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Executive summary

Introduction

Early Childhood Development (ECD) programs in various forms have long been 
institutionalized worldwide as an organized form of learning and development under the 
public education system. The main purpose of such program is to develop children’s 
full cognitive, emotional, social and physical potential (UNICEF, 2014). Nepal is one to 
institutionalize ECD for keeping in track the early learning and development skills.

The learning and development at early years has shown to have lasting implications in 
learning, health, wellbeing, socio emotional and intellectual development at later life of 
a person.There is an increasing interest for measuring early learning and development 
skills of children to understand whether they are developmentally on track, whether 
school readiness skills have been developed with them and what further interventions will 
be required. Guided with an interest in learning and development of children, practice 
of assessing early learning and development standards has developed world wide in the 
front of ECD sector. Guided with the same interest, Education Review Offi  ce (ERO) in 
Nepal has also initiated to adopt the assessment of management standards of ECD centre 
and early learning and development skills of ECD children in the year of 2017.

Context of ECD and its assessment 

Realizing the importance of ECD program on children’s development and learning, 
Nepal offi  cially started expanding ECD program throughout country since 2000 as a part 
of education for all movement within EFA framework. As a result, the number of ECD 
centres (Community based and community school based) has reached to 30448 with 
gross enrollment  rate 81 percent of the target group of children in the academic year 
072/73(DOE, 2015).

While there have been several eff orts in expanding access to ECD, improving its quality 
in service delivery and maintaining standard in its operation and management; systematic 
eff ort has not been made for measuring early learning and development skills acquired 
by children after the ECD intervention and assessing management standard maintained 
by them. Amidst the context, an assessment of management standards met by the ECD 
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and early learning and development standard reached by the ECD children against the 
expected standard has been initiated for the fi rst time in the year 2017 by Education 
Review Offi  ce (ERO). 

Objective of the assessment

This assessment has been designed to generate objective, evidence based and comparable 
data on management standard met by the ECD against standard set, and on early learning 
and development standards reached by ECD children. More specifi cally, this assessment 
intends to:

• Assess the level of early learning and development standards among children after 
the ECD intervention.

• Assess the management standard met by the ECD Centre.

• Generate evidence based information on performance of ECD for monitoring the 
trends over the period.

Methodology

For the purpose of ECD assessment, tool for assessing ELDS consisting 28 tasks (items) 
to be performed by children and another tool consisting 74 indicators for the assessment 
of management standard against set standards were developed. This assessment on ELDS 
was conducted using the same tool among 1835 children who completed their ECD from 
purposively selected 10 districts and have been attending Grade 1 currently. At same time, 
assessment of management standard met by ECDs was also done using another tool in 
150 ECDs of the same 10 districts.

Information on the performance on each ELDS were collected at the centre from each 
ECD and scored as suggested in the guidelines. Scores obtained in each assessment task 
more tabulated. Similarly, information on management standard met by each ECD were 
collected during the survey which also tabulated and described. Based on the information 
analysed on ELDS and management standards, this report has been prepared.

Assessment Results

Assessment results on management standard and ELDS has been summarized as follow: 
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Result on management standard

The data set shows that 58 and 64 percent ECD Centre, meet ideal standards in building 
and in regularity respectively, whereas very few of them about 8, 12 and 15 percent are 
found to be able to reach this standard in the indicators of health checkup, management 
of compound area and management of learning and playing materials respectively. 
Similarly, the high percent of ECD Centres meeting basic standard is 63 percent in record 
management, 62 percent in management of compound area, 50.66 percent in management 
of learning materials. From the data set it also evident that the ECD Centres meeting 
ideal and basic standards in some indicators are below the minimum standards in other 
indicators implying that only few ECD Centres reach ideal and basic standards in all 
indicators.

The same data shows that there are also signifi cant number of ECD ranging from 2 percent 
minimum to maximum 31 percent which are running without meeting minimum standards 
in some indicators. Similarly, minimum 7 percent to maximum 31 percent ECD Centres 
are running with meeting minimum standards in many indicators. Both of them, whether 
they meet minimum standards or are below the minimum standards, require support for 
improving their standards.

While looking at the trend of enrollment of children in ECD Centres, as many as 57.97 
percent population is from the exact target age group. Among the remaining 42.3 percent, 
23.18 percent are under 4 years and 18.84 percent are from 5 years and above age group, 
both of which is beyond the target group.

Results on early learning and development standard of children

Data shows that children performing the given tasks correctly range from 25.60 percent 
the lowest (Recognizing number and numeracy) to 88.60 percent (Telling own name) the 
highest. Similarly, the children performing the given tasks partially also vary from 16.70 
percent (Recognizing number/numeracy) the lowest to 35.40 percent (Telling festivals 
they like) the highest. In comparison to other, it is seen that very few number of children 
are able to perform the tasks related to number and numeracy. 

Likewise, the children skipping or refusing to perform the given tasks are also signifi cant 
which ranges from 1.5 percent, the lowest (Recognizing/telling names of objects/pictures) 
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to 16.10 percent, the highest (Telling own age and address).

The study shows that the learning and development of the ECD children has been aff ected 
by various factors which can be explained in the following paragraphs.

Education qualifi cation of facilitators is seen one of the aff ecting factors for achieving 
expected learning and development standards for children. It is found that the learning 
and development standards of children are high where facilitators in ECD have higher 
education qualifi cation. 

Training of the facilitator of ECD aff ect the learning of the children as well. The study 
shows basic training up to 10 days is seen positive to children’s achievement in comparison 
with the facilitator receiving no training. 

Physical infrastructures available in ECD is considered one of the enabling factor for 
organizing learning and development activities for children. While looking at the results 
based on the classifi cation, it is found that children are performing best in the ECDs 
having good infrastructures in comparison to poor infrastructures. 

Availability of learning materials in ECD is another factor associated to children’s 
development and learning. From the study, it is evident that the performance level of 
children is better in the ECD having adequate learning materials than ECD with inadequate 
learning materials.

The study shows that children in school based ECD demonstrate slightly better 
performance in comparison to their counterpart in community based. In addition to this, 
the study shows that urban ECD favors much in better performance than in rural.

Health and nutrition facilities available in ECD is found critical factor aff ecting the learning 
and development standards of children in ECD. The data depicts that the development and 
learning standards are better in the ECD having health and nutrition service to children in 
comparison the ECD lacking it.

 Girls’ performance is better than the boys in ECD. Regarding the comparison of districts 
with domains of development like cultural, social, emotional, physical, intellectual and 
language, Lalitpur is ahead in all domains whereas Baglung lag behind in all domains. 
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Implications

Having analyzed the results, following will be the main implications for the management 
standards and ELDS:

Implication on management standard

  Implement support programs to ensure basic standards in all ECD Centres.

  Centres develop some ECD Centres as model, at least one at each RC or ward level 
in each municipality.

  Institutionalize a system for assessment of management standards of ECD Centres at 
each level of municipality and RC to monitor their status and to provide feedback to 
program planning.

  Develop a system at each level for keeping an updated portfolio on management 
standard of each ECD.

  Orient to parents and members of management committee on the basic requirements 
to be available in ECD Centres and basic standards to meet by them to seek their 
support and mobilize community in ensuring basic requirements.

Implications regarding results on ELDs

  Institutionalize a system of regular assessment on ELDS from local to the center 
level.

  Orient to the facilitators and members of management committee on the ELDS, 
performance level to demonstrate by children on them, possible activities needed to 
develop those performances, aspects of assessment, assessment tools to prepare them 
well for organizing proper the learning and development activities.

  Make available the assessment framework and multiple assessment tools to each 
of the ECD Centres and their facilitators so that they are well familiar with what, 
how and why to assess which ultimately helps in institutionalizing the continuous 
assessment process.

  Build institutional capacity in assessment design, item development and results 
analysis for the assessment of ELDS of children and management standard of ECD.

  Improve the assessment tools, assessment process and result analysis on ELDS to 
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meet the level of international standards.

  Disseminate the assessment results widely to the policy makers, program planners, 
practitioners, school teachers and ECD facilitators to concentrate on support for 
program quality and continuous improvement.

Concluding up

This assessment, carried out in small sample of ECD Centres and children from ten 
districts, has presented the current status of management standards met by ECD Centres. 
At the same time it has revealed the level of children on ELDS against the expected 
standards. Having presented the current status on both, it has also been able to identify 
the gaps and area requiring further interventions. 

This assessment has also generated micro level data of sample ECD and children 
completing ECD program, specifi c support and interventions can easily be identifi ed and 
targeted to the ECDs needing support program. The data set can also be used as a basis 
for generating knowledge on additional aspects such as performance level by gender, 
ethnicity/caste and educative process of having poor and best performance level.
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Chapter 1: Background of ECD Assessment

1.1 Introduction

It is well evident that early learning results in later learning and early success fosters later 
success. So, success or failure at the early stage of person lays the foundation for success 
or failure in school, which in turn leads to success or failure in post-school learning 
(Heckman, 2007). Early childhood interventions made properly has been shown to have 
a lasting eff ects on learning and motivation in later life.

It is also evident that early childhood development is the key to a full and productive 
life for a child and to the progress for a nation. Early childhood is a critical stage of 
development that forms a solid foundation for children’s future wellbeing and learning. 
Integrated programs that target children in their very early years are, therefore, critical 
for their mental and psychosocial development. Failures to invest in early childhood 
development (ECD) can result in development delay and disability as well as inhibits 
optimal development and performance throughout their lives (UNICEF, 2014).

Being cognizant of these far reaching implications of early childhood development in 
human development; individual parents and nation states around the world, through 
their public policy, accord a high priority for children’s development program at the start 
of school. Since, investment in early child development does not only provide greater 
returns as improved cognitive and social-emotional development, school readiness, health 
and nutritional status; it is also instrumental in achieving MDG 2 and 3 and EFA goals 
regarding increased enrollment, retention, high achievement and completion of primary 
school. Understanding these wider benefi ts, early childhood development program as a 
part of Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), has been identifi ed a critical element 
of reaching proposed education goals, with the language of the proposed target placing 
emphasis on children’s development at the start of school (Raikes,2016).

In order for enhancing learning and development for children, Early Childhood 
Development (ECD) programs in various forms have long been institutionalized worldwide 
as an organized form of learning and development under the public education system. The 
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main purpose of such program is to develop children’s full cognitive, emotional, social 
and physical potential (UNICEF, 2014) augmenting in them school readiness skill.

As countries make investments in early childhood programs and policies, there is 
increasing interest in assessing the ECDs to understand whether the investment has yielded 
desired results in terms of skills and knowledge among children needed for success in 
further learning and maintaining management standards as commended. Additionally, 
assessment also generates evidence based information to support policy formulation and 
identify the further interventions needed.

 Being cognizant of the need of ECD program for holistic development of children, Nepal 
also has institutionalized Early Childhood Development Centers for early learning and 
development as part of public education system. Eff orts have been concerted to improve 
access to ECD for all target children, its management effi  ciency and ensuring learning 
and development standards. With these eff orts made so far, signifi cant achievements 
have been made within this sector over the last decade. However, assessment of ECD 
management against the standards set and learning and development standards reached 
by the participating children based on standard framework have not been carried out 
to inform policy level. Realizing need of assessing ECD programs based on standard 
framework, ERO, for the fi rst time has initiated an assessment of early learning and 
development standards of children at ECD, management and operation standards of ECD 
centers to inform the system. This assessment could also serve the baseline information 
to monitor the progress over the period of time.

1.2 ECD context in Nepal

Though pre schooling program in the form of preprimary classes with more emphasis on 
academic aspects existed in Nepal since the early 1980s, early childhood development 
program with focus on holistic development of children rather than mere academic 
achievement began formerly since the 2000 within the EFA framework. Realizing the need 
of ECD programs for its various benefi ts, ECD Centres in later years expanded rapidly 
throughout the country to ensure its access for the children aged 3-4 years old. As a result 
their number, excluding preprimary classes run by institutional schools, has reached to 
30448 with 81 percent gross enrolment rate of target age population in the academic year 
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2073(2016/17). Of the total enrolment in Grade 1, about 64 percent children enter in this 
grade with the experiences of ECD and PPC (DOE, 2016).

With a view to promote a comprehensive approach to ECED programs for safeguarding the 
rights of children, National Policy on Early Childhood Development in 2004 emphasizes 
the full development of children’s physical, socio-emotional, cognitive, spiritual and moral 
potentials. The National Strategic Plan for Early Childhood Development in Nepal (2004) 
developed to speed up implementation of the National Policy on ECED, aims to ensure 
its alignment with Education for All (EFA) program. Aiming at maintaining standard in 
service and facilities to be provided in ECDs, there is also an operation and management 
guideline developed by the MoE/ DoE. To ensure minimum learning and development 
standards in all ECD centers; ECED curriculum, Early Learning Development Standards 
(ELDS), ECED minimum standards, and the SSRP (2009-15) also are in place to provide 
guidelines on quality aspects.

In terms of management and operation, ECD in Nepal are categorized as school based 
and community based. The ECD run and governed under the management of school 
in its premise is called school based whereas another type is managed and governed 
by community outside the school system. Both of them receive fund and support from 
government. 

1.3  Context of ECD assessment in Nepal 

Despite above mentioned several initiatives regarding the development of ECD Centres 
program, eff ort for the assessment of early learning and development of children in ECD 
against the standards expected, and management of ECD centers against the set standards 
in the aforesaid documents have yet to make. To facilitate the process, a national framework 
for assessment and tools for carrying it out has been developed. Assessment of early 
learning and development standards by globally accepted domains based on standard 
framework also was essential to measure, track and monitor the progress against indicator 
1 under SDG target 4.21 (Rebello Britto & Hancioglu, 2016) as each member country 

1  Indicator 1: Percentage of children under 5 years of age who are developmentally on track in health, learning 
and psychosocial well-being. SDG Target 4.2: By 2030 ensure that all girls and boys have access to quality early 
childhood development, care and pre-primary education so that they are ready for primary education.
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has to report where one stands against them. Given the context, ERO made an eff ort for 
assessing ECD management and early learning and development of children. Management 
of ECD was assessed using performance audit tools, and the assessment of chidren's 
learning and development was carried out using questionnaire and items representing 
the main domains of learning and development. Both the tools were developed based on 
standard assessment framework by ERO.

1.4  Objectives of ECD assessment

Considering the importance of ECD in fostering the school readiness skills among children 
along with keeping them developmentally on track, state and parents both have been 
making a signifi cant investment for learning and development of children in ECD. In this 
regard, understanding what and to what extent children are learning at ECD is one of the 
important concerns for all parents, policy makers and general public. So, this assessment 
is guided with an inherent interest in generating reliable and objective evidence on how 
the interventions made for ECD has been working in meeting the desired goals. More 
specifi cally, this assessment intends to:

• Assess the level of early learning and development standards among children after 
the ECD intervention.

• Assess the management standard met by the ECD Centres.
• Generate evidence based information on performance of ECD for monitoring the 

trends over the period.

1.5 ECD assessment framework

To guide the assessment of early learning and development and foreground it with 
certain conceptual base, an assessment framework has been developed spelling out 
main domains to assess, methods and tools for assessment (See Annex 1). To make 
ECD assessment comparable to international standards, International Development 
and Learning Assessment (IDELA) framework developed by Save the Children and 
used widely to assess ELDS in diff erent country (Pisani et al, 2015), has been reviewed 
and adopted some of the aspects in the assessment framework developed by ERO. To 
identify the main management aspects to assess and devise tools for the assessment, an 
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additional framework also has been developed by spelling out the main aspects to assess 
and management performance indicators on the basis of National Minimum Standard 
for ECD Centers developed by Department of Education (DoE, 2067). This framework 
clarifi es the purposes for measurement; spur the creation, adaptation, and adoption of 
measurement tools that can be used to improve services for children; and fi nally, encourage 
regular collection of indicators to track the progress. It also guides devising standards, 
indicators, measurement tools, and assessment guidance. Based on the framework, more 
complete data are obtained, and innovations are shared more rapidly (Raikes et al, 2014). 
Assessment framework will also serve a basis to make the data comparable generated 
from one to another assessment.

1.6  Structure of report

This report has been organized in fi ve chapters. The fi rst chapter presents the background 
and sets the context of ECD assessment in Nepal. The second chapter deals with the 
methodology- assessment design, development of tools, sample, and process involved in 
it and procedures followed while accomplishing the assessment. The third chapter shows 
the results on management standards of ECD Centres. The fourth chapter presents and 
analyzes data on early learning and development standards met by the children after the 
intervention in ECD. The last chapter presents conclusions, fi ndings and draws some 
implications.
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Chapter 2: Study Method

2.1  Introduction

This chapter deals with the methodological approaches adopted in the study. Beginning 
with the assessment design, this chapter describes the selection of sample population- 
districts, ECD centres and the sources of information; development of tools; pilot testing 
of the study tools; and data collection and analysis procedures.

2.2  Assessment design

This study was designed to be carried out in three diff erent phases. In the fi rst phase, 
an assessment framework was devised by identifying out major early learning and 
development standards to be assessed covering main domains of learning and development 
along with developing indicators for assessing the management standards as set in National 
Minimum Standards for ECD 2067 and ELDS 2069 (DOE, 2067, 2069) to form a basis 
for developing assessment tools, test items and assessment procedures. Particularly, 
this phase was designed to deciding learning and development tasks by each domain 
and the main aspects of management of ECD Centres, devising assessment items and 
tools, and setting a standard procedures for assessment (See Annex 1). During the phase, 
early learning and development standards (ELDS) for ECD children appeared to date at 
national and international level and minimum standards to meet in ECD centers (DOE, 
2067) were consulted and reviewed extensively. The table below presents the learning 
and development tasks by each domain identifi ed in assessment framework to assess and 
included in test items.

Table 1 : Assessment framework for ELDS

Domains  Skills Assessment Tasks
Physical development Gross motor skills • Hoping on foot

• Throwing and catching objects
Fine motor skills • Folding and tearing paper of equal size

• Draw line or circle joining given dots to 
form a shape
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Domains  Skills Assessment Tasks
Sensory motor skills • Recognizing and producing sounds

• Identifying distance (far/near using eyes)
Health and hygiene • Knowing hygienic habits

Language development Listening 
comprehension

• Following instructions (Sing a listened 
song, comprehend short story listened).

