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ol tigk OECD DACUNEHZPIe) ] s2AR07E 2012 129 11 d}fofA
NEE 2FE s vpAo g SRt 2011E 129 26 AR} gA/fEEE g &
atof ojo] =Rt A, WRHE (P2 FR HAAM) AlE, WRE AAR AR FEot
o A 1Azke] i BRI WS AA fhe SRAE HAlA Part T3 Part 117} &
% 2SI ol 20109 9 ko] ORCD DAC 719 o|F 22 AAE SRYE=A
e oAtell Fad olgwE Ae] wfs dnfolot

olflef 2w DACO Halv} v TRHE/AS] 497k
o 1oz ZlgEal Qlthe fJolr, A= OECD

1) 22| HEOME= “Peer Review'E SAIXo= “JHLIEHMANMEBILINZ HHSIUOLL, ADIMEIE &S 2[R0i|Al=
‘SEHUEEID Xstn JUSS 2oL ARRUIME 20jye EE meh7| s Ol A, AKSEZ|= Sict

2) OECD DAC Report Part I(DCD/DAC/AR(2012)2/PART1/FINAL, P.2, "This is Korea's first peer review- an
important milestone both for the country and for the DAC."
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7}, M2 disKStrategic Orientation)

0

1.1. Completing the strategic framework for Korea's development cooperation

Korea should build on its solid legal and policy foundations by completing the
strategic framework to guide its growing development cooperation, Specifically:

@® The framework should set out clear aims, priorities, objectives and intended
outcomes for Korea's thematic focus areas,

@® Korea should complete and publish the country partnership strategies planned
for each of its 26 priority partner countries : these should be aligned to partner
countries' development strategies; cover all Korean government's support;
unify strategies for grants and loans; include forward expenditure commitments;
incorporate plans and targets for aid effectiveness; and define in measurable
terms the objectives of Korea's contribution to each partner country.

@® Korea should complete and publish its planned comprehensive multilateral
ODA strategy.

@® The framework should include stronger guidance and plans for mainstreaming
gender equality, women's empowerment, environment and climate change
across all of Korea's programmes,
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12 Strengthening communication, transparency and accouniability

PMO, MOFAT and MOSF should continue to increase transparency and

accountability by:

@® Providing comprehensive information on Korea's development cooperation—
in particular, they should disclose information on development cooperation
policy, strategy, procedures, budget (countries and sectors), programmes
and projects in a way that is easy for key stakeholders — parliaments, civil
society organisations (CSOs), non—government organisations (NGOS),
private sector, research institutes, developing country partners and the
general public — to access and understand,

2 3 a
Q7F S7FEE Ao] o e vk o] - ©es| DACO| il of3io] ofdl -2 ODAC]
et =7 i1o) A= AlaL Ao A et g% o W2 ¥ g S 7]Eolo
FLAF Global Partnership ©]8) Ao A <A YZEH A 7|4 (International Aid Transparency
Initiative)2} OECD DAC &4 2117} 7|Z(indicator)o] tot £} =0]7} Rgjolats o]
sfelr] 418 ool Wag 4ue Ao TAS ek A AU Fak AWS Sushe
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L}, ’IxE Ho{M JHeH(Development beyond Aid)

2 1. Garnering strong political will to drive a government—wide approach to
policy coherence for development

Korea needs to give policy coherence for development sufficient weight in
decision making by:

@ creating a government—wide agenda to achieve development—friendly
policies, overseen by CIDC. This agenda should include : (1)the most
important incoherencies to be tackled; (2)the steps to be taken to tackle
them and by whom; (3)the targets to be achieved; (4)a timeline for action;
and (5)a stronger process for involving the relevant government
departments;

@ cnsuring that the government of Korea has sufficient technical and political
capacity to coordinate and enhance policy coherence for development;

@ strengthening existing analysis of and reporting on how Korea's foreign and
domestic policies affect developing countries, This should build on PMO
and MOFAT research and analysis to date, and should be informed by
feedback analysis from the field; better information flows among government
departments in Seoul; and analysis by universities, CSOs and think tanks,

& Sxlsl] gig A9 asle) o
AR ek AAR 4318 Axsh o)
°Foole ], S Yot AMNYBA(PCD : Policy Coherence for Development)of tff gt A5

