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Foreword 

The Global Parliamentarians Forum for Evaluation is a collaborative movement of 

international parliamentarians, committed to improving policy outcomes and social 

accountability. The goal of GPFE is to create enabling environments for nationally 

owned, transparent, systematic, and standardized evaluation processes. Through 

capacity building, knowledge sharing and advocacy, the GPFE supports and empowers 

parliamentarians to deliver evidence-based policy that helps achieve good governance, 

sustainable development, and social equity. In achieving the objective of GPFE which is 

to support parliaments and governments to institutionalize evaluation, the Forum has 

conducted another comprehensive study to update the NEPs. 

 

The Global Mapping of National Evaluation Policies was first started in 2013 by the 

Parliamentarians Forum with support from EvalPartners. The 2013 report was well 

received by many international organizations, parliamentarians and VOPEs. The 

findings of the report were used for advocacy and planning for NEPs at country level. 

The Parliamentarians Forum again with support from EvalPartners, conducted the 

global mapping in 2015 which revealed several developments in NEPs in various 

countries. Both mapping reports were presented and discussed in many international 

evaluation conferences and analyzed findings in several books and publications. GPFE 

held regional consultations on NEPs in Asia, Africa and MENA regions based on the 

mapping studies. 

 

As it is important to take stock of developments in NEPs, GPFE decided to conduct the 

global mapping again this year. The objective of the study is to provide information on 

the status of national evaluation policies and systems by country, which will be used for 

advocacy initiatives where there are no such systems. It is noteworthy to see there are 

many developments in NEPs in many countries and more countries have endorsed NEP 

compared to the past. The findings of the mapping will be certainly used by GPFE for 

supporting Parliamentarians and working with VOPEs on NEPs.  
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Executive Summary 
National Evaluation Policies (NEPs) are developing throughout the world as a means of 

ensuring good and inclusive government policies and programs. In 2013 and 2015 

Parliamentarians Forum for Development Evaluation in South Asia (PFDE) with support 

from EvalPartners issued studies of the status of NEPs. These reports were used as a 

basis for discussions about NEPs as well as in formulating NEPs in several countries. The 

purpose of the present mapping report is to provide current information about the 

status of NEPs in countries around the globe. It aims to enhance those discussions and 

supply more information to serve as a basis for NEPs development and 

implementation.  

The methodology used for the study included a desk review of the available literature 

on NEPs, a thorough internet search for information on NEPs by country, a short 

questionnaire sent to Voluntary Organizations for Professional Evaluation (VOPEs) and 

other evaluation professionals, government officials and stakeholders. Triangulation 

was used to confirm and strengthen the self-reported responses. All links to policies 

and documents were double checked for availability and relevance.  

The questions were sent to 132 VOPEs, 19 were returned for incorrect addresses, and 48 

responded with information.  Information on 65 countries was collected from Internet 

sites, professional literature, and other correspondence. A total of 113 countries are 

included in the study.  

The research found an increase in NEPs from 

2013 to 2021. In 2013 there were 20 countries 

with an NEP and in 2021 there are 35. 

Furthermore, 10 countries are currently awaiting 

legislative approval of their policies. Countries 

that were developing policies in 2013 and 2015, 

have actualized them by 2021.  Countries that 

did not have an NEP in 2013 and 2015 but were 

practicing evaluation routinely have, initiated 

NEPs in 2021.  

NEPs vary from country to country to suit the 

context. Like the previous studies, this study 

found 21 countries that routinely conduct evaluation with no NEP. Several countries 

have sectorial evaluation requirements but no NEP.  In others, specific states that have 

statewide policies but no NEP. Some countries have an NEP and in addition, have 

sectorial policies. 

 

 

 

               KEY FINDINGS 

 35 COUNTRIES HAVE AN NEP 

 21 COUNTRIES WITH NO NEP 

CONDUCT EVALUATIONS ROUTINELY 

 10 COUNTRIES ARE AWAITING 

LEGISLATION 

 7 COUNTRIES HAVE SECTORIAL 

EVALUATION POLICIES 

 4 COUNTRIES HAVE STATE 

EVALUATION POLICIES 

 

 



x 

 

The evaluation function is administered or 

coordinated by a variety of government 

departments. The research found that 21% of the 

countries surveyed designate specific ministries 

or departments for carrying out evaluations, 

while 19% assigned the administration and 

coordination to the Ministry of Planning and 

Development. The Executive (President, or 

Cabinet) was the coordinating body in 17% of the 

countries. The remaining countries were spread 

equally among the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, the Audit Office, the Ministry of 

Economic Planning, and separate ministries for each sector. 

 

Along with this increase in the development, approval, and legislation of NEPs, there 

has been a trend to focus attention on capacity building, not only for evaluators, but for 

stakeholders as well. In addition, countries are working on National Evaluation Policy 

Frameworks (NEPFs) as precursors to NEPs.  

 

Evaluation frameworks and policies are developing and being formalized around the 

world. Knowledge about such policies increases with experience in the field. The major 

challenges remain - quality, use and follow-up of the evaluations conducted because of 

the NEPF or the NEP. Like in the previous studies, context plays an important role in the 

development and implementation of an NEP. Governments change, political 

personalities replace each other and the situation on the ground is in flux. Thus, NEPs 

should be well integrated into the functioning of governments to ensure sustainability.  

Resembling evaluation itself, NEPs are an iterative process and should be flexible and 

adaptive to the circumstances on the ground.

ADMINISTRATIVE BODY 

 21% Specific Ministry 

 19% Ministry of Planning 

and Development 

 17% Executive  
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Mapping the Status of National Evaluation Policies 

1. Introduction  
The present study updates the information gathered in the 2013 and 2015 studies of the 

Status of National Evaluation Policies (NEPs) around the world. The first part of the 

report begins with a discussion of the rationale for this updated report and is followed 

by a brief background of recent developments in the field of worldwide evaluation. The 

second section explains the methodology used in the research. The findings section 

consists of detailed tables of the status of NEPs in countries where accurate 

documentation could be found. The report concludes with challenges, lessons learned 

and suggestions. 

 

In the beginning of the 2010s, interest in NEPs was growing and worldwide information 

was not available. Studies were conducted and reported, but nothing on a global scale 

was attempted. The Parliamentarians Forum on Development Evaluation in South Asia 

(PFDE) and EvalPartners initiated two seminal mapping reports, one in 2013 and the 

second in 2015. These reports have been cited in forums, conferences, and the 

evaluation literature since publication. However, there have been changes and 

developments in the field since 2015 and it is important for the information on NEPs to 

be as current and accurate as possible. A short list of places where the reports were 

referenced or used as a basis for discussion appears below:   

 

Towards a baseline study: Insights on National Evaluation Capacities in 43 

Countries  NEC Base study 

Proceedings from National Evaluation Capacity conferences, 2009, 2011, 2013, 

2015, 2017, 2019 NEC proceedings 

National evaluation policies for sustainable and equitable development How to 

integrate gender equality and social equity in national evaluation policies and 

systems. Ed. Marco Segone Authors Michael Bamberger, Marco Segone and 

Shravanti Reddy. Segone, Bamberger, Reddy   

 

The 2013 report was presented at the 11th EES Biennial Conference: Evaluation 

for an Equitable Society: Independence, Partnership, Participation, in Dublin in 

October 2014 and at the 4th International Conference on National Evaluation 

Capacities (NEC), which took place in Bangkok on 26-30 October 2015. 

The 2015 report has received over 890 reads on the ResearchGate website.1  

                                              
1  Researchgate NEP Report 2015 

https://www.unodc.org/documents/evaluation/Guidelines/NEC_BaselineStudy.pdf
http://web.undp.org/evaluation/nec/nec.shtml
https://www.evalpartners.org/sites/default/files/library/selected/NationalEvaluationPolicies_web-single-color.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/278022191_Mapping_the_Status_of_National_Evaluation_Policies_2nd_Edition/citations
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2. Background 

Seven years have passed since the 2015 study. PDFE has grown into the Global 

Parliamentarian Forum for Evaluation (GPFE), which was launched on 25th November 

2015 at the Parliament of Nepal. One of the missions of GPFE is to advocate for NEPs 

and evaluation systems. Advocating involves providing parliamentarians with 

information about existing NEPs, new developments, and experiences from the field.  

 

Several developments have pushed evaluation and evaluation policy to the forefront. 

The most influential of all has been the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) 

proposed by the UN in 2015. With only nine years left to achieve the SDGs, the UN 

Secretary General has called on all sectors of society and people everywhere to 

mobilize for a Decade of Action to deliver the SDGs. In 2019 the UNDP, Independent 

Evaluation Office held a conference entitled Leaving No one behind: Evaluation for 

2030.2 The conference theme included national evaluation capacities. The audience 

agreed that building an evaluation culture is a “job for us all.”  Participants confirmed 

that “national evaluation capacities” means more than individual capacity of evaluators; 

it also means institutional capacity. A presentation from Botswana illustrated that 

strengthening a Monitoring and Evaluation System (MES) is not an event, but a process 

that requires commitment from all stakeholders. Evaluation culture and capacities were 

emphasized. 

In line with the increased interest in capacity, two major events have taken place. One is 

the creation of the National Evaluation Capacity Index (INEC)3 in 2018. This initiative, led 

by the German Institute for Development Evaluation (DEval) and the World Food 

Program (WFP) representing a wide group of governmental and non-governmental 

institutions, is developing the first assessment on National Capacities on Evaluation in 

nine countries of Latin America and the Caribbean. It strives to build evaluation capacity 

in the region with an emphasis on participatory evaluation. 

These developments point to another trend in the evaluation field – Regional Voluntary 

Organization of Professional Evaluators. The growth of RNENs and associations has 

promoted evaluation capacity building and development of NEPs by combining the 

forces of single VOPEs. The ability of regional organizations to lobby for improvements 

has created a platform for discussions about NEPs as demonstrated at the 7th General 

Assembly and Evaluation Conference of EvalMENA4 in 2018 entitled National Evaluation 

Policies in the MENA Region: Institutional Framework and Process and Processes at 

National and Sub-National Levels.  

 

In 2021 a conference jointly organized by the Congressional Policy and Budget 

Research Department (CPBRD), in partnership with the Senate Economic Planning 

                                              
2  NEC 2019 
3 EvalParticipativa 
4 Evaluators Network of the Middle East and North Africa region 

https://nec.undp.org/sites/default/files/2021-03/NEC2019_proceedings-1.pdf
https://nec.undp.org/sites/default/files/2021-03/NEC2019_proceedings-1.pdf
https://evalparticipativa.net/en/who-we-are/
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Office (SEPO) and the United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF)-Philippines provides 

further evidence of the potential of regional organizations.5 The Asian Pacific Evaluation 

Association (APEA) is following up with a regional dialogue on NEPS in December 

2021.6   

 

Given the crucial role that evaluation plays in accelerating the achievement of the SDGs, 

the United Nations Population Fund (UNFPA) Evaluation Office, the EvalYouth Global 

Network and the GPFE joined forces to launch the Eval4Action campaign.7  The 

Eval4Action campaign suggests a mapping of countries that have developed evaluation 

policies and monitoring evaluation systems as a valuable starting point to inform 

strategy in promoting systematic use of evaluation evidence to inform public 

policymaking presses and improve public service delivery. A further development is the 

EvalAgenda20208 , whose vision is to promote (1) the enabling environment for 

evaluation, (2) institutional capacities, (3) individual capacities for evaluation, and (4) 

inter-linkages among these first three dimensions. 

 

The influence of the European Union and its requirements for evaluation has spread 

among countries that receive grants and aid from the EU.9 According to Ana Diogi, the 

EU is …fueling the awareness and demand for better policies and use of public funds; 

training opportunities across Europe, such as IPDET, and several online courses may 

reduce the learning curve for several emergent and young evaluators.10 Several countries 

in the same study, The Institutionalisation of Evaluation in Europe, (Eds. Reinhard 

Stockmann, Wolfgang Meyer, Lena Taube, 2020), have written that they use evaluation 

only in EU projects related to the Structural Funds and Cohesion Policy 11 (Romania, and 

the United Kingdom) and others have said that they apply the EU and SDG 

requirements to their local programs (Greece, Italy, Poland) as well.  

 

A recent review of the United Nations system reiterates the importance of human 

resources development, including training, the exchange of experience and expertise, 

knowledge transfer and technical assistance for capacity-building, which involves 

strengthening institutional capacities, including planning, management, monitoring and 

evaluation capacities.12 National Evaluation Capacity Readiness Assessment efforts are 

taking place as a prerequisite for an NEP in Ethiopia, Iceland, Nepal, and Tajikistan. 

Regional support to standardized training of trainers could widen the pool of trained 

                                              
5 Policy Brief - Senate of the Philippines 
6  Asia Pacific Regional Evaluation Strategy 
7_Decade for Action 
8 ExecutiveSummary.pdf (evalpartners.org) 
9 Evaluation Matters the Evaluation Policy for EU Development co-operation 
10 Diogi, Ana (2020) In Reinhard Stockmann · Wolfgang Meyer · Lena Taube Editors The Institutionalisation of 

Evaluation in Europe. P. 346. 
11  Cohesion Policy 2021-2017_2027/ 
12 United Nations Digital Library   p.9, #31 p. 10 #32 

https://legacy.senate.gov.ph/publications/SEPO/Policy%20Brief_Institutionalizing%20A%20National%20Evaluation%20Policy%20(NEP)_12July%202021.pdf
https://d8a59853-d87d-4b45-98ea-3a13a9c4407e.filesusr.com/ugd/6bffc4_1b7de139ffbe44daa7d915a3e2465c60.pdf?index=true
https://algeria.unfpa.org/en/news/decade-evaluation-action-regional-consultation-influential-evaluation-accelerate-sustainable-0
https://www.evalpartners.org/sites/default/files/documents/ExecutiveSummary.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/international-partnerships/system/files/evaluation-matters_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/regional_policy/en/2021_2027/
https://ec.europa.eu/regional_policy/en/2021_2027/
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/3896788?ln=en#record-files-collapse-header
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evaluators. 13   Furthermore, in the health sector, the project, National Evaluation 

Platform took place in Mali, Malawi, Mozambique, and Tanzania from 2014-2016.14 

 

A seemingly natural progression from capacity building is certification. Canada has a 

well-established certification system15 that reflects the complexities of such a venture. 

