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DRAFT SUMMARY RECORD 

13
TH

 MEETING OF THE DAC NETWORK ON DEVELOPMENT EVALUATION 

8-9 FEBRUARY 2012 

I. OPENING SESSION  

1. The annotated agenda [DCD/DAC/EV/A(2012)1] was adopted and the summary record of the 

12
th
 meeting [DCD/DAC/EV/M(2011)1] approved.  

II. THE 4
TH

 HIGH LEVEL FORUM OUTCOME – THE BUSAN PARTNERSHIP FOR 

EFFECTIVE DEVELOPMENT CO-OPERATION  

2. The DAC Chair Brian Atwood shared his views on the outcomes of the 4th High Level Forum on 

Aid Effectiveness. He drew attention to the importance of the Busan conference with its broad 

participation of partners, development co-operation providers and civil society. The outcome document 

involves shared principles for a wide group of actors with differentiated responses, while re-affirming 

earlier commitments. The significance of the evaluation was highlighted. An important set of challenges 

lies ahead for action at the local, national and regional levels, as well as for the formation of the new 

Global Partnership architecture in the next months. During the discussion, concerns were raised by some 

members about the indicators used for monitoring the implementation of the Paris Declaration. The Chair 

noted the importance of using partner country systems in evaluation and building capacity, including with 

joint evaluations. Looking beyond aid to questions of policy coherence is also relevant for the evaluation 

agenda. The importance of involving other development co-operation providers in evaluation, was also 

highlighted.  

III. FOOD SECURITY  

3. Ruerd Ruben of the IOB Netherlands opened the session by presenting the background of this 

systematic review, carried out in response to the network discussion in 2010 identifying the need for more 

reviews of evidence on priority policy topics. Ferko Bodnar, IOB, presented the study method and key 

findings. Members welcomed the paper and there was a rich discussion on the methodological approach 

and findings. Questions were raised on the coverage of gender (there were few disaggregated data in the 

studies reviewed), the complexity of causal pathways in food security and the time scale used to calculate 

benefits for the cost/benefit analysis. Members discussed inclusion criteria and the limited number of 

evaluations of sufficient quality to carry out such syntheses. The issue of including qualitative studies was 

also raised and it was agreed that more work is needed to develop better inclusion/exclusion criteria to 

capture qualitative studies in these types of reviews.  

4. Members concluded that further systematic reviews to take stock of evidence in priority policy 

areas are needed and useful. Such rigorous reviews provide a more solid evidence base for short syntheses 

or policy briefs targeting policy audiences, such as the Evaluation Insights. More work is needed to 

understand the effectiveness of such reviews and the role of policy briefs in supporting up-take of 

knowledge and evidence by intended audiences. Efforts to increase the number and quality of evaluations 

in different fields are also needed in order to deepen the pool for systematic reviews. Members were asked 

to share work on identifying and leading future systematic reviews in policy priority areas; the UK and the 

Secretariat will help guide this work.   
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IV. BREAK-OUT SESSIONS 

5. Two break-out sessions were held on fragile states and private sector development. The reporting 

back took place on the following day. 

Group 1: Fragile States 

6. Dominique de Crombrugghe (Belgium) and the Secretariat reported back on the discussion on 

evaluating in settings of fragility and conflict. The final draft guidance on Evaluating in Situations of 

Conflict and Fragility will be circulated to INCAF and EVALNET for approval by written procedure. 

Members are encouraged to use the guidance for further evaluation work in these fields. An Evaluation 

Insights note will be produced on peacebuilding (drawing on evaluations carried out during the application 

of the guidance and other recent work) to increase lesson sharing. Members discussed the challenges of 

evaluating in these contexts and the role of evaluators in strengthening uptake of policy lessons and 

garnering interest from policy communities. Members discussed the “New Deal for Engagement with 

Fragile States,” agreed at the Busan High Level Forum, and it was suggested that EVALNET could play a 

role in supporting assessment of pilot transition compacts. It was proposed that EVALNET also explore 

opportunities for country-led or joint evaluation work with members of the International Dialogue on 

Peacebuilding and Statebuilding and g7+. Interest in further work came from: Belgium, the IEG World 

Bank Group, the United Kingdom, the African Development Bank, Switzerland, Sweden, Ireland, the 

United States, Australia, Germany and Norway.  