Communication with 
others

• Telling name, age and location of home

Pre reading • Identifying and naming the given objects
• Identify the fi rst letter/sounds in words
• Read out the Nepali and English 

alphabets as shown 
Pre writing • Copy straight line, half circle, write 

Nepali and English alphabets
• Writing fi rst name

Cognitive
Development

 Recognizing colors
Forming shapes, 
objects

• Identifying and naming the colors shown
• Form a shape by arranging puzzles

Diff erentiate times/day • Knowing days of week
Identifying 
objects/goods and 
means

• Identifying and naming pictures of means 
of transportation and communication

• Identifying and naming objects/goods of 
daily use 

Understanding 
direction

• Identifying left/right direction

Early mathematics and 
numeracy

• Recognizing basic number shown

Demonstrate an 
understanding of 
shape/quantity and 
length

• Diff erentiate big/small; long /short

Creativity • Give a shape from given incomplete 
pictures/shape

Social development Life skills • Identifying likes and dislikes
Emotional expressions • Express emotions according to situations

• Show empathy to others
Cultural development Norms and value • Know about specifi c festivals celebrated 

in homes/location

Source: Adopted from Assessment framework for EDC (ERO 2016).
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For the assessment of management and operation status of ECD Centres tools were 
designed to know to what extent the ECD Centre meet the standards as set in National 
Minimum Standard for ECD Centers (DOE, 2067), an additional tool consisting 
altogether 74 indicators from eighteen aspects (See Annex 2) was also prepared based on 
the framework presented in Table 2.

Table 2 : Assessment framework for management standard

Management 
Domains

Specifi c Aspects Measurement criteria

Physical 
infrastructure/
Facilities

Building, Room of center, 
Management of Room, Sitting 
Arrangement, Library and 
Learning Corners, Management/ 
decoration of Room, Availability 
of Learning Materials, 
Instructional Materials, Learning 
Play Materials

Each of these aspect will be 
measured on 3 points rating 
scales: 

3 for meeting ideal standards,

2 for meeting minimum 
standards, 

1 for below than 
minimum standards,

0 for meeting none of the 
standards

Health, 
Sanitation, 
nutrition and 
Security

Health facilities, Sanitation, 
Management of Day Meal, 
Safety and Security of Children

Operation Regularity, Qualifi cation and 
Training of Facilitators, Record 
management

Source: Adopted from Assessment framework for EDC (ERO 2016).

During the second phase, standards for assessment procedures were set, guidelines 
for administering the test and conducting management assessment were prepared and 
assessors were oriented on assessment tools and procedures to administer uniformly. The 
assessment tools and items were piloted in some ECD centers to test their objectivity, 
feasibility, practically and relevancy in diff erent geographic and cultural context. Based 
on the result of the piloting, altogether 28 assessment tasks covering the main domains 
were selected for fi nal test (See, Annex 3).
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In the third phase, assessment of ELDS was conducted among children in ECD centers 
from 10 districts selected purposively to represent diff erent locations and context of the 
ECD centers. Management performance was also assessed in certain ECDs among those 
in which ELDS was assessed. For carrying out assessment in each ECD, personnel like 
Resource Persons (RPs), School Supervisors (SSs) from respective District Education 
Offi  ces (DEOs) and respective facilitators were mobilized after orientation on tools and 
procedures of assessment.

Information on the performance on each ELDS were collected at the centre from each 
ECD Centre and scored as suggested in the guidelines. Scores on each assessment task 
were tabulated, based on which this report has been prepared.

2.3  Selection of the sample districts and ECD Centres.

Altogether 10 districts were selected considering their ecological belts - Mountain, Hill 
and Tarai. Within the selected districts, ECD Centres were selected by the respective 
DEOs further considering their setting- urban and rural. ECD Centres from each setting 
were covered both the school based and community based. 

For assessing ELDS of children altogether 150 ECD Centres, 15 from each of the sample 
10 districts, were selected. The table below presents the number of ECD Centres along 
with the children participating in the assessment by their type and setting from each 
selected districts.

Table 3 : Sample population of ECD for the Aasessment of ELDS

Districts Eco Belt
Type of ECD

Total
Setting Participating 

Children
School 
Based

Community 
Based Urban Rural Girls Boys Total

Baglung Hill 11 4 15 12 3 72 92 164

Bara Tarai 14 1 15 10 5 112 110 222
Chitawan Tarai 15 0 15 13 2 93 85 178
Dhanusha Tarai 13 2 15 11 4 122 102 224
Dolakha Hill 15 0 15 9 6 76 58 134
Lalitpur Valley 15 0 15 15 0 98 92 190
Nuwakot Hill 15 0 15 9 6 101 92 193
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Districts Eco Belt
Type of ECD

Total
Setting Participating 

Children
School 
Based

Community 
Based Urban Rural Girls Boys Total

Sindhupalchok Mountain 15 0 15 11 4 73 105 178
Surkhet Hill 15 0 15 11 4 116 82 198
Syangja Hill 15 0 15 13 2 77 77 154
Total 143 7 15 114 36 940 895 1835

For the assessment of management performance against the minimum standards, the same 
150 ECD Centres in which ELDS of children was assessed were selected. 

2.4  Assessment tools and data collection

Based on the assessment framework presented above in Table 1, a team of expert 
developed tools making it comparable with International Development and Early Learning 
Assessment (IDELA) in consultation with the personnel of DOE and ECD practitioners. 
The tools for the assessment of ELDS consisted altogether 28 assessment tasks (items) 
(See Annex 3) covering main domains of development and learning. The table below 
presents the number of assessment tasks consisted in the tool by each domain.

Table 4 : Number of assessment tasks by domain included in assessment tool

Domains Skills No of Assessment tasks

Physical Development

Gross motor 2
Fine motor 2
Sensory motor 2
Health and hygiene 1

Language Development

Pre reading 3
Pre writing 2
Communication 2
Listening comprehension 2

Cognitive Development

Recognition, identifi cation 
and description

4

Arranging and forming shape 1
Telling time 1
Number and numeracy 1
Drawing 1
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Domains Skills No of Assessment tasks
Social Development Life skills 1

Emotional Development
Expressing emotion 1
Empathy 1

Cultural Development Norms and value 1

For the assessment of management standard, a separate tool was developed consisting 
altogether 74 indicators, four indicators from each of the 18 aspects of management (See 
Annex 2).

2.5 Conducting assessment on management and ELD standards

Assessment of ELDS was conducted in the mid of June 2017 (fi rst and second week of 
Asar 2074) in the selected ECD Centres among 1835 children from the 10 districts (See 
Table 3 for district wise number of ECD and children covered). The children included 
in the ELDS assessment were those who have been currently attending Grade 1 having 
had ECD experiences of one or two years prior to enrolling in the grade. Performance 
of children in each of the task was assessed individually on site in each ECD center by 
the respective facilitators only in the presence and guidance of RPs or SS of DEOs and 
in close monitoring of ERO personnel. The children who were present in the respective 
grade on the particular day participated in ELDS assessment.

Assessment of management standard in selected ECD Centres was done either by ERO 
personnel or by SS of respective DEO making on site visit of respective ECD Centres. This 
process was accomplished in the participation of facilitators and members management 
committee of respective ECD Centres.

2.6  Data analysis and interpretation

Quantitative data from assessment tools were entered into the data analysis software 
SPSS16. The data were then cleaned and analyzed to develop tables. These data were 
analyzed by each item. During the process of writing the report, quantitative data were 

described and interpreted and further verifi ed based on which this report has been prepared.
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Chapter 3: Results on the Management Standard 
of ECD

3.1  Introduction

For the purpose of maintaining uniformity in management and operation of ECD Centres, 
standard and ensuring quality in them; national standards for management and operation 
to meet by each ECD Centres have been set in National Minimum Standards for ECD 
2067 (DOE, 2067).These standards are also minimum enabling conditions for ensuring 
learning and development activities at ECD Centres. As this is the guiding document for 
the management and operation of all ECD Centres in Nepal, this study is guided with an 
interest to assess to what extent the ECD Centres meet the standards set in the document.

Based on the management and operation standard set in the document, an assessment 
tool was prepared which consisted altogether 74 assessment indicators, four from each, 
covering each of the 18 management aspects as stated. Each indicator of management 
aspect was rated in four point scale -3 points for reaching to ideal standards, 2 points for 
meeting basic standards, 1 for meeting very minimum standards and 0 for meeting none 
of standards. The criteria for rating each indicator of standard, their state along with rating 
points has been presented in Annex 4.

3.2  Presentation of assessment results

Based on the criteria, each indicator of management standard met by the respective ECD 
Centres was assessed rating them in 0 to 3 points scale. The result based on rating of each 
management aspect has been analyzed and presented in the table below.
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Table 5 : Result of management standard met by ECDs

Aspects of 
Management State of Standard reached

No of ECDs by Indicators of 
Standards met
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Room/ 
Hall/Building

Reaching to Ideal standard (3) 7 10 12 14 5 11 6 3 10 9 15

Meeting basic standards (2) 7 3 3 1 9 3 6 10 5 6 15

Meeting minimum standards 
(1)

1 2 0 0 1 o 2 1 0 0 15

Meeting none of the standards 
(0)

0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 15

Management of 
compound area

Reaching to ideal standard 2 1 1 2 3 4 3 0 2 2 15

Meeting basic standards 11 10 12 11 6 6 9 4 13 11 15

Meeting minimum standards 2 4 2 1 5 3 2 10 0 2 15

Meeting none of the standards 0 0 0 1 1 2 1 1 0 0 15

Management 
of activity 
room/hall

Reaching to ideal standard 11 3 7 10 3 6 10 6 6 10 15

Meeting basic standards 1 7 7 4 9 5 3 1 9 3 15

Meeting minimum standards 3 4 1 1 3 3 2 7 0 2 15

Meeting none of the standards 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 15

Management 
of learning 
material

Reaching to ideal standard 10 2 2 6 5 4 3 5 4 1 15

Meeting basic standards 4 9 10 2 7 9 9 6 10 10 15

Meeting minimum standards 1 4 3 7 3 1 3 3 1 4 15

Meeting none of the standards 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 15

Seating 
arrangement

Reaching to ideal standard 9 1 8 6 9 11 7 8 8 5 15

Meeting basic standards 6 9 6 5 3 3 7 4 7 8 15

Meeting minimum standards 0 5 1 3 3 0 1 2 0 2 15

Meeting none of the standards 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 15

Management of 
learning corner 
and library

Reaching to Ideal standard (3) 5 0 2 1 2 4 2 4 3 3 15

Meeting basic standards(2) 8 7 5 6 7 6 6 8 7 6 15

Meeting minimum 
standards(1)

2 5 7 5 6 4 7 2 5 6 15

Meeting none of the 
standards(0)

0 3 1 3 0 1 0 1 0 0 15
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Aspects of 
Management State of Standard reached

No of ECDs by Indicators of 
Standards met
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Availability 
learning and 
instructional 
materials

Reaching to ideal standard 6 4 2 4 6 5 5 7 5 4 15

Meeting basic standards 7 6 8 6 7 8 8 4 8 10 15

Meeting minimum standards 2 4 4 3 2 1 2 4 2 1 15

Meeting none of the standards 0 1 1 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 15

Decoration of 
learning and 
activity room

Reaching to ideal standard 3 5 5 2 6 10 9 3 10 5 15

Meeting basic standards 8 6 6 8 5 3 4 9 4 8 15

Meeting minimum standards 4 1 2 1 4 0 2 3 1 2 15

Meeting none of the standards 0 3 2 4 0 2 0 0 0 0 15

Availability of 
learning play 
materials

Reaching to ideal standard 5 1 1 3 2 2 3 2 4 0 15

Meeting basic standards 7 3 2 3 6 8 5 5 9 8 15

Meeting minimum standards 3 11 12 5 7 4 6 8 2 7 15

Meeting none of the standards 0 0 0 4 0 1 1 0 0 0 15

Health check up Reaching to ideal standard 1 1 0 4 3 1 0 1 0 1 15

Meeting basic standards 5 2 3 7 4 10 5 4 7 8 15

Meeting minimum standards 8 8 9 3 7 3 9 10 8 6 15

Meeting none of the standards 1 4 3 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 15

Drinking water 
and sanitation

Reaching to ideal standard 7 3 6 7 6 11 5 3 6 3 15

Meeting basic standards 6 5 7 7 6 3 6 4 9 10 15

Meeting minimum standards 2 7 2 1 3 0 1 8 0 2 15

Meeting none of the standards 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 0 0 0 15

Day meal/tiffi  n Reaching to ideal standard 2 0 5 2 7 6 7 2 0 2 15

Meeting basic standards 13 7 4 6 6 6 3 3 9 5 15

Meeting minimum standards 0 3 5 4 2 2 3 9 5 7 15

Meeting none of the standards 0 5 1 3 0 1 2 1 1 1 15

Regularity Reaching to ideal standard 8 6 4 12 12 10 11 12 12 10 15

Meeting basic standards 6 8 9 1 3 4 2 1 1 3 15

Meeting minimum standards 1 0 2 1 0 0 0 2 1 1 15

Meeting none of the standards 0 1 0 1 0 1 2 0 1 1 15
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Aspects of 
Management State of Standard reached

No of ECDs by Indicators of 
Standards met
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Qualifi cation 
and Training of 
facilitators

Reaching to ideal standard 5 8 4 8 1 10 7 0 9 2 15

Meeting basic standards 9 5 9 5 13 3 7 12 6 8 15

Meeting minimum standards 1 2 1 2 1 1 0 3 0 5 15

Meeting none of the standards 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 15

Record 
management

Reaching to ideal standard 7 2 2 2 6 5 3 3 1 2 15

Meeting basic standards 7 9 8 10 7 9 10 12 13 10 15

Meeting minimum standards 1 4 5 3 2 0 1 0 1 3 15

Meeting none of the standards 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 15

Formation of 
committee and 
its functioning

Reaching to ideal standard 10 4 1 3 4 2 9 10 14 5 15

Meeting basic standards 3 1 1 5 7 6 4 1 1 4 15

Meeting minimum standards 1 2 4 2 4 4 1 2 0 4 15

Meeting none of the standards 1 8 9 5 0 3 1 2 0 2 15

Facilitator’s 
satisfaction

Reaching to ideal standard 6 6 1 5 7 4 3 4 4 4 15

Meeting basic standards 9 8 7 9 5 10 10 10 8 3 15

Meeting minimum standards 0 1 7 1 2 0 1 0 1 8 15

Meeting none of the standards 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 2 0 15

Parents’ 
Satisfaction

Reaching to ideal standard 5 4 O 4 5 4 5 1 5 4 15

Meeting basic standards 9 10 8 7 9 10 9 12 8 8 15

Meeting minimum standards 0 1 5 3 1 0 0 1 0 3 15

Meeting none of the standards 1 0 2 1 0 1 1 1 2 0 15

3.3 Distribution of ECD children by their age group

The target group of ECD program is the children of three and four years age for preparing 
them with school readiness skills (DOE, 2062). Information regarding the enrollment of 
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children by age group was also collected during the fi eld survey to understand whether 
the children of target age group are enrolled. The table below presents the data of children 
enrolled in sample ECD Centres by their age group.

Table 6 : District wise data of ECD children by age group

Districts
ECD children by their age group

Total
Under/
Over 
age

Below 4 
years age 4 years age 5 years age 5 and above 

years age

Baglung 47 (4.0%) 66(37.5%) 57 (32.39%) 6 (3.40) 176 7.38%

Bara 73(13.1%) 152(27.2%) 168(30.1%) 166 (29.7%) 559 42.7%

Chitawan 84(26.8%) 115(36.6%) 92(29.3%) 23 (7.3%) 314 34.1%

Dhanusha 111 (23.4%) 200 (42.1%) 143(30.1%) 21(4.4%) 475 27.8%

Dolakha 59 (26.7%) 82 (37.1%) 43 (19.5%) 37 (16.7%) 221 43.4%

Lalitpur 108 (17.5%) 135(21.8%) 180(29.1%) 195(31.6%) 618 49.0%

Nuwakot 114(37.4%) 94(30.8%) 74(24.3%) 23 (7.5%) 305 44.9%

Sindhupalchok 83(31.3%) 78(29.4%) 33(12.5%) 71(26.8%) 265 58.1%

Surkhet 81(24.3%) 103(30.9%) 76(22.8%) 73(21.9%) 333 46.2%

Syngja 36(21.6%) 54(32.3%) 45(27.0%) 32(19.2%) 167 40.7%

Total 796(23.2) 1079(31.4%) 911(26.5%) 647(18.8%) 3433 42.0%

The above table shows that as many as 23.18 (ranging from 3.98 lowest to 37. 37% 
highest) and 18.84 percent (ranging from 3.40 lowest to 31.55 highest) altogether 42.03 
percent of the total enrolment is under and over age population respectively. Remaining 
57.97 percent population is from the exact target age group. From the given data, it is seen 
that signifi cant proportion of population served by ECD Centres is out of the target group 
implying that further eff orts need to put to enroll the children from the target group.

3.4 Summary of results

Having analyzed the data, results on management standards has been summarized in the 
table below.
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Table 7 : Summary of results by management standard

Management aspects

ECDs reaching particular standard
Reaching 
to ideal 

standard 
(3 points)

Meeting 
basic 

standards 
(2 points )

Meeting 
minimum 
standards 
(1 point)

Meeting no 
minimum 
standards 
(0 point)

Building/Hall/Room 87 (58%) 53 (35.3) 7 (4.7%) 3 (2%)
Management of compound area 20 (13.3%) 93 (62%) 31 (20.7%) 6 (4%)
Management of activity room/hall 72 (47.3%) 49 (32.7%) 26 (17.3%) 3 (2%)
Management of learning materials 42 (28%) 76 (50.7%) 30 (20%) 2 (1.3%)
Seating arrangement 72 (47.3%) 58 (38.7%) 17 (11.33%) 3 (2%)
Management of learning corner 
and library

26 (17.33%) 66 (44%) 49 (32.66%) 9 (6%)

Availability of 
educational/instructional materials

48 (32%) 72 (48%) 25 (16.7%) 5 (3.3%)

Decoration of activity room 58 (38.7%) 61 (40.7%) 20 (13.3%) 11 (7.3%)
Availability of learning play 
materials

23 (15.3%) 56 (37.3%) 65 (43.3%) 6 (4%)

Health check up 12 (8%) 55 (36.7%) 71 (47.3%) 12 (8%)
State of drinking water and 
sanitation

57 (38%) 63 (42%) 26 (17.3%) 4 (2.7%)

Day meal/tiffi  n 33 (22%) 62 (14.7%) 40 (26.7%) 15 (10%)
Regularity 97 (64%) 38 (25%) 8 (5.3) 7 (4.7%)
Education qualifi cation and 
training of facilitator

54 (36%) 77 (51%) 16 (10.7%) 3 (3%)

Record management 33 (22%) 95 (63%) 20 (13.3%) 2 (1.3%)
Formation of committee and its 
functioning

62 (41.3%) 33 (22%) 24 (16%) 31 (20.7%)

Facilitator’s satisfaction 44 (29.3%) 79 (52.7) 21 (14%) 6 (4%)
Parents’ satisfaction 37 (24.7%) 90 (60%) 14 (9.3%) 9 (6%)

The data set presented above shows that 58 and 64 percent ECD Centres, which is highest 
proportion, meet ideal standards in building and in regularity respectively, whereas very 
few of them about 8, 12 and 15 percent are found to be able to reach this standard in the 
indicators of health checkup, management of compound area and management of learning 
play materials respectively. Similarly, the high percent of ECD Centres meeting basic 
standard is 63 percent in record management, 62 percent in management of compound 
area, 50.66 percent in management of learning materials. From the data set it also evident 
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that the ECD Centres meeting ideal and basic standards in some indicators are below the 
minimum standards in other indicators implying that no ECD Centres reach ideal and 
basic standards in all indicators.