Other countries including Japan and Sri Lanka are moving in this direction as well.  

 

Another development is the fast-growing Open Government Partnership16, which now 

has over 78 country members17 committed to the idea that an open government is 

more accessible, more responsive, and more accountable to citizens, and that 

improving the relationship between people and their government has long-term, 

exponential benefits for everyone. 

 

The burgeoning interest and activity concerning NEPs and NEPFs is impressive and 

encompassing. The methodology used for this mapping study reflects the breadth of 

the developments. 

3. Methodology 
The present mapping exercise attempted to include as many countries and NEPs as 

possible within the two-month time limit available. It is based on a desk review, an 

internet search, and communication with VOPEs and other stakeholders. Given the 

difficulty of traveling during the COVID era, no face-to-face interviews were conducted 

like in the first two reports and conference attendance was limited to those available on 

Zoom.  

 

The desk review consisted of retrieving and reading previous research concerned with 

NEPs to gain a broad understanding of the field. The publications of the OECD, UNDP, 

UNICEF, WB and other professional journals and relevant literature were helpful 

resources. Several recent articles shed light on the situation in Africa. The recent 

publication of The Institutionalisation of Evaluation in Europe, (2020) Eds. Reinhard 

Stockmann, Wolfgang Meyer, and Lena Taube was valuable in collecting information 

concerning the 16 European countries covered in the book. In addition, a recent study 

of 5 years of evaluation in Norway provided a retrospective view of Norwegian 

evaluation practice and use.18  

 

                                              
13Review of National Evaluation Systems and Capacities.....Asia-Pacific Region 
14National Evaluation Platform: Tanzania 
15 Canadian Evaluation System 
16 Opengovpartnership accountability/ 
17 Opengovpartnership About 
18 Evaluation in Norway: A 25-year Assessment  Askim, Jostein, Doving, Eric and Johnsen, Age (2021). Evaluation in 

Norway: A 25-Year Assessment Accepted for publication in Scandinavian Journal of Public Administration.  

https://nec.undp.org/sites/default/files/2021-07/Review%20of%20National%20Evaluation%202017.pdf
https://www.jhsph.edu/research/centers-and-institutes/institute-for-international-programs/completed-projects/national-evaluation-platform/documents/NEP-brochure-Tanzania.pdf
https://www.avlic.ca/ces
https://www.opengovpartnership.org/process/accountability
https://www.opengovpartnership.org/process/accountability
https://www.opengovpartnership.org/about
https://www.opengovpartnership.org/about
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/352707560_Evaluation_in_Norway_A_25-Year_Assessment
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Contacts were drawn from the IOCE database19 of VOPEs, Regional VOPEs, and from 

personal connections with evaluators and stakeholders in the field. The questions were 

sent to 132 VOPEs, 49 were returned for incorrect addresses, and 48 responded with 

information. Thus, email contact was successful with 83 addresses with a response rate 

of 58%. 

It was important to keep the communication simple and not overburden respondents 

with a long list of questions. Many informants provided additional information and 

references. In some cases, other colleagues joined in, and a virtual discussion ensued. In 

many cases the letter was resent with a personal note. Several responses required 

follow-up questions. The respondents were forthcoming and happy to participate in the 

study. The questions appear below. The letter is included in Appendix A. 

 

1.     Does your country have an NEP? 

2.    Is there a document declaring it? legislating it? decreeing it? If so, what is the link 

to it? 

3.    Who administers the policy? Ministry of Finance, Ministry of Planning and 

Development, the Cabinet, the Office of the President? Others? 

4.    Does it cover all govt. ministries and departments? 

5.    Or is there a separate policy for each sector? 

6.    If there is no formal policy, how is evaluation conducted in your country? 

  

The report is based on the responses of the 48 countries that responded combined 

with information from the internet, the literature and personal communications20 on 65 

other countries, making a total of 113 countries. Data was collected from 190 pdf files on 

the countries included in the study. Triangulation of the responses, internet information 

and the literature was conducted to verify the responses, which consisted of self-

reporting in many cases. Most responses included links to government documents and 

other resources. The internet search was complicated by the natural fact that some 

countries maintain websites in the language of the country. In such cases the search 

was conducted via translation software: translating “evaluation policy” into the 

language of the country and translating the website back into English. Although time-

consuming, this technique unearthed valuable information. Another difficulty arose with 

sites uploading slowly. It was often necessary wait a long time for the site to upload.  

See Table 1 for a distribution of the sources of the data collection. Detailed lists of 

countries and sources of information can be found in the Appendix E.  

 

                                              
19 IOCE VOPE directory 
20 A zoom discussion with Prof. Wolfgang Meyer and the draft copy of the conclusions of the forthcoming second 

volume in the series on the Americas was graciously shared and the information was invaluable.  

https://ioce.net/vope-directory
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Table 1: Sources of data 

Data source No. Countries 

Contacted 132 

VOPE responses 48 

Information from Internet sites, professional literature, and 

other correspondence 

65 

Total included in the study 113 

 

Once the data was collected and analyzed, categories emerged. This challenging 

process was complicated because the categories were not clear cut. The definition of 

NEP is as vague as it had been in the previous mappings. Does a policy have to be 

legislated to be a policy? Can it be a policy if it is regulated but not legislated? Is it a 

policy if it is approved, but not legislated? These questions arose and made it difficult 

to define the status of NEP categorically. In its recent publication, A Study on the Status 

of National Evaluation Policies and Systems in Asia Pacific Region 2021, the Asia Pacific 

Evaluation Association proposed the following definitions: 

 

Integration of Evaluation in Constitution - evaluation function, policy, norms, use, etc. 

has been integrated into the country’s constitution either from the start or through an 

amendment of the constitution.  

National Evaluation Policy - any principle, rule or standard used to guide the 

government’s decisions and actions in planning, conducting, reporting, or using 

evaluation, or any policy, which may be legislated, decreed, formally announced, or 

directed by the national government. 

Evaluation Act/ Bill - an act/ bill which focuses on the evaluation function, policy, norms, 

use, institutions, etc. and lays down 

guidelines for the same at the 

national government level (central 

government level in a federal 

system).21 

 

These definitions are valid in theory. 

However, when confronted with the 

facts on the ground, the distinctions 

are not so clear. In addition, the 

growing appearance of Regulatory 

Impact Assessment (RIA) or Analysis 

has further blurred the lines. Are RIAs 

evaluation? Do regulatory policies 

                                              
21 A Study on the Status of NEP and Systems in Asia Pacific Region 2021 

 

DILEMMAS DEFINING NEP 

 Does a policy have to be legislated to be a 

policy?  

 Can it be a policy if it is regulated but not 

legislated?  

 Is it a policy if it is approved, but not 

legislated? 

 Are RIAs evaluation? Do regulatory policies 

effect evaluation practice?  

 If there are regulations and standards in 

place, does that amount to a policy? 

https://gpffe.org/a-study-on-the-status-of-national-evaluation-policies-and-systems-in-asia-pacific-region-2021/
https://gpffe.org/a-study-on-the-status-of-national-evaluation-policies-and-systems-in-asia-pacific-region-2021/
https://gpffe.org/a-study-on-the-status-of-national-evaluation-policies-and-systems-in-asia-pacific-region-2021/
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effect evaluation practice? If there are regulations and standards in place, does that 

amount to a policy like in Peru? According to EvalPeru, the Peruvian VOPE, a regulation 

is not an NEP. The findings reflect these complications.  

 

In the previous reports the definition adjusted to the situation and the understanding of 

NEPs at the time. In 2013 NEPs were viewed as a process with a clear ending – 

legislation. However, the road to legislation is long as witnessed by Sri Lanka and the 

Philippines. An NEP can be approved by the cabinet, but not yet made into a law. The 

2015 report viewed the development of NEPs and included varying degrees of 

development in the definition. The present report views NEPs as being either legislated, 

approved, or regulated in the constitution, by law, or by decree. Table 2 presents the 

definitions used by the three studies, 2013, 2015 and 2021. 

 

Table 2: Definitions of NEP in the three studies 

2013 2015 2021 

A legislated policy that 

serves as a basis for 

evaluation across 

government agencies.  

 

A policy that is in the process 

of developing or evolving that 

is officially recognized by the 

government.  

A policy that is legislated, 

approved, or regulated in 

the constitution, by law, or 

by decree.  

 

While it is interesting to compare the three studies, it is important to bear in mind that 

internet technology has improved greatly since 2013. Today, translations are readily 

available, and websites are more complete. The two previous reports included face-to-

face interviews, which on the one hand enriched the reports, yet on the other confused 

the data. Conflicting reports were common. Interviewees did not always agree on the 

status of NEP in their countries.  

Lists of the data collection appear in the Appendix B and C according to the source of 

the information: VOPE contacts, internet search and evaluation literature.  

4. Limitations of the study  

Like with all extensive research there were limitations to this study, the most serious of 

which has been the time frame. The research and the writing had to be completed in 

two months. Under normal circumstances this short time span does not allow enough 

time for respondents to complete the questions thoroughly, requiring repeated emails 

for clarifications. In addition, September and October are evaluation conference 

months. Thus, many colleagues who would have answered the questions did not have 

the time and requested extensions which would have been passed the deadline of the 

research itself. Furthermore, a third of the addresses were returned as incorrect.  
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Despite these obstacles there was a 58% response rate, which far above the average of 

33%.22  

 

Moreover, the research was complicated by the fact that the status of NEPs is fluid. For 

example, Russia has legislated several acts or resolutions that appear to support an 

NEP, but the government has recently cancelled these resolutions with the intentions of 

revising them in 2022. So, the resolutions are in effect until 2022. In addition, the 

definition of evaluation is not consistent with other global definitions. Evaluation in 

Russia is closer to performance measurement or assessment. However, some 

government departments require evaluation of their programs. According to Natalia 

Kosheleva23, they call it strategic audit and performance audit, though except for the 

name, this is evaluation. Thus, it was decided to include Russia in those countries that 

do not have an NEP but conduct evaluation within the government.   

 

Another limitation has been the changing definitions of NEPs in the three studies as 

mentioned above. The three studies could not be compared on all counts since the 

definitions varied. Where possible, comparisons were made.  

 

5. Findings 
The research covered 113 countries and provided a wealth of information concerning 

evaluation practice and policies worldwide. The status of NEPs and the information 

across countries varied immensely. Through categorization and analysis, the following 

topics emerged:  

1. The definition and status of NEPs,  

2. The administrators of those policies,  

3. The sectors in which the evaluation function is prevalent 

 

5.1. Status of NEPs 

Clearly, defining a national evaluation policy has not gotten easier since the first 

mapping in 2013. Countries include evaluation requirements in the law, for example 

Bolivia, Colombia, Costa Rica, Japan, Korea, and the USA. Some state evaluation 

requirements by decree like Algeria and Azerbaijan. Others provide guidelines but have 

no policy like Lebanon and the UK. Others have a legislated policy but no guidelines 

like the Kyrgyz Republic. Some NEPs are approved, but not legislated like Sri Lanka and 

the Philippines. Others are legislated, but not applied broadly like Serbia. There are 

some countries that have clear regulations that include evaluation, but are regulations 

and neither policies, nor laws like New Zealand and Thailand. A few countries do not 

have an NEP but do have states with statewide evaluation policies, Australia, India, and 

Pakistan for instance. Still others have an NEP for specific sectors, as in Fiji, 

                                              
22 Average Survey Response Rate 2021 Benchmark 
23 Personal correspondence. 

https://surveyanyplace.com/blog/average-survey-response-rate/
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Luxembourg, and Poland. Although the data draw a complicated picture of NEPs, they 

indicate that there is a growing commitment to incorporate evaluation into the 

decision-making and policy implementation on the part of the countries in the study. 

Tables 5 and 6 list the countries according to their NEP status. These categories, which 

emerged from the research are listed below in table 3. 

Table 3: Definitions 

Status Definition 

Listed in Table 5 - Countries with an NEP 

National Evaluation 

Policy in law 

Policy that has been made into a law 

National Evaluation 

Policy 

Policy approved by the executive or legislative 

National Evaluation 

Policy by decree 

Policy is stated in an official decree 

Listed in Table 6 Countries Pending legislation 

National Evaluation 

Policy that is pending 

legislation 

An Act or a Bill that is awaiting legislative approval to 

become a law 

Listed in Table 7 Countries with no NEP with widespread and routine evaluation 

practice 

National Evaluation 

System 

Central system recognized by evaluators and stakeholders 

Evaluation practice  Evaluation is practiced routinely and in many if not all 

sectors 

Regulatory guidelines Regulations that apply to evaluation, but are not laws 

  

In this study countries with the first three criteria are listed together. Those pending 

approval are listed in a separate table and those practicing evaluation routinely with a 

Monitoring and Evaluation System (MES) or an RIA are listed in a different table.  

