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7FATe] Z3Hto aggregate findings from a series of evaluations)@} H7FE2(to judge its
quality and assess the performance of the evaluators) 2% ZHo|A S-8sl= Ao 2 HolstaL
om, U=l LAERolg ofel dxr|HeNE F FoE &8kl Uth? o] Chlimsky
(1985)7} 2713t “H7FAaxte] E3HEvaluation Synthesis)” 7Hg¥} A5k, “B7e] Hr7HEvaluation
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“Evaluations focusing on co—financed programmes, the effectiveness of national aid or
sectoral goals, or on the evaluation of a multilateral or regional development agency, or
on issues that are too sensitive or controversial for one agency alone to tackle, and

broad thematic or mata evolutions can often most appropriately be undertaken jointly'?”

E3], 7]+ FH7MIEYA 7159l MOPAN(Multilateral Organization Performance
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based survey)Pte HW7MHIHEOCD SZoIROL], A2 TP RIS HAMEAM ZE(Document review)S 7
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2ol QI=Az| ol Zoleh= 7Y NGOsTH T Het g 7171 & E-8-5k0] T2 15ix|¢of| thet gt

IS st g

K

V. KOICAS| B7HZ0F AlAM
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15) Sida, 2008, Are Sida Evaluations Good Enough?, An Assessment of 34 Evaluation Reports,
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