The same data shows that there is also signifi cant number of ECD Centres ranging from 2 
percent minimum to maximum 31 percent which are running without meeting minimum 
standards in some indicators. Similarly, minimum 7 percent to maximum 31 percent ECD 
Centres are running with meeting minimum standards in many indicators. Both of them, 
whether they meet minimum standards or are below the minimum standards, require 
support for improving their standards. 

While looking at the trend of enrollment of children in ECD Centres, as many as 57.97 
percent population is from the exact target age group. Among the remaining 42.3 percent, 
23.18 percent are under 4 years and 18.84 are from 5 years and above age group both of 
which is beyond the target group. 
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Chapter 4: Results on the Assessment of Early 
Learning and Development Standard of 

Children

4.1 Introduction

Parents, policy makers and planners have expectations of certain developmental and 
learning tasks from children to perform as result of intervention of ECD program which are 
broadly termed as Early Learning and Development Standards (ELDS). They are also well 
defi ned expectations for children outcomes after ECD interventions (National Research 
Council, 2008). They describe specifi c expectations for the learning and development of 
children of 4 to 5 age group concerning what they should know and be able to do across 
domains of health and physical wellbeing, social and emotional wellbeing, approaches 
to learning, language and communication, general knowledge about world and culture 
around them (Council of Chief State School Offi  cers and Early Childhood Education 
Assessment Consortium, 2007).

Considering the importance of early learning and development for the holistic development 
of child, the ECD curriculum of Nepal has set standards on what ECD children should 
know and be able to do. These standards cover domains of physical, social, emotional, 
cognitive, language and cultural development (DOE, 2062). Guided by an interest to 
know to what extent the early learning and development competencies or ELDS as set in 
the curriculum have been developed among the ECD children, an assessment has been 
carried out among 1835 children using the tools comprising altogether 28 items (tasks to 
perform).

This chapter presents the results of this assessment organizing them in three succeeding 
sections. Section 4.2 presents the basic result which is the distribution of children by 
performance on each task. Section 4.3 analyses the results based on the aff ecting factors 
such as educational qualifi cation of facilitators; training they have received; number 
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of facilitators available at the ECD Centre; availability of physical facilities, learning 
materials, health facilities and nutrition condition. The next section 4.4 describes results 
considering diversity factors such as type of ECD - school based or community based; 
their setting- urban or rural; sex of children and so on. 

4.2  Presentation of basic results 

The assessment of the learning and development tasks performed by children was done 
through direct observation of children performance and interview, where a trained 
assessor sits with a child, asks the child the given tasks to perform, observes the child’s 
performance and rates and scores each performance following the instructions given in 
tools. Based on the rating by the assessors, the results of performance on each task by 
domains have been presented in the table below.

Table 8 : Children’s performance level on each task (ELDS)

Skill Tasks to perform
Children by performance on the Tasks

Performing 
correctly

Performing 
partially

Performing 
incorrectly

Skipped/ 
refused

Gross motor Hoping on right foot fi ve times
Hoping on left foot fi ve times

1150 (62.7)
1040 (56.7)

460 (25.1)
479 (26.1)

167 (9.1)
245 (13.4)

58 (3.3)
71 (3.9)

Catching ball thrown
Throwing ball to other

906 (49.4)
1063 (57.9)

659 (35.9)
576 (31.4)

248 (13.5)
171 (9.3)

22 (1.2)
25 (1.4)

Sensory motor Identifying sound of hand clapping
Tongue twisting
Clapping hand
Producing sound twisting tongue

1484 (80.9)
1376 (75.0)
1474 (80.3)
1227 (66.9)

Not 
applicable

297 (16.2)
392 (21.4)
290 (15.8)
497 (27.1)

54(2.9)
67 (3.7)
71 (3.9)
111 (6.0)

Distinguish distance-far/near using 
eyes

1236 (67.4) 405 (22.1) 161 (8.8) 32 (1.7)

Fine motor Folding paper in equal size
Tearing paper in equal size

899 (49.0)
584 (31.8)

714 (38.9)
815 (44.4)

175(9.5)
381(20.8)

45(2.5)
55(3.0)

Making fl ag by joining points/dots 860 (46.9) 706 (38.5) 227(12.4) 42(2.3)

Communication Telling own name
Telling own age
Telling address

1625 (88.6)
1148 (62.6)
1177 (64.1)

Not 
Applicable

149 (8.1)
391 (21.3)
380 (20.7)

51 (3.4)
296 (16.1)
278 (15.1)

Listening Comprehending short story listened 
to

1065 (58.0) Not 
applicable

527 (28.7) 98 (5.3)
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Skill Tasks to perform
Children by performance on the Tasks

Performing 
correctly

Performing 
partially

Performing 
incorrectly

Skipped/ 
refused

Pre reading Recognizing and telling names of 
objects/picture seen( Mango, Banana, 
Pen)

Mango - 
1463 (79.70)
Banana - 
1435 (78.2)
Pen - 1445 
(78.7)

Not 
applicable

Mango - 
261 (14.2), 
Banana - 
15.9), Pen - 
264 (14.4)

Mango - 25 
(1.4),
Banana - 
17(0.9),
Pen - 22 
(1.2);
Not 
recognized 
- Mango - 
92 (5.0),
Banana - 
291 (15.9),
Pen - 104 
(5.7)

Identifying fi rst initial sound/letter 
in words 
Identifying ग in गमला
 त in तराजु
 प in परेवा

1196 (61.5)
1129 (61.5)
1096 (59.7)

Not 
applicable

371 (20.2)
415 (22.6)
389 (21.2)

84(4.6), 
Not knew - 
184 (10.7)
107 (5.8) 
Not knew 
184 (10.0)
114 (6.2) 
Not Knew 
236 (12.9)

Reading Letter recognition/reading
Recognizing 1 letter of Nepali
Recognizing 2 letters of Nepali
Recognizing 1 letter in English
Recognizing 2 letters in English
Recognizing all 4 letters

1284 (70.0)
1191(64.9)
1192(65.9)
1138(62.1)
855(46.6)

Not 
applicable

446 (24.3)
525 (28.6)
505 (27.5)
527(28.7)

105 (5.7)
119 (6.5)
138 (7.5)
169 (9.2)

Pre writing Drawing a straight lines as shown
Drawing half circle as shown
Copying P 
Copying q
Copying च
Copying ध

1379(75.1)
1324(72.2)
1368(74.6)
1250(68.1)
1247(68.0)
1128(61.5)

Not 
applicable

365(19.9)
412 (22.5)
380 (20.7)
464 (25.3)
455 (24.8)
517 (28.2)

91 (5.0)
99 (5.4)
87 (4.7)
121 (6.6)
132 (7.2)
190 (10.4)

Following 
instruction 

Follow given rhythm 1116(60.8) 464 (25.3) 209 (11.4) 46 (2.5)

Writing  Writing own fi rst name 736(40.0) 405 (22.1) 540 (29.4) 154 (8.4)
Identifi cation 
and 
diff erentiation

Identifying and diff erentiating colors-
red, yellow and blue

852(46.4) 512 (27.9) 
two colors
348 (19.9) 
one color

Not 
applicable

123 (6.7)
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Skill Tasks to perform
Children by performance on the Tasks

Performing 
correctly

Performing 
partially

Performing 
incorrectly

Skipped/ 
refused

Health and 
hygiene 

Identifying appropriate place for 
managing waste

1426 (77.7) Not 
applicable

351 (19.1) 58 (3.2)

Cognitive Arranging puzzles to form shape of 
dog

953(51.9) 535(29.2) 289 (15.7) 58 (3.2)

Telling time-days of week 690(37.6) 3 
days

613 (33.4) 
two days

371 (20.2) 
one day

161 (8.8)

Follow and use direction 
 Right
 
 Left
 Forward
 Backward

1059(57.7)
1021(55.6)
1159(63.2)
1125(59.3)

494 (26.9)
526 (28.7)
442 (24.1)
464 (25.3)

241(13.1)
245(13.4)
202(11.0)
208(11.3)

40(2.2)
43(2.3)
31(1.7)
38(2.1)

Classifi cation Identifying aero plane and bus as 
means of transportation 
Identifying television and mobile as 
means of communication

1157(63.1)
1089(59.3)

488(26.6)
506(27.6)

166(9.0)
210(11.4)

24(1.3)
30(1.6)

Identifi cation/
description

Identifying utensils of daily uses- 
spoon
 glass
 scissor

1515(82.6)
1478(80.5)
1407(76.7)

Not 
applicable 227(12.4)

262(14.3)
314(17.1)

21(1.1)
25(1.4)
29(1.6)

Number and 
numeracy

Recognizing numbers-1,3,4,6,8,9.
 Recognized all
 Recognized any fi ve
 Recognized any four
 Recognized any three

469(25.6)
151(8.2)
128(7.0)
436(23.8)

306(16.7) 
any two and 
270 (14.7) 
any one

Not 
applicable 75(4.1)

 Size and length Telling length and size shape 
 big/small
 long /short

1345(73.3)
1295(70.6)

370(20.2)
382(20.8)

96(5.2)
141(7.7)

24(1.3)
17(0.9)

Creativity Completing picture of cat adding 
legs, eyes and tail
 Add all 3 properly
 Add 2 properly

765(41.7)
664(36.2)

345 (18.8) 
less than 2

Not 
applicable 60(3.3)

Life skills  Telling likes/dislikes of foods(Tell 3 
foods s/she likes) 1299(70.8) 381(20.8) 127(6.9) 28(1.5)

 Expression of 
emotions

Express context for pleasure
Express context for sorrow

1198(65.3)
1102(60.1)

406(22.1)
508(27.7)

171(9.3)
174(9.5)

60(3.3)
51(2.8)

Empathy Expressing empathy to a weeping 
person

935(51.1) Not 
applicable

717(39.0) 183(10.0)

Valuing culture Telling 3 festivals s/he likes 676(36.8) 649(35.4) 367(20.0) 143(7.8)
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4.3 Analysis of results based on aff ecting factors

There are various factors aff ecting to achieve the development and learning standards of 
children such as home environment, socio-economic status of the family, child rearing 
practice and so on. However, here the results on learning and development of ECD 
children have been analyzed based on the education qualifi cation of facilitators, training 
days the facilitators have received, number of facilitators available in each ECD Centre, 
physical facilities and learning materials available in ECD Centre. The result has been 
analyzed to know to what extent these factors aff ect the achievement on development and 
development standards.

Eff ect of availability of two facilitators in development and learning standards

Ideally it is expected that each ECD Centre has at least two facilitators working daily 
to ensure regularity in operation, better care and guidance for children and managed 
organized support in learning development activities. An attempt has been made to 
look at the eff ects of number of facilitators in learning and development of children. 
As expected, the children in ECD Centre served by two facilitators are seen performing 
better than those the children served by single facilitator. The table below presents the 
results comparatively based on the number of facilitators available in ECD Centre.

Table 9 : Number of facilitators and result on development and learning standards

Number of facilitator Number Mean Achievement (%) Std. Deviation
One 1170 79.0 14.7
Two 665 82.6 13.5
Total 1835 80.3 14.4

Figure 1 : Mean score on the basis of number of facilitator 
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Eff ect of education qualifi cation of facilitators in development and learning standards

Education qualifi cation of facilitators is seen one of the aff ecting factors for achieving 
expected learning and development standards for children. It is found that the learning 
and development standards of children are high where facilitators in ECD have higher 
education qualifi cation which means that higher the education qualifi cation of facilitators, 
better the performance standards of children in development and learning standards of 
children. The table below is evident that mean achievement on development and learning 
standards is high for children in the ECD Centre where there are facilitators with higher 
education qualifi cation.

Table 10 : Achievement on learning and development standards and education qualifi cation of 
facilitator

Education qualifi cation of 
facilitators

No of 
children

Mean 
Achievement (%)

Standard 
Deviation

Below SLC 63 70.2 14.1
SLC Passed 589 75.4 14.7
Intermidiate or +12 838 82.7 13.0
Bachelor and above 345 84.6 13.9
Total 1835 80.3 14.4

In all the instances, the eff ect size of higher qualifi cation of facilitators on learning and 
development standards is found statistically signifi cant at ɑ = 0.05.

Figure 2 : Mean score basis on Facilitator Qualifi cation

Eff ect of training status of facilitators in learning and development standards

Though eff ect of basic training up to 10 days is seen positive to children’s achievement 
in comparison with the facilitator receiving no training, the training longer than 10 days 
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is not found aff ecting positively. The table below shows the descriptive statistics on the 
eff ect of training on learning and development standards for children.

Table 11 : Training status of facilitators and achievement on learning and development 
standards

Training Status No of children Mean 
Achievement (%) Std. Deviation

No training 570 78.1 15.0
Training < 10 days 151 84.5 11.7
Training 11-15 days 495 79.3 14.6
Training > 15 619 82.2 13.7
Total 1835 70.3 14.4

Base on the table, it is seen that the diff erence between diff erent training group is found 
statistically signifi cant at ɑ = 0.05.

Figure 3 : Mean score basis on Facilitator Training

Eff ect of physical infrastructures of ECD in development and learning standards

Physical infrastructures available in ECD are considered one of the enabling conditions 
for organizing learning and development activities for children. Availability of it creates 
conducive environment for taking place learning and development of children. For the 
purpose of analyzing the results on development and learning standards, sample ECD 
Centres have been grouped into two categories: ECD Centres having poor physical 
infrastructure or below than minimum standards have been categorized a low physical 
status and those having infrastructures at ideal level are considered as high physical status 
(See chapter 3, table 5).While looking at the results based on the classifi cation, it is found 
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that children are performing best in the ECD Centres having infrastructures with high 
status in comparison to the low status. The table below presents the comparative results 
based on the physical infrastructures of ECD Centres.

Table 12 : Status of physical infrastructure and result on development and learning and 
standards

Status of Physical Infrastructure Number Mean 
Achievement (%) Std. Deviation

Low 574 76.7 16.0
High 1261 82.0 13.2
Total 1835 80.3 14.4

From the data it is evident that performance level reaches to 82.0 percent in ECD with 
good status from 76.7 against those with low status. The diff erence between on status to 
another is seen signifi cant at ɑ = 0.05.

Figure 4 : Mean score basis on physical facilities of ECD 

Availability of learning materials and achievement on development and learning 
standards

Availability of learning materials in ECD Centre is another factor associated to children’s 
development and learning. From the data below, it is evident that the performance level is 
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77.77 percent among children in ECD Centre with few learning materials which goes up 
to 79.4 in ECD Centre having minimum level of materials and goes further up to 81. 31 
per cent in ECD Centre having adequate learning materials.

Table 13 : Availability of learning materials and result on learning and development standards

Availability of 
Learning Materials Number Mean Achievement (%) Std. Deviation

Few 189 77.8 13.5
Minimum 886 79.4 14.4
Adequate 760 82.0 14.4
Total 1835 80.3 14.4

The level of diff erence in the case is signifi cant at ɑ = 0.05 which is the eff ect size of 
learning materials in improving the learning and development standards for ECD children.

Figure 5 : Mean score basis on learning material

Eff ect of availability of health and nutrition facilities in development and learning

Health and nutrition facilities available in ECD Centre is found critical factor aff ecting the 
learning and development standards of children in ECD. From the data, it is evident that 
the development and learning standards are better in the ECD Centresproviding health 
and nutrition service to children in comparison the ECD Centre lacking it. In this case too, 
the eff ect size is seen signifi cant at ɑ = 0.05. 
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Table 14 : Availability health and nutrition service and result on development and learning 
standards

Availability Status Number Mean Achievement (%) Std. Deviation
Absence 318 78.4 17.7
Minimum level 1046 79.8 13.5
Good level 471 82.8 13.5
Total 1835 80.3 14.4

Figure 6 : Mean score basis on availability health and nutrition

Eff ect of management in development and learning standards

An attempt has also been made to look at eff ect of management aspect of ECD Centre 
on results on development and learning standards of ECD children. Available data shows 
that better the management standard of ECD Centre, higher is the performance level of 
children. The table below presents a descriptive statistics on the relation of management 
standards with the development and learning standards.

Table 15 : Relation of management with development and learning standards

Management Standard Number Mean Achievement Std. Deviation
Weak management 141 79.0 13.8
Medium standard 762 80.0 14.9
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Management Standard Number Mean Achievement Std. Deviation
Ideal management 932 80.8 14.0
Total 1835 80.3 14.4

The level of diff erence in the case is signifi cant at ɑ = 0.05 which is the eff ect size of 
management in improving the learning and development standards for ECD children.

4.4 Analysis of results based on diversity factors 

As diversity is relative and contextual concept, there may be many other diversities 
depending upon the context. However, background information questionnaires included 
only three diversity factors such as types of ECD-community and school based; location 
of them-urban and rural; and district. Taking into account as diversity factors, an attempt 
has been made to analyze the result to see whether there is any variation in it due to those 
diversities.

Result based on the type of ECD

As stated earlier, in terms of management and operation there are two types of ECD-
community based and school based. As both are equally supported by public fund, there 
should no variation in achievement on development and learning. However, the data 
set shows that children in school based ECD demonstrate slightly better performance 
in comparison to their counterpart in community based. The table below presents the 
performance of both types ECD Centres comparatively.

Table 16 : Result by types of ECD

ECD Type Number Mean Achievement (%) Std. Deviation

Community based 85 71.9 13.45

School Based 1750 80.7 14.28

Total 1835 80.3 14.4

Based on the data set, the mean diff erence between two group is found at 8.2 point which 
is statistically signifi cant at ɑ = 0.05.
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Figure 7 : Mean score basis on ECD type

Better performance of school based ECD children is seen in each domain which means 
that they are smarter than community based in every aspect. The table below shows the 
domain wise results comparatively.