 

Whereas the 2015 report found 27 countries with legislated NEPs, this report found 35. 

Seven countries that were evolving or developing NEPs in 2015 now have approved 

NEPs – Benin, Brazil, Costa Rica, Ghana, Malaysia, Sri Lanka and Zimbabwe. Sri Lanka 

and the Philippines have cabinet approval and are awaiting legislation.  Kenya’s revised 

NEP has been approved by the National Development Implementation Technical 

Committee and is awaiting Cabinet approval.  In 2015 there were several countries that 

were categorized as evolving or developing NEPs. Some of those countries are now 

awaiting legislative approval of national evaluation policy frameworks (NEPF) or NEPs 

that they have developed – Argentina, Bhutan, Botswana, India, Nigeria, Trinidad and 

Tobago (not included in the 2015 report), and Vietnam (not included in the 2015 

report). The research identified 20 countries that practice evaluation routinely, but do 

not have an NEP.  M&E is an integral part of their government policies and institutions. 

The findings indicated a trend to focus on capacity building and creating an evaluation 
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enabling environment within the country while advocating for a NEP (Argentina, 

Ethiopia, Sri Lanka, and the Philippines).  

 

Countries with legislated, approved, or regulated NEPs are listed in Table 5. Below. 

These countries have official recognition of their evaluation practice and policies. In the 

table, the country is listed, then the kind of policy, the date, links to that policy and 

finally the language in which the documents are written.  
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Table 4: Countries in which there is a legislated, approved, or regulated policy in the constitution, by law, or by decree (35)  

 Country  Type of NEP Year of 

policy  

Link to Policy or information about Policy Language 

1.  Algeria Decree  2021 Recueil des textes législatifs et règlementaires relatifs au 

CNES 1968-2021  . Articles 17,25, 28, 40, 42, 44, 46, 61 

Included in the decree concerning the composition and 

function of the National Economic, Social, and 

Environmental Council. 

French 

2.  Azerbaijan 

 

Decree 2016 

Decree No. 

879 of April 

20, 2016 

AzerbaijanRoomAMonitoringandEvaluationProcess 

Center for Analysis of Economic Reforms and 

Communications Azerbaijan 2016 

 

English 

3.  Benin 

 

 2019  Politique Nationale d’Evaluation 2012-2021 République du  

Benin 

French/ 

English 

4.  Bolivia 

 

Law #777 2016 Economic and Social Development Plan 2016-2020       

p.178 VIII 

Political, Social and Economic Analysis Unit - Bolivia 

Spanish/ 

English 

5.  Brazil  Constitution March 2021 

amended 

articles 37 

& 165  

Circular in relation to Article 10.6   Regulation Decree 

The Constitutional Amendment 109, approved in March 

2021, amended Articles 37 and 165 of the Constitution, 

giving the evaluation of public policies constitutional 

status. 

Portuguese 

6.  Canada  Policy 

Directive  

2016  Government of Canada Policy on Results 

 

The 2016 directive replaces Directive on the Evaluation 

Function 2009 and Standard on the Evaluation for the 

Government of Canada 2009. 

English 

https://www.cnese.dz/static/Cnes/data/Recueil%20des%20textes%20l%C3%A9gislatifs%20DIRECTION%20DES%20PUBLICATIONS%201968-2021.pdf
https://www.cnese.dz/static/Cnes/data/Recueil%20des%20textes%20l%C3%A9gislatifs%20DIRECTION%20DES%20PUBLICATIONS%201968-2021.pdf
https://thedocs.worldbank.org/en/doc/629521561125773400-0080022019/original/AzerbaijanRoomAMonitoringandEvaluationProcess.pdf
https://monitoring.az/assets/upload/files/mnt-16-21_en.pdf
https://monitoring.az/assets/upload/files/mnt-16-21_en.pdf
https://monitoring.az/assets/upload/files/mnt-16-21_en.pdf
https://monitoring.az/assets/upload/files/mnt-16-21_en.pdf
https://media.africaportal.org/documents/Benin-Evaluation-Policy-2012-2021-English_1.pdf
https://media.africaportal.org/documents/Benin-Evaluation-Policy-2012-2021-English_1.pdf
http://www.planificacion.gob.bo/uploads/PDES_INGLES.pdf
https://www.udape.gob.bo/index.php?option=com_content&view=category&layout=blog&id=38&Itemid=58
https://docs.wto.org/dol2fe/Pages/FE_Search/FE_S_S009-DP.aspx?language=E&HasEnglishRecord=True&HasFrenchRecord=True&HasSpanishRecord=True&CatalogueIdList=268226,272551,272552,83864,86764,117441,255598,271525,272371,272380&CurrentCatalogueIdIndex=9&FullText
https://www.tbs-sct.gc.ca/pol/doc-eng.aspx?id=31300
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7.  Colombia  Legalized 

System 

Political 

Constitution 

Document 

2688 

Law 152 of 

1994 

Law 812 of 

2003 

Law 1151 of 

2007 

1991, Article 

343 

1994  

2003 

2007 

 

Departamento Nacional de Planeacion 

 

 

 

Spanish 

8.  Costa Rica  Article 11 of 

the 

Constitution, 

Law 5525, 

8131  

2018  Constitution of Costa Rica.constituteproject 

 

Spanish 

9.  Djibouti 

Republic of 

 

Decree No. 

2019-278 

2019  Decree establishing a mechanism for M&E Republic of 

Djibouti  

French 

10.  Estonia   the Rules of 

the 

Government 

of the 

Republic 

2011, 2012, 

2021  

Regulations of the Government of the Republic Estonian, 

Russian, 

English 

11.  France 

French/ 

English 

Constitution 2008 Constitution of France     Article 24 and 47.2  

http://www.iirsa.org/admin_iirsa_web/Uploads/Documents/taller_quito14_%20Sistema%20de%20seguimiento%20y%20evaluaci%C3%B3n%20en%20Colombia%20SINERGIA%20.pdf
https://www.constituteproject.org/constitution/Costa_Rica_2020?lang=en
https://www.presidence.dj/texte.php?ID=2019-278&ID2=2019-11-03&ID3=D%E9cret&ID4=21&ID5=2019-11-14&ID6=n
https://www.presidence.dj/texte.php?ID=2019-278&ID2=2019-11-03&ID3=D%E9cret&ID4=21&ID5=2019-11-14&ID6=n
https://www.riigiteataja.ee/akt/129122011233?leiaKehtiv
https://www.constituteproject.org/constitution/France_2008.pdf?lang=en
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12.  Ghana   Approved May 21, 

2019,  

Ghanaian Draft National Monitoring and Evaluation Policy 

2019 

English 

13.  Indonesia  Constitution 

With the 

Joint 

Approval of 

the 

parliament 

of the 

republic of 

Indonesia 

and the 

president of 

the republic 

of Indonesia. 

2007 

2012 

Law of the Republic of Indonesia Article 506, 507  

 

Indonesian 

14.  Ireland 

 

Code - 

legislated 

2013 

updated 

2019 

updated 

2021  

The Public Spending Code 

 

English/ 

Gaeilge 

15.  Japan 

 

Act #86 2001 

amended 

2021 

Govt Policy Evaluations Act (NO. 86 of 2001) 

Government Policy Evaluations Act(2020.1.7) 

 

Japanese 

16.       

17.  Korea, the 

Republic of  

Act – 

legislated  

2001 Act, 

revise 

2006, 2017 

Overview of government work evaluation 

Korea's Government Performance Evaluation System and 

... 

Korean 

https://twendembele.org/reports/ghanaian-draft-national-monitoring-and-evaluation-policy/
https://twendembele.org/reports/ghanaian-draft-national-monitoring-and-evaluation-policy/
https://www.bappenas.go.id/files/6715/3173/4665/RPJPN_2005-2025.pdf
https://www.gov.ie/en/publication/public-spending-code/
http://www.soumu.go.jp/english/kansatu/evaluation/evaluation_09.pdf
https://www.soumu.go.jp/main_content/000556218.pdf
https://www.soumu.go.jp/main_content/000556218.pdf
https://www.evaluation.go.kr/psec/intro/intro_1_1_1.jsp
https://www.evaluation.go.kr/psec/intro/intro_1_1_1.jsp
https://www.kdi.re.kr/kdi_eng/common/report_download.jsp?list_no=13347&member_pub=2&type=pub&cacheclear=34
https://www.kdi.re.kr/kdi_eng/common/report_download.jsp?list_no=13347&member_pub=2&type=pub&cacheclear=34
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18.  Kyrgyz 

Republic  

Law 2014, 2019   

Decree of 

the 

Jogorku 

Kenesh 

dated 

November 

20, 2019 

No. 3362-

VI    

Concept for the application of assessment tools Russian, 

Kyrgyz 

19.  Latvia 

 

Law 2014 Legal Acts of the Republic of Latvia   Section 5 #7 Latvian, 

Russian, 

English 

20.  Malaysia 

 

Directives  2004. 2005, 

updated 

2012 

Federal Government circular #3 “Guideline on Program 

Development Evaluation” 2005 

English 

21.  Mexico Constitution 1917 

 final 

reformed 

2021  

CONSTITUCIÓN POLÍTICA DE LOS ESTADOS UNIDOS 

MEXICANOS     Paragraphs -  DOF 07-05-2008. DOF 03-

18-1980. Refurbished DOF 07-04-2000, 12-10-2011, DOF 

05-06-2013 , DOF 29-01-2016, DOF 26-03-2019, 

DECREE by which the National Council for the Evaluation 

of Social Development Policy is regulated 

Spanish 

22.  Mongolia 

 

Approved 2020 Cabinet Secretariat Monitoring, Evaluation, and Internal 

Audit Department 

Resolutions 206, 216, 217, 218 of 2020 approved by the 

Minister of Mongolia and the Head of the Cabinet 

Secretariat 

Mongolian, 

English 

23.  Nepal Constitution 2015  Constitution of Nepal    English 

http://www.kenesh.kg/ru/article/show/6071/ot-20-noyabrya-2019-goda-3362-vi-ob-utverzhdenii-kontseptsii-primeneniya-instrumentov-otsenki-v-ramkah-realizatsii-funktsiy-parlamentskogo-kontrolya-zhogorku-kenesha-kirgizskoy-respubliki
https://likumi.lv/ta/en/en/id/175748
http://www.diputados.gob.mx/LeyesBiblio/pdf_mov/Constitucion_Politica.pdf
http://www.diputados.gob.mx/LeyesBiblio/pdf_mov/Constitucion_Politica.pdf
https://www.coneval.org.mx/rw/resource/coneval/normateca/Decree_of_creation_CONEVAL.pdf
https://www.coneval.org.mx/rw/resource/coneval/normateca/Decree_of_creation_CONEVAL.pdf
https://cabinet.gov.mn/sector/%d1%85%d1%8f%d0%bd%d0%b0%d0%bb%d1%82-%d1%88%d0%b8%d0%bd%d0%b6%d0%b8%d0%bb%d0%b3%d1%8d%d1%8d-%d2%af%d0%bd%d1%8d%d0%bb%d0%b3%d1%8d%d1%8d-%d0%b4%d0%be%d1%82%d0%be%d0%be%d0%b4-%d0%b0%d1%83%d0%b4%d0%b8?lang=en
https://cabinet.gov.mn/sector/%d1%85%d1%8f%d0%bd%d0%b0%d0%bb%d1%82-%d1%88%d0%b8%d0%bd%d0%b6%d0%b8%d0%bb%d0%b3%d1%8d%d1%8d-%d2%af%d0%bd%d1%8d%d0%bb%d0%b3%d1%8d%d1%8d-%d0%b4%d0%be%d1%82%d0%be%d0%be%d0%b4-%d0%b0%d1%83%d0%b4%d0%b8?lang=en
https://www.lawcommission.gov.np/en/wp-content/uploads/2021/01/Constitution-of-Nepal.pdf
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 Executive 

Order 

2018  Articles 54, 293, 220 (7) 

24.  The 

Netherlands 

 

Government 

Accounts 

Act 

2016 

APPLICABL

E SINCE 

2018 

Government Account Act 2016 English 

25.  New 

Zealand 

 

RIA whole 

government 

2017, 2020  Cabinet's Impact Analysis Requirement at a glance 

Financial Systems and Economic Growth: An Evaluation 

Framework for Policy (WP 04/17) (treasury.govt.nz) 

Evaluation Operational Policy 2020 

English 

26.  Niger 

 

Decree 

N2019-

502/PRN/M

P 

2019 Draft Evaluation Policy Republic of Niger 

Nigeria NEP. 

