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EIRATE L EBATEE D% CEZO VD EDI
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(Official Development Assistance 2L T, ODA) {2
BIF% ODA Gl CHETH L. NBEIZL S
STAME B R ST AT BOE N ORI & v o 72 [EINAT
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ODA FFili © FFAMEL 5 (evaluation policy) < &F
rA KT 4 >, Ffliv== 7 Vix, EBEF
ffi (aid evaluation) D ERRW R T A 5 v A%
M2 72 E R T 5. 72 21X, H
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1% 77 B & #% #% (Organisation for Economic Co-
operation and Development Ll T, OECD) X %
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WE N BRPEBENZES THLTIEE L%
Vo 7o & A, AVEE R ML AT B N E
14 (Japan International Cooperation Agency LA,
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X, Z D DAG % A& L T DAC 25EIFE S 7z,
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koM EizdH s (URL2 : 7).

DAC TliZ. L \WBID%4E (meeting) 73E
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(High Level Meeting) 1. 14E225 24121 [0
FEDR—ZATHEEND, FIZ, I33I2=7
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5OMEEITIE, 72 & ISR RS
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DIFARLEMmE LI F—DOHETH BT T
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WL HTHA (URLS), FLEIZIE, Tr~—
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HBO, MREFMA Yy VT — 72 (Networkon
Development Evaluation UL F. EvalNet) (Z2Z#k
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DAC FF fii & & (&, # & &F fii (synthesise
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HIENE L A FFIICIE, RO 3207 Fu—
FReHbEEZLNTWD (URLG : 11-2), 5
LIS BEDY 7 ¥ =7 —<|JEET 2E
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(URL4 : 16)0 Z DEFUIBUENTH S L E 2
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T ANS NIz (URLA : 16). Fife ] BT
DOHIFIE, FD%D “DAC Principles for Project
Appraisal” 1Zb 8% 5-2 72 (URL6),

8% 312, Mo T EERRE & ) <17 O S A AR
TH 5o EARIIIE BN OB (participatory
development) B L U7 v K- H/NF > X (good
governance) D7 Nk v 7 B3R & 125
fiti L 728G TH L 1997 FIZHEE L
#&N7z (URLT) . 2Dk, KA L EHESE
#FH  (United Nations Development Programme LX
T, UNDP) (2L o T, EHITHREILIFZEF
MAHED SN Do TDOWEIE 2004 FEIZAFKS
7z (URL8)s % B. DACIZBIFTZ 7 v I -
HINF v ADRERIE, Masujima (2004) 5%
2725, 72 RER V2 V¥ —Lbwo 28
THMEFHMAEB S NIz, 72 21X A=A

NFU T EF Ty HIITFERE L 7 a ATl
TiE, V= v ¥ —PEIEERS (Working Party
on Gender Equality) & 18 LT, FHliod[E R
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BEH O EHME & 4L 1T ) A FEHME Ot
X, DACFHIS A DEELREZEEHDOVLEDOTH
0. 1980 FRIZEAICER S Ne NA LR
VEREDD OEFF % =T 723w A% 1989 4127
O HND7ENS, AREFEHN% DAC 284X IIAT
S MEIE W EREHZOT SN, 7EA5 1990
ERIIZAFFHIAFEB SN T X7, 2OMRE
BUNIKRD 3 D TH Do FE1I, BFF, T~
F VT =2 & A EEM S AR (United
Nations World Food Programme L T, WFP) @
&R TaH S (URLIO), 212, VT ¥
DEE T )T A FIZH§ 5 EERIEAND
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(URL12),
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Evaluation Coalition PL'F. TEC) 2 & % #% & &F
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Lessons of Evaluation” 234 ¥V A, EC. 7 ~
T T AN E o TR S NAIERIZ O
ROD EFBERIZE > TER SN0 % 2 Tld,
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1996 4¢ The Int.ernatlona"l Response to Conflict and Genocide: Lessons from the Rwanda Experience, DANIDA
Synthesis Report