Group 2: Private Sector 

7.  Marvin Taylor Dormond (IEG, World Bank Group) reported on the discussion in the break-out 

session. The discussion involved both methodological issues in evaluating the contributions of the private 

sector and the need for more learning on the role of the private sector in development. Further work could 

include collaboration on or conducting joint studies – for instance with a poverty focus, a workshop aimed 

at sharing experiences, and further work on systematic reviews or methods. A number of members 

indicated interest in the topic and to be involved in taking work further including Austria, Belgium, 

Canada, the European Commission, France, the Netherlands, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, the UK, the 

regional development banks and the IEG. The IEG agreed to take the lead in collaboration with the 

Secretariat.  

 

V. ENGAGEMENT ON EVALUATION WITH PARTNERS  

8. The Network reaffirmed its commitment to work on evaluation with partner countries and non-

member providers of development support, in line with the DAC Global Relations Strategy 

[DCD/DAC(2011)36/FINAL]. Members confirmed interest in further joint work on topics of mutual 

interest and suggested collaborations on evaluation can be used as a forum for mutual learning and as an 

entry point for engagement.  

a) Nick York (United Kingdom) updated members on the successful collaboration with the United 

Arab Emirates, the Islamic Development Bank and OPEV African Development Bank in 

producing an Arabic version of the DAC Quality Standards for Development Evaluation and 

suggested that their evaluation departments be invited to attend the next EVALNET meeting as 

observers. He also encouraged members to help disseminate the trilingual (Arabic, English, 

French) standards to relevant country offices and to consider options for joint work with these 

institutions.  
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b) Niels Dabelstein (Paris Declaration Evaluation) reported on a well-attended workshop on joint 

evaluation held 6-7 February 2012 and thanked France for hosting the event. A written report of 

the event will be circulated. The Network agreed to serve as a hub to maintain the partner country 

network coming out of the Paris Declaration Evaluation and to identify opportunities for further 

joint work and capacity development. France and the Secretariat will consider how to move this 

agenda forward with interested members and partners. The Network will also work to encourage 

and be responsive to country-led evaluation proposals. As this was Mr Dabelstein’s last meeting 

before retirement, the Chair and members thanked him for his work on the Paris Declaration 

Evaluation and his major contributions to development evaluation over the past two decades, 

including as Chair of the Network.  

c) Karen Jorgensen (OECD Secretariat) described plans in the China-DAC study group for a 

roundtable on improving aid quality, with a focus on strengthening evaluation capacity by raising 

awareness of good practices in the evaluation of aid activities and promoting greater familiarity 

with their application (see “China DAC Study Group Programme of Work”). Ms. Jorgensen 

invited the Network to involve non-member providers of development support in evaluation 

work, in order to demonstrate how the Network’s normative work is used in practice and support 

learning by doing. There may be scope for joint evaluations or evaluation workshops, including 

on thematic areas of mutual interest such as agriculture.  

Members described a number of initiatives involving China. Nick York (UK) will travel to China 

to participate in an international roundtable on China-Africa Health Development Collaboration. 