English 

27.  The 

Philippines 

 

NEPF 

approved  

2015  

 

Pending 

legislation 

since 2015 

NEPF the Philippines 

Act establishing RNNEP  

An Act establishing a Results Based National Evaluation 

Policy (RBNEP-Bill)- Pending in the Senate Committee 

(2020) -An Act establishing a National Evaluation Policy - 

Pending in the Senate Committee (2019) 

 

English 

28.  Serbia 

 

Law 2018 Law on the planning system of the Republic of Serbia English 

29.  South Africa 

 

Constitution 

NEPF 

1996 

2010/2011  

National Evaluation Policy Framework 2019.pdf 

(dpme.gov.za) 

Public Finance Management Act 1999  

Constitution of the Republic of South Africa 

English 

30.  Sri Lanka NEP Cabinet June 15, National Evaluation Policy of Sri Lanka – The Sri Lanka English 

https://english.rekenkamer.nl/publications/publications/2018/01/01/government-accounts-act-2016
https://www.treasury.govt.nz/sites/default/files/2017-06/RIS-impact-analysis-requirements-at-a-glance-june2020.pdf
https://www.treasury.govt.nz/publications/wp/financial-systems-and-economic-growth-evaluation-framework-policy-wp-04-17-html
https://www.treasury.govt.nz/publications/wp/financial-systems-and-economic-growth-evaluation-framework-policy-wp-04-17-html
https://www.mfat.govt.nz/assets/Aid-Prog-docs/Tools-and-guides/Evaluation-Policy.pdf
https://twendembele.org/reports/niger-national-evaluation-policy
http://twendembele.org/reports/nigeria-national-evaluation-policy/
https://neda.gov.ph/national-evaluation-policy-framework/
http://legacy.senate.gov.ph/lisdata/3371630616!.pdf
https://rsjp.gov.rs/wp-content/uploads/Law-on-Planning-System.pdf
https://www.dpme.gov.za/keyfocusareas/evaluationsSite/Documents/National%20Evaluation%20Policy%20Framework_Nov%202019.pdf
https://www.dpme.gov.za/keyfocusareas/evaluationsSite/Documents/National%20Evaluation%20Policy%20Framework_Nov%202019.pdf
http://www.treasury.gov.za/legislation/PFMA/act.pdf
https://www.gov.za/sites/default/files/images/a108-96.pdf
https://slpfe.org/evaluation-policy/
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 approval 

Awaiting 

legislation 

2018 Parliamentarians Forum for Evaluation (slpfe.org) 

31.  Switzerland 

 

Constitution 1999, 

amended 

2021 

Constitution of Switzerland  Article 170 English 

32.  Togo NEPF 

Approved 

2018 Guide National de Suivi-évaluation Togo French 

33.  Uganda Legislated 

Act 

2011 National Policy on Public Sector Monitoring and 

Evaluation 

Mandate Monitoring and Evaluation Office of the Prime 

Minister/ 

English 

34.  USA Law 2019 Public Law 115-435 Foundations for Evidence-Based 

Policymaking 

English 

35.  Zambia NEP 

Approved 

2019 National Monitoring and Evaluation policy Republic of 

Zambia 

English 

36.  Zimbabwe NEP 

Approved by 

the 

President 

and the 

cabinet 

2015 Zimbabwean NMEP 

Government of Zimbabwe National Monitoring and 

Evaluation Policy 

 

English 

 

https://slpfe.org/evaluation-policy/
https://www.fedlex.admin.ch/eli/cc/1999/404/en#art_170
https://planification.gouv.tg/wp-content/uploads/files/2018/08/Guide%20National%20de%20Suivi-Evaluation.pdf
http://library.health.go.ug/publications/monitoring-and-evaluation/national-policy-public-sector-monitoring-and-evaluation
http://library.health.go.ug/publications/monitoring-and-evaluation/national-policy-public-sector-monitoring-and-evaluation
https://opm.go.ug/monitoring-and-evaluation/
https://opm.go.ug/monitoring-and-evaluation/
https://www.govinfo.gov/app/details/PLAW-115publ435
https://www.govinfo.gov/app/details/PLAW-115publ435
https://www.mndp.gov.zm/wp-content/uploads/filebase/policies/National-Monitoring-and-Evaluation-policy-2019-2023.pdf
https://www.mndp.gov.zm/wp-content/uploads/filebase/policies/National-Monitoring-and-Evaluation-policy-2019-2023.pdf
https://twendembele.org/reports/zimbabwean-national-monitoring-and-evaluation-policy/
http://zes.org.zw/downloads/Zimbabwe%20National%20Monitoring%20and%20Evaluation%20Policy.pdf
http://zes.org.zw/downloads/Zimbabwe%20National%20Monitoring%20and%20Evaluation%20Policy.pdf
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Nine of the countries that have been working actively in the field of evaluation and have developed NEPs or NEPFs are still awaiting 

legislative approval. These are listed below in Table 6. In the table, the country is listed, then the kind of policy, the date, links to that 

policy and finally the language in which the documents are written.  

 

Table 5: Countries with NEP Pending Approval (10)  

 Country  Type of NEP Year of 

policy  

Link to Policy or information about Policy Language 

1.  Argentina Pending 

enactment of 

the Access to 

Public 

Information 

Law,  

 

2020 Agencia Nacional de Evaluacion : el aporte de CIPPEC 

Pending enactment of the Access to Public 

Information Law, the creation of the Congressional 

Budget Office and the sanction of the Annual M&E Plan 

implemented by the Office of the Information, 

Evaluation and Monitoring System of Social 

Programmes (SIEMPRO) in the National Council for the 

Coordination of Social Policies (CNCPS) 

Spanish 

2.  Bhutan 

 

Draft 

Development 

Evaluation 

Policy of 

Bhutan   

submitted 

to the 

Cabinet 

2017 

Development Evaluation Policy of Bhutan 2017 English 

3.  Botswana Draft Policy 2009 NMES Botswana English 

4.  India Draft Policy 2013 The Government Monitoring and Evaluation System in 

India : A Work in Progress (worldbank.org) 

English 

5.  Kenya Revised Policy Awaiting 

Cabinet 

approval 

National Monitoring Evaluation Policy  

Monitoring & Evaluation Directorate - State 

Department for ... 

 

English 

https://www.cippec.org/especial/agencia-nacional-de-evaluacion-el-aporte-de-cippec/
https://www.gnhc.gov.bt/en/wp-content/uploads/2017/05/Evaluation-Policy-March-2017.pdf
https://nec.undp.org/sites/default/files/2021-07/Botswana%202017.pdf
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/19000
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/19000
https://monitoring.planning.go.ke/wp-content/uploads/2019/05/NATIONAL-MONITORING-_-EVALUATION-POLICY-APRIL-2012.pdf
https://monitoring.planning.go.ke/
https://monitoring.planning.go.ke/
https://monitoring.planning.go.ke/
https://monitoring.planning.go.ke/
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6.  Nigeria Draft Policy 

presented to 

the Minister 

of State, 

Budget and 

National 

Planning 

2021 Agba receives draft NEP 

NEP 2017 

 

English 

7.  Philippines Policy 

approved, 

awaiting 

congressional 

approval 

2015, 2019 Act establishing RNNEP 

NEPF Philippines 

National Evaluation Portal  

Policy Brief - Senate of the Philippines 

 

English 

8.  Sri Lanka 

 

NEP - Cabinet 

approved. 

Awaiting 

legislation 

2018 National Evaluation Policy of Sri Lanka – The Sri Lanka 

Parliamentarians Forum for Evaluation (slpfe.org) 

English 

9.  Trinidad & 

Tobago 

National 

Performance 

Framework 

2020 National Performance Framework  English 

10.  Vietnam Draft Vietnam 

Framework 

for Evaluation 

Policy and 

Standards 

2017 Vn-FEPS-_Based_on_Vietnam_standard-_En.pdf  English 

 

 

https://nationalplanning.gov.ng/agba-receives-draft-national-policy-document-on-monitoring-and-evaluation/
http://twendembele.org/reports/nigeria-national-evaluation-policy/
http://legacy.senate.gov.ph/lisdata/3371630616!.pdf
https://neda.gov.ph/national-evaluation-policy-framework/
https://nep.neda.gov.ph/
https://legacy.senate.gov.ph/publications/SEPO/Policy%20Brief_Institutionalizing%20A%20National%20Evaluation%20Policy%20(NEP)_12July%202021.pdf
https://legacy.senate.gov.ph/publications/SEPO/Policy%20Brief_Institutionalizing%20A%20National%20Evaluation%20Policy%20(NEP)_12July%202021.pdf
https://slpfe.org/evaluation-policy/
https://slpfe.org/evaluation-policy/
https://www.planning.gov.tt/sites/default/files/National%20Performance%20Framework%202017-2020.%20pdf.pdf
http://www.vnme.net.vn/public/resources/quypv/Update/Vn-FEPS-_Based_on_Vietnam_standard-_En.pdf
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A significant number of countries practice evaluation routinely without an NEP. Usually 

each Ministry has its own evaluation unit and its own evaluation requirements.  

These countries are listed in Table 7 below. The country is listed and then information 

on the evaluation practice and function in that country.  

Table 6: Countries with no NEP with widespread and routine evaluation practice (22) 

No. Country                      Link or reference to information 

1.  Austria OECD Austria's results, evaluation, and learning 

2.  Bangladesh MED Policy Study Bangladesh 

3.  Belgium Pattyn, V. and Peuter, B. (2021). The Institutionalisation of Evaluation in 

Europe.  pp. 115-138 

4.  Chile  Nacimiento de la Oficina de Planificación Nacional 

Evaluacion y Revision del Gasto 

5.  Denmark Evaluation in the Nordic Countries 

6.  Ecuador Ecuador's Constitution Article 85 and 227 

Regulations of the Organic Code for Planning and Public Finance of 

Ecuador 

7.  Finland Evaluation in the Nordic Countries 

8.  Germany GIZ's evaluation policy 

Stockmann, R. and Meyer, W. (2020). The Institutionalisation of 

Evaluation in Europe.p.167-198 

9.  Iceland Iceland Mid-term Review 2020 OECD 

10.  India Evaluate schemes for better outcomes Indian Development Review 

The Government Monitoring and Evaluation System in India : A Work 

in Progress (worldbank.org) 

11.  Israel National Institute for Testing and Evaluation Israel 

Jerusalem Institute for Policy Research 

National Insurance Evaluation of Projects 

12.  Italy Impact Assessment Office   

Melloni, E. (2020) The Institutionalisation  

of Evaluation in Europe.  pp. 273-302 

13.  Lithuania The Lithuanian Government's Policy of Regulatory ... - Sciendo 

Evidence Based Policy Making and Policy Evaluation at the ... 

14.  Norway Evaluation in Norway: A 25-year Assessment 

15.  Nicaragua Regional Observatory of Planning for Development Nicaragua 

Planning 

Monitoring and Evaluation Plan Nicaragua 2010 

Nicaragua Sixth Year Annual Project Report 

16.  Peru Decreto Supremo No 029-2018-PCM   Article 12, 27   

https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/sites/e057bbaa-en/index.html?itemId=/content/component/e057bbaa-en
https://imed.portal.gov.bd/sites/default/files/files/imed.portal.gov.bd/page/6e936973_ca9e_495e_a95c_5b22d4cf4bc2/Policy.pdf
https://www.casamuseoeduardofrei.cl/objeto-del-mes-nacimiento-de-la-oficina-de-planificacion-nacional/
https://www.dipres.gob.cl/598/w3-propertyvalue-25777.html
https://journals.sfu.ca/jmde/index.php/jmde_1/article/download/86/100
https://www.constituteproject.org/constitution/Ecuador_2008.pdf
https://observatorioplanificacion.cepal.org/en/regulatory-frameworks/regulations-organic-code-planning-and-public-finance-ecuador
https://observatorioplanificacion.cepal.org/en/regulatory-frameworks/regulations-organic-code-planning-and-public-finance-ecuador
https://journals.sfu.ca/jmde/index.php/jmde_1/article/download/86/100
https://www.giz.de/en/downloads/GIZ_EVAL_EN_evaluation%20policy.pdf
https://www.government.is/lisalib/getfile.aspx?itemid=99721953-0c7b-11eb-8123-005056bc8c60
https://idronline.org/monitoring-and-evaluation-public-policies-rct-india/
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/19000
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/19000
https://www.nite.org.il/?lang=en
https://jerusaleminstitute.org.il/en/services/evaluation/
https://www.btl.gov.il/English%20Homepage/Funds%20and%20Community/Fund%20for%20Demonstration%20Projects/Pages/Evaluation%20of%20Projects.aspx
https://senato.it/leg18/4945
https://sciendo.com/pdf/10.7206/mba.ce.2084-3356.145
https://sciendo.com/pdf/10.7206/mba.ce.2084-3356.145
https://strata.gov.lt/en/science-technology-and-innovation-policy/25-projects/767-evidence-based-policy-making-and-policy-evaluation-at-the-centre-of-government-in-lithuania
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/352707560_Evaluation_in_Norway_A_25-Year_Assessment
https://observatorioplanificacion.cepal.org/es/sistemas-planificacion/planificacion-de-nicaragua
https://observatorioplanificacion.cepal.org/es/sistemas-planificacion/planificacion-de-nicaragua
https://www.mcc.gov/content/uploads/2017/05/plan-me-nicaragua.pdf
https://pdf.usaid.gov/pdf_docs/PA00MDKS.pdf
https://busquedas.elperuano.pe/download/url/aprueba-reglamento-que-regula-las-politicas-nacionales-decreto-supremo-n-029-2018-pcm-1628015-1
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17.  Russia On the Approval of the Methodological Guidelines 2010 

Order of the Government of the Russian Federation 2017  

Order of the Government of the Russian Federation 2021 

18.  Rwanda Measure Evaluation Rwanda 

19.  Singapore Public Sector Outcomes Review (SPOR)    

20.  Spain National Institute of Public Administration Spain 

Evaluation Framework in Spain AEVAL 

Maria Bustelo (2020). The Institutionalisation of Evaluation in Europe  

pp. 303-328                                                                 

21.  United 

Kingdom 

The Green Book Guidance on Appraisal and Evaluation UK 

Magenta Book 2020 Supplementary Guide 

22.  Uruguay Budget, Investment, Management and Evaluation Uruguay 

MIDES Evaluacion y monitoreo-National Evaluation Institution 

Uruguay 

Centro de Informacion Oficial Uruguay 

(Budget Transparency Portal  Uruguay) 

Sustainable Dev. The case of Uruguay Uruguay's International 

Cooperation Policy 

  

In some cases, separate states within a country have an NEP. These are listed below in 

Table 8 with the date of the policy and a link to that policy. 

