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1) Nagao, M.. “Challenging times for evaluation of international development assistance”. Evaluation Journal of Australasia,
Vol.6. (2006)

2) Foresti, M..et al..A Comparative Study of Evaluation Policies and Practicies in Development Agencies.Série Notes
méthodologiques. (AFD, 2007)

3) http://www.adb.org/Evaluation/management-response.asp
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4) ADB Independent Evaluation Department. 2071Annual Evaluation Review, ADB.(ADB, 2011)
5) Asian Development Bank. Management Response to the 2011 Annual Evaluation Review.(ADB, 2011)
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6) Thomas, P.. Performance Measurement, Reporting, Obstacles and Accountability: Recent Trends and Future Directions.
(ANU E Press, 2006)
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) Flint, M.. Easier Said than done: A review of results—based management in multilateral development institutions. (2003)
) ADB. Managing for Development Results in the Asian Development Bank: A Preliminary Assessment. (Asian Development Bank, 2007)
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10) ADB. Managing for Development Results in the Asian Developmem Bank: A Preliminary Assessment. (Asian Development Bank, 2007)
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) Hailey, J..et al..Measuring Success: Issues in performance Management. Occasional papers series No:44 . (INTRAC, 2004)

12) Mayne, J.. “Challenges and Lessons in Implementing Results—based management”. Evaluation, vol.13. (2007)

3) Binnendijk, A.. Result based management in the development co—operation agencies: a review of experience. (OECD/DAC, 2001)
4) OECD/DAC, Managing Aid: Practices of DAC Member Countries. (OECD/DAC, 2009)
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1. ADF 72

Agence Fran aise de Développement, ADF+= ZabA0] 4 7)ot} 3] Y% 7|12 =
ADF ©]2]o| % Directorate General for Global Affairs, Development and Partnerships (Ministry
of Foreign and European Affairs), Treasury and Economic Policy General Directorate
(Ministry of the Economy, Finance, and Employment)7} 91021, o] Qo= o] dAe} 7|4-&
Jel3 Zze] B Fo| Bas dags FA2 T Yrkay 5), M TEERS B9
AFDZF HEHQ) F7h A A% A2 AR QTR Sad] s, el JRRAS
o] M2k} BEE AYSHE Frha AEE A 90
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(1% 5) ZTZA ODA =3 7|
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Secrétaire Commissi Cc)imanj[is;i
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\

ODA 43 7|2 ~

ADETEF CampusFrance

MAEE MINEFE AFD MIIIDS

FCI CulturesFrance

X RFEEY

2. AFDQ| A Mut 22|

AFDS) Al o) Q7o) Aakaielo] SEAel BAIQ) et Selo) nge] dhet 2
515 ol23 Sl ACE Wb T GIKhi ARDE o] s ms Anel Mkl el ‘Lo
Organique Relative aux Lois de Finances” (LOLF) 2] {#2]1} 4| A3 3} wtE U= =ulof o st
WEA ol FHL S5}7] 93t Ee 7]Lo]1 Q).

15) OECD/DAC, Peer review: France.. (OECD/DAC, 2008)

16) http://www.objectivo2015.org/europe/documents/WAfr09. pdf

17) OECD/DAC, “Part 1. MfDR Concepts, Tools and Principles”. Sourcebook on Emerging Good Practice in
Managing for Development Results, 1%ed.(OECD/DAC,2006)
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Evaluation and Knowledge Development Unit

OECD(2010), Evaluation in Development Agencies
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OECD/DAC, Sourcebook on Emerging Good Practice in Managing for Development Results Vol.3, 2008

AFDL: 587019 EEAIEE ARESHAL QLo o] A7) of A S E ofof sh=A] AHA|3] B3l uj

o
1 9jt} 2122)

20) Ministry of Foreign and European Affairs, Government of France. Development Cooperation: A French vision —

Framework document. (Government of France, 2011)
21) AFD. Guide d'utilisation des indicateurs agregeables dans les etats etrangers A L'AFD. (AFD, 2007)
22) OECD/DAC, “Case Studies at Institutional Level”. Sourcebook on Emerging Good Practice in Managing for

Development Results,.3%d.(OECD/DAC,2008)
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TIA 9], TFFREY A, (FEIEATY, 2004)

2. Z2=¢

Asian Development Bank, Management Response to the 2011 Annual Evaluation
Review, (ADB, 2011),

ADB, Managing for Development Results in the Asian Development Bank. A
Preliminary Assessment, (Asian Development Bank, 2007),

ADB Independent Evaluation Department, 2011 Annual Evaluation Review, ADB,
(ADB, 2011).

AFD. Guide dutilisation des indicateurs agregeables dans les etats etrangers A
L’AFD. (AFD, 2007).

Binnendijk, A,, Result based management in the development co—operation agencies.
a review of experience, (OECD/DAC, 2001).

Flint, M, FEasier Said than done. A review of results—based management In
multilateral development institutions, (2003),

Foresti, M, et al,A Comparative Study of FEvaluation Folicies and Practicies in
Development Agencies, Série Notes méthodologiques, (AFD, 2007),

Hailey, J..et al K Measuring Success. Issues in performance Management, Occasional
papers series No:44 . (INTRAC, 2004),

Mayne, J. ‘Challenges and Lessons in Implementing Results—based management’,
Evaluation, vol 13, (2007),

Ministry of Foreign and European Affairs, Government of France, Development
Cooperation. A French vision —Framework document, (Government of France, 2011),

Nagao, M. ‘Challenging times for evaluation of international development

assistance”. Evaluation Journal of Australasia, Vol 6, (2006).
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OECD/DAC, Paris Declaration on Aid FEffectiveness & Accra Agenda for Action,
(OECD/DAC, 2005/2008).

OECD/DAC, “Part 1, MfDR Concepts, Tools and Principles’. Sourcebook on Emerging
Good Practice in Managing for Development Results, " ed (OECD/DAC,
2006),

OECD/DAC, “Case Studies at Institutional Level’. Sourcebook on Emerging Good
Practice in Managing for Development Results, 37 ed. (OECD/DAC, 2008),
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