEMWEHAT T qHAT &S S TAT Sf= HAl ol |

A AIETEEE (AT T THEs G, HEEdr, TRRwT, a2, T T /o) &7 uahidd
wanTer Hifa Fafdeears foemm Hfaar gar T, sreavas W AT e a1 e ™ T
ot HfifceT AN Al ATUR Y& T WEgd TASE |




HIfd HeaTg=aHT YHRE® (Types of Policy Evaluation)

q. FYa9AT (Introduction)

AEE AT qT FEAHEHT TR, ATHA, AT T THEFRAT T T AT wohwT
e =R ears T g | A HF SO g, Hedlgadl Hed Sevd & ol T Hedrsd
el Tag T ATICAT TGS Al geprean frure 7 afsbeeg |

R. HEY ATAREER] ATURHT HATSAD] ADHEE

R.9 GHT 97 TSI ATGAT (On the Basis of Timing/Phases)

AT AT FEHH AT T THIAH HedTgd g Wel ATIRAT Jqells 3 AR Affeeg:

1. tff HeA$T (Ex-Ante / Pre-Evaluation):
o FAURVM: A THBT AT AN TIARET A AGRT GEATSAAT, AT, AT T
FEIT TATET TAATA T AT 2 |
o H&A Wi Feasibility Study, Cost-Benefit Analysis (CBA), Risk Assessment.

o YL AT A1 GId WX S A S@are e |

2. WA b RIEA (Mid-Term / Ongoing Evaluation):
o HAAYRUT: A a1 AT HAAITH! M qaie (FHwIadr qrer dJ&ry) 9
HUfey g |

o SEXT: AHUHT AEIEE e g RUTAT HH W2y 5 g 9 2 T sty
HAEgPT RN A a1 SASISHT ATaxTb AR (Mid-Course Correction) I |

3. Heqw & THT qeAT$T (Ex-Post / Terminal / Impact Evaluation):
o AU AT a1 HREAHH 0 TIAT GFIA TSI a1 AN WUHT hel audieg
e |

o eI el AlETd o, TS, Adq~ T ATdTa<uTAT U] aediad T Sreehiei
aTE (Impact) AIAT T |

RR T A 9_05% AL (On the Basis of Purpose/Function)

1. WHcHE Hedlg (Formative Evaluation):
o AU Ay HEaIS FHAT AGE! UEHAT, TUTA T BEGEAETA UK
AT LT TN HeATE |




o HEEATg: BAFATTH] TNHT, FAEMNE TEAT T ACHTA qHEIT FHTEM |
2. ARFHE HATET (Summative Evaluation):

o ATYRM: Hifd a7 HAHH AlbUae AgHT T AT, ATHAAT T AR
Hedrg Tﬁfl

o Wﬁ@:ﬁﬁﬁ@ A %ﬁ,ﬁ"v_ﬂr{ T qc'\u'f WUHAT o7 (Terminate)ﬁ
i o |

3. wRar WeAqTE (Process Evaluation):

o AU A FAY AN HSeS, 9al JAEH! ANHT HEal g, T BT adr
YITEE SOPs WelT WUHT . 6 e Wl B Hoarg |

4. 9T Heqrge (Impact Evaluation):

o HAYURIM: A PRI &I THS T ST aX bl SaTeadr FHear @ T
AHRCHE /THRIAE RAdT AT W GEH @ T |

R.3 WeATEAHAl/MEHEHT ATARAT (On the Basis of Evaluator)
|. HAR® qeagT (Internal Evaluation):
o i HrEiraET T FEAd FHE A1 ARFHCEEF A GeArs |
o THIZAT: HH WiEell, FEANTT TLATFHT sl dge T (5l g |
o SWIFT: TANIE (Biasness) §1 @A |

2. 9@ HeatigT (External / Third-Party Evaluation):

o TEIWRT AGLHT TIAA (o, ATG-a G&AT a1 AT (Consultant) &

o TRIZAT: oqe], ey T Widled ®qAT Toeadd g |
o TR AT Wil T qHT AN |
3. Wﬂﬂﬁﬁw HeqrsA (Participatory Evaluation):

o Midene yWifad g T AR, AHitad a9 T SUsRaAEEdrs T
eI TG TR YeaTga (e e TE, AR Rad &1 |

3. THE YHREEH! JOACHS qii®!_(Summary Matrix)




TR (Type) Fea  MCg? AT Sexd  (Primary  YHE@  WF (Key
(Timing) Objective) Question)
EEIar T ARd-a | % A AT AT 1=
Ex-Ante (38) | 7i{d @] g st e g -
Mid-Term EJpiEEpEcal HeT-a19 IR (Mid- ES gﬂﬂ ﬂ% feamaAT
(F[W%) 1kl Course Correction) MR HT ?ﬁ?
ferer el
Ex-Post i TOA | EHTAT T T e : o
(=) quafey O
AT
S FHTATATTHT FHEEE T YOIl AR HEEagT e
ormaftive T|T\-§ E ga_r{ ‘]ﬁ‘)
q AT T Hifdel R/ AqEATT | g Wea T {6
i
ummative E ﬁa,_.\-l‘ W ‘]ﬁf)
¥. &% (Conclusion)

AT oAz F4 USer qA dREmr DT ga) AT THHT ArEvaHd, Iy Gia-are
T Ffassaiar Te aMER ST Aeasas! TR gHlE g |

ICHE A HATAITHT ARN A TAITATS Ex-Ante, FAAITHT HHAT Formative/Mid-
Term, T Hd I WU Ex-Post Impact Evaluation &1 FH-adcHE® TART T AATALAH

g3 |

AT S i AeArgeT THAEE T qATsHT
IIIEE

9. ‘1’8‘{[&1’ (Introduction)



qEwEe Aifd =T (Public Policy Cycle) 7 i HeA$T (Policy Evaluation) o AT =T
EApERCal %W,WW,W,T EPEARIER R IC (Impact)_chlf aﬂﬁg feraor Tlé?ﬁl
SuTerET i qEHT GehREEd gell gnan e T B e, e € gEtar
el Hfde® @i T AT G|

T, AAAHT GrewE FOIETAT A GedrgT GOl A qH qRuwE AEREE Eal
W THAfdE AR (Strategic Learning Tool) T &IHT ¥=aT Ui+ TIaT AT YR
ﬁWﬁﬁT (Administrative Formality) T AT A BT URATEHT HROT AT aredrasd
TATE WG g Wbl T |

3. e A AeaTgHT THE TAAEE (Key Challenges)
orerar ST AeATs W&t @ U SHidedrs GeAnTd, qeard, wiEties ¢ qoiis T

TEIqaT Y AT fare Y B At
3.9 TR q B SFEE

o QAR BEAITS FA: ATEA TAT AeATFZT U, 3050 AW AN AedT3T
gidae T RARIREeEdrs AN Hifd T e aegetd € T A998 (Policy-Budget
Linkage) T IRWET HHAR § | Wdaa78® TA: TAT a7 ST FIHT T T G|

o GEIT TN GH-EIHT FWE: TF, T2 T T q@ drF Ad HedgaT Aevs, 99d
(Indicators), T T ATETAYETTAT TIE FH=a T UHETAT T |

o EATETATS THICAD TN SRY: GeAT3elTs Tedl o1 HASMY Aleara~ HIead (Fault-
finding mechanism) T €IH A 2RA §a1 PAaaTHAEEd Fal qLqF e a1
TS WA Tegra e |