Table 7: Countries where states have a policy, but no national policy (4)  

Country Date Link 

Australia 

Australia   

ACT 

(Australian 

Canberra 

Territories) 

WA - 

Western 

Australia 

2010 

 

ACT Govt Evaluation Policy and Guidelines 

WA.gov.au Program evaluation 

India, 

Karnataka 

Not 

available 

- 

Govern

ment 

site 

cannot 

be 

reached 

Evaluate schemes for better outcomes Indian 

Development Review 

 

https://www.pempal.org/sites/pempal/files/attachments/Method%20Guidelines%204%20State%20Programs_ENG.pdf
https://cis-legislation.com/document.fwx?rgn=101187#A51J0RHFFD
https://cis-legislation.com/document.fwx?rgn=134100%20%20%20%20%20%20%20%20%20
https://www.measureevaluation.org/countries/rwanda.html
https://www.mof.gov.sg/singapore-public-sector-outcomes-review/at-a-glance
https://www.inap.es/presentacion-ingles
https://www.oecd.org/mena/governance/44909181.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/938046/The_Green_Book_2020.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/879437/Magenta_Book_supplementary_guide._Handling_Complexity_in_policy_evaluation.pdf
https://www.opp.gub.uy/es/direccion-presupuestos
https://www.gub.uy/ministerio-desarrollo-social/evaluacion-monitoreo
https://www.ineed.edu.uy/
https://www.ineed.edu.uy/
https://www.impo.com.uy/
https://transparenciapresupuestaria.opp.gub.uy/
https://www.mdpi.com/2071-1050/11/4/1059/htm
https://www.gub.uy/agencia-uruguaya-cooperacion-internacional/sites/agencia-uruguaya-cooperacion-internacional/files/documentos/publicaciones/Uruguay%C2%B4s%20International%20Cooperation%20Policiy%202030.pdf
https://www.gub.uy/agencia-uruguaya-cooperacion-internacional/sites/agencia-uruguaya-cooperacion-internacional/files/documentos/publicaciones/Uruguay%C2%B4s%20International%20Cooperation%20Policiy%202030.pdf
https://www.cmtedd.act.gov.au/policystrategic/accountability/report#Evaluate
https://www.wa.gov.au/government/document-collections/program-evaluation
https://idronline.org/monitoring-and-evaluation-public-policies-rct-india/
https://idronline.org/monitoring-and-evaluation-public-policies-rct-india/
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Pakistan, 

Jammu and 

Kashmir  

Date not 

available 

Planning & Development Pakistan 

Nutrition Strategy Azad & Kashmir 

UK West of 

England 

combined 

Authority 

2020 WECA M&E Framework 

 

NEPs still vary from country to country. There are formalized and codified NEPs 

(Mexico, Colombia, Canada) and more flexible evaluation arrangements (Italy and 

Sweden). There are countries that have elaborate guidelines for evaluation like the U.K. 

but do not have a legislated policy. Others are revising legislated policies to suit the 

realities in the field (Mexico, South Africa). In other cases, polices have been formulated, 

but not implemented due to changes in government or other conditions in the country 

context. Some NEPs require so many evaluations that they cannot be read and used at 

the pace that they are being produced. Thus, the central purpose of requiring 

evaluation is lost. These challenges are discussed at length in Using Evidence in Policy 

and Practice Lessons from Africa (2020), Eds. Ian Goldman and, Mine Pabari. Similarly, 

this issue arises in Japan. Thus, the Japanese government reviews the situation of 

evaluation every year according to Law No. 86, 2001. The latest review is the Report on 

the Implementation of Policy Evaluation, etc. and the Reflection of the Results on Policy 

June 2021.24 Sometimes countries formulate a policy and then revise it in response to 

context as a work in progress for example in Estonia, Korea, and Mexico. The book The 

Government Monitoring and Evaluation System in India: a work in progress (2013)25 

reflects this well in the title. In many cases countries do not have an official, legislated 

evaluation policy, but evaluation is conducted in many, if not all, the government 

ministries as a matter of course (Australia, Israel, and Malawi). Models of successful 

systems are well established frameworks like in Canada, Colombia, Mexico, and South 

Africa.  

 

It is encouraging to note that of the 22 countries listed as developing an NEP in the 

2015 report, nine have progressed to either having a legislated NEP or needing 

legislation for an already approved policy: Benin, Ecuador, Ghana, Mongolia, Niger, 

Peru, the Philippines, and Trinidad and Tobago have an approved and legislated policy 

while Argentina, Nigeria, are awaiting legislation. Sri Lanka received Cabinet approval of 

her policy in 2015 and has been waiting for legislation since. The Philippines received 

approval in 2019 and has been waiting for legislation since then. Table 4 below shows a 

comparison of the three studies where comparison was possible. 

                                              
24 Government Policy Evaluations Act    
25 Mehrotra, S. (2013). The Government Monitoring and Evaluation System in India: A work in progress. ECD Working 

Paper Series, No. 28. Independent Evaluation Group, The World Bank Group Washington, DC 

20433.www.worldbank.org/ieg/ecd 

https://www.pndajk.gov.pk/
https://www.pndajk.gov.pk/uploadfiles/downloads/Intersectoral%20Nutrition%20Strategy%20for%20AJ&K%20%20(2016-20)(1).pdf
https://www.westofengland-ca.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/05/WECA-Monitoring-Evaluation-Framework-2020-FINAL.pdf
http://www.japaneselawtranslation.go.jp/law/detail_main?re=02&vm=04&id=3498
http://www.japaneselawtranslation.go.jp/law/detail_main?re=02&vm=04&id=3498
http://www.worldbank.org/ieg/ecd
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Table 8: Comparison of the three Mappings 

Status 2013 2015 2021 

Number of countries  115 109 113 

Countries in which there is a legislated, approved, or regulated 

policy in the constitution, by law, or by decree. 

20 14 35 

Pending (not included in the 2013 and 2015 reports) - - 10 

Well-developed evaluation practice with no NEP. 34 9 21 

Countries with policies in specific sectors (not included in the 2013 

report) 

- 10 7 

Countries in which a state has a policy, but no NEP (not included in 

the 2013 and 2015 reports) 

- - 4 

Working on building evaluation capacity and NEP 23 42 22 

No reliable or clear information available 38 44 14 

 

5.2. Administrators of NEP and Sectors where evaluation is practiced 

Countries with or without an NEP channel the processes of the evaluation function 

through a variety of administrative and coordinating bodies. An administrating body 

requests, allocates and checks the process of evaluation from beginning to end. A 

coordinating body coordinates among several departments that are responsible for 

evaluations or different aspects of evaluations. In some cases, more than one ministry is 

responsible for evaluations. In others, each ministry carries out its own evaluation 

according to its own needs. Many countries rely on several different bodies. Countries 

have different forms of government and different contexts. This is particularly true 

concerning administrative or coordinating bodies for the evaluation function. Table 9 

below shows the distribution of evaluation practice in 102 countries across 

administrative bodies as far as can be determined from the research. Information on 

the missing eleven countries was not available. Table 14 in Appendix E contains further 

details. 

Table 9: Distribution of Administrative and coordination bodies responsible for the 

evaluation function 

Administrative body Number of countries (108) 

Specific ministries or department created for evaluation  23 

Ministry of Planning and Development or subcommittee of 21 

Executive/ President/ Cabinet 18 

Ministry of Finance or subcommittee of 13 

Separate Ministries for each sector 12 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs 12 

Audit Office 10 

Ministry of Economic Planning  10 
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Examples of countries that have set up special evaluation departments of their own are 

Azerbaijan, Benin, Bolivia, Costa Rica, Japan, and Peru. Examples of Evaluation 

departments are” National Council for the Coordination of Social Policies (CNCPS) in 

Argentina, Gross National Happiness Commission Secretariat in Bhutan, Ministry of 

Social Development and Family in Chile, Department of Public Expenditure and Reform 

in Ireland, The Government Strategic Analysis Center in Lithuania, Independent agency 

CoNEVAL in Mexico. Each ministry sets its own evaluation policy. In Israel, for example, 

there is no central evaluation mechanism, but most government ministries have an 

evaluation unit that reports to the specific ministry. In India the Independent Office of 

Evaluation, Development Monitoring and Evaluation Office (DMEO), NITI Aayog, has 

been created to consolidate the evaluation function, while maintaining independence 

from any one ministry or department. In some cases, the executive is the coordinating 

body for all evaluations and the evaluations themselves are carried out by separate 

ministries or departments (Malaysia). 

 

5.3. Sectors in which the evaluation function is prevalent 

In general, the countries where the administrator is the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 

evaluation is conducted on international projects rather than on domestic ones (Austria, 

Finland, Spain). These countries conduct evaluations for their external development 

projects and not for their internal programs and policies. Local and external evaluators 

have developed evaluation frameworks in cooperation with the large number of donor 

organizations that require an evaluation component to all programs – evaluation 

assistance is provided from the World Bank, the UN (UNDP, UNICEF, UNDAF), USAID, 

Asian Development Bank, OECD/DAC, the EU to name a few. In some cases, these 

evaluation frameworks develop into sector Evaluation Policies (Poland). In others they 

apply only to programs that require evaluation (EU sponsored programs in Greece, 

Romania, donor programs in Guatemala).  

 

In the Education Sector evaluation has been well-established in many countries 

(Albania, Argentina, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, Ireland, Israel, Spain, Poland, UK). In 

some cases, such evaluation is driven by international testing such as OECD's 

Programme for International Student Assessment. Health is one of the first sectors to 

use some form of evaluation or evidence-based policy making encouraged by the 

WFP-UNDP for example in Malawi, Mali, Mozambique, Tanzania. The UK (the National 

Health System), the USA through the Center for Disease Control and Israel through the 

numerous health funds, have influential MESs the health arena.   Another growing area 

of evaluation policy and use is climate change in part to fulfill the requirements of the 

Paris Agreement on Climate (Fiji, and Norway).  

 

Some countries have an NEP for specific sectors only. These are listed in table 10 below.
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Table 10: Countries with a sectorial policy (7) 

 Country Sector Year Link to policy or information English 

1.  Belgium Development 

Cooperation 

2010 Special Evaluation Service  

2.  Fiji Climate Change Bill, 

Mandated 

2019 M&E Framework for Fiji's National Adaptation Plan Process English 

3. 2 Luxembourg  For External 

development only 

 

2017 Politique d'évaluation 

Loi du 15 décembre 2017  Art. 18 

French 

4.  Morocco Adaptation Climate 

Control 

2017 Morocco Adaptation M&E 

 

English 

5. 3 New Zealand 

 

Official Development 

Assistance funded 

initiatives as part of 

New Zealand’s 

International 

Development 

Cooperation 

2017 

2020  

Evaluation Operational Policy external (mfat.govt.nz) 

A Study on the Status of National Evaluation Policies and Systems 

in Asia Pacific Region 

Implementation and monitoring responsibilities New Zealand    

English 

6. 4 Poland 

 

Cohesion Policy 

Education 

Development 

Cooperation/ 

Development Assistance  

2006 

 

2009 

2011 

Development Policy Poland 

Minister of Education and Science 

Development cooperation 

 

Polish 

7. 5 Slovenia Evaluation Policy and 

the Evaluation 

Guidelines 

2014, 

2015 

Slovenia Evaluation Mandate 

OECD Slovenia - DAC Evaluation Network Member 

 

 

  

English 

https://diplomatie.belgium.be/en/policy/development_cooperation/how_we_work/special_evaluation_office/about_seo
https://napglobalnetwork.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/04/ME-Fiji-NAP-Process.pdf
https://cooperation.gouvernement.lu/dam-assets/publications/brochures-livres/strategies-et-orientation/evaluations/evaluations.pdf
https://www.legilux.public.lu/eli/etat/leg/loi/2017/12/15/a1068/jo
https://www.adaptationcommunity.net/wp-content/uploads/2017/11/05-giz2017-en-factsheet-morocco.pdf
https://www.mfat.govt.nz/assets/Aid-Prog-docs/Tools-and-guides/Evaluation-Policy.pdf
https://www.evalforward.org/resources/study-APEA-2021
https://www.evalforward.org/resources/study-APEA-2021
https://www.treasury.govt.nz/information-and-services/regulation/impact-analysis/ria-review/implementation-and-monitoring-responsibilities
https://isap.sejm.gov.pl/isap.nsf/download.xsp/WDU20062271658/U/D20061658Lj.pdf
http://isap.sejm.gov.pl/isap.nsf/DocDetails.xsp?id=WDU20210001618
http://isap.sejm.gov.pl/isap.nsf/DocDetails.xsp?id=wdu20112341386
https://issuu.com/oecd-dcd/docs/slovenia_republic_evaluation_profil
https://www.oecd.org/dac/evaluation/network-member-slovenia.htm
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6. Conclusions 
In addition to the kinds of NEPs and the variations in the evaluation function among 

the countries surveyed, the research brought to light widespread developments in the 

field of evaluation. These are discussed below.  