Table 17 : Domain wise result by types of ECD

Domains of 
Development

Community Based School Based Total

Mean (%) Std. 
Deviation Mean(%) Std. 

Deviation Mean (%) Std. 
Deviation

Cultural 51.8 38.0 67.8 30.7 67.1 31.3
Social 83.9 24.5 87.1 22.7 86.9 22.8
Emotional 74.4 19.1 79.7 21.8 80.8 15.3
Physical 71.6 15.6 81.3 15.2 80.8 15.3
Intellectual 72.6 14.9 79.1 15.6 78.8 15.6
Language 71.4 15.9 82.3 15.7 81.8 15.9

Figure 8 : Domain wise mean score by types of ECD
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District wise result on development and learning standards

To look at the district wise results, achievement varies ranging from 73.7 for Baglung the 
lowest to the 93.9 for Lalitpur, the highest. Other districts lie in between them. From the 
data presented below in table 18, it is evident that children in Lalitpur are seen ahead of 
all.

Table 18 : Results in aggregate by districts

Districts Number Mean Achievement (%) Std. Deviation
Baglung 164 73.7 15.3
Bara 222 79.6 14.5
Chitawan 178 79.5 12.6
Dhanusha 224 72.8 14.4
Dolakha 134 85.0 11.0
Lalitpur 190 93.9 6.1
Nuwakot 193 75.4 12.4
Sindhupalchok 178 81.5 18.3
Surkhet 198 82.6 9.9
Syngja 154 81.1 12.5
Total 1835 80.3 14.4

The diff erence due to the district is seen statistically signifi cant at ɑ = 0.05 which indicates 
that the diff erence between and among the district is remarkably high.

Figure 9 : Mean score on the basis of district

The variation between the districts is seen in all domains which ranges from 46.1 the 
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lowest in cultural development to 97.2 the highest in social development. The table below 
presents the results comparatively in each domain of development.

Table 19 : Domain wise results by districts

District Number
Results by domains of development

Cultural Social Emotional Physical Intellectual Language
Baglung 164 46.1 82.5 71.6 74.6 71.5 76.3
Bara 222 77.9 84.8 77.4 79.2 79.1 80.4
Chitawan 178 46.6 90.4 79.3 81.1 78.0 81.1
Dhanusha 224 70.4 80.1 74.8 73.2 73.6 71.4
Dolakha 134 66.9 90.8 87.1 82.9 84.1 87.4
Lalitpur 190 88.9 97.2 92.8 94.8 91.9 95.3
Nuwakot 193 70.3 82.2 72.3 74.2 74.1 77.6
Sindhupalchok 178 70.4 86.5 77.9 82.2 80.0 83.2
Surkhet 198 64.1 90.9 86.4 84.3 80.0 83.9
Syngja 154 61.7 85.9 76.1 83.5 76.1 85.5
Total 1835 67.1 86.9 79.4 80.8 78.8 81.8

The above table shows that children in Lalitpur are ahead in all domains whereas their 
counterparts in Baglung lag behind of all in all.

Location of ECD Centre and achievement on learning and development standards

An attempt has also been made to look whether there is any variation in achievement 
on learning and development standards between the children attending rural and urban 
ECD Centre. The data set shows that in comparison to rural, urban ECD favors much in 
better performance. The diff erence between the two is found statistically signifi cant at at 
ɑ = 0.05. The table below presents the results comparatively between ECD of the both 
location. It will be worth to note that the ECD Centre located in rural municipality and 
metropolitan/submetropolitan/municipality areas are respectively considered rural and 
urban ECD Centres for the purpose of this analysis.

Table 20 : Location of ECD and results on development and learning standards

Location Number Mean Achievement (%) Std. Deviation
Rural 435 76.8 15.2
Urban 1400 81.4 13.9
Total 1835 80.3 14.4
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Figure 10 : Mean score on the basis of Location

Achievement on Learning and development standards by sex of children

The result on learning and development standards has also analyzed by sex too to know 
whether there is any variation between boys and girls because of their gender diff erence. 
While looking the result from the gender perspective, girl children are seen slightly 
ahead of boys by 1.8 percent points with 14.4 standard deviation. For instances, the 
mean achievement of girls children is found to be 80.7 where as it is 79.9 of their boy 
colleagues. Nevertheless, the diff erence between the two is found statistically signifi cant 
at ɑ = 0.05. However, the variation in achievement in favour of girls is not due to the 
gender diff erences, it is because of the individual diff erence among of the child, learning 
and development activities of ECD Centres and management support as in some standards 
boys are seen ahead of girls where as in some girls are seen ahead of boys.

The comparative results by sex have been presented in the table below.

Table 21 : Achievement in learning and development standard by sex of children

Sex of Children Mean Achievement (%) N Std Dev
Girls 80.7 940 13.4
Boys 79.9 895 15.3
Total 80.3 1835 14.4



Education Review Offi  ce, 2018

- 40 -

Figure 11 : Mean score on the basis of sex

4.5  Summary of results

Data shows that children performing the given tasks correctly range from 25.60 percent 
the lowest (Recognizing number and numeracy) to 88.60 percent (Telling own name) the 
highest. Similarly, the children performing the given tasks partially also vary from 16.70 
percent (Recognizing number/numeracy) the lowest to 35.40 percent (Telling festivals 
they like) the highest. In comparison to other, it is seen that very small number of children 
are able to perform the tasks related to number and numeracy. 

Likewise, the number of children skipping or refusing to perform the given tasks is also 
signifi cant which ranges from 1.5 percent, the lowest (Recognizing/telling names of 
objects/pictures) to 16.1 percent, the highest (Telling own age and address).

Data set shows that inside ECD Centre related factors such as facilitators with higher 
education qualifi cation having basic level training, more than one facilitators, and 
availability of learning materials, good physical facilities, availability health and nutrition, 
better management have their positive relation in achieving expected development and 
learning standards. The diff erence in achievement due to the availability of these factors 
is found statistically signifi cant at ɑ = 0.05. 
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The diversity factors such as types-community and school based; location-urban and rural 
and district are also seen other aspects causing variation in achievement on development 
and learning of children. Data set shows that urban and school based ECD children are 
found to be performing better than the others. Similarly, signifi cant diff erence is also 
found between districts. Baglung lags behind (73.7) of all whereas Lalitpur is seen far 
ahead of all (93.9).The diff erence between the two is statistically signifi cant at ɑ = 0.05.
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Chapter 5: Conclusions and Implications

5.1  Introduction

It is evident that properly organized Early Childhood Development (ECD) programs help 
children fulfi ll their right to healthy development and learning, and ultimately assist them 
in reaching their full potential. There is also mounting evidence from around the world 
demonstrating that the early years of life are critical in the development of children as 
they shape cognitive, social and language skills, as well as lifelong approaches to learning 
(Lonigan, Burgess & Anthony, 2000; Lonigan, Schatschneider & Westberg, 2008; Young 
Lives, 2010). Furthermore, children’s early learning and development is directly related 
to their future academic success. Children who begin school with sound prior knowledge 
and skills in relevant emergent literacy domains, most notably general verbal abilities, 
basic phonological awareness, familiarity with the basic purposes and mechanisms of 
reading, and letter knowledge are most likely to succeed in further levels of education. 
Being cognizant of a these far reaching implications of early learning and development 
program in learning, health, wellbeing and greater returns in further educational career 
of a person; parents and nation states both, through the public policy, have been making 
signifi cant investment in ECD programs. Nepal is no exception to concentrate its eff orts 
in expanding access to and improving quality of ECD program for ensuring early learning 
and development experiences and skills among children for ensuring school readiness 
skills in them. 

Given the importance of early learning and development experiences, there is increasing 
interest in knowing whether children have the skills and knowledge necessary for success 
in the early primary grades. Guided with the interest in measuring early learning and 
development skills in order to know to what extent the skills and competencies among 
the children have been developed after the ECD interventions, for the fi rst time in Nepal 
an assessment of early learning and development standards of children along with 
management standards of ECD has been accomplished in 2017.
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5.2  Context of ECD and its assessment in Nepal 

Realizing the importance of ECD program on children’s development and learning, 
Nepal offi  cially started expanding ECD program throughout country since 2000 as a 
part of education for all movement within EFA framework. As a result, the number of 
ECD (community and school based) has reached to 30448 with gross enrollment  rate 81 
percent of the target group of children in the academic year 072/73(DOE, 2015).

For the eff ective implementation of ECD program within policy framework, National 
Policy on ECD 2004 along with the National Strategic Plan for ECD 2004 have been 
developed which emphasize a full-fl edged development of children’s physical, socio-
emotional, cognitive, spiritual, cultural and moral potentials. Besides, an Operation and 
Management Guidelines 2067 for maintaining standard in their management, operation 
and in service delivery; ECED curriculum, 2062; National Minimum Standards for ECD 
Centers, 2067; and Early Learning and Development Standard for Children from 48 to 60 
Months, 2069 to ensure minimum learning and development skills in children are also in 
place.

While there have been several eff orts in expanding access to ECD, improving its quality 
in service delivery and maintaining standard in its operation and management; systematic 
eff ort has not been made for measuring early learning and development skills developed 
in children after the ECD intervention and assessing management standard maintained 
by them. Amidst the context, an assessment of management standards met by the ECD  
Centre and early learning and development standard achieved by the ECD children against 
the expected standard has been initiated for the fi rst time in the year 2017 by ERO. 

5.3 Summary of objectives and method 

Objectives of the assessment

This assessment has been designed to generate objective, evidence based and comparable 
data on management standard met by the ECD Centre against the standard set and on 
early learning and development standards achieved by ECD children. More specifi cally, 
this assessment intends to:

• Assess the level of early learning and development standards among children after the 
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ECD intervention.

• Assess the management standard met by the ECD Centres.

• Generate evidence based information on performance of ECD for monitoring the 
trends over the period.

Methodology

This assessment has been accomplished in three phases. In the fi rst phase, an assessment 
framework was developed identifying main aspects to assessment, developed assessment 
indicators on each aspects, developed assessment tools guidelines for the assessment of 
management and operation standard of ECD Centres. Part of it also consist a comprehensive 
framework for the assessment of ELDS describing various tasks to perform by each 
learning and development domain. During this phase, assessment tools consisting 28 
tasks (ELDS) to perform by children from major fi ve domains i.e. physical, language, 
cognitive, socio-emotional and cultural development. 

During the second phase, standard for assessment procedures were set, guidelines for 
administering the test and conducting management assessment were prepared and 
assessors were oriented on assessment tools and procedures to administer the assessment 
uniformly. The assessment tools and items were piloted in some ECD centers to test 
their objectivity, feasibility, practically and relevancy in diff erent geographic and cultural 
context. Based on the result of the piloting, altogether 28 assessment tasks covering main 
domains were selected for fi nal test.

In the third phase, assessment of ELDS was conducted using the assessment tool among 
1835 children who passed out their two years ECD from purposively selected 10 districts 
and have been attending Grade 1 currently. At same time, assessment of management 
standard met by ECD Centres was also done.

Information on the performance on each ELDS were collected at the centre from each 
ECD and scored as suggested in the guidelines. Scores on each assessment task were 
tabulated. Similarly, information on management standard met by each ECD collected 
during the survey was also tabulated and described. Based on the information analysed 
on ELDS and management standards, this report has been prepared.
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5.4 Summary of assessment results

Assessment results on management standard and ELDS has been presented separately in 
the following two headings. 

Main result on management standard

The data set shows that 58 and 64 percent ECD Centres, meet ideal standards in building 
and in regularity respectively, whereas very few of them about 8, 12 and 15 percent are 
found to be able to reach this standard in the indicators of health checkup, management 
of compound area and management of learning and playing materials respectively. 
Similarly, the high percent of ECD Centres meeting basic standard is 63 percent in record 
management, 62 percent in management of compound area, 50.66 percent in management 
of learning materials. From the data set it also evident that the ECD Centres meeting 
ideal and basic standards in some indicators are below the minimum standards in other 
indicators implying that no ECD Centre reach ideal and basic standards in all indicators.

The same data shows that there are also signifi cant number of ECD Centres ranging from 
2 percent minimum to maximum 31 percent which are running without meeting minimum 
standards in some indicators. Similarly, minimum 7 percent to maximum 31 percent 
ECD Centres are functioning with meeting minimum standards in many indicators. Both 
of them, whether they meet minimum standards or are below the minimum standards, 
require support for improving their standards. The management standard reached by the 
ECD Centres on each of the indicators has been presented as follow.

Table 22 : ECDs meeting management standard on each indicator

Management aspects

ECDs reaching particular standard
Reaching 
to ideal 

standard 
(3 points)

Meeting 
basic 

standards 
(2 points )

Meeting 
minimum 

standards(1 
point)

Meeting no 
minimum 
standards 
(0 point)

Building/Hall/Room 87 (58%) 53 (35.3) 7 (4.7%) 3 (2%)
Management of compound area 20 (13.3%) 93 (62%) 31 (20.7%) 6 (4%)
Management of activity room/hall 72 (47.3%) 49 (32.7%) 26 (17.3%) 3 (2%)
Management of learning materials 42 (28%) 76 (50.7%) 30 (20%) 2 (1.3%)
Seating arrangement 72 (47.3%) 58 (38.7%) 17 (11.3%) 3 (2%)
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Management aspects

ECDs reaching particular standard
Reaching 
to ideal 

standard 
(3 points)

Meeting 
basic 

standards 
(2 points )

Meeting 
minimum 

standards(1 
point)

Meeting no 
minimum 
standards 
(0 point)

Management of learning corner 
and library

26 (17.3%) 66 (44%) 49 (32.7%) 9 (6%)

Availability of 
educational/instructional materials

48 (32%) 72 (48%) 25 (16.7%) 5 (3.3%)

Decoration of activity room 58 (38.7%) 61 (40.7%) 20 (13.3%) 11 (7.3%)
Availability of learning play 
materials

23 (15.3%) 56 (37.3%) 65 (43.3%) 6 (4%)

Health check up 12 (8%) 55 (36.7%) 71 (47.3%) 12 (8%)
State of drinking water and 
sanitation

57 (38%) 63 (42%) 26 (17.3%) 4 (2.7%)

Day meal/tiffi  n 33 (22%) 62 (14.7%) 40 (26.7%) 15 (10%)
Regularity 97 (64%) 38 (25%) 8 (5.3) 7 (4.7%)
Education qualifi cation and 
training of facilitator

54 (36%) 77 (51%) 16 (10.7%) 3 (3%)

Record management 33 (22%) 95 (63%) 20 (13.3%) 2 (1.3%)
Formation of committee and its 
functioning

62 (41.3%) 33 (22%) 24 (16%) 31 (20.7%)

Facilitator’s satisfaction 44 (29.3%) 79 (52.7) 21 (14%) 6 (4%)
Parents’ satisfaction 37 (24.7%) 90 (60%) 14 (9.3%) 9 (6%)

While looking at the trend of enrollment of children in ECD Centres, as many as 57.97 
percent population is from the exact target age group. Among the remaining 42.3 percent, 
23 .18 percent are under 4 years and 18.84 are from 5 years and above age group both of 
which is beyond the target group.

Main results on early learning and development standard of children

Data shows that children performing the given tasks correctly range from 25.60 percent 
the lowest (Recognizing number and numeracy) to 88.60 percent (Telling own name) the 
highest. Similarly, the children performing the given tasks partially also vary from 16.70 
percent (Recognizing number/numeracy) the lowest to 35.40 percent (Telling festivals 
they like) the highest. In comparison to other, it is seen that very small number of children 
are able to perform the tasks related to number and numeracy. 
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Likewise, the children skipping or refusing to perform the given tasks are also signifi cant 
which ranges from 1.5 percent, the lowest (Recognizing/telling names of objects/pictures) 
to 16.10 percent, the highest (Telling own age and address).The detail results on each task 
is found as follow:

Table 23 : Children’s performance by task

Tasks to perform
Children’s performance by task

Performing 
correctly (%)

Performing 
partially (%)

Performing 
incorrectly (%)

Skipping/ 
refusing (%)

Hopping on right foot 
fi ve times

1150(62.7) 460(25.1) 167(9.1) 58(3.3)

Hopping left foot fi ve 
times

1040(56.7) 479(26.1) 245(13.4) 71(3.9)

Identifying sound of 
hand clipping

14.84(80.9) Not applicable 297(16.2) 54(2.9)

Identifying sound of 
tong twisting

1376(75.0) Not applicable 392(21.4) 67(3.7)

Clapping hand to 
produce sound as 
directed

1474(80.3) Not applicable 290(15.8) 71(3.9)

Producing sound by 
twisting tongue

1227(66.9) Not applicable 497(27.1) 111(6.0)

Distinguishing distance 
far

1236(67.4) 405(22.1) 161(8.8) 32(1.7)

Folding paper in equal 
size

899(49.0) 714(38.9) 175(9.5) 45(2.5)

Tearing paper in equal 
size

584(31.8) 815(44.4) 381(20.8) 55(3.0)

Drawing fl ags by 
joining given dots

860(46.9) 706(38.5) 227(12.4) 42(2.3)

Telling own names 1625(88.6) Not applicable 149(8.1) 51(3.4)
Telling own age 1148(62.6) Not applicable 391(21.3) 286(16.1)
Telling own address 1177(64.1) Not applicable 380(20.7) 278(15.1)
Comprehending short 
story listened to

1065(58.0) Not applicable 527(28.7) 98(5.3)

Recognizing and 
telling names of 
objects/pictures seen

Mango 
1463(79.7)
Banana 
1435(78.2)
Pen 1445(78.8)

Not applicable Mango 
261(14.2)
Banana 
291(15.9)
Pen 264(14.4)

Mango 
25(1.4)
Banana 
17(0.9)
Pen 22 (1.2)
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Tasks to perform
Children’s performance by task

Performing 
correctly (%)

Performing 
partially (%)

Performing 
incorrectly (%)

Skipping/ 
refusing (%)

Identifying fi rst/initial 
sound/letter in words

ग in गमला 1196 
(61.5)
त in तराज ु1129 
(61.5)
k in k/]jf 1096 
(59.7)

Not applicable 371 (20.2)
415(22.6)
389(21.2)

84(4.6)
107(5.8)
114(6.2)

Recognizing Nepali 
letter

One 1284 (70.0)
Two 1191(64.9)

Not applicable 446(24.3)
525(28.6)

105(5.7)
119(6.5)

Recognizing English 
letter

One 1192(65.9)
Two 1138(62.1)

Not applicable 505(27.5)
527(28.7)

138(7.5)
169(9.2)

Recognizing four letters  855(46.6) Not applicable Not applicable Not 
applicable