R TAE T G G SAIAEE
o FTECT T2AE (Baseline Data) BT 3AW: (A AT ARG & FIAHD! TRAVIHE

AFET (Baseline) ™ €IE HgaT HehT raf-aamuiey i aRed= Al 9= g (Impact
Assessment) T oA g9 |

e TUEAQT T AAEAAD TLATEHT HH: THIHT o TUTeAl] FEaT aeqis, rageia
T GUIH qEATF WH T giha |

o T Tdhe® (Vague Indicators): A o w&T F A T (Measurable / SMART)
TATEE T T |

3.3 TR T Qra-greT qEd SHdee




. P T wRRe awaer w9 AT gearsTEr agE SRATEE (Bconometric
modeling) T TUMTA® (Qualitative) FATIEE TART T4 Fa T&7 ARG F9E |

o TNICH AUAEAT: AT A A Tl W& qeamsT (Evaluation) BT RN ge wATE
TIC T GAIS! SHTET T |

o TATA TG AeATEADT HH: TgUEId AeASTEE AANE HHAK o Tg=ehT ATETCHT
IR R TRIEET TeBaT < (& (Objectivity and Neutrality) 1 WA
TS TEF |

.Y TR a1 SRR e

o SIS FRIEEArsT STME: TS Aqeac aedTee THd qearse =3l qobTd
RIT THTE (Populist) AT GIal AATIHT HAFHAEEAS e TAHH & T |

o FUHNCH QM Hedlgad [ g9 &[S a9 96y, & TR T JeEss
Ao AREER AR gar AT e Hears g aeaT |

3. qHIYHHT IUIEE (Way Forward / Solutions)

JurerEr AT weAEd Telerd aeqes, e T ahed Sed e SueeE
W:

3.9 HITH TGN AR

o W9ET FEAITHI B AEAAT: ATHT T91 HedTgd U, 050 Bl T qrefar
TR GeaTsa RGIREgeers drH soe T A Gl afard arae s+
g |

o THIHd M&E G 97, U9 T TIHET T8 € M&E QoA ARHIEN T Tahidhd
Rfiea feas® /ie®HH (PPIS ST&ET YUIIelt) <% §5& s |

3.} =g T Wiafger srgHetsar

« Baseline DataT SMART G AT T 1 Ui S Tl T{afer correbt aAmene
qeaTs (Baseline Data) T Ao e SRED (SMART Indicators)?‘ﬁa'_;f ‘:l?ﬁl

. T qearg HEeA (NSO) 9T qead: AR ety I Fair 78 qwad wwust

FAESF qLATS ITAd TS ey [Hars |

3.3 quar faem T diaae! g




o GHAr ANl FEW F@T T ATEE GEIEHT FHAEEATS ATgHE HoaTg T @iy,
YFAIX T qearg famrr diferd &7

. T woe RfRdeT: B A a1 g aENEE Fe aees FEa gk (s

1-3%) AFEAE TIH ATAT T AATFAHRT AT @A T |
3.y fAeTerar T gefeie Sarha e

o TG TH (Third-Party) qeAET: g1 T AMT HEwad! Ade€d] HeATFT €ad-A
ferafaemer, aqEa %5 a1 arel FFAThd e 9ERE gers |

. 'ﬂ_ﬁ"m—‘ﬂw b RIEA (Participatory Evaluation): WeaT$ YERATAT I I,
EASHE IS, T ANE RAE B Sear Aeesh! FaNT T4 amiieaa avieT
ATATST qHEA |

¥. A9 (Conclusion)

TATAHT A AeATFAATS BTG FHIET T TS Goeh! ard [haTerAT | W Al s
AT T ﬁm%gd’r (Results-Based & Learning-Oriented) T3 ATSIH! ATFTIHAT o |

A o = T G T AN i, A AUl GeATse U, 050 T el U
T, T HeAT3H] RAIREgETs A GRATSITH FART T IR q8Ted GehA1 /A Qra st

TTEHT IREETAT, STarhafedl ¥ G Jags Wg Afvd d5de® el T g |

it S RIERED AT T AGAIEE (Constraints on

Policy Evaluation)

q. W (Introduction)

Qi d == (Public Policy Cycle) AT WeaTgT (Policy Evaluation) @S ST AT=ea,
TETT, T BT T A Wl AR Wi | RgTedd: qeargeel il qherar a1
AGHAAH] TEHE T A Hoehd e |

R, SHARAT AT Tears T G e 9¥et T e g | Hearse uhwar Ry

WA, STAG A FAAGGE (Constraints) NE BRTH! g7g | A FHEEH BRI BT
ATEITAT HeATgIel TET AlTSll &7 T o7 oAb Hoaht AT Aferdr e T4 didha |

R. A0 Heargaat HE FEAUTEE (Major Constraints on Evaluation)
AT AATET &7 3@ I GHEEAS eIl (9 ¥ AT AT TR HeqaT T Ao




.9 TOHIe a4 A SaUde® (Political and Policy Constraints)

o AEE A7 TG AR SLYAGE: ST TEAIT qeT3 A FATATEeeT Wr: et
AEA T LTS AT, Bl AT AW ASHH| W A 4 W gae,
HeATgAHAATS & A el Me=E g |

. TEMIE TEE T Q@G AR Thuee qomidd &0 FagTeid gl
TATES T A1 HeATEEe! ATET BT (Populist) NAEE AR WIHT T A=,
T WM& HeATgA Widagaars JHied ar a1 ars- T §7g |

o HeAlEd YRUMAYTART A" (Resistance to Evaluation): ~I[d  FHTAFaI & dg &
TEATETee Todl afearen a1 @ f& Aeame €0 B g4 AR g

(Internal Resistance) Tlé_{ |

R.} U O WM AGUEEE (Institutional and Administrative Constraints)

o AR HETFagET aWE (Non-utilization of Reports): HedTgT PINE 5 M | LI LY
A AU qPT AERAEEAS ool BEDHA a1 i FLNETAT FART T qiedrt
| T IS WG §T gl SeanTa A 8|

o UbIierd W T GHAD! TS WATE AT (Impact Evaluation) 1 Hdsil ATg a0t

g, TW THR AT A e edrs dobld Jahd wMeld! g7 | TR FHEd
TET EARAT FAeTd (Superficial) HeATST G |

. QT-TET (T T TRE) B B JoadT T A+E FeargT T gell gaedt T
fast Sierfch =ferg, AT A AT T&T M&E T A0 747 doic A gears s |

.3 R aur e sEeQges (Methodological and Technical Constraints)

o T T JATEHRT Ww (Attribution Problem): SHTSHT QQ% REdT wareT 8 A
T SE] BREGE HIH TREHT grgl | SIEIHT AR, MET HSTAT Tareed e
NI i, feresn i, a1 F3fers skt B 9 gaeasT (solate 79) raredt
FRT T |

o IYCHE T TONCHD ST HGTAT Scer: Hifces T FRiT (Output) Wl =Te
Al T ARG HT TS, FIRHIHT, ATHISE AR a7 GE STeal UIcHeE
(Qualitative) g e® AIT Tlif e g g |

e ST GiH (SMART) GHHEEH! I A TAGET T qES ©IH A 6 T
(Measurable Indicators) q?‘h'i%b_:[ |

R.Y FEAT T TR HaUEe® (Data and Information Constraints)