 

6.1. Focus on capacity building and enabling environment 

As mentioned in the introduction, the findings indicate an increased focus on capacity 

building and creating an evaluation enabling environment within a country while 

advocating for an NEP (Argentina, Ethiopia, Sri Lanka). The development and 

implementation of the National Evaluation Capacity Index (INCE as per its acronym in 

Spanish) reflects this focus. In a recent working paper, INCE is defined as a group 

venture aimed at developing an index for evaluation capacities by representatives from 

evaluation units of the governments in the region, professional evaluation networks, 

academic centres, civil society organisations and bilateral and multilateral international 

agencies who contributed to its development through different consultation mechanisms 

(technical meetings, specific consultations, review of consultancy deliverables, etc.).26 A 

change has taken place in incentives and advocacy for institutionalizing evaluation 

before legislating NEP. The consensus seems to be that establishing a positive enabling 

evaluation environment should be the first step before formulating an NEP. The 

Philippines provides a good example of this trend. They have proposed a National 

Evaluation Policy Framework which was approved in 2015. The NEP bill has been 

awaiting congressional approval since 2015. In the meantime, they have created the 

Evaluation Task Force (EFT) to develop the evaluation agenda.27 Another example is Sri 

Lanka, which has had a NEP approved by the cabinet since 2018 and is awaiting 

legislative approval. In the meantime, they are creating academic evaluation programs.   

 

6.2. Different forms of evaluation 

The kinds and uses of evaluation have changed since the 2015 mapping report.  

Countries develop different systems of evaluation and within the same country different 

departments use different systems. A popular system involves performance 

management system (PMS). Depending upon how it is used, PMSs are a form of 

evaluation. Some countries (Brazil, Ghana, India) promote PMS in various form, which is 

different from program evaluation that closely examines the workings of a program. 

Some countries combine the two (Benin, Uganda, South Africa).  Gaining popularity are 

forms of Rapid Results Initiatives (RRI) because of the shorter time needed to perform 

the evaluation (Kenya. Uganda). Kenya and Uganda introduced the National Integrated 

M&E Strategy (NIMES), which improved policy formulation and implementation.28 New 

                                              
26 National Evaluation Capacity Index Working Paper. Date of last update: May 2021 Persons responsible for updating 

this paper: Michala Assankpon (WFP) Juan Carlos Sanz (DEval) 
27National Evaluation Policy Framework Philippines 
28 Ibid p.5 

https://neda.gov.ph/national-evaluation-policy-framework/
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Public Management (NPM) has been the driver in some countries like India (Division in 

the Indian Cabinet Secretariat), New Zealand (Office of Auditor General) and Australia 

(Australian Public Service Commission). Results-based evaluation (RBE) is strong in 

Austria, Iceland, Luxemburg, Mongolia, and Peru. Regulatory Impact Assessment (RIA) 

has been incorporated into many evaluation systems (Belgium, Czech Republic, 

Portugal). 

 

The increasing use of RIA has influenced the spread of evaluation use and the drive for 

NEPs. As defined in an Israeli Oversight Committee document, RIA is an international 

model that helps in making decisions and evaluating their effects. beneficial to the public. 

At the end of the process, it is made transparent in a public report.29 Because of privacy 

and transparency issues RIA sometimes conflicts with evaluation. It is important to 

ensure that the evaluation process fits the regulatory requirements and not at the 

expense of either one. Value-for-money is another term that has been mentioned as a 

rationale for conducting evaluations (Ireland, Singapore, and South Africa).   

 

The research indicates an increase in use of ex-ante evaluation. In 2019, the 

government of Benin decided to have an ex-ante evaluation prior to any project, 

program or action plan being submitted for approval.30 In Chile, the Ministry of Social 

Development evaluates ex-ante and ex post in social programs of all ministries. In 

Japan, more ex-ante evaluations were conducted on public works than ex-post 

evaluations in 2020.31 Another interesting development is the rising interest in self-

evaluation as practiced in Japan, Malaysia, and the Republic of Korea.  

 

In terms of evaluation use, evidence-based policy making is becoming more 

widespread in Brazil, India, Japan, Lithuania, the Philippines, Uganda, and the USA. 

Goldman and Pabari, confirm this influence on African governments: there are African 

examples of policy makers using evidence from evaluations and evidence synthesis, of 

experimentation in approaches to evaluation and evidence synthesis, and evidence use is 

being discussed in national and international platforms.32 

 

6.3. Government programs and polices vs. donor driven programs and projects     

Like the other two studies, the 2021 study showed a distinction between government 

programs and policies and development programs funded by outside donors. 

Evaluations are performed according to donor requirements in Bangladesh, Bosnia and 

Herzegovina, Palestine, Slovakia, Trinidad & Tobago for example. Many wealthier 

countries that donate funds to less wealthy countries have formulated evaluation 

                                              
29 Parliamentary Oversight Coordination Unit Knesset 
30 Using Evidence in Policy and Practice 

31 FY2020 Report on the Implementation Status of Policy Evaluation, etc. and the Reflection of the Results on Policy 
32 Goldman, Ian, Pabari, Mine, editors. Title: Using evidence in policy and practice: lessons from Africa (2020). New 

York, NY : Routledge.. P.4 

https://m.knesset.gov.il/Activity/Oversight/Documents/OversightKatefActivities/OversightKatefActivitiesPDF5.pdf
https://www.taylorfrancis.com/books/oa-edit/10.4324/9781003007043/using-evidence-policy-practice-ian-goldman-mine-pabari
https://www.taylorfrancis.com/books/oa-edit/10.4324/9781003007043/using-evidence-policy-practice-ian-goldman-mine-pabari
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policies and mechanisms for the international programs they fund for example, 

Denmark and Luxembourg. In the past, their own teams would conduct the evaluations, 

however, since the Paris Declaration in 2005, a high-level effort has been made to work 

as partners and not in the former paternalistic construct. Fortunately, many countries 

have learned from the donor requirements for M&E and have applied them to their 

own programs and policies. An example of such transfer is inspired by the Adaptation 

Community 33 , which focuses on climate change. The organization stresses the 

importance of M&E, has its own evaluation policy, and provides resources for members. 

Thus, some countries have evaluation policies in conjunction with climate control 

activities, for example Fiji and Morocco.34  

 

7. Challenges, Lesson Learnt & Suggestions 
Here we discuss the challenges involved in creating an NEP and the lessons learned 

from the research. The report ends with suggestions based on the research.  

 

7.1. Challenges concerning NEPs 

It is clear from the study that evaluation frameworks and policies are emerging around 

the world. As more policies are implemented, understanding of the challenges involved 

grows. The major challenges concern quality, use and follow-up of the evaluations 

generated by the policy. These are complicated by the practical conditions on the 

ground. Development of an evaluation policy is an iterative process, and any such 

policy should include room for adaptations and flexibility. 

  

The complexities are reflected in the activities in the field. The 2019 UNPD, IEO 

conference Leaving No one behind: Evaluation for 2030, highlighted the challenges 

inherent in NEPs and evaluation in general.  The participants made it clear that 

monitoring and evaluation is not just a technical process, but also a political one.  

Evaluations should address participation, voice and power and are central to 

institutionalizing equity. Implementation is not always simple. However, this is not an 

easy process. The Nepalese representative mentioned the following challenges: Data 

disaggregated by socio-economic and spatial considerations are not available impeding 

equity-focused and gender-responsive M&E. Both demand and supply sides of evaluation 

have limited capacity to facilitate, conduct and use outcomes of rigorous evaluations.  

 

These issues have taken center stage since the last mapping reports and were central to 

the 2021 conference jointly organized by the CPBRD, in partnership with the SEP and 

the (UNICEF-Philippines addressed the challenges faced by institutionalizing an NEPF. 

Violeta Corpus, director of NEDA, asserted: the main obstacles involve enlisting 

cooperation and engagement of stakeholders, finding qualified local evaluators, and 

                                              
33 Adaptation Community 
34 Ecosystem-based Adaptation 

https://www.adaptationcommunity.net/
https://www.adaptationcommunity.net/ecosystem-based-adaptation/eba-mainstreaming-cycle/step-6-evaluation-of-adaptation-results/
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difficulty in securing stakeholder use of the findings. This statement points to the need 

for capacity building, not only for potential evaluators, but for stakeholders and 

parliamentarians as well. VOPEs try to influence policy but have limited power. They 

generally strengthen and reinforce the professional side of the evaluation equation. 

Efforts are made to interest stakeholders and to provide information about evaluation. 

Some evaluation organizations promote evaluation through advocacy and are 

successful in pooling resources and influencing those with power. The great 

accomplishment of gaining international support for designating 2015 the International 

Year of Evaluation has done much to place the issue squarely on the agenda. However, 

influential champions are needed to move forward.  

 

7.2. Lessons learned from the research  

There has been a great deal of activity surrounding the subject of NEPs. An increasing 

number of countries are interested in improving the capacity and implementation of 

evaluation and recognize the role an NEP plays in the process. 35  A greater 

understanding of the need for preparation and capacity building has developed. The 

following lessons emerged from the research.  

1. Developing a good NEP is a slow and iterative process. 

2. A well thought out NEP system is better than a policy that is too difficult to 

implement. 

3. Evaluation policy being in place is not enough to institutionalize evaluation. 

4. Implementation does not always follow an NEP.  

5. An NEP is not the only way to ensure that evaluation is conducted and used, but 

it is a good option to ensure relevance, efficiency, effectiveness, impact, and 

sustainability.  

 

These challenges and lessons lead to the suggestions in the following section. 

 

7.3. Suggestions 

According to the challenges mentioned above and the lessons learned from the 

research we make the following suggestions. 

1. Devise an all-encompassing NEPF before moving on to an NEP. 

2. Include a formal and strategic plan for implementation in the NEP. 

3. Ensure that the NEP is flexible enough to adapt to a country's changing context.  

4. Explain and review the NEP with all stakeholders as well as with parliamentarians 

on a regular basis. 

5. Back the NEP with commensurate budget allocation in the annual budget. 

                                              
35 Evaluate schemes for better outcomes  

https://idronline.org/monitoring-and-evaluation-public-policies-rct-india/
https://idronline.org/monitoring-and-evaluation-public-policies-rct-india/
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6. Advocate and work with parliamentarians. In the words of a long-time champion 

of NEP and evaluation, Hon. Kabir Hashim, to establish an NEP and make it a 

priority, you need parliamentary support, as well for funding. 

7. Provide capacity building for stakeholders and parliamentarians as well as local 

evaluators.  

The periodic mapping of NEPs has shown that NEPs are becoming part of the 

worldwide evaluation picture. It is hoped that this tendency will continue and gain 

momentum with the help of information and experience from the field. A good, 

working, and inclusive evaluation function will produce and support better programs 

and improved conditions around the globe.  
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Appendices 

Appendix A: Letter sent to VOPEs and other contacts  

 

Subject - Update of the Mapping of National Evaluation Policies 

Dear Colleagues, 

I am happy to inform you that the Global Parliamentarians Forum for Evaluation has 

commissioned me to update the 2015 National Evaluation Policy mapping report. I 

need your professional input for the update. Your answers to the following questions 

are necessary to ensure the validity of the report. 

1.     Does your country have an NEP? 

2.    Is there a document declaring it? legislating it? decreeing it? If so, what is the 

link to it? 

3.    Who administers it? Ministry of Finance, Ministry of Planning and Development, 

the Cabinet, the Office of the President? Others? 

4.    Does it cover all govt. ministries and departments? 

5.    Or is there a separate policy for each sector? 

6.    If there is no formal policy, how is evaluation conducted in your country? 

Please send your response directly to me – rosensteinbarbara@gmail.com 

Your response to these questions and any other information that you think is relevant is 

greatly appreciated.  

It may be necessary to contact you again with follow-up questions as the project 

progresses, I hope this will not be an inconvenience.   

Please excuse double posting. 

Sincerely yours, 

Dr. Barbara Rosenstein on behalf of Global Forum of Parliamentarians for Evaluation 

rosensteinbarbara@gmail.com 

 

 

 

mailto:rosensteinbarbara@gmail.com
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Appendix B: VOPE contacts who provided information for the research  

 

Countries for which information came from VOPEs (48) 

Table 11: Countries for which information came from VOPEs (48) 

N

o

. 

Country VOPE Name of VOPE Additional sources of information: internet, 

evaluation publications, conference 

proceedings and government websites 

1.  Afghanistan AfES Afghan Evaluation Society   EvalPartners 

Coordinator, Samandar Mahmodi 

 

2.  Bolivia REDMEBOL La Red de Monitoreo y Evaluación de Bolivia Political, Social and Economic Analysis Unit - Bolivia 

3.  Bosnia and 

Herzegovina 

Bheval Evaluation Society of Bosnia Herzogovina, Rijad 

Kovac.  

 

4.  Brazil RBMA (BMEN)  

Rede Brasileira de Monitoramento e Avaliação 

(Brazilian M&E Network) 

Marcia Joppert 

Circular in relation to Article 10.6 

 Evaluation of public policies in Brazil and the US. 

