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Findings and Recommendations of the Case Sudies
Undertaken in 2008

1. School Governance in

Nepal

Thisressarchwascarriedoutinllam,
Chitwan, Syangia, Jumla, andKalldi
districts. Themain purpose of this
research wasto find out how much
SMC and PTA members had
understood their roles and
responsibilities and assess their
contribution to better governance of
schools.

Findings:

e Schools were managed and
controlled by upper socia groups
inspiteof thefact that community
people themselves had sel ected
membersof theschool governing
body (SMC). Thisaso applied
to PTA.

e SMC was regarded more as a
functiona body than an authority
and the contributionsof SMC and
PTA were considered little in
educationd reform.

¢ |nschoalslittleattentionwaspaid
to accountability and

trangparency.
e Teacher recruitment wastakenas
an important role of SMC.

However, DEO influenced
teacher recruitment in schools.

e In most schools SMC
chairperson wasfound activein
school management.

Recommendations:

e Toensuregood governanceinthe
country, government must
empower grassrootslevel people
andindtitutionswithlega reform
provisions. For this, structural
provision, division of power and
capacity development specific
policy should beframed regarding
PTA and SMC members of the
school.  Further, school
operational manual should be
developed.

2. Provisions and Conditions
for Better Classroom
Pedagogical Practices

Thestudy wascarried outinMorang,
Sunsari, Rasuwa, Kavre,
Sindhupalchowk and Dadeldhura
districts. Themain objectiveof this
sudy wasto analyzetheinitiativesin
areas of curricular support and
teacher preparationfor improvement
in classroom teaching-learning
practices.

Findings:

¢ Revised curriculum elaborated
learning achievement/content and
exemplifiedteachingmethodsand
assessment strategiesfor each of
thecurriculum objectives, which
were found user-friendly and
Clear.

e Provisonof locd curriculumand



teaching in mother tongue hel ped
tomakelearning morerelevant to
theneedsof |learners.

¢ Pilotingof local curriculumwas
not able to provide required
support and draw lessons for
successful implementation of local
curriculumat nationd level.

e Therewasnho orientation/training
on revised curriculum and new
textbooks to any school for
preparing teachers.

Recommendations:

e Develop a mechanism to draw
lessonsfrominnovative casesand
pilot programs, and implement
themat national level.

¢ Introduce provision of child-
friendly schoolsin educational
policy, act and regul ations so that
CFSplanning, programming and
budget allocation may become
possible.

e Provide orientation/training to
teachersprior to introduction of
new curriculum.

e Stresstheneedfor clarity onlocal
curriculum and national
implementation strategy.

3. TheRightsto Education for
Disadvantaged Children:
Existing Status and
Challenges

This research was carried out in
Nawalparasi, Dhading, Rasuwa,
Kailali and Kathmandu. Children
from 5 disadvantaged groups-
Mushar, Chepang, Tamang, Tharu,
and children of parentsaffected by
trafficking and displaced due to
conflict - were selected. The purpose
of the study was to explore the
reasonsfor disadvantaged children’s
inability to exercisetheir rightsto
education.
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Findings:

e Variousproblemse.g. physical,
psychologica and migrationare
together a magjor hindrance to
educetion.

o L ack of awarenessin parentsis
themajor barrier to education of
their children.

e Non-use of mother tongue in
schoolsisaproblem for students
(of up to grade 2). It is very
difficult for them to understand
Nepali, which is a medium of
ingructioninschoals.

e Programslikescholarshipsand
incentives to ensure rights to
education for DAG childrendo
not reach amgjority of children.

Recommendations:

e Conduct awareness-raising
programs for parents to ensure
children’srightsto education.

e Peoplefromloca mother tongue
groups should be employed to
teach students (of up to grade 3)
intheir mother tongues.

e School environment should be
madechild-friendly for effective
teaching.

4. A Study on Problems
and Prospects of
Ingtitutionalizing Inclusive
Education at Primary
Level

Thisstudy was conducted in Jhapa,
Kavre, Morang, Kaski, Bankeand
Dadeldhura districts. The main
purpose of thisstudy wasto find out
problems and prospects of
inditutionaizing Inclusve Education
(IE) a primary level and identify the
major hindrances to conducting
resource/integrated classes for
childrenwith disability.