. STURIT TS (Baseline Data) T SWIE: N a1 HIAHH & GIHET AoH! arediad
fEafd (Baseline) &1 T€ATE FEaT AAH! HATAITAG Hid AR AT AR T T
T |

o TEEH R T raaiaar: sEmataes, ThHied T WRaE] g9AT IOme (Information
System) I WA B T TEHAT A1 aEE! qeATg Ud R |

R.% éﬁib_ TAT IS ATATEE (Ethical and Social Constraints)

. ﬁﬁm 95e® (Ethical Issues): ERIITES CRIERLL "aa THE" (Control Group) T
"IN TWE" (Treatment Group) eIl T T3 H*'CI\SQH‘E: AT ameTe HadaeT st
TRISHI §7ag, S WIS T A 3B Terd A |

o TNIAFAT T AR AP SARKIT ALATS AT GG G g & MIAFATHT
&b T BTl el Joa= B |

C A (Summary Table

ECeCalce) e /4 TEATETAT T R
TR ;f ST T TIE | oo Frover g o ey

qoeHl  HH T UfddET | HedTgd SWAR A, IS

o~

HTAadT g JfemT
faferT FwE TR | AT T B A
(Methodological) (Attribution Problem) RICGEGLIEX]
LRz Baseline Data %1 Td T et T et e
e (Ethical) Control Group FSaT E%f AN AS GHE Ol ﬁ—iﬁ

fave TRl AET



¥. &Y (Conclusion)

A oAz kA ot T AfefRd R BE | oA gegrety, fferta ieer, qears
ITASHAT T AA-ATTH! AHAAT THRT ITATATE AGUTHT AT |

aad, geargemal qur A FeidEed @ S E@-asd 9 A Fais S SMART
W?‘hﬁ, Baseline Data 9§l ﬁ,(WW@%WTWWﬁW
o] T% |




Unit 5: i 999 < 9&@dq (Policy
Impact and Change)

q. " TSB! ATIROT (Concept of Policy Impact)

i w9 (Policy Impact) AT A T~ 92T oAferd a¥, dAdq=, AraRe, T T8
FHTTAT YT SIEpTei, Y&l a1 AYTE, T Aoieig ar - =g (Planned or Unplanned)
IREAA 8 THSH |

A == W Aifde RS Output (e FraTer waw [, @ deprea
ATETE Outcome (STe: faramerar frandf wiae afy), T coaer THISTAT waTUHT JOTeiTa qer
YCITCHS qRATTATE Impact (FE: AT dfg wE TR Famomar e anmem) wfieg |

R. T TEHT YBREE (Types of Policy Impacts)
HfdeT gWEeTs A= ArEmHee aRfie Y ALTIT T dibeg:

1. J& T AYAH I (Direct vs. Indirect Impact):

o WEHE: FAFT WeT qEd AER qovd a1 €F A A9 (e Foyed @

FAHHA THT 3 T |

o FYTET: MAD! TeAE T&A TAY U FBTIH BT [FSi g @ (STedt: @raaeT
FHRO A1 FAEe G g ML =AW Icaeawed 9] |

2. AeEg 'ﬁ'{-ﬁw YA (Intended vs. Unintended Impact):
o ASTAEg: T FATART AT qapT A I5¥0 ATARF] GHRIcHE Tread |

o WASAEZ (Spillover Effect): i TE-ATAE  TIRTHT FHRHE T
IHcHS IT-IATT (Side-effect) |

3. ASUBTAT T SIHBIAT T (Short-term vs. Long-term Impact):

o HSUBA: Ild AN A AT Teblier sFagiied Fax |
o ErHebTelN: TEAT=aLoT =1 YOI ©9HT THEER HIT EH IR |

3. Tifq U@ ATERT (Concept of Policy Change)



T aREdT (Policy Change) W=Tel S arasiter <ifawn wwa, aiifRufa, Tt wfafe, verifas
fommeamy, a1 HeargeT FeaddmT ATIRAT TR RIE, IRATSH, [Fea a1 Fadied ar
EEISEL

st A R (Static) §a; AT THerefer (Dynamic) W6 811 GToAT ot ArereTAT A1
FHEAEE S g2 AT Aidee e aied grag, 9o T&1 id aRad aad gg |

Y. N uRadHet e a9 YREE (Types/Models of Policy Change)
1. W& YRAAT (Incremental Change):
o Y RS (Charles Lindblom) T RIgT=awr AT |

o fogmm fifowmr arr-foar Gees, sele gaEE, a1 wrEe gRATS TR I
FET AREH |

o W YU §g T AYAT WAMEMSH a1 TSl AU (Resistance) FH § |
). AER® /Al IREdT (Fundamental / Paradigm Shifo):

o ! O
o T fqr Sweng J gFer Fedd Tt g9 o1 cqEedr A |

N

o IR JUTAHT R0& 3 /&Y Ul UhlcHS YMET qaedTals [Feafud T a9
A Ad TAAHS A AT |

3. A ﬁwm/gﬂ“{lavhm (Policy Succession):

o TUAl T W7 TOH FAGHA THY A TAT ATELARAT GEEAET TH AT
Hifers w1t Afder wiaeamaT (Replace)Tlffl

4. i @SN (Policy Termination):

o el ATl ITA B NAHYIG a1 A IO AT FAR W I BHRE
TERualy adE @R a1 a8 I |

Y. N IREeT ®ReE qcae® (Drivers/Factors of Policy Change)
AT afads Tt g3 aEHT qgie Pl arEr T araRke doaeE 9T g

o q9HId® aREd (Political Change): Tt THR, AT, TSI Zolied a1 E=RERAT
AT AR |

o WATEAH! AST (Evaluation Feedback): i HeaTg Widaael Aifd AFHA WD al
FUR AEIAF ool @A |




. GANE T SAIGEI®H IREAT (Socio-Demographic Shift): TELH0T, AEA A(g,

AT TTAGEATH] LT ATIT e |

o i ¥EC a7 <99 (Economic Crises): J:I"él, olc © cr, a1 EEREL gq ot gee
(WEd: IMF, World Bank) &1 H8E |

o WRERr Y igwg?ﬂw (Technology & Globalization): T=T gfaferesT e T sawad EZI
e/ AT |

o TN A T MRS T (Public Opinion & Advocacy): G, AT, AT
FARHTETTHT GoEN |

&. _‘ﬁﬁ '@f{?‘ﬂ’ (Policy Termination)

SERISUIE

i | (Policy Termination) qraHe Hid o6l AaH =L ?ET‘@T ﬁ'{%, Wﬁﬁ%ﬁ,
AT GIA-ATEFRT AT TRIEHT A, BEHT o7 YEAEEATS AT < ASTI6E T 0T THH
Mg |

it TREIHT FRUEE (Reasons for Termination)

o IRYT WIE: Ao A AlBUR @EA qo0y et TREE (SR qiferdl geee
AR |

o WNA-TEAHT HH (Cost-Ineffectiveness): Hifder wfawe vaT I9Tes 99 é% gl

. Toemae® ait@d (1deological Shift): Tt SIS Tqca ATSAT Aol TLHRH!
A @ T |

o 7t aREtSia it SeE: AfaEwH AfaveET IO T ATgHE [Een 9 &7 |
i @resienT ﬁ?ﬂ?ﬁ (Challenges/Barriers to Termination)

| ge T S AR g, AEers Sve A1 @RS T S A TR geg | a9 vHE
EERPLIRE I IR

o FUALAAD! ATARE WAUT (Bureaucratic Resistance): AT = :&;"'QT HHATART
AT, AYHR, a7 AT G T 7