The Asian Development Bank discussed engagement with China through SHIPDET and other 

evaluation capacity development work. The Netherlands described working with China on a 

country-led evaluation of a Dutch aid programme. Sweden and the African Development Bank 

expressed interest in exploring possible collaboration, especially given the focus on China on 

infrastructure. The IEG World Bank Group and Australia each described increasing bilateral 

contacts with China on evaluation.  

d) Members were asked to share entry points for engagement with non-DAC partners. The 

Secretariat will circulate a request.  

e) The Secretariat asked that members identify examples of evaluations of triangular co-operation 

and send them to the Secretariat (to be shared with the DAC Bureau). 

f) Riitta Oksanen (Finland) shared a proposal to reenergise the Network’s efforts on evaluation 

capacity development, stressing the importance of capacity development for joint work and 

country ownership. It was agreed that capacity development should be a priority for ongoing 

work and Finland together with the Secretariat will follow up with interested members. The 

following members expressed interest: Austria, Germany, Ireland, IEG World Bank Group, 

Sweden, United Kingdom, United States and the Secretariat. Finland also drew attention to an 

invitation from UNICEF and IOCE to collaborate on strengthening evaluation capacities of civil 

society organisations. The Chair invited interested members to join the effort and the Secretariat 

will draft a response to the invitation.  

Thursday 9 February  

VI. REVIEW AND UPDATES ON ONGOING WORK  

9.  Written updates were provided on ongoing work on budget support, the Evaluation Insights 

series, Communications, Multilateral Effectiveness (UNEG-DAC peer reviews, task team on multilateral 
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effectiveness, MOPAN and other work), Governance, Impact Evaluation (NONIE and 3iE), Haiti and the 

Network websites and social media.  

10. A communication tool-box is being developed and members were invited to share examples of 

how they communicate evaluation findings, for example through policy briefs, special websites or videos, 

with the Secretariat. The Development Communicators Network (DEVCOM) has proposed a joint event 

on communicating around results to be held fall 2012. Members expressed interest in further work on 

communication. The EC described their efforts to strengthen communication within the evaluation 

department.  

11. Members welcomed progress on budget support. Members were reminded to contact the EC 

regarding any work on budget support, including interest in leading or joining one of the proposed studies 

with Burundi, Ghana, India, Indonesia, Mozambique, Morocco, the Palestinian Authority, Peru, the 

Philippines, Rwanda, Sierra Leone and Uganda. A joint evaluation in Tanzania is already underway. The 

first in a series of training workshops on the methodological approach and lessons from the three pilot 

studies will take place in Belgium 21/22 March 2012.  

12.  In relation to multilateral effectiveness, members noted the importance of a joint approach, and 

of involving the governing bodies of the institutions and avoiding duplications in assessments. Members 

were asked to be involved in the multilateral effectiveness reviews. 

VII. NEW DEMANDS ON EVALUATION FUNCTIONS 

13. The United States, Australia, Germany and the U.K. shared recent developments in their 

countries and discussed the political context for development evaluation and new pressures on evaluation 

departments to provide results information. The presentations and discussion revealed that major changes 

are taking place in evaluation systems and functions across DAC members. Some agencies are now putting 

strong emphasis on applying evaluation across the agency with the central function’s role being redefined 

to support evaluation quality and professionalisation. In other countries, independent evaluation bodies 

have been created, often with a strong focus on accountability. In some others, a hybrid form exists where 

a central function conducts major thematic, sector or country focused evaluation while often also 

supporting decentralised evaluations. Stronger public scrutiny of development assistance was a common 

element in the context of resource constraints in many countries, while aid budgets were on the rise in a 

few - also creating accountability pressures. It was suggested that members should regularly provide 

updates on their structural changes so that the member pages on the Network website can be consulted as a 

live document, combined with more in depth discussions from time to time at meetings.  

VIII. PREPARATIONS FOR THE DAC PROGRAMME OF WORK AND BUDGET 2013-14 AND 

REVISED MISSION STATEMENT  

14. The Secretariat informed members that the DAC has extended the Network on Development 

Evaluation mandate for three years (2012-2014). The DAC has requested suggestions on priority areas of 

work for the next Programme of Work (2013-2014). The DAC facilitator for EVALNET, Frode Neergaard, 

drew attention to the DAC’s request that poverty aspects be strengthened in the work of all DAC 

subsidiary bodies, including EVALNET, given the phasing out of the DAC Network on Poverty 

(POVNET). Building on the meeting discussions, the Bureau will develop a response to the DAC Chair.  