Findings:

o Deaf sudentsof resourceclasses
weresurvivinginfilthy conditions
of hostels, even though their
scholarship amounts were
supplemented by parents/
schools.

e ExceptinDadedhura, quotasfor
resource classeswereinadequate
and children had to wait for a
coupleof yearsto get admission
to theresource classes.

e School physical set-upssuch as
gates, classrooms, toilets were
found not appropriatefor dissbled
children.

e School, family, community and
parents were not mentally
prepared to accept | E concept.

Recommendations:

e Government should provide
hostel facilities for children of
resourceclasses. Hostelsshould
have disabled-friendly toiletsin
adequate number.

e Parents of disabled students
should beincludedin orientation
programs, regularly.

e Deaf and blind students should
havedisabled-friendly curriculum
and examinationinasmall class
Sze.

5. Education in Gumbas,
Vihars and Gurukuls in
Nepal: Linking with
Mainstream Education-
Sudy 2

The study was conducted in Jhapa,
Solukhumbu, Kathmandu,Chitwan,
andKaski. Thepurposeof thisstudy
wasto examineexiging provisonsof
primary educationin Gumbas,Vihars
and Gurukuls. It focused on
identifying required policies and
provisions helping Gumbas,Vihars
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and Gurukuls to provide basic
education servicestodl that comein
and to local community people in

particular.
Findings:

e Because of misunderstanding of
the policy of mainstreaming of
educationinredigiousingitutions,
the authorities in the sacred
ingtitutionsfelt that such apolicy
would endanger the sanctity of
their religiouseducetion.

e Most of religious institutions
(Viharsexcluded) received SIP
funds, teacher quotasand lump
sum amount but they were
unawarethat thesefacilitieswere
being provided under primary
educationumbrella

¢ Rdigiousinditutionsthat only had
post-primary classeswerefound
interested in starting primary
classesif they received support
fromthe government.

¢ Rdigiousingitutionswerefound
reluctant to accept the
government grants becausethey
feared that if they accepted the
community support which they
considered as crucial to their
surviva might bediscontinued.

e Most of therdigiousinstitutions
taught only a few subjects of
government curriculum.

Recommendations:

e Government should circulateits
decisonfor provisonsof primary
education also for religious
inditutions.

¢ |norder toincrease community
patidpationinrdigiousinditutions
moresupport should be provided
to institutions that have more
childrenfromthelocal community.

e Government should mobilize
development committees
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established for the welfare of
religious institutions to make
people aware of thegovernment
provisionsfor primary education
inrdigiousinditutions.

e Government should also make
provisonsof formal educeation of
uptolower secondary/secondary
levesinrdigiousinditutions.

e Vihars need to be included in
government policies and
programs.

6. Formal Education in
Madrasasof Nepal: A
Sudy on Emerging Trends
and | ssues

Theresearchwascarried outinthree
Madrasas, one each in Banke,
Kapilvastu and Morang. The
objective of this research was to
analyze reactions of the Muslim
community to inclusion of formal
education in Madrasas. It also
estimated changesthat might take
place, in terms of access and
prerequisites of quality education,
afterincluson.

Findings:

e Most Madrasaswere conducting
mainstream coursesof uptograde
5.

e Madrasas were unable to cope
with theteaching of Islamic and
mainstream courses at the same
time

e Madrasas did not have basic
prerequistestomaintainquaity of
educetion.

e Curriculum was not properly
organized in Madrasas. In
addition, Madrasasdid not have
proper resources to meet the
demand for quality education.

Recommendations;

e Thegovernment shouldlauncha
specific program to develop
proper physical infrastructurefor
Madrasas.

e Madrasas should be registered
based on proper mapping, need
of community and capability to
runformal education courses.

¢ |ntegrated curriculum should be
immediately developed for
registered Madrasasin order to
balance s amic and mainstream
COUrSes.