. qfEra Wjﬁ &a (Vested Interests): fiabr Q%E‘IT ART TRIehT THE (Interest Groups)
& @il Friv T

o eI saw (Political Risk): AT g el |1q (Vote) ‘;ﬂﬁ S|




. Wﬁ'ﬁ ARTAHT AE (Sunk Cost Fallacy): "AleTaF T Al é% Tod @Y ASHH B! 3,
A HEL v 2" el WA |

9. ﬁ'&'ﬁ“f (Conclusion)

A qArT T ARFAT |rEstEd A ARt SET w gl AT ArEdiad ahedl g
FHTSET T GhIIHS T (Impact) AT iR Td |

I qeargeET HHAT A FowE o aaraiie faga gwad ali = aRadT (Policy
Change) a7 ATIUH T AERE QI (Policy Termination)TI""f SER| ERIGHIGH T HﬁﬁTﬂ'@
AT YOl afe= &l |

T TEHT AT T IGHT AAHEE (Concept and

Dimensions of Policy Impact)
9. Fifd TWTEehl ATEIRET_(Concept of Policy Impact)
i W (Policy Impact) TTES=a A =2hahl Af-aw qar a'g':ﬂmﬁw AfersT 2 3’% o

TS i a1 HRHH AR TedHU e av, THT, THT=, ATAraor T AMEeHd Jumedar
TG I ST, GEATcHS T (&I IiEa ars +ifd T e |

A STATATITAT Hd TS Results Chain (AT YFAT) ABT 57 AAELAD §oeg:
Output (ARE): AfTHT TebTA A a1 UFFANTT IUar=e (FEd: Fgh @i, arfer g |
«  Outcome (ARVTH): AAFT FETHTAT FGL AT FHRT (SEQ: ATAAT Teot g, AT FART
71|
e Impact (F9T): BT ErefepTelie, samaes ¢ Sfiamedan o & (Sed: s afg
gd, 1 <l ucq) |

g i e 99q SS9 (Thomas Dye) FT ATAR, "Hld FHIF T TR @ e ar
TET 9 FI TAAB ARAAE AFT T TAE G G A AT IRTATAE FASF |

3. A IEHT YHE AAHEE (Dimensions of Policy Impact)

AP FAT FA UIer G WA G R Tgard @i w T smamweeare fFEm
g:




R.9 99T @M (Temporal Dimension)

o  FCUDIENT T (Short-term Impact): T HETTITH! Tovd =1 HE AR R
SYFETATT T YA T qiad |

o WHBRE T (Long-term Impact): ifer SRS ‘q‘qﬁ ﬁ‘ﬁ%{ qHSIHT LI a1
HITAAT IR T/ T |

R.] AFNTA AN (Intended vs. Unintended Dimension)

« AAEE/SRga T (Intended Impact): T AT T&T T TRUHT T A&F T 29T
ATAR B HUHT RS AAEE |

o ARAEG/ANEHT I (Unintended Impact): i Fafarer T6- 9@ THT @
HifT FEafFaaTE®T FHAT II-IAGET  (Side-effect or Spillover) BT TIWT @ I
HhcHE dl dhcHE AUEE |

o TFEETTHAN HUTHI B q(g &1 (SFeed e Tsted qhg T FgIor HEe)
T IIH! AMTYT T TIRY Araaive qardsh! ST Fg< e aiar AR
|

2.3 T T AYTE A™H (Direct vs. Indirect Dimension)

o UCAH W (Direct Impact): ifcel W A G0 =1 GHEATETS Gealta &7 SR
AT (s Frgres fErer <ffaer wnear <€ ag) |

o AYAA WA (Indirect Impact): A AT TEAH & a1 YOAHT T &R (ST
TIERAT AUl afEde vy a1 HH Icaedhed ag]) |

R.Y A9/ &=a AW (Socio-Economic & Sectoral Dimensions)

e T Bfier e gergs a1 THIRd €91 THE 9T

o GHINF AN (Social Dimension): AT ] Mr\ldd%d(,?lﬁ:l(ﬁ , ai%aﬁ WWT,HI’H]%‘OF
FHARIAT T GIRHIHLA AT AR |

o ¥ AT (Economic Dimension):ﬁ@'tﬁ (GDP) ﬂﬁ,ﬁm %T,Tl'ﬁ?sﬁ ﬁﬂ'ITUT,T

IqTeTeNTdT T I 39T |

o THECT AW (Environmental Dimension): W_OF QD! T, S[AdY AJH A,
T Wi FfErearr o gericas a1 THRIcHE T |

o WEM® qUT ST AW (Institutional/Governance Dimension): YT, YEINTA
AT AETE, T JATEAT TG, T HTIAT ST ggeisha |




Q.Y TS aIT [AaEcHe A (Targeted & Distributive Dimension)

. Taamca® 9@ (Distributive Impact): AH! T T ANIG FHSHT HA-FHT a9
(ereft/Ta, o /Afear, g ,/F8) 5 =i €96 T H@ 6 |

. GHM® T (Equity Impact): TGS TRUET, GHTFHT T AIFA FUHT SARbeed!
AP T TETAT [T GHHE AN |

3. AAHEEH! JAICHE AAHT_(Summary Matrix)

AN
EQ (Categories) Heq %b_"&'ﬁl@ (Focus)

(Dimension)

9T (Temporal) ABTA vs. GBIl AT T T T

QT TRGT (Intended) vs. AMFGa | M@ @&d T TH-ATAE
(Intendedness) (Unintended) TIRTHT AAEE

JA  (Direct) vs. ITAT HA AT T eld/YgAlag

feam (Directness)
(Indirect) RISl

&7 (Sectoral :
ectoral) . _

T (Equity) faaemed® (Distributive) A T ANTART TN oo

¥. A5d (Conclusion)

qrasta i W%W (Policy Impact)zﬁ ferarT Tlif Favea] Sifeel T Wﬁqﬁ
M 8| AfdEl qherar difqd AR (Output) W1 WA g, FEer RioHT T AgaAmEiE
YRR THIHT WO E |

aad, iy Fafareec i asfar wet 7 a€ET TG GHRIcHs, THRICHE, TeAET T ATTL
ATATHEEHT B [T (Ex-Ante Assessment) TRE HA A ART T 9% |




T TS HeATEAHT THE HET TAT GHEARE (Issues

Relating to Policy Impact)
Q. R (Introduction)

e AT (Public Policy) T aT€d{d® TheIdlT ifdel AR o, qaIo T Afa=aAr a0+
et T W TE (Impact) 1 X 85 |, it arediass rea |99 19 T sferd
TATE R T FE A ST g |

TATASEdT fAHTEHE SYEEAT A R T HTAadTHT FROHT @l O fae S,
iR, T qoifas HHSees! RO b TATa G ATEE S gaad | S yurasiT

relleqd e WET T qHEAEETS Feaadl I8 9HTHT e Hisheay:
(1) F9T@ 9 T B T HHAT AT WEEE,
() TATE AOT TAT LT TET AT HIRE |

R. i gt YHE HEEE (Major Issues Relating to Policy Impact)

T wredT SRuET @ ggr a9 TEdEeds S g war B 1@ geme T
b

R.9 m HET (The Attribution Problem)

o BT T YHEH TFY AT Hi&T (Cause-and-Effect Linkage): SHISTHT @ 9w
FHcHE TG B (@R A BRI WAl A fbar T+ el 875 |

o Fg-HRF YA (Multiple Confounding Factors): ITEXEHT TN, T¥AT NS HSTAT
wareey Hifdel ANEH Hid, B Afdwr B, a1 T200E AWM (Remittance) T B2
W AT B TS WA GEATS (Isolate ) AN S B |