[e]
o 71EAGAA w8 ik 71E At Aike] 285 Azt Sk

Al 921 PCD =07} XA o wime] 7] el AR Wejo QA& Alarst
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AT A2 AL UL 5K Holeki Hrk ol ODAS that FF A W A
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O 7le= 7HAAL ] = FAeF AR, T1R]al 157 FA Q) Aol Aste AN

99)918)S A0 FAske Weto] HAsieki of Azt

Ct, |Ix722} HHE(Aid Volume and Allocation)

3.1 Ensuring Korea achieves its ODA volume larget

Korea should sustain its recent increases in aid volumes to achieve its

target of giving 0.25% of its gross national income(GNI) as ODA by 2015, At

the same time, Korea should:

@® plan and manage the aid increase to ensure a steady and predictable rate
of growth while striking manageable and appropriate balances between
bilateral and multilateral channels and grants and loans;

@ assess carefully the ratio of grants to loans for fragile states and
heavily—indebted poor countries (HIPCs) and when extending loans consider
carefully the economic context and financial governance of these countries
to ensure debt sustainability; and

@® cnsure that the choice of aid instrument reflects development objectives and
partner country ownership, preferences, management capacity and need,

OECD DAC+= 2015¥7FA] GNI thH] 0.25%%] ODA =7} B35 EA5l7] Y= 3 o]
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26.6%5 DAC Bt 2 o]k Gick. chik thah A2l telA] 9l o) cha e
Multilateral Development Bank) H|-&-0] 2009~2011¥7} DAC H2 1:1¢1 L=
122 MDBS} 371 ODA Sk QkelZel UN 8 7jeh w7 0] ok A2 Selutere] 24
A 9ol mA A Sstar

(E2) 2009-2011 CIXIX|H H2 LW Hlw

e 09-11d X|@+2 T (WMIHE) UN 2! 7|EF*: MDB
- UN Jet | Eu | mpB * EU 9
DAC 6,401 5,726 13,363 | 12,555 1: 1.0
Sh=t 72 21 - 189 1: 2.0

(E3) 2009-2011H AX}IX|& FO|(BXIE 7|F)

- 200944 2010 2114
FH(%) | RH%) | Fe(%) | RE(%) | FH(%) | FeH(%)
n=2Ez 721 27.9 49 4 50.6 31.8 68.2
U= a7 58.3 458 542 522 47 8
ot=t 59.6 40 .4 615 385 55.8 442
ZafA 69.6 30.4 727 27.3 61.7 38.3
=Y 80.7 19.3 731 26.9 735 26.5

2015 7}A] 6:42 FA4= | o
Fagh AREQL Bk o]ofl tigt =25 Al&tsfiof & Aol DACS] Hi7} L2 Zlo|t,

r l

DAC 3]s & 201149 7 2] Hl&o] 2] R 22 49 £2FE(68.2%),
(47.8%)°] 1o I o]efofl= ZTF(38.3%), 5U(26.5%) A
ol AR as o & qluh 59], 929 A ot

[e]
o
YHISH(HIPCs - Highly—Indebted Poor Countries)ol| A|-&dl= Zlo] FA|= Z] & E| )},
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[e) =}
o] Abde] AidE|ojof & Aolr} o]ef A, 4] YF 4th(aid instrument) A% Al
R Qf o] Folof] AT 29 58 5 3 oR vHE ") ik A A

o= frdshor g slo= Helr

2}, =%l1} 22|(Organization and Management)

4.1 Improving the integration, coordination and management of Korea's ODA

To implement its development cooperation strategy successfully, Korea

should:

@® cnsure that (i )the CIDC uses its full powers fully to become the ultimate
decision—making body in planning and budgeting process; and (l1i)the
Inter—Agency Committees, together with the ODA Councils at partner
country level, have the necessary authority to ensure that all aid—funded
activities are processed through them:;

@® sirengthen further the human resources of PMO, MOFAT and MOSF,
together with the main agencies (KOICA and EDCF), by attracting and
retaining quality people with the right kind of development experience, and
build the capacity of Korean and locally engaged employees in priority
partner countries, particularly to equip these with the necessary skills to
support new aid modalities, such as programme based approaches,