7. Study on Exploring the
Possibility of Expanding
the Per Capita Funding
M echanism

Thisresearch was carried out in 3
schoolseachin Lditpur and Chitwan
districts. Themain purpose of this
research was to examine how the
quality of educationin public schools
could betoned up. Thisstudy also
focused on the opinions of the
stakeholdersregarding provision of
‘per capitafunding’ (including its
strengths and weaknesses), and

drategiesnecessary for theexpansion
of per capitafunding.

Findings:

e Eight schoolsinLaitpur and 26
schoolsin Chitwan district were
selected by DOE for PCF grants.

e Fund disbursement to schools
was delayed due to data
inconsistency (mismatch of DEO
and school data) and condition of
community-managed schools.

e Grant fundswere not enoughfor
gppointing even onenew teacher.
Moreover, the appointed teacher
would have to be terminated if
student enrolment cameshort.
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Recommendations:

¢ Disseminaion of PCF Guidelines
should begivento schools.

¢ DEOdfficesshould haveauthority
to correct dataincons stency.

e Capacity building of DEO offices
and schools should be
strengthened for implementing
PCF grants.

e Regular monitoring of PCF
implementation and use of PCF
grants should be done by
Department of Education and
Didtrict Education Offices

Organization of FRAG
M eetings

The Formative Research Advisory
Group (FRAG) meeting had been
held for two daysin August 2008.
Thefirst meeting wasorganized on
18 August 2008 in the CERID
meeting hall. Seven researcheshad
been conducted under FRP in the
year 2008. Findings and
recommendationswere presented by
three researchers on the first day.
Therewerefour more presentations
onthesecond day, 20August 2008.
The FRAG members provided
va uablesuggestionsfor improvement
of theresearches.

Another FRAG meetingwasheldon
12 December 2008. A review of the
progress made by FRP was made.
Themeeting a so deliberated onthe

FRP sharing seminar to be held on

13-15 December 2008. Themesting

was participated in by the FRAG
members, and Prof. Kristin Tornes
and Mr. Halfdan Farstad from
Norway. All thethreemeetingswere
chaired by Dr. Ishwar Prasad

Upadhyay.

Organization of FRP
Dissemination Seminar

A dissemination seminar onthemgjor
findings and recommendations
included in the research reports
conducted in 2007-08 was
organized on September 2008 at the
Park Village, Budhanilkantha,
Kathmandu. The seminar was
participated in by 39 officialsfrom
MOE, DOE, CDC, NCED, NFEC,
and FRP researchers. The seminar
wasa so attended by Mr. Balananda
Pouddl, Secretary of MOE. Thefirst
half of the day was devoted to the
presentation of theresearch findings
and recommendations. The FRP
researchers made presentationsand
the participants took part in
discussions. Inthe second half the
participantsweredivided into seven
groups. Each group reviewed the
action stepsdeveloped and provided
necessary inputsfor finaizing them.
The draft action steps were
developed by the group of
researchersand relevant officialsat
MOE and DOE. The seminar was
successful in disseminating the
research-based information to the
relevant officialsin MOE and DOE
andvery ussful infindizingtheaction
steps.

Organization of aworkshop
for ldentification of Key
Resear ch Questions

A workshop "Identification of Key
Research Questions for the Year
2008-9 and Utilization of FRP
Results" wasorganized on 8 and 9
November, 2008. The workshop
had 36 participantsincluding Mr.
Dipendra Bikram Thapa and Dr.
Ramsworup Sinha, Secretaries of
MOE. Theother participantsof the
workshop included representatives
from various units and sections of
MOE, DOE, CDC, NCED, NFEC
and researchersfrom CERID.

Onthefirst day, two presentations
were made. The first was on
Utilization of Formative Researches
in the Implementation of EFA that
was based on thetask force report.
A seven-member taskforce had
earlier been formed by Secretary of

MOE to assessand take stock of the
utilization of the FRP researchesin
the implementation and policy
revisons. Onbehdf of thetask force
Mr. Sovietram Bista, amember of
theteam, presented themagjor areas
of theuse of FRP asrevealed by the
report. Another presentation onthe
major key research questions
collected fromthefield wasmade by
Mr. Rom Prasad Bhattarai, Associate
Coordinator of FRP. Onthe second
day, theparticipantsreviewed thekey
research questionsreceived fromthe
field and added more research
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questions. The participants then
prioritized theresearch questionsfor
theresearchesto be started | ater this
yedr.