R.] 99T A=} T ey Hal (Time-lag and Sustainability Issues)

o W T T AG (Time-Lag): AT HEF=77 (Outputs) Tovd 9T W cF@HT
AEAEE THE (Impact) IR AN a1 TUHI AN FFGg (SEd: Qe A Areeaee
i) |

o

o TH AR @rod A (Short-Termism): TSTAAH Fqcd T FATCAHTEEA LAY

(o)

HHTANT IR GBI FAHe (Outputs) AT GIvg, gl TaT BTN T

e e ATSITHT TEH |




o RMg@r FH (Lack of Sustainability): a5R1® WEEr a1 FEE SweeT s@w
Tty ARer RstT TaET THTE BT I A1 THAd AT i S |

R.R ﬂﬁ‘i%ﬁ' T TERICHE THTEH! Hal (Unintended and Negative Impacts)
« TYAE A Spillover Effects: B U &S U T <AGUHI Al A1 ST

ENCHE AT U e |

o TEETEIMA AN RIS ATATTH SoF WraR 3 TNMSET STHIRHIHT AT
e g W8 SiaTea @i |

o AR TG A qTd (Perverse Displacement): Hifdewr o AEdfed R X
GHATHT AEF AR GE=ET a1 ST@TeeT W98 (Elite Capture) < BTd 9T |

R.Y BRI T Al Hel (Implementation and Resource Constraints)

o HAEITH GSA (Policy-Implementation Gap): FRTSTHI Hifd | w9 qmae R
FHTAAIT, TCH] AAE, T WS FEAATHT BRI A TAEET 7 |

o IS ARIRAT T MO FREORATdT a@: TP IR Aeeal [ Afiee
AT AATH T A GRS g gaT Aferer T W Frew e |

R T=TE, TH X graferepr HET (Data, Methodological & Indicator Issues)

o HTERAG AEAE (Baseline Data) BT WM@: M AN gl aAewl Fafq a8 FEar
HTAAITAS Hid TG TAT A= Tl (Ex-Post Assessment)Tl_"f Tlba |

o TUTICH (ST HITTAT ST TR G, GTH, GRH (0, A FHE R
W& OTCHE (Qualitative) TATTEEETS AFHT AT T4 HicT &7 |

. STIH GEHEE (SMART Indicators) BT FHHI: i TAISaT F A G Torbee 07
TR |

3.§ Afas T g HEEE (Ethical and Social Issues)

« Control Group TNTT g1 Afie oHuge: d=® &0 WA A FERT A
Randomized Control Trials (RCDﬁf‘aTlT U3dl H*;I\G@I'E: Hifdeer o f&e T srptars Afe
(Control Group)Tlﬂ'T eI T A RIRER LT g |

C YT (Summary Table



TEH &= THE qHE

Attribution qME HRE T AT
(qIHBLT) AT A= A

AR AT O 3]

o o
Alldehl dlEdide J%hAdl/ ST Adl

QU aip

Time-Lag @@ TME I A 9HY

F) g
Elite Capture
(TgeaTea! FHoel) IR T A TS
g-Feafq et qearg
Baseline Data T HHT B
Tgd

Ethical Issue (ﬁﬁ$ RCT faferd T Aria ==

grfere ¥ ¥ guEe AfdwRa!

Tz [ERCS fgra T g1
¥. GHIEEH! SUEEE (Way Forward)
ATAAT A TATERT GFalegd A HEeears qvelgd IH (F IJUUe® ATASTIe;

L.

SMART &% Y Baseline Data el T e e ==omn T, AT Aiohl GRED
T T AFAd B9 ATIRAT TS (Baseline Data) G5 1 |
TS TORAD! GIAIHT: AT TLATg FATAT (NSO) T HATHIRE A Tl Tal

YUl (E-Governance System) Ao 1)

DHIBIAT o T TOAE FIASGar: Hfaers Tl Sh=aT /Y SSTIX dTeahTei

AT AT S |

T T GHTERN HIATad: idH] A arediad Arerd auged Tl grered T
TSI TAEAT (Social Audit) T RN RS HT€ (CRC) WART 71 |

Y. A d (Conclusion)

st A i T sk wftaw SEva Fe; AT Afan T THSH O G,
& T gweaie aW e (Impact)%?fl



TATADT FGHHT TAHIDID] Sceldl, TEATFHT HHI, T Acusblicrd | A THEHT JeT
A g | 9, A =TT g qeargens Wit SRR ©AT AUATS HiceE! e
IIEAT (Results-Based Governance) HTIH Tl'i ATTH! ATALTHT & |

AN A THE A/OT T THE e

(Methods/Tools of Measuring Policy Impact)
9. ‘1'8‘31&1' (Introduction)

e Nfa FEFEaaT IgaEuy g ARrd ai, THS T ATAEAAT IND! SE BT,
YA T @ qRacd g Ao gthan I AT v A= (Policy Impact Assessment) 2|
AT TR (Inputs) T AAE TR (Outputs) H7aT AT FET TT ANNEHH! SNATEAHT Bl
FTEATIE YR <A 9ol B! Hoaer T At a7 fafirer IRamed® (Quantitative),
NMISED (Qualitative), T &11DE (Economic)ﬁf@%‘@ T Tlﬁ*_?gl

3. WA A THE AITHT JqE fAfeeE (Major Methods)
AT wra WA s AeH GHATET AN GEAadr ¥ gl GHEHT e TR
2 afbre:
2.9 TAf® e (Experimental Methods)
g fAlgers Aid J1a /9! €0 AIEUE" (Gold Standard) HIH=e | TEHT A AW LA
T TAAGEAE g8 ANTAT ferre ig:
1. %@W @Tﬁ R (Randomized Control Trials - RCT):
o Ig fafemr MWeAer (Random Assignment) gl T3] Htl\‘éeil&f: IIREIRIEVAEN
279 (Treatment Group) T ¥T Jed AT WUHI qHges Hfdah! wmene
EIEG] '(TF@@ (Control Group) |
o g% Wq\%ﬂ'ﬁ EISEN qe T T s NERRIE] (NetImpact)ﬁWi%if_%gl
o TAET:F A Niearsr Harerm @ Fyes @t wrwe ang w8 a7
e faerdt ufeafd 3T qemr T |
R.} gy fafer (Quasi-Experimental Methods)

Vet Hfde =1 cAEE BRI AHEeEes AEFEEH AT (Randomly) G AT a7
fREH g, et A e W wieg |
o H{H-A-B{E (AW (Difference-in-Differences - DiD):




> i AR a1 A (Before) T Ufe (After) BT TEATE, T i AMUHI GHE T
AUTHT TAEH! A=A UHET AR qer T8 91 Fabitere |
. ﬁ% RISIES EKIE) (Propensity Score Matching - PSM):
> A UG qHEHT SAhEEdT Ied WS- AT fHEar (IR, ar, fEve)
WOHT HI{d TATYHT SAheeh! TEAFT LT (Match) SHIGT Tl g |
o QET %’Fﬁ%ﬂa fesg (Regression Discontinuity Design - RDD):
> BT o 9rST diuET B FEE G (Cut-off Threshold) 1 &l AT T
EF T WHT TNHH! o Mg |
> IETEI: MEdT Y@=l % dd (A arusn) T i A (A Targe)
AT SHaTea? qaT T |