Drawing straight line as 
shown

1379(75.1) Not applicable 365(19.9) 91(5.0)

Drawing half circle 1324(72.2) Not applicable 412(22.5) 99(5.4)
Copying P
  q

 1368( 74.6)
1250(68.1)

Not applicable 380(20.7)
464(25.3)

87(4.7)
121(6.6)

Copying r

  w

 1247 (68.0)
1128 (61.5)

Not applicable 455(24.8)
517(28.2)

132( 7.2)
190(10.4)

Follow given rhythm of 
song

1116(60(8) 464(25.30) 209(11.4) 46(2.5)

Writing own fi rst name 736(40.0) 405(22.1) 540(29.4) 154(8.4)
Identifying and 
diff erentiating color red, 
yellow and blue

852(46.4)  Any two 512 
(27.90 Any 
one 348 (19.9) 

Not applicable 123(6.7)

Identifying proper place 
for managing waste

1426(77.7) Not applicable 351(19.1) 58(3.2)

Arranging puzzles to 
form shape of dog

953(51.9) 535(29.2) 289(15.7) 58(3.2)

Telling time (days of 
week)

690(37.6) 613(33.4) 371(20.2) 161(8.8)

Follow and use direction Right 1059 (57.7)
Left 1021 (55.6)
Forward 1159 
(63.20)
Backward 1125 
(59.30)

494(26.9)
526(28.7)
442(24.1)
464(25.3)

241(13.1)
245(13.4)
202(11.0)
208(11.3)

40(2.2)
43(2.3)
31(1.7)
38(2.1)
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Tasks to perform
Children’s performance by task

Performing 
correctly (%)

Performing 
partially (%)

Performing 
incorrectly (%)

Skipping/ 
refusing (%)

Recognizing numbers 
1,3,4,6,8,9

All 469( 25.60)
Any fi ve 
151(8.20)
Any four 
128(7.00)
Any three 
436(23.8)

Any two 
306(16.70)
Any one 
270(14.70)

Not applicable 75(4.10)

Telling length and size 
Big/small
Long/short

1345(73.3) 370(20.2)
382(20.2)

96(5.2)
141(7.7)

24(1.3)
17(0.9)

Completing picture of 
cat adding legs, eyes 
and tail

All three 
properly
76(41.7)
Any two 
properly
664(36.2)

Less than two
345(18.8)

Not applicable 60(3.3)

Telling 3 foods s/he 
likes

1299(70.8) 381(20.8) 127(6.9) 28(1.5)

Expressing context of 
pleasure

1198(65.3) 406(22.1) 171(9.3) 60(3.3)

Expressing context of 
sorrow

1102(60.1) 508(27.7) 174(9.5) 51(2.8)

Expressing empathy to a 
weeping person

935(51.1) Not applicable 717(39.0) 183(10.0)

Telling 3 festivals s/he 
likes

676(36.8) 649(35.4) 367(20.0) 143(7.8)

Data set shows that inside the factors within ECD Centre factors such as facilitators with higher 
education qualifi cation having basic level training, more than one facilitators, and availability of 
learning materials, good physical facilities, availability health and nutrition, better management 
have their positive relation in achieving expected development and learning standards. The 
diff erence in achievement due to the availability of these factors is found statistically signifi cant 
at ɑ = 0.05. 

The diversity factors types such as of ECD Centres-community and school based; location-urban 
and rural and district are also seen other aspects causing variation in achievement on development 
and learning of children. Data set shows that urban and school based ECD children are found to be 
performing better than the others. Similarly, signifi cant diff erence is also found between districts. 
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Baglung lags behind (73.7) of all whereas Lalitpur is seen far ahead of all (93.9).The diff erence 
between the two is statistically signifi cant at ɑ = 0.05.

Implications

Having analyzed the results on both management standards of ECDs and the level of 
ELDS reached by ECD children, the following implications can be drawn on each for its 
further improvement.

Implications regarding the results on management standard

From the data set presented earlier, it is evident that none of ECD Centre meet ideal 
standards in all indicators which implies that there is no single ECD in the sample districts 
that can be considered model. The ECD Centres meeting below basic and minimum 
standards exceed far to those meeting basic standards in number of indicators indicating 
that majority of ECD Centres have been running with very minimum facilities and 
infrastructures and are not appropriate for organizing minimum development and learning 
activities. Given the context, following will be the main implications for improving the 
management standards:

• Implement support programs to ensure basic standards in all ECD Centres.

• Develop some ECD Centres as model at least one at each RC or ward level in each 
municipality.

• Institutionalize a system for assessment of management standards of ECDs at each 
level of municipality and RC to monitor their status and to provide feedback to 
program planning.

• Develop a system at each level for keeping an updated portfolio on management 
standard of each ECD Centres.

• Orient to parents and members of management committee on the basic requirements 
to be available in ECD Centres and basic standards to meet by them to seek their 
support and mobilize community in ensuring basic requirements.

5.5 Implications regarding results on ELDs

Looking at the results on the performance in ELDS, it is found that a high portion of 
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children are concentrated in performing each given task correctly. However, there is 
also signifi cant portion of children performing either incorrectly or skipping/refusing to 
perform the tasks. It is noteworthy that each of the tasks is skipped by a signifi cant number 
of children that ranges from minimum 1 percent to maximum 16.10 percent. Besides 
the skipping or refusing, portion of children performing the given tasks incorrectly is 
also higher which ranges from 9 percent the lowest to 39 percent the highest. Given the 
context, following would be the further measures of interventions: 

• Institutionalize a system of regular assessment on ELDS from local to the center 
level.

• Orient to the facilitators and members of management committee on the ELDS, 
performance level to demonstrate by children on them, possible activities needed to 
develop those performances, aspects of assessment, assessment tools to well prepare 
them for organizing proper the learning and development activities.

• Make available the assessment framework and multiple assessment tools to each 
of the ECD Centres and their facilitators so that they are well familiar with what, 
how and why to assess which ultimately helps in institutionalizing the continuous 
assessment process.

• Build institutional capacity in assessment design, item development and result 
analysis for the assessment of ELDS of children and management standard of ECD.

• Improve the assessment tools, assessment process and and result analysis on ELDS 
to meet the level of international standards.

• Disseminate the assessment results widely to the policy makers, program planners, 
practitioners, school teachers and ECD facilitators to concentrate support for program 
quality and continuous program improvement and familiarize them on program 
strengths and areas that require further support.

5.6 Summing up

This assessment carried out in small sample of ECD Centres and children from ten districts 
has not only presented the current status of management standards met by ECD Centres, 
but also has revealed the level of children on ELDS against the expected standards. 
Though the sample covered by this assessment is not nationally representative and the 
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results may not be extended equally to all the ECD Centres across the country, it has been 
able to identify the gaps and area requiring further interventions. 

It has also generated micro level data of sample ECD Centre and children completing 
ECD specifi c support and interventions can easily be identifi ed and targeted to the ECD 
Centres needing support program. The data set can also be used as a basis for generating 
knowledge on additional aspects such as performance level by gender, ethnicity/caste and 
educative process of having poor and best performance level.
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Annex 1

Assessment framework of ELDS

Domains Sub domains Aspects Standards Tasks to perform
Tasks of Assessment for 

children
Physical 
Development, 
Health and Well 
being

Physical 
Development

Gross motor 
skills

Demonstrate 
coordination of body 
parts

• Walk along straight line 
balancing the whole body

• Stretch, bend and touch their 
feet.

• Move some steps backward
• Jump some steps using both 

feet
• Hop, turn by turn on one foot
• Crawl on the ground
• Climb up/down ladder, slopes, 

steps
• Carry/lift a small chair of 

her/his size
• Throw/catch toys, ball ,purse, 

small bags to and from short 
distance

• Swing
• Climb up/ down from 

branch/rope/bar

• Walking along 10 steps straight 
line balancing body

• Touching feet with hands by 
standing

• Moving some steps back
• Hopping on right and left foot.
• Lifting a plastic chair
• Throwing the ball towards wall 

or instructed direction.
• Running, and stopping when 

instructed
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Domains Sub domains Aspects Standards Tasks to perform
Tasks of Assessment for 

children
Fine motor 
skills

•  Coordinate and use 
fi ne motor body-parts

• Demonstrate hand 
/eye co-ordination

• Use tool/instruments 
objects with control

• Tear paper, leaves in to pieces 
as instructed

• Thread various objects such as 
beads, corncobs 

• Do up buttons
•  Click fi ngers
•  Produce a sound by whistling
• Color within a boundary using 

crayons
•  Do simple weaving
• Draw lines, circles, patterns 

using pencils 
• Fold paper, cut and paste small 

objects
• Mould and manipulate wet 

sand, dough or clay

• Tearing the given piece of paper 
into pieces of equal sizes.

• Threading the pieces of fl ower 
to make a garland.

• Clicking fi nger as instructed
• Coloring the given rectangular/ 

/circular shape in paper
• Drawing a straight line and 

circle on the paper with pencil
• Making the paper some folds of 

equal sizes
• Pasting the given pictures in 

the piece of paper

Sensory 
motor skills

•  Show 
reactions/respond to 
something using senses

• Imitate/identify/differentiate 
sounds

• Follow given rhythm
• Show a reaction on object/

things to feeling something 
(smooth/ rough/ hard/ soft/ hot/ 
cold/ sharp/ blunt)

• See and distinguish objects far 
and near using each eye in turn 

• Respond to tasting something 
(sweet/sour, bitter/ hot)

• Identifying what the given 
sound is.

• Producing the same sound as 
heard.

• Distinguishing blunt and sharp 
by touching ends/points of two 
pencils.

•  Identifying the distance of 
given objects which is far and 
which one is near.
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Domains Sub domains Aspects Standards Tasks to perform
Tasks of Assessment for 

children
Health and 
Hygiene

Personal 
Hygiene

• Demonstrate healthy 
and hygienic 
behavior/practices

• Maintain neat and clean(nose/ 
hand/nail/feet/teeth)

• Comb up hair
• Aware of dirt/clean 

objects/dress/foods
• Follows proper toilet 

habits/practices

• Identifying clean/ dirty 
things/clothes/objects

• Knowing the place to put dirty 
objects/wastage/garbage.

Safe practice • Have understanding 
of safe practices

• Avoid harmful/ 
dangerous objects

•  Shows awareness of danger 
of fi re/electricity/sharp 
objects/broken glasses/poisons

• Familiar with signs of 
danger/poison and avoid them

• Recognizing the sign of 
danger/poison when shown

Food habit • Have some 
understanding of 
healthy/hygienic food 
habits/practices

•  Follow healthy and hygienic 
food habits in practice

• Avoid bad food habits

• Knowing/ identifying names of 
foods good for health

Language 
Development

Communication Listening • Listen to and respond 
properly

• Listen to and distinguish 
common sounds(human, 
animals, birds)

• Listen to and follow 
instructions in familiar 
language

• Listen to and respond in 
familiar language

• Listen to story for short time

• Carrying out activities 
following short simple 
instructions.

• Repeating/copying heard 
words/short sentence/line of 
songs

• Identifying names of characters 
from the story/events heard 
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Domains Sub domains Aspects Standards Tasks to perform
Tasks of Assessment for 

children
Communi -
cating with 
others

• Speak simple short 
sentences

• Communicate with 
each other (familiar 
peers and adults)

• Speak fl uently in familiar 
language using appropriate 
word with respect to 
geography, caste/ethnicity, 
culture, community

• Participate in conversation in 
small groups

• Ask and respond the questions
• Express views and opinions
• Address and speak with 

elders and younger children 
according to local norms and 
values

• Wait for their turn, listen to 
others and respond properly

• Answering the questions 
asked about child’s 
name/age/home/parents etc

Literacy Pre reading • Demonstrate pre 
reading skills

• Interpret the picture and 
pictorial story

• Match letters and words with 
pictures. 

• Recognise alphabets in Nepali 
and mother tongue

• Recognizing and naming the 
pictures/objects shown

• Matching the pictures with 
their names given.

• Making the words from the fi rst 
letters/ alphabets given.

• Recognize and reading out the 
alphabets/letter shown.



- 58 -

Education Review Offi  ce, 2018

Domains Sub domains Aspects Standards Tasks to perform
Tasks of Assessment for 

children
 Pre writing • Demonstrate pre 

writing skills
•  Draw pictures
•  Draw and copy patterns
• Draw, make a line, half circle, 

full circle, pattern 
• Begin to form alphabets

• Copy the alphabets/letter 
shown

• Draw horizontal/vertical line 
and make points/dots, half/full 
circle with pencil in paper.

• Write owns fi rst name in paper
Cognitive 
Development

Intellectual 
development

Cognitive 
skills and 
learning 
processes

• Explore and 
investigate. 

• Refl ect on their 
learning use it to 
support

• Use puzzles for exploration 
and investigation

• Use previous knowledge and 
skills for diff erent day to day 
situations

• Fix puzzle pieces at appropriate 
places

• Tell names of the days

Classifi cation 
and 
Ordering

• Recognise and 
describe geometrical 
and other shapes

• Describe familiar geometric 
shapes squares, triangle, circle

• Match the geometric shapes 
and tell their names

Cognitive 
Knowledge

S c i e n t i f i c 
exploration 
Sky /weather

• Describe 
sun/moon/sky

• Name and draw picture of sun, 
moon ,star and sky

• Name of given pictures
Sun, moon, star, sky

Living and 
non living 
beings

• Know the parts 
of body and their 
functions

• Name the parts of body
• Diff erentiate the living and 

nonliving beings

• Name the shown/drawn parts 
of body

• Classify the pictures by living 
and nonliving being

Scientifi c 
Knowledge-
Materials

• Identify and describe 
Everyday materials

• Identify utensils of everyday 
use

• Identify the materials by their 
quality/property

• Name given utensils of 
everyday use

• Spoon, plate, glass, scissors, 
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Domains Sub domains Aspects Standards Tasks to perform
Tasks of Assessment for 

children
frying pan. cookers by looking 
at the pictures

• Classify the materials that fl oat 
and sink

Scientifi c 
exploration-
Technology

• Diff erentiate some 
materials and tools

• Name technological devices 
available in the context

• Tell the name of 3 means of 
communication(Telephone, 
Radio, TV, Computer)

Scientifi c 
exploration-
Transporta-
tion

• Describe types of 
transportation

• Name types of transportation 
available in the context

• Name the picture and tell what 
they are used for

• Tell the name of three means of 
transportation

Distance and 
direction

• Follow and use 
direction

• Follow and give directions • Give instructions to follow the 
directions such as: Raise your 
right/left hand,Take one step 
backward/forward

Concept of 
time

• Talk about diff erent 
activities at time

• Name the days of week/months 
of year

• Tell the name of days in week
• Tell the name of fi rst months 

of year
Mathematics Numeracy • Recognize and write 

numbers1-9
• Recognise and write numbers 

1-9
• Recognize the numbers 

shown/given in sheet
• Write the numbers 1-9

Measurement • Diff erentiate 
shorter/taller/ longer

• Perform comparing and 
measuring tasks

• Identify the tall/short 
men/longer/shorter stick
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Domains Sub domains Aspects Standards Tasks to perform
Tasks of Assessment for 

children
Creativity Creative arts • Create/draw 

shapes/sketches of 
objects/things 

• Draw and name the pictures • Draw picture of things of 
own’s interest

• Name the pictures
• Colour the shape/picture

Imagination,
Drama/role 
play

• Use imagination in 
drama/role play

• Create music using 
instrument/objects

• Make/ create voice/rhythm • Make given voice/rhythm

Social 
Emotional 
Development

Social 
Development

Relationship 
with 
peers and 
unfamiliar 
adults

• Demonstrate 
relationships with 
peers and unfamiliar 
adults

• Greeting and interacting with 
peers and adults

• Greeting/addressing to peers 
and adults

Life skills • Expressing likes/
dislikes 

• Seek and provide 
support from/to 
others in performing 
tasks

• Express own likes/dislikes 
with reason in choosing things

• Perform task working 
collaboratively

• Give reason in 
choosing/selecting thing

• Build/form shape from 
building blocks

Cooperation 
and 
coordination

• Take responsibility 
for own belongings 

• Involve in ECD centres’ chores 
and activities

• Put things/belongings properly

• Follow the routine activities of 
ECD center

• Put things where they were or 
are to be

Social 
behaviour

• Demonstrate 
appropriate behaviour 
with peers and adults

• Mix up well while performing 
tasks

• Perform given tasks in group

Self concept • Demonstrate sense of 
self

•  Express own likes and dislikes •  Tell own likes and dislikes on 
books, food, dress etc.
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Domains Sub domains Aspects Standards Tasks to perform
Tasks of Assessment for 

children
• Show pride of own 

existence
Emotional 
Development

Emotional 
expressions

• Express emotions as 
per the situations

• Show appreciation to 
others

•  Clap to show appreciation to 
others

Emotional 
security and 
confi dence

• Demonstrate 
confi dence in new 
experience

•  Demonstrate independence in 
individual and group work

•  Perform the task individually 
and show/tell others how you 
performed it

Self control 
balance

• Demonstrate balance 
over the emotions

• Modify the behaviour and 
expressions of emotions for 
diff erent situations

Cultural 
Development

Values Family and 
community

• Follow and value 
routines/norms of 
own class/family

• Demonstrate an understanding 
on basic dos and dons of own 
family/class

• Tell the dos and donts of: a) 
your class

b) your family
Natural and 
cultural 
heritage

• Show an appreciation 
to local rules and 
cultures

• Demonstrate respect 
for natural/cultural 
heritage

•  Know particular festival 
celebrated in his/her 
family/local community

• Know dress/costumes of 
Nepali people of their locality

• Know some donts in 
temple/mosques/monastery of 
the locality

• Tell main festival of their 
family/community

• Tell the dress of Nepali women 
of their community

• Tell the name 
temple/mosques/monasteries 
of their locality

Nation and 
Nationality

• Show respect to 
Nepali emblems-Flag 
and Anthem

• Identify national fl ag
• Knows Nepal’s national 

song/anthem 

• Sing one two lines of Nepali 
national song

• Recognize Nepal’s national 
fl ag
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Annex 2: Tools for the assessment of management standards of ECD
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 ufpFkflnsf÷gu/kflnsf M  j8f g+= M    6f]n÷j:tL M

$_ sIff ;~rfngsf] dfWod efiff M 

%_ s]Gb| ;~rfng k|f/De ldlt -;fn / dlxgf_ M====================s]Gb| 

^_ ;~rfng :jLs[lt÷cg'dlt ldlt -;fn / dlxgf_ M=====

&_ ;~rfng Joj:yfkg cg'bfg pknAw u/fpg] lgsfo÷;+:yf Ms_ 

  v_

*_ ;xof]uL sfo{stf{ ;DaGwL ljj/0f M

s|=;+= Gffd y/ z}lIfs of]Uotf
tflnd -afnljsf; ;DaGwL_

sfo{/t cjlw -jif{_
cfwf/e"t -lbg_ k'gtf{huL -lbg_

!