 

Regulatory Impact Assessment in Brazil 

5.  Bulgaria BMEN Bulgarian Monitoring and Evaluation Network,Las 

Soeftestad 

 

6.  Caribbean CEI Caribbean Evaluators International  

7.  Costa Rica RedEvalCR 

ACE 

Red de Evaluación y Seguimiento de Costa Rica 

Asociación Centroamericana de Evaluación, Ronny 

Munoz 

Ministry of National Planning Costa Rica 

Politica Nacional de Evaluacion 2018-2010 

 

8.  Djibouti  ADE l'Association Djiboutienne de l'Évaluation, Khaled 

Naguib  

Decree establishing a mechanism for M&E Republic 

of Djibouti 

9.  Ecuador ReLAC Red de Seguimiento, Evaluacion y Sistematizacion de 

Latinoamerica y el Caribe, Viviana Lascano 

 

Ecuador's Constitution Article 85 and 227 

Regulations of the Organic Code for Planning and 

Public Finance of Ecuador 

10.  El Salvador RESALVASE Red Salvadoreña de Seguimiento y Evaluación (El 

Salvador M&E Network) Carmen Alicia Valle 

 

https://www.udape.gob.bo/index.php?option=com_content&view=category&layout=blog&id=38&Itemid=58
https://docs.wto.org/dol2fe/Pages/FE_Search/FE_S_S009-DP.aspx?language=E&HasEnglishRecord=True&HasFrenchRecord=True&HasSpanishRecord=True&CatalogueIdList=268226,272551,272552,83864,86764,117441,255598,271525,272371,272380&CurrentCatalogueIdIndex=9&FullText
https://docs.wto.org/dol2fe/Pages/FE_Search/FE_S_S009-DP.aspx?language=E&HasEnglishRecord=True&HasFrenchRecord=True&HasSpanishRecord=True&CatalogueIdList=268226,272551,272552,83864,86764,117441,255598,271525,272371,272380&CurrentCatalogueIdIndex=9&FullText
https://www.scielo.br/j/rap/a/ptZ4nqddFYXYsL3ZqCSKgRz/?lang=en
https://www.lickslegal.com/news/regulatory-impact-assessment-in-brazil
https://www.mideplan.go.cr/
https://documentos.mideplan.go.cr/share/s/Ymx1WmMJTOWe9YyjyeCHKQ
https://www.presidence.dj/texte.php?ID=2019-278&ID2=2019-11-03&ID3=D%E9cret&ID4=21&ID5=2019-11-14&ID6=n
https://www.presidence.dj/texte.php?ID=2019-278&ID2=2019-11-03&ID3=D%E9cret&ID4=21&ID5=2019-11-14&ID6=n
https://www.constituteproject.org/constitution/Ecuador_2008.pdf
https://observatorioplanificacion.cepal.org/en/regulatory-frameworks/regulations-organic-code-planning-and-public-finance-ecuador
https://observatorioplanificacion.cepal.org/en/regulatory-frameworks/regulations-organic-code-planning-and-public-finance-ecuador
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11.  Ethiopia EEvA ETHIOPIAN EVALUATION ASSOCIATION, Yohannes 

Belihu 

Is Ethiopia ready for evaluation? UNICEF 

12.  Greece HES Hellenic Evaluation Society, Leonados Kantsos, Vice-

President,HES 

Hellenic Evaluation Society 

 

13.  Guatemala REDGUAM Red Guatemalteca de Monitoreo y Evaluación, Luis 

Armando Ruiz Morales 

 

 

14.  India ECOI Evaluation Community of India Rashmi Agrawal Evaluate schemes for better outcomes Indian 

Development Review 

The Government Monitoring and Evaluation System 

in India : A Work in Progress (worldbank.org) 

15.  Israel Former IAPE 

now PAI 

Israeli Association for Program Evaluation now PAI 

Organizational Development in Israel  

National Institute for Testing and Evaluation Israel 

Jerusalem Institute for Policy Research 

National Insurance Evaluation of Projects 

16.  Italy AIV Italian Evaluation Association Melloni, E. (2020) The Institutionalisation  

of Evaluation in Europe.  pp. 273-302 

Impact Assessment Office   

17.  Japan JES Japanese Evaluation Society  

Akihiko HASHIMOTO, Ph.D. 

Department for Educational Policy and Evaluation, 

National Institute for Educational Policy Research of 

Japan. Keiko Kuji-Shikatani, evalcanada 

 Ryo Sasaki on the Board of JES 

Government Policy Evaluations Act (2020.1.7) 

Ministry of Internal Affairs and Communications 

Govt Policy Evaluations Act (NO. 86 of 2001) 

Laws, Basic Guidelines and Guidelines for Policy 

Evaluation 

18.  Jordan EvalJordan Jordan Development Evaluation Association USAID/Jordan Monitoring and Evaluation Support 

Program 

19.  Kenya ESK  Evaluation Society of Kenya, Benjamin Masila, 

secretary  

 

Kenya evaluation guidelines 

Kenya - Twende Mbele/kenya/ 

Goldman and Pabari Using Evidence in Policy and 

Practice 

Blending evaluation Principles with Development 

Practices to Change People's Lives 

Policies for evidence: a comparative analysis of 

Africa's NEP landscape 

https://www.unicef.org/ethiopia/stories/ethiopia-ready-evaluation
https://www.hellenicevaluation.org/index.php/el/draseis/thematic-events/item/110-parousiasi-keimenou-theseon-gia-ti-diamorfosi-esa
https://idronline.org/monitoring-and-evaluation-public-policies-rct-india/
https://idronline.org/monitoring-and-evaluation-public-policies-rct-india/
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/19000
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/19000
https://www.nite.org.il/?lang=en
https://jerusaleminstitute.org.il/en/services/evaluation/
https://www.btl.gov.il/English%20Homepage/Funds%20and%20Community/Fund%20for%20Demonstration%20Projects/Pages/Evaluation%20of%20Projects.aspx
https://senato.it/leg18/4945
https://www.soumu.go.jp/main_content/000556218.pdf
https://www.soumu.go.jp/main_content/000556218.pdf
https://www.soumu.go.jp/main_content/000556219.pdf.
http://www.soumu.go.jp/english/kansatu/evaluation/evaluation_09.pdf
https://www.soumu.go.jp/main_sosiki/hyouka/seisaku_n/pes.html
https://www.soumu.go.jp/main_sosiki/hyouka/seisaku_n/pes.html
https://jordankmportal.com/organizations/msi-jordan
https://jordankmportal.com/organizations/msi-jordan
http://monitoring.planning.go.ke/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/Draft-Kenya-Evaluation-Guidelines-2020.pdf
http://monitoring.planning.go.ke/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/Draft-Kenya-Evaluation-Guidelines-2020.pdf
https://twendembele.org/countries/kenya/
https://www.taylorfrancis.com/books/oa-edit/10.4324/9781003007043/using-evidence-policy-practice-ian-goldman-mine-pabari
https://www.taylorfrancis.com/books/oa-edit/10.4324/9781003007043/using-evidence-policy-practice-ian-goldman-mine-pabari
http://web.undp.org/evaluation/documents/NEC/2015/NEC2015_proceedings.pdf
http://web.undp.org/evaluation/documents/NEC/2015/NEC2015_proceedings.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/349183340_Policies_for_evidence_a_comparative_analysis_of_Africa's_national_evaluation_policy_landscape
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/349183340_Policies_for_evidence_a_comparative_analysis_of_Africa's_national_evaluation_policy_landscape
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Final Evaluation of NIMES 

Aloyce .M. Ratemo, Director, Monitoring and 

Evaluation Directorate 

State Department for Planning, The National 

Treasury and  Planning: Kenya 

20.  Kyrgyz 

Republic 

Kyrgyz MandE 

Network 

 

National Monitoring and Evaluation Network of the 

Kyrgyz Republic   

Tatiana Tretiakova, Adema Zholdoshbekova 

Hon. Natalia Nikitenko Kyrgyz Republic at CPBRD-

SEPO-UNICEF Webinar cum roundtable discussion 

on Institutionalizing a National Evaluation Policy 

Framework (NEPF) Sept. 16, 2021 

21.  Lebanon LebEval Lebanese Evaluation Society Dana Shdeed  

 Ziad Moussa and the LebEval Board 

Practical Guidelines to SOPMIP Process and Tools 

22.  Macedonia MEN Macedonian Evaluators Network      

 Vlatko Daniov 

 

23.  Malaysia MES Malaysian Evaluation Society   Aru Rasappan 

Indonesia, Malaysia, Thailand,  

 

Review of National Evaluation Systems and 

Capacities.....Asia-Pacific Region 

A Study on the Status of National Evaluation Policies 

and Systems in Asia Pacific Region 

24.  Mali APEM Association pour la Promotion de l'Evaluation au 

Mali  Michee Sagara 

John Hopkins National Evaluation Platform Mali 

25.  Mongolia MEN Mongolian Evaluation Network Dolgion Aldar and 

information from Aru Rasappan  

Cabinet Secretariat Monitoring, Evaluation, and 

Internal Audit Department 

26.  Morocco AME L'Association Marocaine de l'Evaluation    

 Brahim Badri 

Morocco : Adaptation M&E 

27.  Nicaragua ReNieSE Red Nicaraguense de Seguimiento y Evaluacion 

Eduardo Centeno 

Regional Observatory of Planning for Development 

Nicaragua Planning 

Monitoring and Evaluation Plan Nicaragua  2010 

Nicaragua Sixth Year Annual Project Report 

28.  Niger ReNDE Le Réseau Nigérien de Suivi et Evaluation  

Idrissa Chefou  

Draft Evaluation Policy Republic of Niger 

Nigeria NEP. 

29.  Nigeria NAE Nigerian Association of Evaluators Aliyu Aminu 

Ahmed , Dr. Uzodinma Adirieje 

Agba receives draft NEP  

30. 8 Pakistan PEA Pakistan Evaluation Association    Khadija Khan 

Coordinator 

Planning & Development Depart. 

https://cdn.sida.se/publications/files/sida61801en-final-evaluation-of-the-national-integrated-monitoring-and-evaluation-system-nimes-capacity-development-project-cdp---final-report.pdf
https://www.omsar.gov.lb/getattachment/484733ad-bd3e-4ce8-9bfa-c4145da8ba18/Sectoral-and-Organizational-Performance-and-Assessment-Program-Practical-Guidelines
https://nec.undp.org/sites/default/files/2021-07/Review%20of%20National%20Evaluation%202017.pdf
https://nec.undp.org/sites/default/files/2021-07/Review%20of%20National%20Evaluation%202017.pdf
https://www.evalforward.org/resources/study-APEA-2021
https://www.evalforward.org/resources/study-APEA-2021
https://www.jhsph.edu/research/centers-and-institutes/institute-for-international-programs/completed-projects/national-evaluation-platform/Mali/
https://cabinet.gov.mn/sector/%d1%85%d1%8f%d0%bd%d0%b0%d0%bb%d1%82-%d1%88%d0%b8%d0%bd%d0%b6%d0%b8%d0%bb%d0%b3%d1%8d%d1%8d-%d2%af%d0%bd%d1%8d%d0%bb%d0%b3%d1%8d%d1%8d-%d0%b4%d0%be%d1%82%d0%be%d0%be%d0%b4-%d0%b0%d1%83%d0%b4%d0%b8?lang=en
https://cabinet.gov.mn/sector/%d1%85%d1%8f%d0%bd%d0%b0%d0%bb%d1%82-%d1%88%d0%b8%d0%bd%d0%b6%d0%b8%d0%bb%d0%b3%d1%8d%d1%8d-%d2%af%d0%bd%d1%8d%d0%bb%d0%b3%d1%8d%d1%8d-%d0%b4%d0%be%d1%82%d0%be%d0%be%d0%b4-%d0%b0%d1%83%d0%b4%d0%b8?lang=en
https://www.adaptationcommunity.net/wp-content/uploads/2017/11/05-giz2017-en-factsheet-morocco.pdf
https://observatorioplanificacion.cepal.org/es/sistemas-planificacion/planificacion-de-nicaragua
https://observatorioplanificacion.cepal.org/es/sistemas-planificacion/planificacion-de-nicaragua
https://www.mcc.gov/content/uploads/2017/05/plan-me-nicaragua.pdf
https://pdf.usaid.gov/pdf_docs/PA00MDKS.pdf
https://twendembele.org/reports/niger-national-evaluation-policy
http://twendembele.org/reports/nigeria-national-evaluation-policy/
https://nationalplanning.gov.ng/agba-receives-draft-national-policy-document-on-monitoring-and-evaluation/
https://www.pndajk.gov.pk/pndfunctions.php
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31.  Palestine PEA Palestine Evaluation Association Nuha iter, Khalil 

Bitar 

 

32.  Panama LAC Latin American Caribbean    Rubilu Rodriguez  

33.  Paraguay RPE Red Paraguaya de Evaluación  Sebatian Codas 

 

 

34.  Peru REDPERUME Red EvalPeru, Emma Rotondo Alejandro Bardales - 

Amalia Cuba  

 

Blending evaluation Principles with Development 

Practices to Change People's Lives 

35.  Poland PES Polish Evaluation Society      Monika Niziolek Bartosiewicz, M., et al. (2020)., The Institutionalisation 

of Evaluation in Europe. pp. 405-434 

36.  Romania  ROSE 

ADER 

Virgil Pamfil. President 

ROSE - Romanian Society of Evaluators 

Monica Chiffa,  ADER – Association for the 

Development of Evaluation in Romania 

Todera, N.,s and Iacob, T.D.  (2020). The 

Institutionalisation of Evaluation in Europe.   pp.435-

461                        

37.  Rwanda RMES Rwanda Monitoring and Evaluation Society Jean de 

Dieu Bizimana 

 

38.  Serbia SEA Serbian Evaluation Association  Mihajlo Dkic  

39.  Slovakia SES Slovak Evaluation Society   Dagmar Gombitová  

40.  Slovenia SiES Slovenia Evaluation Society   Bojan Radej   (no 

information_ 

 

41.  Spain APROEVAL Aida El-Khoury de Paula  

APROEVAL Iberian Association of Professional 

Evaluators 

 

Maria Bustelo (2020). The Institutionalisation of 

Evaluation in Europe  pp. 303-328                                                                   

 