.3 e T foacfig fArdwer f&af (Economic Evaluation Methods)

o ANTA-SH A (Cost-Benefit Analysis - CBA):
> T Fel AT (Costs) T AT UH g et AN (Benefits) TS Ay Hel
(Monetary Value/‘ﬁaﬁ ) AT AR T gs FAAH T (NPV) AT M-SR
FaIa S s |
> AT q H=ET TG (Benefit > Cost) WTHT bl THIE FHRICHE A |
o  ANTA-TTEEHIRGT AT (Cost-Effectiveness Analysis - CEA):
> ST AT TS AT AT S AT FET g (S TeTgUHT HiEeh
e, WERAT Al ), T W(d-3HT5 AST B4 T Hid @ Al Wl e |
> IERATHA-faaredl AR sM3T F Ad/FEHA Tl T THEH FAT 91
3|

R.Y WEARNAMA® a0 A fafdr (Qualitative & Participatory Methods)

TLATE T AT AA THHCH ANHH! T, ARBIH T GrHTord qaaq e 4 fafer

TN e

o WANE TIEAT (Social Audit): T FAFAAT UHT STSH AHI-ad THEE T
ANREHATS TE AN TS Al TRERIA], JTRETIE T AGLEN. Gl gawed
REN

o "M RAE F1E (Citizen Report Card - CRC): RIEEIEEARIIREIREN FdrE, UL T
TAEFIRATER AR Eede. 9o THEAGT [UTcH® WAfFaT (Feedback) Tger
T

o %Y ATAT (Case Study Method): T T F+ e =afes, ARA =1 aqam@H!
e (In-depth) LT T H{dhT ATEq® HAT T IRATT 3+ |




3. fAfdeEd! qaacA® T (Summary Matrix)

fafr (Method)

RCT (YAR)

DiD / PSM

FE-yafeE)

CBA
)

(SIATa-

Social Audit

GEIEED.

wer  famar  (Key
Feature)

q|<§f€sgob ©UHT Control
T Treatment  Group
JAEE ASAaE U8
TqTE HepTed

AR T AT i
HeIAT A

AR HT qAET
HEWIEIar T 989

SUTE &7 (Best

Used For)

[T pilot HFEHFH

T YT AR

Tl qRF qe

g Hifdee

qAER T AT

RlIRES

T fTe™ T

e dr

(Limitation)

e gdEse T

W Baseline

TMHE AW

%Wﬂ@

RERIGEARE ICECE

AT AT A "

D ke L I B I L ‘jﬁ?ﬁ'@‘@ (Challenges in Nepal)
o Baseline Data & SHHI: M AN FTAAT ABD! TLATF TLAT TATCHE HIT T HI&T

Eal

o VAT HHATHT FAE: RCT, DiD 9l Econometric modeling ST&dl e afAmTeHs fafer
TART 4 Fa T8 Selichebl A |

o IATOET A AT TOCH AUATHAn: AR TAE GeATITET AN G2 THH oS
Tgesy |

o TEATEAS! MHINE PAi-adT TgY: TAE AeATgAH! [Modbreears AN i Feme=sr
TART T R |

Y. e (Conclusion)

s AT gaE WO F e gdEE a1 Wigs By €30 A wwh, suesy
TEATE, F9ie, T T99 A99R fafTees! ghe 1eg |




ATTHT AT AedTgTams WRIET T aEqE SIS URHATIcHS < OcHs (afdees! s giem
(Mixed-Method Approach) AT FaeET AR T Wﬁﬂl’ﬂ@ g |

I QAT TSI dl dieidy %dad® (Advocacy

Coalition Framework - ACF)
q. ‘1'8‘31&1' T 9= (Background and Introduction)

@W T FHAS (Advocacy Coalition Framework - ACF) s Hifd ==Har i
ARATT (Policy Change) FEX §7g R TS USET WawaqUl I WWIEeen Rigra & | o9
RgT=ae®! giadTe 9t ganaaX (Paul Sabatier) T&ITE ST -g-FAT (Hank Jenkins-Smith) o q
12.5C AT T §

FAMAI I A =% (Policy Stage Model) T AT TS % qE T WA g Ao
T UGS Fo T 91 X@IeHF (Linear) WHRAT B2 | Ay aRerdere 957 FFdmr qo af
AT AT 6! (Decade or more) T THA {&IfIST (Time Horizon) AT EqdT Tfﬁ@'q@%l

R. TSHIGH! DIedT hHADH D! Al AAGRIT (Core Concepts of ACF)

ACF &1 98K v 9 AT & (9 araraser, fven, $oif) frr g afafafer T afad=erg
qegaar F qaer TP ATIRHAT Fa TR

R.9 AT ST-HUIEir (Policy Subsystem)

. i i 9BEa B9 tser e Fwmm wm @i i)
. FfE Aifar g (o Setrga ) ' oTE T g G wh

AP, AiEs, oF/ aqaeaEdl, TRKE G, o @9 (Interest Groups), T

TARHTETH T TIAT Policy Subsystem 7 |

Q.3 TSHIRHT HIeraT (Advocacy Coalitions)

o T3S A TGRS FH God, Wegr T A AT AiHGEE 77 HEeE SATTedr
R Teswe (Coalition) TS |

o AT @J"f g AT IT-wueiEr R SRT ¥ @er wiaedel (Competing) TSR
BicETEE g
Wel) T T " faTaaret eara (IR ¥ e M wiedr e gaue
Wel) g1 qage |



2.3 R womelieRt TEa ST (Hierarchy of Belief Systems)

ACF #TER HIfCTETH ATeg qEEaeed! W T R0 A Tehl §7e:

o WA o ar fFEe (Deep Core Beliefs): RIIEREa) AT T = R (S
KT Tl a1 AHIE <a) | A URES T AGIEd BT A AT A
g |

R IRRIG] o IR (Policy Core Beliefs): HifT I9-HorelieRT Hel & T PIRIECa) (01(-?1:
ATAET AN {36 AN @lewt) | AT GREGT T4 9 el g7, 9 @l 9@ (External
Shocks) & X I & |

o Txcie foae (Secondary Aspects): AT FrTaITHT WiaieE 91eT, aeic a1 HrEE |
A AT, ATHA T TAIDT ATIRAT JOIHE ©TA Gored ads g7 aag |

R.¥ Y sftaxet/Aeaedwat (Policy Brokers)
. vfaendt FfcaTee = FRe g wer Ao W@ (Gridiock) Rt gar 33
TETTS GEATTHT TATIT HETEATH TR HHHT Tor TAEE (VEd: AGTErd, Taed AT

AR, A7 A Tt |
3. ACF F{OR A qReads wad §-<5? (Drivers of Policy Change)

