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“The objectives of DAC Peer Reviews are to : monitor members development
co—operation and humanitarian aid policies and programmes and assess their
progress against the goals and policies agreed in the DAC as well as
internationally and nationally established objectives;...%%F....Peer Reviews
assess the prformance of a given member country, not just that of its aid
agency and exame both policy and implementation. They take an integrated,
system—wide perspective on the development and humanitarian aid activities of

the country under the review”
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Figure 2.1. Content of evaluation policies - percentage of members whose
evaluation policy contains directions on:

Evaluation capacity development
Partner country role in evaluation
Joint evaluation

Quality standards

Process for clearing reports

Management response system

Use and dissemination of results

Evaluation's institutional place

Definition of role & responsibilities
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