1996 4 | “Joint Evaluation of European Union Programme Food Aid” g]]e){\l etherlands,

2000 4 I\]Iiovglyatlon of European Aid Managed by the Commission, 1995-1999, Room Document France

2000 4F | “BEvaluation Ghana Joint Evaluation of the Road Sub-Sector Programme 1996-2000" DANIDA

2003 48 Toward Country-led Development - A Multi-Partner Evaluation of the Comprehensive IBRD
Development Framework: Synthesis Report.
Local Solutions to Global Challenges: Towards Effective Partnership in Basic Education

2003 4E | Joint Evaluation of External Support to Basic Education in Developing Countries, Final | the Netherlands
Report.

2005 4 | “A Joint Evaluation: Humanitarian and Reconstruction Assistance to Afghanistan, 2001-05" DANIDA

2005 4F | “Joint Evaluation of General Budget Support 1994-2004: Final Inception Report” DFID

2005 4E | Support to Internally Displaced Persons: Learning from Evaluation. DANIDA

2006 4 ]ilé);g:t?valuat10n of the International Response to the Indian Ocean Tsunami: Synthesis DANIDA

2007 4F Evaluating Coordination, Complementarity and Coherence in EU Development Policy: EU, Sweden, the

' A Synthesis. Netherlands
2011 4E | The Evaluation of the Paris Declaration, Final Report. DANIDA

TWwb LS (URLG : 11). DAC 1Z5F
i D JEHI % #4595 L EEVE % 58k L. 1988 4F
@ “Principles for Project Appraisal” O 1E % 12 [A]
TR &M B Z Lo,

¥ DAC FHli&EE. A K54 vy
F7 Y7 ClEBRHA T AEERT 500
E2OEEIZBWTA FY AL, o Tk
RLTREICETENY R Ty 7 OFERE IR L
2o L2 Ly FHER»S < YT — PO#MIZ AR
WEHTH D LML 2. iR %
EDDL T LI L 72 A vN— DS\, BF
TR TR E T IMEOER > E0 D
Elll o7 (URL6 :32)0 ZOEHOHET ) DS
HA TV ATHb, 2L T, DAC DFHliEH
. BHEOTA FIA4 v 2IER LW &%k
E L, BEIFDTINT A 5 ZADOVERICHE L%
BCTIHOzDOTHAE (URLG : 32)0 I NLLIRE,
HA 5 AOVERE LT, & E 0RO
F#tEFINT D L 127% B

FEAM O FEHI R, A, A ¥ RICH
T AR O LEIL, 1985 £ IZHKFE, 1986 4E 12
HkR S 472 (OECD 1986), ZDOETIE, £~

(HiL T URLG © 1720 2 ERO KGR % b L ITIBIE L T= EEK.

N THEEVPPENZVEST DL L, ez
HHFEOEREZ O LM E N (EEL
TYFHEOEVRLE) o), HEamARD
R E N TWv72 (OECD 1986), @il 11D & % #
HEEOGDPST2HDD, TNHHEREALE A
T AERDOMEE E b B, 1992 121,
FLHERHEN & B, A LS AFRIN:
(URL21) (X% 3),

1990 4EA 121, A1 o0 2L e R0 JFLHI O 5 — A%
D 5 N7z 1991 4E121%. DAC BHZSEY O
flJERIAMER S v, FHlio B & L TZ 244,
BRI, RhEEME, A Vo8 s N, BB (B
B REME) 2URE N7 (URL22 :5). HA%ZE
% E D ODA FF-Ali %> 2 O MO FFMGIEE 1L,
DFEMEZEIZTH X125,

1999 4 9 HIZ I FFEE O RE L 25 DAC &F
A TIHE D 2000 FI2IEHLY) £ & DT
b7z (URL23 :3)e ZOERIZIE. 1999 4E
WVEOFEREM < LY 2~ (Results Based
Management) D i&imAidh o 72 (URL24), D
R, 2002 FEIZAFEE N7 (URL2S),.