FAAAHT ATAR A AT IRATTH THE ¥ AT HAe® gt

o @ 9% (External System Events / Shocks):
> M S-ATTE AT Baed, TR a7 Garee NSag-HqT gRadHd, a1 9+
HE IT-AUCAETE GbT T (ST Y, WETHTL, =1 Werd=a1) |
> AT BTl WEed! HITaHhl fAfd HHAR AU Aeuded®  (Minority)
FICTaTATS T AT TATIAT gﬂﬁ@{, m—g_(’ﬁ/ﬁ%ﬁ? i afadw (Major Policy
Change)?qﬁgl
o ITqik® & (Internal Shocks):
> A STyt AfEr T e a1 gEeT IR g9 (S gl
YETIE a1 % el Teael goanoma) |
> ATl GATHT TEh! BT "Policy Core Belief" W 5 Wi IS |
o AT AT R (Policy-Oriented Learning):
> At I, HETAA, AT T ATIIHT ATIHAT HITATEE ATFT Secondary
Aspects (ﬁ?ﬂ'ﬂ$ o) | i Tl?,&_"[l
> TG GHIHTHT HHE a1 9 A IRaa (Minor Policy Change) TaTS% |
o 'H'@?'?‘l'lﬁ_'ﬁb_ T ara (Negotiated Agreements):




> S g3 FiferTEE dHHENT AU (Grave Gridlock) T HEGT, T 375 FAHI
IR BT AaT o7, 9 qe€d HETEIwar (Policy Broker) T F@ARTAT FFSTAT
g =4t i =g |

¥. ACF %! grefiedr T STARET (Relevance and Utility)

o DEFRAT AT Ay FEd aRwn §2 g i 9o Givear Sdl adr at
AT T A A T |

o THRAEEH! AWHT TE qr: Afd Faforar axsr Fam a8, et
e, S, T AqEamabdieed! Mga-ad Had qhd gog WAl TS |

o JANHT ATaRA A (Evidence-based Policy): €T T TTAE  (Policy-oriented
learning) & HAL ey ifREeT | T AT aiadT T Wl @SH |

Y. ACF &T HHEE (Constraints/Limitations)

o O e BT B GARNET, Fa gl dEee T el FRwEe gl
WUBT JgD! ALTT T qeATg Fged T el 875 |

. mmwmﬁmm JER AHA-Ab (Western Democratic)
AAHEEDH! Gl TOIG T FEART 3EATArs eqTHl T TAZUHT HHAAR FEARTA
YT AUHT SYEEHAT FoIg AR T AT 575 |

o TqOFIGE TRHST BT AATHT U9 qo: TSa=aAah A qomeier &t e f&aT
AT FHodll ST 91y a1 AIHR (Raw Power) FT AHHTATE FHieeTwTal
Aldper T |

&. [HY (Conclusion)

L RG] Advocacy Coalition Framework (ACF) qrawHe ifd faemweesr @it A
qREdT TAeiierar Je- Uger ikheell T gt A e |

RfEafqar ST a# T, ¥ ATAAAS q1 BESGEEETES (Policy Learning)iblf Q’ﬁ'ﬁ TIROTHT
I AT TR |




A TEAaLT T MS-[H1S (Policy Transfer and

Lesson-Drawing)
q. AAURIMcHE TIFAT_(Conceptual Foundations)

Tt el &= id geawaei (Policy Transfer) T M&-R&HTE (Lesson-Drawing) H&Tel
UIAT Y a1 qoiiides Fuen (97, GO, a1 (Hebrd) W1 9%l o1 d9%hed WUHT -,
FTUHH, TN G a1 ATHAREAS ADT YTAHT ATAST a1 TART T4 Jharars
EEISEL

9.9 US-R#TE (Lesson-Drawing)

o YfduE®: =€ U (Richard Rose - 1993) |

o YT AT Th .\qun\;gqo, qod T CIO%\Hﬁ'CI (Voluntary, Conscious & Rational) Pl g\T |

o T Hifq MATAEE AT THEAT FATE T 47T 9T (Past) 9T T (Elsewhere)
1 ATHAEE ATIT TG T "6 B T T % T2 9l e RebT oo aieate
ERERIEIRCRIRE SN

9.% ifd gEAFaT (Policy Transfer)

o UaUEeE: SN S T SME Wt (David Dolowitz & David Marsh - 1996/2000) |

o  JTURIM: AT TS-AHTZHAET AU (Broader) AT & |

o TG CARgE RFTEHn O AeaRiy YT o1 o I TEEHT A MEAHTY/ A -
EAHTY (Coercive/Obligatory) EEAAWATS THA THE |

R, Y SEdaTureT Y R/TaEI8E (Forms of Policy Transfer)

Slfes] T AHT ATAR FEAART Hid Teiegd a1 AedHR § Wel ATIRAT TqHT HEd 3
tdeie® gy

-

dlr;?zch B Tl (Voluntary Transfer):
> B A9 AT TCHRS AT oGl T AETAHA AR AAART R A
ALTAT T AL T (FE: T AT T ThHAA g T FEETA
VAT 90Tl A913T) |
o UL TTEIHTY FEAAT (Direct Coercive Transfer):
> ATE e, AANATRTE EE A AeTE el FaeAdme wesed A g |
o IAYH AeAHTY FE€A=aX (Indirect Coercive/Obligatory Transfer):

Ve




> FeqUied facig GeaE® (IMF, World Bank, ADB) ™ 0T a1 A a1 qeish!
T A ARAAT T ST U (T GAACHE AR BHFH - SAP) |

3. i EEara<urest TE€ (Actors Involved)

AT a1 WS EFTEH! GHAA FF-FT TAEE eld g Wl W Hewd ol gog | THE
TAEE ¥ ATER G
. qOAIOE Aqea T Faiea giamte (Politicians): T3 AT sraaRom warsT T [
T |
o HHAAA T WIEHEE (Bureaucrats & Civil Servants): wifafers sregas 9 T il
HRAAT T |
. aﬁ@ﬁ T-THR Ger 9 ™ WEER (INGOs & Donors): el svarage
(Best Practices) T a1 =013 |
. ﬁ?‘f,ﬁjﬂ’? AATg T Wﬁﬁf (Think Tanks & Experts): 3, TITE T faa e
[T A3 |

o E@ﬂ'@’ﬂ' HIAGE T T qHe (Multinational Corporations & Pressure Groups): ATFT
ATHA A AN TRST Ao T |

¥, BEFAXU A T /[AIEE _(Objects of Transfer)

T FEAART T&T AT " FH" FEAANT eg? SAfes] T AT ATAR & [Fee:

H ELp (Object) IEERUI (Description)
q At @& (Policy Goals) T F9T fTUHT A I AT TG ATAST |

qET BT T WART TRUST BT, HL
R Hfrra A (Policy Instruments) >

EIE BEE IS ol
3 TS G&T  (Administrative it AT, i N .
Structures)
¥ FERERT T WA (Ideologies & e e, et Tt s

Concepts) SIIEIMIT (NPM) |



*9 AW (Object) o= (Description)

A=A AR HUHT N a7 Tedg® Talarars

e IS (Negative Lessons)
i%ﬁﬂ |

Y. Tfd BRIl HAEE®/dee® (Degrees of Transfer)

AT YUTeiETe g TRl AAE! A AR AT FHT TIA WRAETg WA HAATS AA/AR
(Degrees) ¥~y | =€ U1 ATAR T@HT ¥ 920 A8 g

TIg YRR (Copying): w=a=aT Afaes aferspfa af Teeaer T8 ST Ted AT
T |
AIH AT/ IR (Adaptation): T BT Afells ATFAT ILMHT AN, AEHTH <