15. The DAC also asked the Network to develop a new mission statement by end September 2012. 

This will be drafted by the Bureau and circulated for member review and comments.  
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IX. ELECTIONS  

16. Following the announcement of elections (communicated by the Secretariat to members via email 

on 20 January 2012), the floor was opened for nominations for the position of Chair of the Network. Mr. 

Martyn Pennington of the European Commission was nominated by Germany, seconded by the United 

States. The members and Secretariat thanked current Chair Mr. Nick York for his excellent chairmanship 

and important contributions. Germany asked for an improved gender balance in the Bureau for the next 

election, and this request was noted by the incoming and outgoing Chairs.  

X. OTHER BUSINESS  

17. The Network Chair drew members’ attention to a number of significant evaluation events on the 

2012 calendar, including the 26 March AFD discussion on “Evaluation and its Discontents”, the NONIE 

meeting hosted by UNEG in Rome 19-20 April and the European Evaluation Society (EES) meeting in 

Finland 3-5 October. Finland encouraged members to consider providing bursary support for partner 

countries to participate at the event and flagged the recent call for abstracts.  

Lunchtime presentation 

18. During the lunch break, Anjali Kumar and Caroline Heider (IEG, World Bank Group) presented 

findings of the “Assessment of the World Bank Group’s Response to the Global Economic Crisis, Phase 

II”. In the discussion that followed, the European Bank for Reconstruction and Development (EBRD), the 

Asian Development Bank (ADB) and the European Investment Bank also shared results from evaluations 

of their own banks’ crisis response. Participants discussed the sustainability of current crisis response 

models and the need for new financing mechanisms. During the crisis most banks used medium-term 

financing for short term response, which lead to a serious decline in overhead room. The evaluation 

stimulated debate during discussions by the World Bank Group board.  

INFORMAL SESSION 

Value for Money 

19. Tom McDonald of the Independent Commission for Aid Impact (ICAI), United Kingdom, shared 

the value for money and effectiveness approach developed by ICAI and described the “live experiment” 

underway in the U.K. on evaluation and results reporting. The political context is one of strong emphasis 

on accountability to U.K. tax payers and communicating about the results of U.K. with the general public. 

ICAI is also working to bring in beneficiary perspectives on U.K. development assistance.  

20. Members discussed use of simple (“traffic light” type) descriptions of performance. There seems 

to be high political demand for such presentations and politicians and decision makers found them very 

useful indeed, not least for communication purposes with the public. On the other hand, many development 

professionals and evaluators are sceptical that rankings can be used to summarise the results of complex 

interventions in different contexts. Some concerns were raised that such simplistic presentations of results 

can lead to a narrow focus and quantifying results of individual donors in the context of multi-donor and 

national finance in sectors and programmes is difficult. Presenting overly simplified results can be 

misleading (even if there is demand for such information). ICAI and DFID reconfirmed commitment to 

participating in joint evaluations.  

Efficiency 

21. Michaela Zintl (BMZ Germany) shared a brief presentation of recent work on approaches to 

evaluating efficiency. Members welcomed this timely effort and encouraged the development of further 



 DCD/DAC/EV/M(2012)1 

 7 

operational guidance to improve efficiency analysis, which is generally an area of weakness in evaluation. 

Germany will lead further work with interested members: Belgium, Canada, the United Kingdom, the 

Netherlands, the European Commission, Switzerland and Sweden.  