Seminar on Contribution of
Formative Research in the
I mplementation of Educational
Reform Programs. Sharing of
Experiences from Nepal and
Norway

CERID organized a three-day
seminar “ Contribution of Formative
Research in the Implementation of
Educational Reform Programs:
Sharing of Experiencesfrom Nepal
and Norway” 13 -15 December,
2008. Theseminar was attended by
representatives from donor
communities, FRP researchers,
Norwegianresearchersand officials
fromMOE and DOE.

The first day of the seminar was
scheduled for presentation and
discussion on FRP researchers
experiences. A total of 9researchers
presented theexperienceswhichthey

gl

had listed for inclusioninthewrite-
upsfor the upcoming book on FRP.
After the presentations plenary
discussionswere heldinwhichthe
participants made their comments
and provided suggestions for
improving the papers presented.
Therewere24 participantsonthefirs
day. Theparticipantsincluded dl the
FRPresearchers, CERID officials,
officialsfrom MOE and DOE and
Norwegian researchers.
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The second day of the seminar
deliberated ontheuutilization of FRP
inNepa and Norway. Mr. Diwakar
Dhungel, Under Secretary, MOE
madeapresentation ontheutilization
of FRPresultsintherevision of EFA-
related policiesand implementation
of EFA programsinNepd. Smilarly,
Mr. Per Olaf presented a paper on

the utilization of FRP in the
Norwegian context. Thesecond day
had 26 participants from CERID,
MOE, DOE and Norwegian
researchers.

Thethird day of theseminar had two
different sessons. Inthefirstsession,
two presentationswere made. The
first presentation was made by Mr.
Per Olaf inwhich hediscussed about
the Norwegian experiences of
undertaking formativeresearch and
its utilization in education reform
programs in Norway. The other
presentationwasmadeby Dr. Kishor
Shrestha from CERID and Mr.
Diwakar Dhungel fromMOE. Their
presentation focused on the
achievementsof FRPin Nepal and
discusseditsutilization. Thesecond
sessonwasapand discussonwhere
5 panelists namely, Prof. Kristin
Tornes and Mr. Halfdan Farstad
representing Norwegian researchers,
Prof. Hridaya Ratna Bajracharya,
representing CERID, Mr.
Mahashram Sharma, Director
General representing DOE and Dr.
Lava Deo Awasthi, representing
MOE relayed their experiences
related to various aspects of FRP.

The participantsthen put up various
guestionsand queries. Thesessions
were chaired by Prof. Surya Lal
Amatya, Rector of Tribhuvan
Universty. Thereweredtogether 64
participants on thethird day of the
seminar. The participantsincluded
Dr. Ram Sworup Sinha, Secretary,
MOE, Dr. Bhim Raj Adhikary,
Regigtrar, Tribhuvan University and
representatives from donor
communities, NGOs, INGOs, UN
agencies, FRAG members, officials
fromMOE and DOE, andjourndists
andthecivil society.

Visitsunder FRP

Researchers involved in FRP in
2007, Executive Director of
CERID Prof. Dr.ArbindaLa Bhomi
and Dean of the Faculty of Education
Dr. Prakash Shresthavisited Norway
8-14 June2008. Thisteamincluded
FRP researchers Renu Thapa, Hari
Upadhyaya, NarendraPhuyd, Hafiz
Parwez, Ganesh Singh and Dr.
Damodar Jnawali. During thevisit
the Nepalese team had talks with
high ranking officials from the
Ministry of Educeation and Research,
Norwegian Directoratefor Education
and Training, Satigtics Department,
Norwegian Research Council,
Lillehammer University and
University of Odoonvariousaspects
of education. In this context, the
team also had discussionswith Mr.
Halfdan Farshad, Advisor in the
Ministry of Education and Research,
and Prof. Dr. Krigtin Tornes, Advisor
for FRPfromtheNorwegiansdeon
thepossibility of collaboratingtowrite
abook on FRP.