HTTA ATAERIT ATAR GATST TR A3 |

FIOT (Hybridization): 35 a1 AWl I¢T <91 AT YUMTClIoh! THT-THT T&EE (HemQT ot

w7 {77
o HAY (Synthesis): A= Tt W AT AR T dearears Q_Cﬁ_of_d T AT
fafE Aew TR O |
o T (Inspiration): qIAHT Aiqare @R a1 qeE (Idea) ATA foe T'f BUHT Aiferw
A & 1)
&. Rl gedl~d{U[  AqHhcdiel PUge (Uninformed/[nappropriate
Transfer)
AT FUTRT A AT G S gy WA G4 | BEARAT SR g 3 THE HRUEE:

Ble AT (Incomplete Transfer): et TJI'TI_'fﬁ T AF A6 T AATH
IR &TAAT, e T A9 Tedrsy |

31@?[ FEAAX (Uninformed Transfer): 90 ST <A1 A0 a4 Ghed W1 9
e AFE T qeary foer aaged v |

AJUIH eedld’ (Inappropriate Transfer): GId §90 T ATFAT ST aﬁa?,ﬂ'ﬂ:l'lﬁ?ﬁ
T eI ARAT (Context) ARrear-Afes REISKE

9, 59 (Conclusion)

T A ZT AR e X we-Rer i el @it v ga T s
HIeTH I G |



T, AT ST 6 AVAEEE (Best Practices) <G §AG Ul WGl ATFAT ILTHT WA,
AAT, T YAMGHE AT ATAR ATH (Adaptation) T TR (Synthesis) T HA M=a13T
A g |

A TEAAT T NS-AFHEHT HGT AT AAUEEE

(Issues and Barriers in Policy Transfer & Lesson-

Drawing)

9. 9R=T (Introduction)

AT T AT TOTAHT Fha A, HEAFHA T TN ASA®dls ATFA Sl AU AIAST
(Policy Transfer & Lesson-Drawing);ﬁﬁ fFraforer U Z('f T AHYT WETT & |

T, 1 UIT UNAT (Context) AT Thel WUHT (A AT YA ATIIAT To: Gohed TG Wl
é'%_"f | QT 9T (Source Country) T A& 9T (Target Country) EIECAREIEE ﬂﬂ*ﬁ%, ‘H’i’@ﬁiﬁ,
JuTEfE T A et SR Fearear Tmamar A et S T FaQuE® (Issues
& Barriers) <@T T |

. Y99 HEl I AAAYEE (Major Issues and Barriers)

AT EEAFAT T UE-RHEHT HHAT <@ U1 qaueeds Hedddl W & (A1 oo
T AT T Gl

R.9 URAYATA AR AU (Contextual Mismatch)

. W—W N=ar (Socio-Cultural Mismatch): famfd ar afeedt Temr 9w
WU A (T FeT A a1 #2 A FwErgE Te westis gea-arad
T IS GEARAT Ao 99 |

o e FroaT: OF T TUEEAT S5 Uit T SoieHT AT ideE e AT FasreEst
HH WOHT YEEAT A EAT 1= T4{H (Financially Unsustainable) §=e |

o SIS YURlRT iah: 931, 99410 a1 TEIAT QE JUTell 9T STt Hifdee
A% TSI g1 AUHT 91 g AR T A |

R.} N Y WS &AAH! Aa4e (Institutional & Administrative Capacity Barrier)

o TE SAURHST e T T AEREE AT wwe W geEee S aEad
wiiafe® A, TErar T aife™ 78] |

o WWW% FEAFIIART AR A FaHE Ham (Regulatory
Bodies), 9, T Aifdsh €T 8 |




. ﬂTf FEAFAa< (Incomplete Transfer): ¥ SIEATE (bl Wﬂ’*ﬁ/%l‘lﬁql HEIIE]
TS, T TIFATs FAATIT TN FLT, ol T AGHR FEdwaul 9 |

.3 GIN X AHST HH (Information, Cognitive & Rationality Barriers)

. 31@?[ FEAFAXT (Uninformed Transfer): S MHTAE®RT A 29T i Had, o6
T F aifeafe awa wowl faEr s faeqa qearg T el 99 1T |

o FU-UE T 971'% (Cherry-picking/Blind Copying): ATFT SR ATATTHAT AETTT
T AED! S@YH! AT HHAHT TIAT AdH HUN T |

o TAHHE USH! SATE (Ignoring Negative Lessons): G I G AT FrateaaT
T T@T BT FFHAAT AT JU-I<AEA (Side-effects) A5 ALFTT T |

.Y IS T Toie S (Ideological and Political Barriers)

o UOIE SogRIRh®! TE: Fai=a JiaHe a1 Aeiide Aqeac gl ideedrs
ATHHT TAAF T a1 W FHET ATHT AT THHRE T |

o T TEHcadT HHT (Lack of Local Ownership): ElEE i) TIW ifaufa
T @W,W A T FHANTAA "ATFT THR" (Not Invented Here
Syndrome) Y i (Resistance to Change) T |

. Ra ‘H’ﬂﬁﬁ A (Interest Group Resistance): T el ATHAT TAMUT HISaT a1
AIBR e ST T rstiferan, SURl o1 el wg-auee ey RyoHr 0 |

R T M@ T T e€ (Donor-Driven Coercion)

. Wm% (Direct/Indirect Coercion): 31*71'(?@71 ot geame® (IMF, World
Bank, ADB) @ YT a1 W@TIAT [4aT YTl €TAT A FEAa0T I a1ed ] |

o T AEIHAET FA: TG Hbrashl A Toel A ER i wargar < v
WA T AR aediad ATadHaiT de @re |

3. WE O AAUEEED! G _(Summary Table)

EERECIN )

(Barrier)

HET THEAT (Core Issue) HEL/ IR (Impact)

Contextual B T S Y DU =it tj;”'f ®IHAT AR (Inappropriate

Mismatch > Transfer) 3



EENLC )

(Barrier)

HeT qHET (Core Issue) I/ OTH (lmpact)

Administrative
Gap FHHATAAT WA T AR 5T RUREEZREC R I T |

Uninformed MR ATIT T Baseline Data [T Fifdehl ThRIcHE A€ =0T T

Copying ERIERI Tﬁlﬁv_j
Donor T1q [ wdwr Afa fearsg T TAtie T freT
Dependency < ~> S

BT TH] TSI < feRre
(Gridlock)

Resistance to o R TUE T HHAHT @0

Change

¥. FEVHEE T8 SUHEE (Way Forward / Mitigation Strategies)

o & YRERT fAWT (Contextualization & Feasibility Analysis): J=IA%! (. wATSTTe
ATFT TOHT ATAF, TGN T AHAIGE TR HeT @75 6 @ed 9o qearegar
AT T |

o T W B, ATH (Adaptation over Copying): el Hieerens STeaa] TET FouTE
T ATELAHAT ATAR TRAS (Adaptation) a1 THIT (Synthesis) T |

o M TREHRERE! GENREn: A a<er | AN, B9 T Feaaasdieedrs
Fearft TS THY T @®ca (Local Ownership) ®TTH T

o WNNE ST AMglg: Tt i ST TS grel qa TEARTT ST, Tard
T SAeIch TR 9 |

Y. FcFd (Conclusion)

i gEaraRer T wre-ferg Aifd e it IwEnht radwet g gae, 9% A SRIHAT
G |

TATASET [AHTEHE SUEEHT JTAThT TaT8 a1 @IaHIhT AEAT i AT &1 AT
AHA T TN ALTAA &I A GHT BIAT 2@l G| @, faeelt srgweene ' wig e
(Lesson-drawing)" T ¥ 9+ "S{THAT AT ‘fl}'lﬁ T Aot S ?«:%_OﬁuT EERISH] 75 |