@
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(_ s]Gb|df egf{ pd]/ ;d"xut afnaflnsf ljj/0f -z}lIfs jif{==============_ M 

pd]/ ;d"x afns aflnsf  hDdf

$ jif{ eGbf sd

$ jif{

% jif{ 

% jif{ eGbf dfly

s]Gb ;~rfng cjlw M ljxfg M =======ah]b]lv ck/fGx ======== ;Dd

s]Gb| k|sf/ M;d''bfodf cfwfl/t ljBfnodf cfwfl/t
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Zf}lIfs u'0f:t/ k/LIf0f s]Gb|

afnljsf; s]Gb| Joj:yfkg k/LIf0f ;fwg
v08 v= ;~rfng Joj:yfkg

s|.;+. Joj:yfkg If]q ljBdfg l:ylt cÍ Joj:yfkg ;"rssf cÍg cfwf/

! ejg/3/ • 3]/faf/f ;lxtsf] xftf, ‰ofn 9f]sf ePsf]] pHofnf] / ;kmf sf]7f eO{ cfˆgf] 
ejgdf ;~rflnt eP # cÍ .

• ‰ofn 9f]sf ePsf], ;kmf sf]7f ePsf] / cfˆgf] ejgdf ;~rflnt eP @ cÍ .
• ‰ofn 9f]sf ePsf] ;kmf sf]7f ePsf] / ;fj{hlgs jf ef8fsf] ejgdf ;~rflnt 

eP ! cÍ .
• plNnlvteGbf Go"g :t/sf nflu ) cÍ .

@ xftf kl/;/ 
Joj:yfkg

• ;a} afnaflnsf Ps} k6sdf an v]Ng k'Ug] v'nf :yfg / km"njf/L, lrKn]6L ,lkª 
;lxtsf] ;kmf / ;'/lIft xftf/kl/;/ ePdf # cÍ .

• ;a} afnaflnsf Ps} k6sf an v]Ng k'Ug] v'nf :yfg ;lxtsf] ;kmf / ;'/lIft 
xftf/kl/;/ ePdf @ cÍ .

• ;a} afnaflnsf Ps} k6s nfOg nfu]/ pleg k'Ug]] v'nf :yfg ;lxtsf] ;kmf / 
;'/lIft xftf/kl/;/ ePdf !cÍ .

• plNnlvteGbf Go"g :t/sf nflu ) cÍ .

# sf]7f Joj:yfkg • k|lt afnaflnsf @ au{ ld6/ If]qkmn pknAw eO{ slDtdf * lkm6 prfOsf] 
sf]7f ePdf # cÍ .

• k|lt afnaflnsf !=% au{ld6/ If]qkmn pknAw eO{ slDtdf * lkm6 prfOsf] 
sf]7f ePdf @ cÍ .

• plNnlvt b'O{ cj:yfeGbf sd If]qkmn / prfOsf] @) hgf afnaflnsf a:g 
k'Ug] sf]7f ePdf ! cÍ .

• plNnlvteGbf Go"g :t/sf nflu ) cÍ .
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$ sIffsf]7fdf ;fdu|L 
Joj:yfkg

• afnaflnsfsf] ;xh kx''Frdf /flvPsf v]n ;fdu|L, k|To]s afnaflnsfsf ;fdfg 
/fVg] cnu cnu :yfgsf] Aoj:yf ;lxt afnaflnsfsf ;[hgf ;fdu|L k|blz{t 
ul/Psf] ;hfj6o'St sf]7f . afnaflnsf v]Ngsf nflu afn'jf,df6f] / kfgL ;d]t 
joj:yf ePsf] ePdf # cÍ .

• ePsf v]n ;fdu|L Jojl:yt g/flvPsf, afnaflnsfsf] ;xh kx''Frdf klg 
gePsf], afnaflnsfsf ;fdfg Jojl:yt¿kdf /fVg] gePsf], afnaflnsfsf 
;[hgf ;fdu|L yf]/} dfq k|blz{t ePsf] / afnaflnsf v]Ngsf nflu afn'jf, df6f] 
/ kfgL sf]7f leq Joj:yf gePsf] eP @ cÍ .

• v]n ;fdu|L gePsf] jf g/flvPsf], afnaflnsfsf ;fdfg /fVg] 7fFp gePsf] / 
afnaflnsfsf ;[hgf ;fdu|L klg k|blz{t gePsf] eP ! cÍ .

• plNnlvteGbf Go"g :t/sf nflu ) cÍ .

% a;fOF Joj:yfkg • e'OFdf sfk]{6 ;lxt k|To]ssf nflu cnu cnu s';g÷rs6L, pko'St prfOsf 
6]a'n/8]S; eO{ ;d"x ls|ofsnfk ug{ ldNg] nlrnf] a;fO AJj:yf ePdf # cÍ .

• hldgsf] lr;f] gcfpg] e'OFdf u'Gb|L÷rs6L÷kmn]sdf a:g], pko'St prfOsf 
8]S; ;lxt ;d"x ls|ofsnfk ug{ ldNg] a;fO Joj:yf ePdf @ cÍ .

• Go'g:t/sf] a:g] ;fdu|L, ;d"x ls|ofsnfk ug{ sl7g lglZrt a;fO Aoj:yf 
ePdf ! cÍ .

• plNnlvteGbf Go"g :t/sf nflu ) cÍ .

^ k':tsfno / l;sfO 
s'gf Joj:yfkg

• afn ;Gbe{ ;fdu|L ;lxt syf, ul0ft, clego, lgdf{0ffTds lj1fg / Block 
u/L ^ l;sfO s'gf, /+u / cfsf/ ldnfpg] / 5'6|ofpg], khn ;fdu|L, leQfdf 
afnaflnsfsf] prfO;Dd n]Vg ldNg] leQ] kf6L / sDtLdf # × !=% ju{ lkm6sf] 
n]vg kf6L ;d]t ePsf] eP # cÍ .\
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• dflysf dWo] s]xL s'gf, khn ;fdu|L, lbjfndf afnaflnsfsf] prfO;Dd n]Vg 
ldNg] leQ] kf6L / sDtLdf # × !=% ju{ lkm6sf] n]vg kf6L ;d]t ePsf] eP 
@ cÍ .

• l;sfO s'gfsf] Joj:yf gePsf], khn / Pp6f n]vg kf6Lsf] Aoj:yf ePsf] ! 
cÍ .

• plNnlvteGbf Go"g :t/sf nflu ) cÍ .

& lzIf0f÷z}lIfs 
;fdu|Lsf] pknAWftf

• afnuLt, /fli6«o ufg, syf lrq, b}lgs sfo{ tflnsf, kf]i6/÷t:jL/, afn l;sfO 
;xof]uL k'l:tsfx?sf] pknAwtf # cÍ .

• ;Lldt kf]i6/ / t:jL/, b}lgs sfo{ tflnsf, afn l;sfO ;xof]uL k'l:tsfx?sf] 
dfq pknAwtf ePdf @ cÍ .

• Affn l;sfO ;xof]uL ;fdu|Lsf] ;fdfGo pknAwtf ! cÍ .
• plNnlvteGbf Go"g :t/sf nflu ) cÍ .

* sIff sf]7f ;hfj6 • leQfsf] s]xL efudf ljleGg cfsf/sf j0f{ ÷cIf/sf kf]i6/ jf leQ] n]Vfg, cÍ 
÷;+Vof kf]i6/, zAb lrq, cÍ lrq, z}lIfs rf6{ / tflnsfo'St ;hfj6 ePdf 
# cÍ .

• leQfsf] s]xL efudf j0f{ ÷ cIf/ / cÍ tflnsf leQ] n]vg z}lIfs rf6{ dfq 
ePdf @ cÍ .

• leQfsf] s]xL efudf dfq j0f{/cIf/ cÍ tflnsf kf]i6/ / leQ] tflnsfo'St 
;fdfGo ;hfj6 ePdf ! cÍ .

• plNnlvteGbf Go"g :t/sf nflu ) cÍ .

( l;sfO v]n ;fdu|L • /fli6«o Go"gtd dfkb08 dfu{bz{s k'l:tsf @)^& df plNnlvt ;a} ;fdu|L 
pknAw eOk|lt % hgfsf] ;d'xdf ! ;]6 ;a} ;fdu|L k'Ug] ePdf # cÍ .

• pSt k'l:tsfdf plNnlvt ;a} ;fdu|L !÷! ;]6 dfq pknAw ePdf @ cÍ .
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• pSt k'l:tsfdf plNnlvtdWo] s]xL ;Lldt dfqfdf pknAw ePdf ! cÍ .
• plNnlvteGbf Go"g :t/sf nflu ) cÍ .

!) :jf:Yo k/LIf0fsf] 
Joj:yf

• k|fylds pkrf/ ;fdu|L ;lxtsf] afs;sf] pknAwtf, dfl;s :jf:Yo k/LIf0fsf] 
Joj:yf / ;f] sf] clen]v ePdf # cÍ .

• k|fylds pkrf/ ;fdu|L ;lxtsf] afs; / aif{sf] @ k6s;Dd :jf:Yo k/LIf0fsf] 
Joj:yf ePdf @ cÍ .

• k|fylds pkrf/ ;fdu|L ;lxtsf] afs; / lj/fdL x'Fbf dfq k/LIf0f u/fpg] 
Joj:yf ePdf ! cÍ .

• plNnlvteGbf Go"g :t/sf nflu ) cÍ .

!! vfg]kfgL / 
;/;kmfO

• ;kmf z'4 vfg]kfgL -af]tn/lunf; ;lxt_, ;fa'g / kfgL;lxt ;kmf zf}rfno, 
;/;kmfOsf nflu kof{Kt kfgL wf/f ePdf # cÍ .

• kof{Kt kfgL ;lxtsf] wf/f / kfgL ;lxtsf] ;kmf zf}rfno ePdf @ cÍ .
• vfg]kfgLsf] ;Lldt Joj:yf / zf}rfno dfq ePdf ! cÍ .
• plNnlvteGbf Go"g :t/sf nflu ) cÍ .

!@ lbjf vfhf • ;a} afnaflnsfsf nflu cleefjssf] ;xeflutfdf s]Gb|sf tk{maf6 lbjf vfhf 
pknAwtfsf] Joj:yf ePdf # cÍ .

• ;a} afnaflnsfsf nflu cleefjs ÷ afnaflnsf cfkm}n] Nofpg] ePdf @ cÍ .
• S]xL afnaflnsfn] dfq vfhf Nofpg] / vfg] ePdf ! cÍ .
• plNnlvteGbf Go"g :t/sf nflu ) cÍ .

!# lgoldttf • ;fj{hlgs ljbf afx]ssf lbgdf b}lgs !) — # ah] ;Dd lgoldt ;~rfng eO{ 
aflif{s @@) lbg v'n]sf] ePdf # cÍ .

• v'n]sf] lbg !)—# ah];Dd ;~rfng x'g] t/ obfsbf clgoldt eO{ aflif{s @)) 
lbg ;~rflnt ePsf]df @ cÍ .
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• aflif{s !*) lbg;Dd ;~rfng x'g] / lgoldt !)—# ah];Dd ;'rf? gx'g] ! 
cÍ .

• plNnlvteGbf Go"g :t/sf nflu ) cÍ .

!$ ;xof]uL sfo{stf{ • sIff !) pQL{0f eO{ cfwf/e't tyf k'gtf{huL b'j} tflnd k|fKt @ hgf ;xof]uL 
sfo{stf{{ ePdf # cÍ 

• sIff !) pQL{0f eO{ cfwf/e't tflnd k|fKt ;xof]uL sfo{stf{ ePdf @ cÍ .
• !) sIff pQL{0f tflnd glnPsf] ;xof]uL sfo{stf{ ePdf ! cÍ .
• plNnlvteGbf Go"g :t/sf nflu ) cÍ .

!% clen]v Joj:yfkg • egf{ clen]v, b}lgs xflh/L, k|To]s afnaflnsfsf] ljsf; / l;sfO k|ultsf] 
JolQmut kmfon / s]Gb|sf ultljlw ;lxtsf] clen]v / ;f] sf] k|b{zg ;d]t 
ePdf # cÍ .

• egf{ clen]v, b}lgs xflh/L / s]Gb|sf ultljlwsf] ;fdfGo clen]v /fVg] u/]sf] 
ePdf @ cÍ .

• egf{ clen]v, b}lgs xflh/L dfq ePdf ! cÍ .
• plNnlvteGbf Go"g :t/sf nflu ) cÍ .

!^ ;ldlt u7g / 
ls|ofzLntf

• s]Gb| Joj:yfkg ;ldlt k"0f{ u7g eO{ lgoldt a}7s a:g] u/]sf] # cÍ .
• s]Gb| Joj:yfkg ;ldlt u7g ePsf] t/ k"0f{tf gkfPsf] lgoldt a}7s x'g] 

gu/]sf] @ cÍ .
•  s]Gb| Aoj:yfkg ;ldlt eP klg ls|ofzLn g/x]sf] ! cÍ .
• s]Gb| Joj:yfkg ;ldlt u7g gePsf] ) cÍ .

!& ;xof]uL sfo{stf{sf] 
;Gt'i6L

• cTo'Qd ePdf # cÍ
• pQd ePdf @ cÍ
• ;fdfGo jf Go"g ePdf ! cÍ
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!* cleefjssf] 
;Gt'i6L - sDtLdf 

@ hgf cleefjs 

;Fu u/]sf] s'/fsfgLsf] 

cfwf/df

• cTo'Qd ePdf # cÍ
• pQd ePdf @ cÍ
• ;fdfGo jf Go'g ePdf ! cÍ

Joj:yfkg ;"rsut cÍ 
ljt/0f k|j[lQ

# cÍ k|fKt 
;"rs ;+Vof===
@ cÍ k|fKt 
;"rs ;+Vof===
! cÍ k|fKt 
;"rs ;+Vof====
) cÍ k|fKt 
;"rs ;+Vof====

pTs[i6 If]q -s|+=;+=_================================================================================= 
clt sdhf]/ If]q -s|+=;+=_=====================================================================

hDdf cÍ M cÍ k|ltzt M

k/LIfssf] l6Kk0fL

s|+=;+= ;an kIf/ /fd|f cEof; ;'wf/sf kIf ;'wf/sf nflu ;'emfa

!

@

#

$

%

;xhstf{  k|wfgfWofks k/LIfs

ldltM 
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Annex 3: Tool for the assessment of ELDS (Task)

Zf}lIfs u'0f:t/ k/LIf0f s]Gb|

k|f/lDes l;sfO tyf ljsf;:t/ k/LIf0f ;fwg
k/LIfs lgb]{lzsf ;lxt

v08 I: k[i7e"ld k|Zg

Vf08 I of] v08 ;xof]uL sfo{stf{sf] ;xof]udf k/LIfsn] eg]{ .

afnljsf; s]Gb|sf] gfd 7]ufgf

-ufpF/gu/klnsf, j8f g+=, 6f]n _

lhNnf M

dft[ ljb\ofnosf] gfd sf]8 g+=

afns÷ aflnsfsf] gfdM pd]/M lnË M dlxnf÷k'?if

afnaflnsfsf] 3/df af]lng] efiffM

k/LIfssf] gfdM x:tfIf/M



ECD Assessment, 2017

- 71 -

v08 II : l;sfO tyf ljsf; :t/

• Vf08 II cGt/utsf sfo{ ug'{ u/fpg'eGbf cufl8 k|To]s sfo{ ug]{ tl/sf / k|ls|of :ki6 atfpg'xf];\ 

/ u/]/ b]vfpg'xf];\ . o; sfo{df ;Dalwt ;xhstf{sf] ;xof]u lng'xf];\ . 

• o; v08sf ls|ofsnfksf] d"NofÍg ;Fu;Fu} k5fl8 lbOPsf] 6]a'ndf cª\s lbg'xf];\ .