 

Discussion on possible topics and ideas for joint or collaborative work  

22. Members proposed topics / areas for collaboration or joint work. Sida suggested collaborative 

work on decentralised evaluations, financing forms (budget, programme, and joint funds), youth economic 

empowerment, and diplomatic dialogue on gender equality. Spain is working on a joint evaluation of 

gender and women’s equality with UN Women. Australia invited collaboration in evaluating loan/grant 

combinations, co-financing, and trust funds.  
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Participants List for DAC Network on Development Evaluation 
Liste des Participants pour Réseau du CAD sur l'évaluation du 

développement 
 

8/2/2012 - 9/2/2012 
   

 

 

Chair 

Mr. Nick York 
  
 
 

 

Australia/Australie 

 

Mr. Dereck ROOKEN-SMITH Assistant Director General 
Australian Partners Branch 
Australian Agency for International Development 

(AusAID) 

Ms. Talia MELIC Policy Officer 
Development Cooperation, Permanent Delegation 

 

Austria/Autriche 

 

  

Ms. Karin-Christine KOHLWEG Head of the Evaluation Unit 
Austrian Development Agency - ADA 

Ms. Laurence HENGL Evaluation Manager 

Austrian Development Agency – ADA 
 
 

Belgium/Belgique 

 

Mr. Dominique de 
CROMBRUGGHE de 

LOORINGHE 

Evaluateur spécial 
Special Evaluation Office 

Federal Public Service Foreign Affairs, Trade and 
Development Cooperation 

Ms. Isabelle WITTOEK DAC Delegate 
Permanent Representation  
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Canada 

 

Ms. Rafika AMIRA Deputy-Director Evaluation, Evaluation 

Directorate  
Strategic Policy and Performance Branch (SPPB) 
Canadian International Development Agency 

(CIDA) 

  

Czech Republic/République tchèque 

 

Mr. Milan KONRAD 
 
 

Mr. Petr JANOUSEK 
 

 
 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
 
 

Second Secretary,  
Permanent Delegation 

European Commission/Commission européenne 

 

Mr. Martyn PENNINGTON 

 
Head of Joint Evaluation Unit, DG Europe Aid 
European Commission 

 

Ms. Carolina GUIMARAES Trainee 

 

Denmark/Danemark 

 

Mr. Ole ANDERSEN Head of the Evaluation Department 
Denmark’s Development Assistance (DANIDA) 
 

Ms. Margrethe HOLM 
ANDERSEN 

Deputy Head 
Evaluation Department 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

Mr. Frode NEERGAARD 

 
 
Ms. Christina HANSEN 

Deputy Permanent Representative 

Permanent Delegation 
 
Trainee 
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Finland/Finlande 

 

Ms. Riitta OKSANEN Senior Advisor  

Development Evaluation 
Ministry for Foreign Affairs 

 

France 

 

Mr. Laurent FONTAINE Responsable pour la Mission Évaluation & 

Capitalisation 
Agence Francaise de Developpement (AFD) 

Mr. Jean-Christophe 
DONNELLIER 

Ministre-Conseiller 
Representation Permanente de la France aupres 
de l’OCDE 

 

Mme. Claude LEROY-THEMEZE Chef d’Unité d’évaluation 

Direction Générale du Trésor 
Ministère de l'Economie, des Finances et de 
l'Industrie 

Mr. Frédéric BOBAY 
 

 

 

 

 
Mr. Pierre NGOLSOU 

Adjoint au Chef de Bureau - Évaluation de la 
dépense publique 

Direction Générale du Trésor 
Ministère de l'Économie, de l'Industrie et de 
l'Emploi 

 
Chargé de Mission 

Direction Générale du Trésor 
Ministère de l'Économie, de l'Industrie et de 
l'Emploi 

Mr. Maxime POISSONNIER Pôle de l'évaluation,  
Ministère des Affaires Étrangères et Européennes 

  

Germany/Allemagne 

 

Ms. Michaela ZINTL Head of Evaluation and Audit Division 
Federal Ministry for Economic Co-operation and 
Development (BMZ) 

Mr. Frank SCHWARZBECK Evaluation and Audit Division 
Federal Ministry for Economic Cooperation and 
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Development (BMZ) 