Dr. Kishor Shrestha, Coordinator of
FRP, paid avisit to Norway October
14-19 2008. During his visit Dr.
Shresthahad fruitful discussonswith
Mr. Hafdan Farstad, Senior Advisor,
MOER and Prof. Kristin Tornes,
Advisor to FRP. He also visited
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NORAD, wherehehad fruitful talks
with Dr. Ragnhild Dybdahl, Director,
Ms. Hilde Thyness, Advisor, and Ms.
Marit Vedler at the Education and
Research Department. He also
visited Statistics Department,
Norway and had professond sharing
of the experience of the LongSIS
project being undertaken under FRP
with Mr. Torbjern Hageland, Mr.
Oddbjern Roaum and Mr. Lars
Kirkebgen. Dr. Shrestha visited
NIFU-STEPand met with Mr. Per
Olaf and discussed theingtitutional
linkages between CERID and
NIFU-STEPand the possibility of

Ms. Ragnhild Dybdahl, Director,
Education and Research
Department, NORAD visited Nepal

21-26 November 2008. During her
vigt CERID organized afiddvistfor
her. Shewasaccompanied by Ms.
Krintine Storholt fromtheNorwegian
Embassy, Dr. Kishor Shresthaand
Ms. Renu Thapafrom CERID. She
visited some of the FRP sample
schools and District Education

Tribhuvan University
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Balkhu, Kathmandu, Nepal
Tel # : 4274527, 4286732,
e-mail

Mr. Per Olaf’s participation in the
proposed FRP seminarin Nepal.

Under the Capacity Development
program of FRP ateam comprising
researchersand adminigtrative staff
from CERID and officials from
Ministry of Education and
Department of Education visited
Delhi, IndiaJune22-29 2008. The
vigtfocused onacquiringinformation
ondifferent activitiesof theNationa
Council for Educationa Research
and Training (NCERT), Ddhi. Inthis
connection the team visited the
International Relations Division,
NCERT library, Publication

Visitsfrom Norway

Officesin K apilvastu and Rupandehi
districts. Sheaso visited ETCin
Rupandehi and acquired information

about teacher training activitiesin
Eﬁ"i’?ﬂ thedigtrict,

Mr. Halfdan Farstad, Senior
* Advisor of MOER, Prof. Kristin
Tornes Advisor to FRP, Mr.
: " Aamodt Per Olaf and Mr. Vibe
.| NilsAndreasfrom NIFU-STEP,

»4 Oslo, Norway visited CERID to

learn about and support FRP
activitiesin Nepal. Mr. Farstad
visited Nepal 9-16 December 2008.
Besides participating in the FRP
seminar for three days he visited
MOE and had a series of meetings
withtheconcerned officiasregarding
theongoing FRP activities. Healso
had aseriesof mestingswiththe FRP
coordinator and researchers. The
other Norwegian researchers, Prof.

Research Centre for Educational
Innovation and Development (CERID)
For mative Resear ch Project

Fax # : 4274224
: formative@cerid.org, cerid@mos.com.np,

Department, Educational Research
and Innovation Committee (ERIC),
Production Section, Educational
Psychology Department and
Department of Elementary
Education. During the visit, the
possibility of training on different
aspects of educational research,
including Research Methodol ogy, by
the people involved in FRP was
explored with Prof. KrishnaKumar,
Director of NCERT, Prof. R. L.
Phutela, Head of the International
RelationsDivision, and ERIC Chief
Prof. A. K. Shreevastav.

Tornes visited Nepal 11-16
December 2008 and Mr. Per Ol af
and Mr. NilsAndreasvisited 12-16

December 2008. All theNorwegian
visitors were involved in the
organization of the FRP seminar.
They ds0 had seriesof meetingswith

the FRP researchers. They
participated inaFRAG meeting and
had a fruitful discussion with the
FRAG members,
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