3) OECD DAC, Special Peer Review of Korea, P.14 (para.20), “A particularity of the Korean system is the
large use of concessional loans. In 2006 loans constituted 31% of ODA and grants 69%, a high figure
compared to most other DAC donors. Nearly all DAC donors' aid portfolios consist almost entirely of
grants, with only three DAC donors using loans to any real extent. Of these three, two have a loan
component of around 10% of their aid portfolios, and only one uses loans to any significant degree."
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4) OECD DAC, Special Peer Review of Korea, P.6 (para.5~6), "The Korean aid architecture is based on two
main pillars... The government could consider tackling this two pillar system and creating a single entry
with sole authority over development cooperation objectives, policy and strategy. This organization
could develop a unified policy framework, which leads and applies to all parts of the ODA system."
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4.2 Strengthening Korea's evaluation procedures

Strengthen the independence and procedures of the Sub—Committee on

Evaluation;

implementation;

improve ongoing monitoring during project

improve ex—post evaluation; strengthen capacities and delegate authority to

support critical evaluation in field units; and systematically integrate lessons

from evaluation into future programmes,
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OECD DAC: 20084 E¥lERAE Ao AFAAISY vpA4 9] MUYE e, AREE7Hex—post),
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o}, 7het F&F M (Improving the impact of development cooperation)

5.1 Translating Korea's commitment to aid effectiveness into better practice

In continuing to make its aid more effective, Korea should:

@® integrate the aid effectiveness principles and the internationally—agreed
targets into all development cooperation strategies — particularly country
partnership strategies— and aid management procedures; and

@® improve its performance in areas where Korea is lagging behind the most;
untying its aid, use of programme—based approaches, medium—term
predictability and use of country systems,

8) OECD DAC, Special Review of Korea (2008), P. 21, "Korea would benefit from building a strong
independent evaluation culture in line with international standards. This could include improving
ongoing monitoring during project implementation, improving ex-post evaluation, and integrating
lessons from evaluations into future programmes. Evaluations could consistently be made public in
order to improve accountability."
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5.2 Implementing a roadmap to untie 75% of bilateral aid by 2015

To provide developing country partners and Korean taxpayers with even

better value for money Korea should:

@ translate the commitment to untie 75% of its total bilateral ODA by 2015 into
a year—on—year roadmap that drives towards its goal,

@® maintain focus on meeting the DAC Recommendation on Untying and the
Accra and Busan commitments to untie aid to the maximum extent; and

@ report the tying status of all Korean ODA, including technical cooperation,
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2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Al 2% 25% 36% 48% 36% 51%
S BN 2% 26% 43% 74% 46% 68%
SR - 24% 34% 44% 31% 46%

Ht, Ql=X X|® 7HM(Towards better humanitarian donorship)
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6.1 Building on solid progress to scale up the humanitarian programme

To provide a clear strategic vision for the humanitarian programme; to

ensure that humanitarian principles are consistently applied; and to promote

accountability, efficiency and effectiveness Korea should:

@ finalize the new humanitarian assistance policy, ensuring that it focuses on
a limited number of objectives in areas where Korea can have solid impact—
such as disaster response— and that it is applicable across government;

@ determine and communicate clear criteria guiding whom, what and where
to fund;

@ put in place safeguards to ensure that its bilateral (in—kind) aid is always
the most effective appropriate response; and

@® implement plans to make learning and reporting of results more systematic,
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10) OECD DAC, Information Note on the DAC Peer Review Process (DCD/2012/4), P.5 (para. 25) DAC 2|zt
2 S2ZE 0% 18-2471E o|Liof| siE=2 L=, DAC HIALEO| 03l A=k2 §olshof o, siE= HRE= APY
ol SRUE SLXX| & A2l Soil 2ot HEE DAC AF=0i AMZsHok Sk DAC Q&2 W2 ZAut EME ¢
3ol xiEaHoF StH, 2009EH7IX| AIHHOZ MAEH 7V I= SRl ozl SEZE uPgo| U SPHEICt
Aol w2 S7HTIE MiEFs 40 QICH(A senior representative of the Secretariat may visit the capital of
the reviewed memer 18 to 24 months after the Peer Review meeting to discuss implementation of the
recommendations made by the DAC. Prior to the visit, the reviewed member presents relevant
information on actions taken, or planned, as a consequence of the Peer Review. Following the visit, a
report is submitted to the Committee. Having been piloted in 2009, such mid-term reviews are now
part of the standard peer review process. Members may opt out mid-term reviews if circumstances

dictate this.)
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