Ms. Claudia KORNAHRENS Head of Section Corporate Evaluations 
Corporate Unit Monitoring and Evaluation 

Deutsche Gesellschaft für Internationale 
Zusammenarbeit (GIZ) 

Ms. Eva TERBERGER First Vice President 
Credit Bank for Reconstruction (KfW) 

 
 

Greece/Grèce 

 
Ms. Vasiliki MANAVI 

 

 
First Secretary, 

Permanent Delegation 
 
 

Ireland/Irlande 

 

Mr. William CARLOS Head, 
Evaluation & Audit section of Irish Aid 

Department of Foreign Affairs 

Mr. Donal MURRAY Senior Evaluation Specialist 

Evaluation & Audit Unit 
Department of Foreign Affairs 

Mr. Niall MORRIS Development Officer, 
Permanent Delegation 

 

Italy/Italie 
 

Mr. Giovanni BRIGNONE Head, Evaluation Office 
Directorate for Development Cooperation 
Minsitry of Foreign Affairs 

Mr. Stefano NICOLETTI DAC Delegate 

Permanent Representation of Italy to the OECD 

Ms. Francesca BRESCIANI Trainee 
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Japan/Japon 

 

Mr. Hiroko AMANO Representative 

Japan International Co-operation Agency (JICA) 

Ms. Yoko KAMADA Policy Analyst, 
JICA France 

Ms. Ai IMAI Advisor 
Permanent Delegation of Japan  

Ms. Akiko HAYASHIDA Official 
ODA Evaluation Division 
Minister’s Office 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

  
 

Korea/Corée 

 

Mr. Jeong Hoon CHOI Senior Officer 

DAC/Development 
Permanent Delegation of Korea to the OECD 

Ms. Jung-Myung CHO Research Officer 
KOICA 

Mr. Sung-Ki JO Senior Research Officer 

Evaluation Department 
Export-Import Bank of Korea 

Ms. So-Won KIM Research Officer 
Ministry of Strategy and Finance 

Ms. Areum SONG Second Secretary, 

Development Policy Division, 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade 

  

Luxembourg 

 

Mme. Aurélie KLEIN Attachée 

Coopération au développement, Permanent 
Delegation 
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Mexico/Mexique 

 

Mr. Aldo ALDAMA DAC Delegate, 
Permanent Delegation 

 
 

Netherlands/Pays-Bas 

 

Mr. Ruerd RUBEN Director,  
Policy and Operations Evaluation Department 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

 
Mr. Henri e.j. JORRITSMA 

Deputy Director, 
Policy and Operations Evaluation Department 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

Mr. Ted KLIEST Policy & Operations Evaluation Department 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

Mr. Ferko BODNAR Evaluator, 

Policy and Operations Evaluation Department 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

Mr. Peter SCHUURMAN Counsellor, 
Permanent Delegation 

  

Norway/Norvège 

 

Ms. Marie GAARDER Director,  
Evaluation Department 

Norwegian Agency for Development Cooperation 
- NORAD 

  

 
Poland/Pologne 

 

Ms. Iwona KRZESZEWSKA First Counsellor, Development Cooperation 
Permanent Delegation 

 

 

Portugal 
 

Ms. Ana Paule FERNANDES Counsellor 
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Permanent Delegation of Portugal 

  

Slovak Republic/République slovaque 

 

Mr. Matej DOSTAL First Secretary 
Permanent Delegation 

 

Spain/Espagne 

 

Ms. Bibian ZAMORA GIMENEZ Head, Evaluation Division 

Directorate General for Development Policy 
Planning and Evaluation 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Cooperation 

  

 

Sweden/Suède 

 

Ms. Annika JAYAWARDENA Head of Monitoring & Evaluation Unit 
Swedish International Development Cooperation 

Agency (SIDA) 
 

Ms. Hannah WIDSTAM Department for Management of Development 

Cooperation 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

  