2000 4 fX 1X. Bl & (evaluation quality)
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1986 4F | Guiding Principles for Aid Co-ordination with Developing Countries
1986 4F | Good Procurement Practices for Official Development Assistance
1988 4 | Principles for Project Appraisal
1989 4 | Guiding Principles on Women in Development
1991 4F | Principles for New Orientations in Technical Co-operation
1991 4F | Principles for Programme Assistance
1991 4F | Good Practices for Environmental Impact Assessment of Development Projects
1991 4F | Principles of Evaluation of Development Assistance
1991 4F | Principles for Aid Evaluation
1992 4F | New Measures in the Field of Tied Aid
(g URL2D : 8 & 0 = E1ERR)
K& 4 KRMBHA L ANNE (1970 FLH 5 1990 FK)
B il
1972 4£ | Evaluating Development Assistance.
1975 48 “AID quluatjon: The Experience of Members of the Development Assistance Committee and of International
Organisations
1984 4E | “Operational Lessons of Evaluation”
1986 4E | Methods and Procedures in Aid Evaluation: A Compendium of Donor Practice and Experience.
1988 4 | “DAC Principles for Project Appraisal”
1991 4£ | DAC Principles for Evaluation of Development Assistance.
1992 4 | Development Assistance Manual, DAC Principles for Effective Aid.
1993 4% | “A History of the DAC Expert on Aid Evaluation”
1996 4 | “Evaluation Capacity Building: Donor Support and Experiences”
1996 4E | DAC, “Shaping the 21st Century: The Contribution of Development Co-operation”
1997 4£ | “Evaluation of Programs Promoting Participatory Development and Good Governance: Synthesis Report”
1999 4£ | “Guidance for Evaluating Humanitarian Assistance in Complex Emergencies”
1999 4 | “Evaluating Country Programmes: Vienna Workshop, 1999, Evaluation and Aid Effectiveness Series 2”
1999 4 ;if;rlg;iy]‘?aSEd Management in the Development Co-operation Agencies: A Review of Experience, Executive

(Higt - BAEAH S 2 & = BFI.)

DRI s ¥ x ¥ ¥ — W AD S O FFTRE F
2T, 2006 FEZIEA—ANT YT ETF Y
~— 7 73FE |72 “Evaluation Quality Standards”
DFT 7 MPRREN, ZETELXORET
FIHST 252 &2k o7 (URL26:2). AT
Mz T, ZOEAMIE 2010 F 28T I N7
(URL27)o Z D, FHMiEAIO RLE L b A,
2019 4R 1213 ¥ A% (coherence) 2SiBNN S L7z
(URL28 : URL29),

EEFHEDO T A F v A D, FEEROWINZHE -
TEMIN TV, 2000 4E121E, T AU AN
FE L REOKE RN ARSI N (URL30),
Z0%. BRFHMOMIMIS T2 7+ 0 —T v
THATH T & % DAC SIS A E L2 %
L. 2005 FICIE T v ~— 22 ko TEEX
N2 EFEFHIOHEZENRFE I N7z (URL3L),

COEFFMORETEL TA ¥~ AL
BHUEED ML, EvalNet D45 4 & 4& Tld, &
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2000 4F- “Effective Practices in Conducting a Multi-Donor Evaluation, Evaluation and Aid Effectiveness Series 4"

2001 4 “Evaluation Feedback for Effective Learning and Accountability, Evaluation and Aid Effectiveness Series 5"

2002 4 “Glossary of Key Terms in Evaluation and Result Based Management, Evaluation and Aid Effectiveness Series 6"

2004 4 “Lessons Learned on Donor Support to Decentralisation and Local Governance”
2004 4F “Strengthening Evaluation Systems in Member Agencies”, Discussion Paper.
2005 4F “Joint Evaluations: Recent Experiences, Lessons Learned and Options for the Future”

2005 4F OECD, Paris Declaration on Aid Effectiveness.

