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Introduction:

“» Protected areas (PAs) are seen as central instruments for the conservation of biological diversity as well as wild resources for local livelihood
security.

<+ Following the International Biodiversity Regime, Bangladesh achieved to transform about 10.72% of the total country’s forest area under protected
forest areas like other developing countries.

“* Funding from the foreign donors as an important policy instrument, however, the politics i1s a complex phenomenon, which essentially set the stage
for participating actors and institutions for making policy decisions. This brings the actors’ role, its power and interests to the forefront to explain
the policy changes.

ODbjective: Empirical methods:

To explore the actors label of the USAID, who can act with any
Influencing style to the policy change process based on the
circumstances/situation/event.

Analytical framework:

|Fu|l guantitative survey of USAID and other donor funded policy program

Labels of policy actor in the policy change field Results:
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Data Sources: from 1980 to 2017 Conclusions:

*» In policy process, the number of actors involved with their different interests,
Interviews and policy perceptions of the situation, and policy preferences.
Py State agencies (i.e., documents collection % This study seeks to fill the gap about the addressing different label of policy
szdi\?:l?):nf;)t actors synonymously and provides a review of the main theoretical approaches
L to the policy change.
B%'Z':gsv(\fg’ADB” *» In this research, the USAID played the exampled labels as a single actor in the
UNDP, FAO) Bangladesh forestry sector to the policy change and identified as aggressive
policy actor over the period of 1980-2017.

References:

Kingdon, J.W. (2014). Agendas, alternatives and public policies. 2nd edition. Pearson New International Edition.

Krott, M., Bader, A., Schusser, C., Devkota, R., Maryudi, A., Giessen, L., & Aurenhammer, H. (2014). Actor-centred power:
The driving force in decentralised community based forest governance. Forest Policy and Economics, 49, 34-42.

Sabatier, P. A. (1988). An advocacy coalition framework of policy change and the role of policy-oriented learning therein.
Policy sciences, 21(2-3), 129-168.

Smith, J. A. (1993). Idea brokers: Think tanks and the rise of the new policy elite. New York: The Free Press.

Bakvis, H. (1997). Advising the Executive: Think Tanks, Consultants, Political Staff and Kitchen Cabinets. In Weller, P.,

(L%( "\ GEORG-AUGUST-UNIVERSITA DI G

G OTTI N G E N Tro pe ntag 2018 Bakvis, H., & Rhodes, R. A. W. (Eds.). The hollow crown: countervailing trends in core executives. Macmillan Press Ltd
DE UTSCh 'E' . . Allison, G. 1971. Essence of Decision: Explaining the Cuban Missile Crisis; Little Brown and Company: Boston, MA, USA.
7 7 3 G hent U nive rS|ty, G hent, Niskanen,W. 1971. Bureaucracy and Representative Government; Aldine Transaction: Chicago, IL, USA, 1971; p. 241.

Forschungsgemeinschaft
Koselleck-Programm E F I

Belgium
September 17-19, 2018 Contact: psarker@gwdg.de