;f=g+= != eflifs ljsf; M cleJolSt ;~rf/ . sfo{ M cleAoSt ug]{ . ;fdu|L M 

k|lqmof / lgb]{zg M aRrfsf] gfd, pd]/ / 3/sf] af/]df k|Zg ;f]wL pQ/sf nflu lgDgfg';f/sf] cª\s 

lbg] . 

k|Zg
;xL pQ/ 
eg]df -#_

pQ/ lbPsf] t/ 
;xL gePdf -@_

yfxf 5}g 
eg]df -!_ 

k|ltlqmof 
glbPsf]-)_

s= tkfO{Fsf] gfd s] xf] < 

v= tkfO{F slt aif{sf] x'g'' eof] <

u= tkfO{Fsf] 3/ sxfF xf] <

;f=g+= @ zf/Ll/s ljsf; M:y'n cË kl/rfng . sfo{ M % k6s Ps v'6f / % k6s csf]{ v'6f prfn]/ 

pk|mg] . ;fdu|L M

k|lqmof / lgb]{zg M klxn] ;f] sfo{ u/]/ b]vfpg] . b]vfP cg';f/ % k6s bflxg] v'6f / % k6s b]a|] v'6f 

prfn]/ pk|mg nufpg] . u/]sf] sfo{sf] cjnf]sg u/L lgDgfg';f/ cª\s lbg] .

u/]sf] sfo{ :t/ cª\s 

s= bflxg] v'6f prfn]/ pk|m]df

% k6s ;xL 9+un] pk|m]df-#_

% eGbf sd k6s dfq ;xL 9+un] pk|m]df -@_

pkm|g] k|of; u/]sf] t/ ;xL 9+un] gpk|m]df -!_

s'g} sfo{ gu/]df -)_

v= b]a|] v'6f prfn]/ pk|]mdf

% k6s ;xL 9+un] pk|m]df-#_

% eGbf sd k6s dfq ;xL 9+un] pk|m]df -@_

pkm|g] k|of; u/]sf] t/ ;xL 9+un] gpk|m]df -!_

s'g} sfo{ gu/]df -)_
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;f=g+= #= zf/Ll/s ljsf; M ;'Id cË kl/rfng ;Lk . sfo{ M sfuhnfO{ a/fa/ efudf k6\ofpg] / 

RofTg] . ;fdu|L M A4 ;fOhsf] sfuhsf] kfgf .

k|lqmof / lgb]{zg M A4 ;fOhsf] sfuhsf] kfgfnfO{ klxn] $ a/fa/ efudf -klxn] t];f]{ df]8 / To;kl5 

7f8f] df]8_ k6\ofP/ a/fa/ kf/L Roft]sf] b]vfpg] . aRRffnfO{ A4 ;fOhsf] sfuhsf] kfgf lbg] / b]vfP 

cg';f/ klxn] t];f]{ / kl5 7f8f] df]8 kf/L $ a/fa/ efu x'g] u/L k6\ ofpg / rf/ 6's|fdf RofTg 

nufpg] . k6\ofpg]] / RofTg]sf] sfo{sf] cjnf]sg u/L lgDgfg';f/ cª\s lbg] .

sfo{ cª\s

s= k6\ofpg] sfo{

l;wf kf/L a/fa/ $ efudf k6\ofPsf]] -#_

sd efu dfq a/fa/ / l;wf kfg{ ;s]sf] -@_

;xL 9ª\un] a/fa/ efudf k6\ofpg g;s]sf] -!_

sfo{ g} gu/]sf] ÷;+nUg gePsf] -0)

v= RofTg] sfo{ 

l;wf kf/L a/fa/ $ 6'qmfdf RofTg ;s]sf] -#_

sd efudfq a/fa/ / l;wf kf/L RofTg ;s]sf] -@_

RofTg g;s]sf] jf a/fa/ 6's|f kfg{ g;s]sf] -!_

RofTg] sfo{ gu/]sf] -))

;f=g+= $= zf/Ll/s ljsf; M ;'Id cË kl/rfng . sfo{ M ljGb' hf]8L cfsf/ agfpg] . ;fdu|L M 

l;;fsnd / em08f cfsf/ cfpg] ljGb' lrq .

k|lqmof / lgb]{zg M em08f cfsf/sf] ljGb' lrq ePsf] sfuh / ;fwf/0f l;;fsnd lbg] . ljGb' hf]8]/ 

cfsf/ agfpg nufpg] . 

sfo{ cª\s

ljGb' ;xL 9+un] hf]8L em08f cfsf/ agfPdf -#_

ljGb' hf]8\]sf] t/ cFflzs efudfq dfq em08fcfsf/ ldn]df -@_

Ufnt 9+un] ljGb' hf]8]df / em08fsf/ x'g g;s]df -!_

sfo{ gu/]df -))

;f=g+= %= eflifs ljsf; M k"j{ n]vg . sfo{ M ;Lwf /]vf, cw{ j[t cfsf/, c+u|]hL / g]kfnL a0f{dfnfsf 

cIf/sf] cg'n]vg . ;fdu|L M 



ECD Assessment, 2017

- 73 -

k|lqmof / lgb]{zg Mkf6L jf sfuhdf ;Lwf /]vf, cw{j[tfsf/, g]kfnL / c+u|]hL a0f{dfnfsf r, w, P 
/ q qmdzM n]v]/ b]vfpg] . pSt ;+s]t / a0f{x? lbPsf] sfuhdf n]Vg nufpg] . n]vfOsf nflu 

lgDgfg';f/sf] cª\s lbg] .

s|=;+ a0f{÷cIf/ l7s 9+un] n]v]df -@_
n]v]sf] t/ ;xL gePdf 

-!_
gn]v]df -)_

s

v

u P

3 q

ª r

r w

;f=g+= ^= eflifs ljsf; M k"j{ n]vg . sfo{ M gfd n]Vg . ;fdu|L M

k|lqmof / lgb]{zg M gfd ;f]Wg] . eg]sf] gfd -z'? gfd_ lbPsf] sfuhdf n]Vg nufpg] . n]vfOsf nflu 

lgDgfg';f/sf] cª\s lbg] . 

n]vfO cª\s

z'4 / ;xL n]vsf]]df -#_

n]v]sf] t/ z'4 / ;xL gePdf -@_

n]Vg] k|oTg u/]sf] t/ k'/f n]Vg g;s]df -!_

Gfn]v]sf] jf n]Vg] k|of; gu/]df -)_

;f=g+= & af}l4s ljsf; . sfo{ M /ª klxrfg . ;fdu|L M /ftf], kx]nf] / lgnf] /ªsf sfuhsf 6'qmfx?

sfo{ cª\s

tLg j6} /ªsf] klxrfg u/]df -#_

s'g} b'O{ j6fsf] dfq klxrfg u/]df -@_ 

s'g} Ps j6fsf] jf k|ltls|of lbPdf -!_

k|ltlqmof glbPdf -)_

k|ls|of / lgb]{zg M afnaflnsfx?nfO{ kfn} kfnf] /ftf], kx]nf] / lgnf] /ªsf sfuhsf 6'qmfx? b]vfO of] 

s'g /ªsf] xf] egL ;f]Wg] . k|To]s ;lx pQ/sf nflu Ps cª\ssf b/n] cª\s lbg] .
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;f=g+=*= af}l4s ljsf; . sfo{ M khn ldnfpg] . ;fdu|Lx? M s's'/sf] lrq / khnsf nflu To;sf $ 

6's|fx? . 

k|ls|of / lgb]{zg M klxnf s's'/sf] lrq afnaflnsfnfO{ b]vfpg] . To;kl5 khnsf 6's|fx? gldnfOsg 

tn dfly kf/L afnaflnsfnfO{ lbg] . of] lrqdf b]vfPsf] h:t}u/L ca of] khnsf 6's|fx? ldnfP/ 

b]vfpm eGg] . afnaflnsfn] khn ldnfpb} u/]sf] cjnf]sg ug]{ / ;f]xL cfwf/df cª\s lbg] .

sfo{ cª\s

Kfhnsf ;a} 6's|f -!,@,#,$_ 7Ls ldnfPdf -#_

Kfhnsf s]xL 6's|f -slDtdf b'O{ cf]6f_ dfq ldnfPdf -@_

Kfhnsf 6's|f hf]8\g] k|of; u/]df -!_

khn ldnfpg k|of; gu/]sf] jf OGsf/ u/]df -)_

;f=g+= (=zf/Ll/s ljsf; M :y'n cË kl/rfng . sfo{ M an csf]{ JolSt tk{m kmfNg] / csf]{n] kmfn]sf] 

;dfpg] . ;fdu|L M an .

u/]sf] sfo{ cª\s

s= kmfNg] sfo{

# k6s g} ;xL 9+un]] kmfn]df -#_

sd k6s dfq ;xL 9+un] kmfn]df -@_

k|of; u/]sf] t/ Ufnt 9+un] kmfn]df -!_

sfo{ gu/]df -)_

v= ;dfpg] sfo{

# k6s g} ;xL 9+un]] ;dfPdf -#_

sd k6s dfq ;xL 9+un] ;dfPdf -@_

k|of; u/]sf] t/ Ufnt 9+un] ;dfPdf -!_

sfo{ gu/]df -)_

k|lqmof / lgb]{zg M Ps hgfn] kmfn]sf] an csf]{ JolStn] ;dfPsf] b]vfpg] . ;xhstf{/ d""Nofª\sgstf{ 

/ aRrf Ps ld6/sf] b'/Ldf cfdg] ;fdg] pleg] / Ps hgf aRrfn] an tLg k6s ;xof]uL sfo{stf{ 

tk{m kmfNg] / ;xof]uL sfo{stf{n] ;dfTg] . k'gM ;xof]uL sfo{stf{n] kmfn]sf] an aRrfnfO{ ;dfTg 

nufpg] . aRrfn] kmfn]sf] / ;dfPsf] cjnf]sg u/L lgDgfg';f/ cª\s lbg] . ansf] ^b]vL * ;]lG6ld6/ 

Aof; ePsf] .
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;f=g+= !)= zf/Ll/s ljsf; M Sensory motor skills . sfo{ M cfjfh klxrfg ug]{ / lgsfNg] . ;fdu|L M 

k|lqmof / lgb]{zg M aRrfnfO{ ;xof]uL sfo{stf{÷k/LIfssf] ljk/Lt lbzf tk{m kmsL{ a:g nufpg] . 

#÷# k6s xftn] tfnL ahfPsf] / lha|f] k8\sfPsf cfjfh ;'gfpg] . Ps k6sdf Pp6f cfjfh ;'gfpb} 

klxrfg ug{ nufpg] / ;f]xL cg';f/sf] cfjfh lgsfNg nufpg] . ;f] sfo{sf d""Nofª\sg u/L lgDgfg';f/ 

cª\s lbg] .

cfjfh klxrfg sfo{ cª\s

s= xftn] tfnL ahfPsf]] klxrfg ;lx u/]df -@_

klxrfg ;lx gu/]df -!_

k|ltlqmof glbPdf -)_

v= lha|f] k8\sfPsf]] klxrfg ;lx u/]df -@_

klxrfg ;lx gu/]df -!_

k|ltlqmof glbPdf -)_

u= tfnLsf] cfjfh lgsfNg] 
jf ahfpg]

cfjfh cfpg] u/L tfnL ahfPdf -@_ 

tfln ahfPsf] t/ cfjfh glgsfn]df -!_

lqmofsnfk gu/]df -)_

3= lha|f] k8\sfPsf] cfjfh 
lgsfNg]

cfjfh lgsfn]df -@_

k|of; u/]sf] t/ cfjfh glgsfn]df -!_

lqmofsnfk gu/]df -)_

;f=g+= !!=zf/Ll/s ljsf; M Sensory motor skills . sfo{ M 6f9f / glhs b'/L klxrfg ug]{ . ;fdu|L M 

k|lqmof / lgb]{zg MPp6f lstfa / snd÷l;;fsnd b'O{ cnu b'/Ldf /fVg] . b'j} j:t'nfO{ kfn} kfnf] 

x]g{ nufpg] . s'g j:t' 6f9f / s'g glhs 5 eGg] k|Zg ;f]w]/ pQ/sf nflu lgDgfg';f/ cª\s lbg] .

sfo{÷k|ltlqmof cª\s

b'j} j:t'sf] b'/L -6f9f / glhs_ ;xL atfPdf -#_

s'g} Pssf] dfq b'/L ;xL atfPdf -@_

k|of; u/]sf] t/ b'j}sf] b'/L unt atfPdf -!_

k|ltlqmof glbPdf -)_
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;f=g+= !@= zf/Ll/s ljsf; M ;/;kmfO . sfo{ M kmf]x/ kmfNg] 7fFpsf] klxrfg ug]{ . ;fdu|L M .

pQ/ cª\s

kmf]xf]/ kmfNg] 7fFp ;xL eg]df -@_

kmf]xf]/ kmfNg] 7fFp ;xL eGg g;s]df -!_

k|ltlqmof glbPdf÷geg]df -)_

k|lqmof / lgb]{zg M kmf]xf]/ lrh s] df / sxfF kmflnG5 < eGg] k|Zg ug]{ . kmf]xf]/ kmfNg] efF8f], 8:6ljg, 

vfN8f] jf afN6Ldf /flvG5 eGg] pQ/sf nflu lgDgfg';f/ cÍ lbg] .

;f=g+= !#= eflifs ljsf; M ;'gfO . sfo{ M lgb]{zg cg';f/ sfo{ ug]{ . ;fdu|L M tf/fafhL uLtsf] kQL .

k|lqmof / lgb]{zg M "tf/fafhL n} n}, dfdf cfP 3f]8f , dfOh' cfOg 8f]NfL , kfkf NofOg ;f]N.L . " oL 
rf/ kª\lt no ldnfO{ ufP/ ;'gfpg] . To;kl5 qmdzM afnaflnsfnfO{ JolStut?kdf ufpg nufpg] . 

eg] cg';f/ ufP/ ;'gfPdf lgDgfg';f/sf] cª\s lbg] .

sfo{ cª\s

;a} kª\tL ufPdf -#_

b'O{ kª\tL jf ;f] eGbf a9L ufPdf -@_

Ps kª\tL ufPdf jf ufpg] k|of; u/]df -!_

k|ltlqmof glbPdf jf geg]df -)_

;f=g+= !$ =eflifs ljsf; M ;'gfO af]w . sfo{ M ;'g]sf] af]w ug]{ . ;fdu|L M 

k|lqmof / lgb]{zg M ca Pp6f syf ;'Gg'xf];\ / Tof] syfdf slt hgf / sf] sf] x'G5g\ ;'g]/ kQf 

nufpg''xf];\ eGg] / tnsf] syf la:tf/} elglbg] . ‘Pp6f 3/df lbbL / efO a:y] . lbbLsf] gfd uLtf 

lyof] . efOsf] gfd dx]z lyof] . pgLx? ldn]/ k9\y] .’ of] syf elg;s] kl5 plNnlvt k|Zg ;f]wL 

pQ/sf nflu lgDgfg';f/sf] cÍ lbg] .

k|Zg
;xL pQ/ lbPdf 

-#_
pQ/ lbPsf] t/ 
;xL gePdf -@_

yfxf 5}g

eg]df -!_ 

k|ltlqmof 
glbPsf]-)_

s= syfdf slt 
hgf dfG5] 5g\ <

v= pgLx?sf] gftf 
s] xf] <

u= uLtfsf] efOsf] 
gfd s] xf] <
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;f=g+= !%= eflifs ljsf; M k"j{ k7g . sfo{ M lrq tyf j:t' klxrfg u/L gfd eGg] . ;fdu|L M cfFk, 

s]/f, snd / 6]a'nsf] lrq .

k|lqmof / lgb]{zg M cfFk, s]/f / sndsf] lrq Ps Ps u/L b]vfpb} lrGg / gfd eGg nufpg] . pQ/sf 

nflu lgDgfg';f/sf] cª\s lbg] .

lrq
;xL gfd eg]df 

-#_
gfd eg]sf] t/ 
;xL gePdf -@_

yfxf 5}g eg]df 
-!_ 

k|ltlqmof 
glbPsf]-)_

s= cfFk

v= s]/f

u= snd

;f=g+= !^=eflifs ljsf; M k"j{ k7g . sfo{ M zAbaf6 z'? cIf/ lrGg] . ;fdu|L M 

k|lqmof / lgb]{zg M snd s x'G5 eg] udnf s] x'G5 < t/fh' s] x'G5 < k/]jf s] x'G5 < egL Ps Ps 

u/L k|Zg ;f]Wg] . udnf, t/fh' / k/]jf zAb egL z'? cIf/ eGg nufpg] . pQ/sf nflu lgDgfg';f/sf] 

cª\s lbg] .

zAb
z''? cIf/ ;xL 

eg]df -#_
z'? cIf/ eg]sf] t/ 
;xL gePdf -@_

yfxf 5}g eg]df 
-!_

k|ltls|of glbPdf 
-)_

s= udnf

v= t/fh'

u= k/]jf

;f=g+= !&=eflifs ljsf; M k"j{ k7g . sfo{ M g]kfnL / c+u|]hL a0f{dfnfsf cIf/ lrgf/L . ;fdu|L M cIf/ 

kQL . 

k|lqmof / lgb]{zg M M g]kfnL / c+u|]hL a0f{dfnfsf s]xL cIf/ sf8{ lbg] / eg] cg';f/sf j0f{/cIf/ lrg]/ 

b]vfpg lgb]{zg lbg] . To;kl5 j0f{/cIf/ s|dzM eGb} hfg] . eg] cg';f/sf g]kfnL c+u|]hL j0f{/cIf/ 

lrg] glrg]sf] d"NofÍg u/L lgDgfg';f/ cª\s lbg] . 

b]vfPsf] a0f{ 
lrg]sf]/ ;xL b]vfPdf 

-@_
b]vfPsf] t/ ;xL gePdf 

-!_
sfo{ gu/]df 

-)_

s= g]kfnLsf] klxnf] pQ/ 

v= g]kfnLsf] bf];|f] pQ/

u= c+u|]hLsf] klxnf] pQ/

3= c+u|]hLsf] bf];|f] pQ/
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;f=g+=!*= af}l4s ljsf; . sfo{ M ;dosf] cjwf/0ff -xKtfsf af/_ . ;fdu|Lx? M 

k|ls|of / lgb]{zgM k/LIf0f ePsf] lbgsf] af/ ;xhstf{n] elglbg] To; kl5sf tLg cf]6f af/x?sf] gfd 

s|d};Fu eGg nufpg] . eg]sf af/sf] gfdsf nflu lgDgfg';f/ cª\s lbg] .

sfo{ cª\s

l7s s|ddf tLg af/sf] gfd eg]df -#_

l7s s|d ldnfO{ b'O{ af/sf] gfd eg]df -@_

l7s s|ddf Ps af/sf] dfq gfd eg]df -!_

s'g} k|ltls|of ghgfPdf jf unt eg]df-)_

;f=g+=!(=af}l4s ljsf; . sfo{ M oftfoft / ;~rf/sf ;fwgx?sf]] klxrfg . ;fdu|LM 6]lnlehg, 

df]afOn, a; / xjfOhxfhsf] lrq .

k|ls|of / lgb]{zg M ;a} lrqx? afnaflnsfnfO{ x]g{ nufpg] / s|d};+u oftfoft / To;kl5 ;~rf/sf 

;fwg ;DaGwL k|Zgx? ;f]Wg] . klxnf ;a} lrqx? x]g{ nufpg] . To;kl5, lgDg k|Zgx? ;f]Wg] M xfdL Ps 

7fpFaf6 csf]{ 7fpFsf hfg k|of]u ug]{ ;fwg s'g s'g x'g\ < lrqdf b]vfpg'xf];\ . xfdLn] uLt, ;dfrf/ 

;'Gg / s'/fsfgL ug{ k|of]u ug]{ ;fwg jf j:t' s'g s'g xf] lrqdf b]vfpg'xf];\ . afnaflnsfsf] k|ltls|of 

cjnf]sg ug]{ / ;f]xL cfwf/df lgDgfg';f/ cª\s lbg] .