2006 4F- “Evaluation Quality Standards”

2006 4F- “Guidance for Managing Joint Evaluations, DAC Evaluation Series”

2008 4% “Guidance on Evaluating Conflict Prevention and Peacebuilding Activities: Working Draft for Application Period”

2009 4F NONIE, Impact Evaluations and Development: NONIE Guidance on Impact Evaluation.

2010 4F “Quality Standards for Development Evaluation, DAC Guidelines and Reference Series”

2010 4F “Evaluating Development Co-operation: Summary of Key Norms and Standards, Second Edition”

2010 4F Evaluation in Development Agencies, Better Aid.

2012 4 Evaluating Peacebuilding Activities in Settings of Conflict and Fragility: Improving Learning for Results, DAC

Guidelines and References Series.

2013 4 Evaluating Development Activities: 12 Lessons from DAC Peer Review.

2016 4F Evaluation Systems in Development Co-operation, 2016 Review.

2019 4 “Better Criteria for Better Evaluation: Revised Evaluation Criteria Definitions and Principles for Use”

2021 4F Applying Evaluation Criteria Thoughtfully.

BRVWEXRO 57 s #E L7z (URL32 :
2o ZL T, 2006 FFI2IEH A5y AELTR
Bl & M7z (URL33)e NIt TEBEN
T KB & R EE AT/ 8 BEE DM TH 5
(URL34) -

T/, T EICET A A5 v ADEN
LHEAT, VT v T DA RS IRAE
L7z NBERSZEOFEMICET 254 5 2 A8
1999 4R IC 8 &7z (URL3S). #&§FFi- F
F1# % (Conflict Prevention and Peacebuilding DL
. CPPB) DEEMiIZOWT b, EvalNet & &4
EEESERS & v b7 — 27 (International Network
on Conflict And Fragility L T, INCAF) i & #
oM THhErED SN, ZLT, /N
Vr—, AFYA, AT z—F v, FEFEHGTE
LT, 2008 (21X CPPB I $ 4 KT 7 MED
HA 5 AHHERK E N7z (URL36 : URL3T : 7)o
EvalNet D X > N—{d, ZOKFF 7 MizfioT
A=Y rearyIRFHME. 7 7H =25 >,
AN T A Ol FEE L T\ < (URL6:
34) ZTOBNELHINEFOTA TV AKX

(it - BAELHHSCE 20 = BFRG)

Mg % 2 &L IERRRAYER &7z (URL3T).

SHMOTEICHET 244 4 AR SN TE
720 72 & 21X . DAC 5 A |X NONIE (Network
of Networks for Impact Evaluation) D—H & L .
A X7 NEHD A 5 AMERIZ O BS- L7
(URL38) o

3. DAC FHfiz & DITEIBTE
31 FHEREDIL—FT 1>

HIET £ TISHEBL L 72 CF R & & 9 IRk
ENTWD D2, DAC i &2 BT 5 iam
. RO L) V=T 4 VIlHEoTwd, F
T AUN=RFABR L. TV ¥
T 7D O LFE (discussion paper X° room
document 7 &) ZHFTIZHEM L. HEZITHo
FE R BB A HA FE 7213 7V — TR T
Ko DHEERREL, £4TITH) V-2 % HA
HLTHEEZIT) o KIS, FOHEIZEDSNT
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RS D S NDL, IO CEHIREZ R L7 2
YoN—IE, WEOHBE ITEIE TV, KL
[EICEBOEUB LT X ZT 256050 5. Wik
2. kAT REZ & (action) BTV = v %
ICHAAEND, CORBEMLET, A2 N—
MTELHEWIBIEL, AEOKFELAER
B> Twn<,

AT FICEHOBED F LT CHEfT
FThe AUN=TE YT LENEL > T
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