Switzerland/Suisse 

 

Ms. Anne BICHSEL Programme Officer, Corporate Controlling & 
Evaluation Division, Swiss Agency for 

Development and Cooperation  

Mr. Martin SOMMER Head, Corporate Controlling, Corporate 
Controlling & Evaluation Division, Swiss Agency 

for Development and Cooperation 

Mr. Roman WINDISCH State Secretariat for Economic Affairs (SECO) 

Mr. Philippe BESSON Conseiller d’Ambassade, 

Délégation permanente 
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United Kingdom/Royaume-Uni 

 

DFID 

Ms. Andrea COOK Head of Evaluation Support Group, Evaluation 
Department, DFID 

 

Mr. Kevin ANDREWS 

 

Senior Adviser 
Evaluation Department, DFID 

Ms. Bridget DILLON Senior Adviser 
Evaluation Department, DFID 

Ms. Liz RAMAGE Capacity and Quality Group 

Evaluation Department, DFID 
 

 

Independent Commission for Aid Impact 

Mr. Tom MCDONALD Head of Secretariat 

 

 
United States/États-Unis 

 

Ms. Cindy CLAPP-WINCEK Director,  

Office of Learning, Evaluation and Research 
USAID 

Mr. Peter DAVIS Coordinator 

Planning and Performance Management 
Office of Director of US Foreign Assistance 

Department of State 

  

 

African Development Bank (AfDB)/Banque africaine de 
développement (BAD) 

 

Ms. Odile KELLER 
 

 
 

Division Chief  
Operations Evaluation Department 
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Asian Development Bank (ADB)/Banque asiatique de développement 

(ADB) 

 

Mr. Nils FOSTVEDT Consultant to the Director General,  
Independent Evaluation Department 
 

  

European Bank for Reconstruction and Development (EBRD)/Banque 
européenne de reconstruction et de développement (BERD) 

 

Ms. Chiara BOCCI Evaluation Manager 
European Bank for Reconstruction & 

Development (EBRD) 

Mr. Keith LEONARD Senior Adviser, Evaluation 
European Bank for Reconstruction & 

Development (EBRD) 

 

European Investment Bank/Banque européenne d’investissement 

 

Ms. Ivory YONG-PROTZEL Head of Operations Evaluation, 
Evaluation Division, Inspectorate General 

 

UN Evaluation Group (UNEG)/Groupe d'Evaluation des Nations Unies 
(UNEG) 

 

Ms. Belen SANZ Chair, UNEG 
United Nations Evaluation Group 

 

World Bank Group/Banque mondiale 

 

Ms. Caroline HEIDER Director-General and Senior Vice-President 

Independent Evaluation Group (IEG) 

Mr. Marvin TAYLOR-
DORMOND 

Director, Private Sector Evaluation, 
The World Bank Group (IEG) 

Ms. Anjali KUMAR Lead Economist, 
Independent Evaluation Group (IEG) 
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Other/Autre 

 

Mr. Niels DABELSTEIN Head of the Paris Declaration Evaluation 
Secretariat, DIIS 

  

 

 
OECD/OCDE 

 

Development Centre/ Centre de développement 

 

Ms. Joanna WIESNIEWSKA 

 

Junior Project Officer , DevCom 
DEV/PDD/ST 
 

Ms. Nadine RUPRECHT Trainee 

 

 

DAC Secretariat 

 

Mr. Brian ATWOOD DAC Chair 

Ms. Karen JORGENSEN Head Of Division, Review, Evaluation & 

Engagement Division (REED) 
DCD/REED 

Ms. Megan Grace KENNEDY-

CHOUANE 

Policy Analyst - Evaluation Network 

DCD/REED 
 

Mr. Hans LUNDGREN Head of Section – Evaluation Network 
DCD/REED 
 

Ms. Alexandra CHEVALIER Assistant/Web Editor - Evaluation Network 
DCD/REED 

  
 

 

 