;fwg
b'j} ;xL b]vfPdf 

-#_
s'g} Ps dfq 

;xL b]vfPdf -@_
 yfxf 5}g eg]df 

-!_
s'g} k|ltls|of 
ghgfPdf -)_

s= klxnf] k|Zgsf] pQ/ 

-oftfoftsf ;fwg_

v= bf];|f] k|Zgsf] pQ/ 

-;~rf/sf ;fwg_

;f=g+=@)= af}l4s ljsf; . sfo{ M lbzfsf] 1fg . ;fdu|Lx? M 

k|ls|of / lgb]{zg M afnaflnsfnfO{ s|dzM bfofF xft p7fpg'xf];\ . afofF xft p7fpg'xf];\ . Ps kfOnf cufl8 

a9\g'xf];\ . Ps kfOnf k5fl8 hfg'xf];\ egL sfo{ ug{ lgb]{zg lbg] / u/]sf sfo{sf nflu lgDgfg';f/ cÍ 

lbg] .

lbzf
gcNdlnO{ ;xL 
sfo{ u/]df -#_

cNdlnb} ;xL sfo{ 
u/]df -@_

sfo{ u/]sf] t/ ;xL 
gePdf -!_

k|ltls|of ghgfPdf 
-)_

s= bfofF

v= AffofF
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lbzf
gcNdlnO{ ;xL 
sfo{ u/]df -#_

cNdlnb} ;xL sfo{ 
u/]df -@_

sfo{ u/]sf] t/ ;xL 
gePdf -!_

k|ltls|of ghgfPdf 
-)_

u= cufl8

3= k5fl8

;f=g+=@!=af}l4s ljsf; . sfo{ M b}lgs pkef]usf ;fdfgx?sf] klxrfg . ;fdu|Lx? M lrq kQLx? . 

k|ls|of / lgb]{zg M rDRff, lunf;, s}+rL / srf}/fsf lrqx? Ps kl5 csf]{ s|d};Fu b]vfP/ of]] s] sf] 

lrq xf] egL ;f]Wg] / gfd eGg nufpg] . pQ/sf nflu lgDgfg';f/ cª\s lbg] . 

;fdfg
7Ls pQ/ lbPdf 

-#_
pQ/ lbPsf] t/ 
;xL gePdf -@_

 yfxf 5}g eg]df

-!_

s'g} k|ltls|of 
ghgfPdf -)_

s= rDRff

v= lunf;

u= s}+rL

3= srf}/f

;f=g+=@@= af}l4s ljsf; . sfo{ M ;+Vofsf] 1fg . ;fdu|Lx? M cª\s kQLx? ! b]lv ( ;Dd . 

k|ls|of / lgb]{zg M ! b]lv ( ;Ddsf cª\s kQLx? b]vfP/ qmdzM lbOPsf] tflnsfdf cª\sx? of] sltsf] 

cª\s xf] egL ;f]Wg] . l7s pQ/ lbPdf cª\sx?df 3]/f nufpg] / eg]sf k|To]s ;xL ;+Vofsf nflu ! 

cª\ssf b/n] cª\s lbg] .

;xL Efg]sf cÍ ! # $ ^ * ( k|fKtfÍ====

;f=g+=@#= af}l4s ljsf; . sfo{ M cfsf/ ÷kl/0ffd / nDafOsf hfgsf/L . ;fdu|L M tLg ;fOhsf - 

7"nf], ;fgf] / demf}nf_ sf 9'ª\ufx? . tLg ;fOh -nfdf], demf}nf / 5f]6f] _ sf ;L;fsnd jf 5]:sf .

k|ls|of / lgb]{zg M klxnf 7"nf], ;fgf] / demf}nf cfsf/sf 9'ª\ufx? b]vfpg] . To;kl5, nfdf], 5f]6f] 

/ demf}nf l;;f sndx? jf 5]:sf b]vfpg] . klxnf 7"nf], ;fgf] / demf}nf cfsf/sf 9'ª\ufx? b]vfP/ 

lgDg k|Zgx? ;f]Wg]M “oL 9'ª\ufx? dWo] ;a}eGbf 7"nf] 9'ª\uf s'g xf] b]vfpg'xf];\ . oL dWo] ;a}eGbf 

;fgf] 9'ª\uf s'g xf] b]vfpg'xf];\ .” To;kl5, 5f]6f], demf}nf, nfdf] cfsf/sf l;;fsnd jf 5]:sf Ps} 

7fFpdf /fv]/ M“oL dWo] ;a}eGbf nfdf] l;;fsnd jf 5]:sf] s'g xf] b]vfpg'xf];\ . oL dWo] ;a}eGbf 

5f]6f] l;;fsnd jf 5]:sf] s'g xf] b]vfpg'xf];\ .” afnaflnsfn] lbPsf] k|ltls|of cjnf]sg ug]{ / ;f]xL 

cfwf/df lgDgfg';f/ cª\s lbg] .
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cfsf/
;xL pQ/ eg]]df 

-#_
 s'g} Ps dfq ;xL 
pQ/ eg]df -@_

 pQ/ lbPdf t/ 
;xL gePdf -!_

s'g} k|ltls|of 
ghgfPdf -)_

s= 7"nf] / ;fgf]

v= nfdf] / 5f]6f] 

;f=g+=@$= af}l4s ljsf; . sfo{ Ml;h{gfTds snf . ;fdu|L M V'f§f, cfFvf / Kf'R5/ gePsf]] Pp6f la/fnf]sf] 

lrq . 

k|ls|of / lgb]{zg M klxnf V'f§f, cfFvf / Kf'R5/ gePsf] la/fnf]sf] lrq afnaflnsfnfO{ /fd|/L x]g{ 

nufpg] . To;kl5, lrqdf s] 5'6]sf] 5 egL ;f]Wg] / 5'6]sf] cª\u yKg nufpg] . 

k"/f ug'{ kg]{
5'6]sf ;a} yk]df 

-#_
5'6]sf dWo] s'g} 
b'O{ yk]df -@_

s'g} Ps yk]df jf 
k|of; u/]df -!_

Kf|of; gu/]df -)_

V'f§f, cfFvf / Kf'R5/

;f=g+=@%= ;fdflhs ljsf; . sfo{ M hLjgf]kof]uL ;Lk -dg kg]{ /gkg]{ 5'6\ofpg]_ . ;fdu|L M 

k|ls|of / lgb]{zg M afnaflnsfnfO{ pgLx?n] 3/df vfg] u/]sf vfg]s'/f s] s] x'g\ eg]/ ;f]Wg] . pgLx?n] 

vfg] u/]sf vfg]s'/fdWo] ;aeGbf a9L dgkg]{ s'g} tLgcf]6f vfg]s'/fsf] gfd 5fGg jf atfpg nufpg] . 

s'g vfg]s'/f ;aeGbf a9L dgk5{ < s'g dgkb}{g < lsg dgkb}{g < eGg] ljifodf s'/fsfgL ug{ eGg] / 

dgkg]{ lrh af/] atfpg nufpg] . ul/Psf] s'/fsfgLsf cfwf/df gfd atfPdf lgDgfg';f/ cª\s lbg] .

s'/fsfgL sfo{sf] :t/ cª\s

:ki6 # cf]6f vfg]s'/fsf] gfd atfPdf -#_

# cf]6f eGbf sd dfqsf] gfd atfPdf -@_

k|of; u/]sf] t/ gfd atfPsf] gldn]df -!_

s'/fsfgL ug{ rfxb}g/ ub}{g -)_

;f=g+=@^= ;Dj]ufTds ljsf; . sfo{ M ;Dj]u k|s6 . ;fdu|L M xfF;]sf] jf v'zL ePsf] / /f]Psf] cg'xf/sf 

dflg;sf lrqx¿ .
k|ls|of / lgb]{zg M lrqx? Ps Ps u/L b]vfP/ lgDgfg';f/sf k|Zg ;f]Wb} k|ltls|of lbg nufpg] . of] s] 

u/]sf] jf s:tf] a]nfsf] lrq xf] < s] eof] eg] tkfO{F o:t} v'zL x'g'x'G5 jf xfF:g''x''G5 < s] eof] eg] tkfO{F 

?g'x'G5 < tkfO{FnfO{ s:tf] a]nfdf o:t} ?g dg nfU5 < k|fKt k|ltls|ofsf nflu lgDgfg';f/ cª\s lbg]
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;Dj]u cj:yf
 ;xL cj:yf 
eg]df -#_

cfFlzs ;xL 
cj:yf eg]df -@_ 

eg]sf] cj:yf ;xL 
gePdf -!_

k|ltls|of glbPsf] 
-)_

s= v'zL x'g]

v= ?g]

;f=g+=@&= ;Dj]ufTds ljsf; . sfo{ M ;x cg'e"lt (Empathy_ . ;fdu|L M /f]O/fv]sf] a]nfsf] dflg;sf]] 

lrq / 36gf ;Gbe{ .

k|ls|of / lgb]{zg M /f]O/fv]sf] a]nfsf] dflg;sf]] lrq b]vfpg], o:sf] ;Gbe{ atfpg] / af/]df atfpg] . 

lrq b]vfP/ logL s] ub}{ 5g\ < lognfO{ s] ePsf] xf]nf < tkfO{Fn] tkfO{Fsf] ;fyLnfO{ o:tf] cj:yfdf 

b]Vg''eof] eg] tkfO{FnfO{ s:tf] nfU5 < o; ca:yfdf tkfO{F ;fyLnfO{ s] s:tf] / s;/L ;xof]u ug'{x'G5 

< h:tf k|Zg ;f]wL k|ltls|of lng] . k|fKt k|ltls|ofsf nflu lgDgfg';f/ cª\s lbg] .

k|ltls|of cª\s 

;f]w]/ ;d:of a'emL ;xof]usf] k|of; u5'{ jf o:t} cfzo JoSt u/]df . -@_ 

s]xL klg ulb{g jf s'g} k|ltlqmof lbPdf . -!_

k|lts|of glbPsf] . -)_

;f=g+=@*= ;fF:s[lts ljsf; . sfo{ M d"No / dfGotf . ;fdu|L M

k|ls|of / lgb]{zg M afnaflnsfnfO{ tkfO{F 3/df s'g\ s'g\ rfF8ka{ dgfOG5 < tL dWo] tkfO{FnfO{ a9L 

dgkg]{ tLgcf]6f s'gs'g x'g\ < eGg] k|Zg ;f]Wg'xf];\ . lbPsf pQ/sf nflu lgDgfg';f/ cª\s lbg] .

pQ/ cª\s

Dfgkg]{ tLg rfF8kj{sf] gfd eg]df -#_

tLgcf]6f eGbf sd rfF8kj{sf] dfq gfd eGg ;s]df -@_ 

Dfgkg]{ rFf8 5'6\ofpg jf eGg g;s]df -!_
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Annex 4 : Criteria for rating, state of indicators 
and rating points

Management 
Aspects Indicators of standard Rating 

Points State of standard

Building/Hall/ 
Room

• Runs in own building/hall/room that is 
clean, bright, properly ventilated and has 
its compound with adequate space.

• Runs in in own building/hall/room/ that is 
clean, bright and ventilated.

• Runs in a public or rented room that is 
clean, bright and ventilated.

• Runs in a room/hall/building below the 
minimum standard.

3

2

1

0

• Reaching to Ideal 
standard

• Meeting basic 
standard

• Meeting minimum 
standards

• Meeting none of the 
standard

Management 
of compound 
area

• Has safe and clean open and free space 
enough for playing ball for all children 
with swing, Slide, Seesaw and with 
gardening. 

• Has safe and clean open and free space 
enough for playing for children.

• Has safe and clean open space enough to 
line up all children

• Has no such space and compound area.

3

2

1

0

• Reaching to Ideal 
standard

• Meeting basic 
standard

• Meeting minimum 
standards

• Meeting none of the 
standard

Management 
of Room/ Hall 

• Availability of per child 2 square meter 
space inside room with 8 feet height.

• Availability of per child 1.5 square meter 
space inside room with 8 feet height.

• Availability of a room with enough space 
to sit 20 children at a time.

• Availability of room to sit 20 children 
together. 

3

2

1

0

• Reaching to Ideal 
standard

• Meeting basic 
standard

• Meeting minimum 
standards

• Meeting none of the 
standard
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Management 
Aspects Indicators of standard Rating 

Points State of standard

Management 
of learning 
and play 
materials

• Availability of learning and play materials 
properly placed in access of all children 
along with the well display of materials 
created by children; a well decorated room 
with additional materials for play and 
creation for children. 

• Availability of play and learning materials 
but not placed properly, children’s works 
are not displayed properly, limited 
availability of materials for play and 
creation.

• Limited play and learning materials and 
not managed them properly; children’s 
work are not displayed, lack space for 
display.

• Lacking play and learning materials of any 
kind, no space for managing them.

3
2
1
0

• Reaching to Ideal 
standard

• Meeting basic 
standard

• Meeting minimum 
standards

• Meeting none of the 
standard

Seating 
arrangement

• Has fl exible seating arrangement in well-
furnished in chair/table or in bench/ desks 
of appropriate size or cushions/ mats for 
individual sitting in well-furnished fl oor 
that is appropriate for conducting learning 
activities in group or individually

• Has fl exible seating arrangement in 
mats/cushion/wooden plank along with 
table, desk for individual sitting in well 
surfaced fl oor and that is appropriate for 
conducting learning activities in group or 
individually.

• Has seating arrangement in mats/wooden 
planks/ cushions of sub standards in fl oor 
that is not suitable for conducting learning 
activities 

• Has very poor facility for sitting and 
is unfavorable for conducting learning 
activities.

3
2
1
0

• Reaching to Ideal 
standard

• Meeting basic 
standard

• Meeting minimum 
standards

• Meeting none of the 
standard
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Management 
Aspects Indicators of standard Rating 

Points State of standard

Availability 
of learning 
corner and 
library

• Manages diff erent learning corners for 
storytelling, mathematics, role play, 
creative science, puzzles and building 
blocks along with space for matching 
colors and shapes consisting children 
books, board like wall appropriate for 
writing and writing board of appropriate 
size in wall at children height.

• Limited learning corners, puzzles, children 
books having board like wall for writing 
and writing board of appropriate size in 
appropriate height.

• Lacks learning corner, consist limited 
puzzles and building blocks and a writing 
board

• Lacks any of the materials and facilities.

3
2
1
1

• Reaching to Ideal 
standard

• Meeting basic 
standard

• Meeting minimum 
standards

• Meeting none of the 
standard

Availability 
of educational 
and 
instructional 
materials

• Availability of children songs, national 
anthem, pictorials, daily activity schedules, 
posters, pictures, manuals or guides for 
children learning activity.

• Availability of posters and pictures in 
limited amount and has manuals or guides 
for children learning activity.

•  Availability of learning aids in a limited 
amount.

• Lacking no learning materials or aids or 
are nominal.

3
2
1
0

• Reaching to Ideal 
standard

• Meeting basic 
standard

• Meeting minimum 
standards

• Meeting none of the 
standard

Decoration 
of learning 
activity 
room/hall

• Parts of wall is printed/painted with 
alphabets/letters, numbers table, diagrams 
pictures, charts, tables and the like.

• Parts of wall is painted/printed with 
alphabets/letters and number table and 
other limited learning contents.

• Parts of wall is printed/painted with a very 
nominal learning contents

• No learning content is printed on wall

3
2
1
0

• Reaching to Ideal 
standard

• Meeting basic 
standard

• Meeting minimum 
standards

• Meeting none of the 
standard
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Management 
Aspects Indicators of standard Rating 

Points State of standard

Play learning 
materials

• Availability of all play learning materials 
in sets as mentioned in National Minimum 
Standards for ECD Centers 2067 in 
amount and quantity suffi  cient to play for 
each of group of fi ve children.

• Availability of a set of all materials.
• Availability of some types of materials in 

limited amount and quantity.
• Lacks any of the materials or is nominal.

3
2
1
0

• Reaching to Ideal 
standard

• Meeting basic 
standard

• Meeting minimum 
standards

• Meeting none of the 
standard

Health service • Availability of fi rst aid box and provides 
monthly health checkup service.

• Availability of fi rst aid box and provides 
health checkup twice a year.

• Availability of fi rst aid box and health 
checkup service when one falls sick.

•  Lacks both facility.

3
2
1
0

• Reaching to Ideal 
standard

• Meeting basic 
standard

• Meeting minimum 
standards

• Meeting none of the 
standard

Drinking 
water and 
sanitation

• Availability of clean drinking water in 
individual bottle/glass for each; has clean 
rest room with soap and adequate water 
and water tap inside compound.

• Availability of clean drinking water, a 
clean rest room with water and a water tap 
inside the compound.

•  Limited availability of drinking water and 
a toilet.

• Lacks drinking water inside room and 
toilet is far from room.

3
2
1
0

• Reaching to Ideal 
standard

• Meeting basic 
standard

• Meeting minimum 
standards

• Meeting none of the 
standard

Day 
meal/tiffi  n

• Availability of day meal/tiffi  n for all from 
the center with or without contribution 
parents.

• Provides day meal/tiffi  n only in 
contribution of parents

• Provides for those who bring with them
• No provision of day meal/tiffi  n 

3
2
1
0

• Reaching to Ideal 
standard

• Meeting basic 
standard

• Meeting minimum 
standards

• Meeting none of the 
standard
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Management 
Aspects Indicators of standard Rating 

Points State of standard

Regularity • Runs regularly at least fi ve hours a day for 
220 days in a year.

• Runs in day time at least 200 days in a 
year with some occasional irregularity.

• Runs in a day time at least 180 days a year 
with irregularity in time and schedule.

• Runs less than 180 days and is irregular in 
time schedule.

3
2
1
0

• Reaching to Ideal 
standard

• Meeting basic 
standard

• Meeting minimum 
standards

Meeting none of the 
standard

Facilitators • Grade 10 passed two facilitators receiving 
basic and refresher trainings.

• Grade ten passed one facilitator receiving 
basic training.

• Grade 10 passed untrained one facilitator.
• One facilitator with under qualifi cation 

and no training.

3
2
1
0

• Reaching to Ideal 
standard

• Meeting basic 
standard

• Meeting minimum 
standards

• Meeting none of the 
standard

Record 
management

• Has updated individual record of each 
child on enrolment, daily attendance, 
progress on learning and development 
along with activities of center.

• Has updated record of enrollment, daily 
attendance and activity of center.

• Has some record of enrollment and daily 
attendance

• Has no updated record on enrollment and 
attendance.

3
2
1
0

• Reaching to Ideal 
standard

• Meeting basic 
standard

• Meeting minimum 
standard.

• Meeting none of the 
standard

Formation of 
committee 
and its 
functioning

•  Has formed a full-fl edged management 
committee and holds meeting regularly.

• Has formed a committee but is irregular in 
holding meeting

• Has formed a committee but is not 
functional

• Has not formed committee

3
2
1
0

• Reaching to Ideal 
standard

• Meeting basic 
standard

• Meeting minimum 
standards

• Meeting none of the 
standard
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Management 
Aspects Indicators of standard Rating 

Points State of standard

Satisfaction of 
facilitators on 
management 
of center

• Completely satisfi ed
• Generally satisfi ed
• Little satisfi ed
• Not satisfi ed

3
2
1
0

• Reaching to ideal 
standard

• Meeting basic 
standard

• Meeting minimum 
standards

• Below the standard
Parent 
satisfaction

• Completely satisfi ed
• Generally satisfi ed
• Little satisfi ed
• Not satisfi ed

3
2
1
0

• Reaching to ideal 
standard

• Meeting basic 
standard

• Meeting minimum 
standards

• Below the standards



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