42.  Tajikistan MonEvCoPTajiki

stan 

Farhod Khamidov 

Monitoring and Evaluation Community of Practice of 

Tajikistan 

 

43.  Togo STéval-Ee Société Togolaise de l’Evaluation Koffi 

HOUNDEBASSO, Consultant 

Coordonnateur National de STEVAL 

Chargé de cours à l'Institut IFORDD 

Guide National de Suivi-évaluation Togo 

44.  Trinadad & LAC Ms. Aditi Bisramsingh   

http://web.undp.org/evaluation/documents/NEC/2015/NEC2015_proceedings.pdf
http://web.undp.org/evaluation/documents/NEC/2015/NEC2015_proceedings.pdf
https://planification.gouv.tg/wp-content/uploads/files/2018/08/Guide%20National%20de%20Suivi-Evaluation.pdf
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Tobago Implementation Coordinator  

Ministry of Planning and Development  

45.  Tunisia RTE Réseau Tunisien de l'Evaluation , Anis Ben Younes 

 

Blending evaluation Principles with Development 

Practices to Change People's Lives 

46.  Uganda UEA Uganda Evaluation Association,  President, Matthew 

Lubuulwa 

 

Goldman and Pabari Using Evidence in Policy and 

Practice 

Blending evaluation Principles with Development 

Practices to Change People's Lives 

47.  Ukraine UEA Ukrainien Evaluation Association,. 

 Olha Krasovska 

Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine Resolution 2015 

Resolutions and Order of the Cabinet   #19 and #32 

refer to M&E 

48.  Uruguay ReUrEv Red Uruguaya de Evaluadores Leopoldo Font and 

Federico Ott 

Uruguay's International Cooperation Policy 

MIDES Evaluacion y monitoreo 

Budget, Investment, Management and Evaluation 

Uruguay 

National Evaluation Institution Uruguay 

Centro de Informacion Oficial Uruguay 

(Budget Transparency Portal  Uruguay) 

Sustainable Dev. The case of Uruguay 

49.  Yemen EVALYemen Monitoring and Evaluation Association of Yemen, 

Nashwan Ahmed, chair 

 

 

 

http://web.undp.org/evaluation/documents/NEC/2015/NEC2015_proceedings.pdf
http://web.undp.org/evaluation/documents/NEC/2015/NEC2015_proceedings.pdf
https://www.taylorfrancis.com/books/oa-edit/10.4324/9781003007043/using-evidence-policy-practice-ian-goldman-mine-pabari
https://www.taylorfrancis.com/books/oa-edit/10.4324/9781003007043/using-evidence-policy-practice-ian-goldman-mine-pabari
http://web.undp.org/evaluation/documents/NEC/2015/NEC2015_proceedings.pdf
http://web.undp.org/evaluation/documents/NEC/2015/NEC2015_proceedings.pdf
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/932-2015-%D0%BF#Text
https://nuczu.edu.ua/images/topmenu/osvitnya_diyalnisti/normativno-pravovi-akti/pos_rozpor_kmu_osvit.pdf
https://www.gub.uy/agencia-uruguaya-cooperacion-internacional/sites/agencia-uruguaya-cooperacion-internacional/files/documentos/publicaciones/Uruguay%C2%B4s%20International%20Cooperation%20Policiy%202030.pdf
https://www.gub.uy/ministerio-desarrollo-social/evaluacion-monitoreo
https://www.opp.gub.uy/es/direccion-presupuestos
https://www.opp.gub.uy/es/direccion-presupuestos
https://www.ineed.edu.uy/
https://www.impo.com.uy/
https://transparenciapresupuestaria.opp.gub.uy/
https://www.mdpi.com/2071-1050/11/4/1059/htm
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Appendix C: Countries other resources (65) 

 

Table 12: Countries from which information came from other resource (65)  
  No Country Source of information 

1.  Albania Albania OECD Reviews of Evaluation and Assessment in Education  

2.  Algeria Algeria – Mainstreaming 

3.  Argentina Director of the Monitoring and Evaluation Program, CIPPEC Natalia Aquilino 

Agencia Nacional de Evaluacion : el aporte de CIPPEC 

4.  Armenia Armenia Impact Evaluation 

Armenia Measure Evaluation 

5.  Australia Professor M. Gray and Dr J. R. Bray, Centre for Social Research and Methods, Australian National University  

Blending evaluation Principles with Development  Practices to Change People's Lives     

6.  Austria OECD Austria's results, evaluation, and learning 

7.  Azerbaijan AzerbaijanRoomAMonitoringandEvaluationProcess.pdf 

Center for Analysis of Economic Reforms and Communications Azerbaijan 2016 

8.  Bangladesh Bhabatosh Nath 

Chairman/ Responsive to Integrated Development Services (RIDS) 

MED Policy Study Bangladesh 

9.  Belgium Pattyn, V. and Peuter, B. (2021). The Institutionalisation of Evaluation in Europe.  pp. 115-138 

Special Evaluation Service 

10.  Benin Politique Nationale d’Evaluation 2012-2021 Republique du  Benin 

Mere compliance or learning: M&E culture in the public service of Benin, Uganda, and South Africa 

11.  Bhutan Development Evaluation Policy of Bhutan 2017 

https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/docserver/d267dc93-en.pdf?expires=1636018397&id=id&accname=guest&checksum=2F96239F27CE156E41616E156397849B
https://nec.undp.org/sites/default/files/2021-03/Algeria-NEC2015.pdf
https://www.cippec.org/especial/agencia-nacional-de-evaluacion-el-aporte-de-cippec/
https://www.rbfhealth.org/impact-evaluation/armenia-impact-evaluation
https://www.measureevaluation.org/countries/armenia.html
http://web.undp.org/evaluation/documents/NEC/2015/NEC2015_proceedings.pdf
https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/sites/e057bbaa-en/index.html?itemId=/content/component/e057bbaa-en
https://thedocs.worldbank.org/en/doc/629521561125773400-0080022019/original/AzerbaijanRoomAMonitoringandEvaluationProcess.pdf
https://monitoring.az/assets/upload/files/mnt-16-21_en.pdf
https://imed.portal.gov.bd/sites/default/files/files/imed.portal.gov.bd/page/6e936973_ca9e_495e_a95c_5b22d4cf4bc2/Policy.pdf
https://diplomatie.belgium.be/en/policy/development_cooperation/how_we_work/special_evaluation_office/about_seo
https://media.africaportal.org/documents/Benin-Evaluation-Policy-2012-2021-English_1.pdf
http://www.hsrc.ac.za/en/research-outputs/view/10722
https://www.gnhc.gov.bt/en/wp-content/uploads/2017/05/Evaluation-Policy-March-2017.pdf
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12.  Botswana (PDF) Monitoring and Evaluating Government Performance in ... 

13.  Cambodia  “Rectangular Strategy” for Growth, Employment, Equity and Efficiency 

14.  Cameroon Blending evaluation Principles with Development Practices to Change People's Lives 

15.  Canada Government of Canada Policy on Results 

Evaluation in the Government of Canada 

Policy on Results What is evaluation? 

 

16.  Chile Dra. Andrea Peroni, Coordinator of the Interdisciplinary Nucleus in Evaluative Research , University of Chile. 

 Nacimiento de la Oficina de Planificación Nacional 

Evaluacion y Revision del Gasto 

17.  Colombia SINERGIA   Departamento Nacional de Planeacion 

Blending evaluation Principles with Development Practices to Change People's Lives 

National Evaluation Policy in Colombia 

18.  Croatia HEM VOPE website 

19.  Czech Republic Remm J. and Potluka. O. (2021). The Institutionalisation of Evaluation in Europe. p. 351-376 

20.  Denmark Dahler-Larsen, P. and Foss, H. (2021). The Institutionalisation of Evaluation in Europe.  Hansen p.37-62 

Evaluation in the Nordic Countries 

21.  Dominican Republic Blending evaluation Principles with Development Practices to Change People's Lives 

22.  Estonia Republic of Estonia Ministry of Education and Research 

Impact Evaluation 

23.  Fiji Monitoring and Evaluation Framework for Fiji's National Adaptation Plan Process 2020 

24.  Finland Liisa Horelli, PhD., Department of Built Environment 

Aalto University 

Evaluation in Norway: A 25-year Assessment 

25.  France Lacouetter-Fougere, C. and Simon, B. (2021). The Institutionalisation of Evaluation in Europe.pp.139-166 

26.  Gambia Blending evaluation Principles with Development Practices to Change People's Lives 

27.  Georgia Blending evaluation Principles with Development Practices to Change People's Lives 

28.  Germany Stockmann, R. and Meyer, W. (2020). The Institutionalisation of Evaluation in Europe.p.167-198 

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/312712464_Monitoring_and_Evaluating_Government_Performance_in_Botswana
https://pressocm.gov.kh/archives/1228
http://web.undp.org/evaluation/documents/NEC/2015/NEC2015_proceedings.pdf
https://www.tbs-sct.gc.ca/pol/doc-eng.aspx?id=31300
https://www.canada.ca/en/treasury-board-secretariat/services/audit-evaluation/evaluation-government-canada.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/treasury-board-secretariat/services/audit-evaluation/evaluation-government-canada/policy-results-what-evaluation.html
https://www.casamuseoeduardofrei.cl/objeto-del-mes-nacimiento-de-la-oficina-de-planificacion-nacional/
https://www.dipres.gob.cl/598/w3-propertyvalue-25777.html
http://www.iirsa.org/admin_iirsa_web/Uploads/Documents/taller_quito14_%20Sistema%20de%20seguimiento%20y%20evaluaci%C3%B3n%20en%20Colombia%20SINERGIA%20.pdf
http://web.undp.org/evaluation/documents/NEC/2015/NEC2015_proceedings.pdf
http://pfde.net/index.php/publications-resources/2014-02-28-19-08-54
http://www.evaluacija.hr/
https://journals.sfu.ca/jmde/index.php/jmde_1/article/download/86/100
http://web.undp.org/evaluation/documents/NEC/2015/NEC2015_proceedings.pdf
https://www.hm.ee/en/activities/external-evaluation
https://riigikantselei.ee/valitsuse-too-planeerimine-ja-korraldamine/mojude-hindamine
https://napglobalnetwork.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/04/ME-Fiji-NAP-Process.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/352707560_Evaluation_in_Norway_A_25-Year_Assessment
http://web.undp.org/evaluation/documents/NEC/2015/NEC2015_proceedings.pdf
http://web.undp.org/evaluation/documents/NEC/2015/NEC2015_proceedings.pdf
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GIZ's evaluation policy 

29.  Ghana Ghanaian Draft National Monitoring and Evaluation Policy 2019 

National Monitoring and Evaluation Manual Republic of Ghana 

30.  Iceland OECD Iceland Mid-term Review 2020 

31.  Indonesia Review of NES and Capacities Indonesia 

Indonesia Vision, Mission, Aim, and Strategic Plan 

Blending evaluation Principles with Development Practices to Change People's Lives 

32.  Ireland Boyle,R., O'Harra, J., McNamara, G. and Brown, M.. (2020) The Institutionalisation of Evaluation in Europe. 

pp. 227-248 

33.  Jamaica Blending evaluation Principles with Development Practices to Change People's Lives 

34.    

35.  Korea, the Republic of Korea's Government Performance Evaluation System and ... 

 제도소개 – 정부업무평가위원회   Introduction of the system - Government work evaluation committee 

Evaluation Business Government 
 Chapter 2 Performance and Evaluation systems for the Korean Central Govt Agencies 

36.  Latvia Veitners, K. (2020).  In Eds. Reinhard Stockmann,Wolfgang Meyer, Lena Taube The Institutionalisation of 

Evaluation in Europe. p.376-403 

37.  Lithuania The Lithuanian Government's Policy of Regulatory ... - Sciendo 

Evidence Based Policy Making and Policy Evaluation at the ... 

38.  Luxemburg Evaluations - Gouvernement LU 

39.  Malawi John Hopkins National Evaluation Platform Malawi 

40.  Mexico CONEVAL   Decree of creation CONEVAL 

41.  Mozambique Mozambique USAID MMEMS 

National Evaluation Platform  

John Hopkins National Evaluation Platform Mozambique 

42.  Myanar A Study on the Status of National Evaluation Policies and Systems in Asia Pacific Region 

43.  Namibia Execution, Monitoring & Evaluation and Reporting Harambee Prosperity Plan. 

44.  Nepal A Study on the Status of National Evaluation Policies and Systems in Asia Pacific Region 

Blending evaluation Principles with Development Practices to Change People's Lives 

45.  The Netherlands Haarhuis, C. K. (2020) The Institutionalisation of Evaluation in Europe. pp.89-114. 

https://www.giz.de/en/downloads/GIZ_EVAL_EN_evaluation%20policy.pdf
https://twendembele.org/reports/ghanaian-draft-national-monitoring-and-evaluation-policy/
https://s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/new-ndpc-static1/CACHES/PUBLICATIONS/2019/10/04/National+ME+Manual.pdf
https://www.government.is/lisalib/getfile.aspx?itemid=99721953-0c7b-11eb-8123-005056bc8c60
https://gpffe.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/07/UNDP-UNICEF-Indonesia-NES-Review-and-Readiness-Assessment-FInal-Report.pdf
https://www.bappenas.go.id/en/profil-bappenas/visi/
http://web.undp.org/evaluation/documents/NEC/2015/NEC2015_proceedings.pdf
http://web.undp.org/evaluation/documents/NEC/2015/NEC2015_proceedings.pdf
https://www.kdi.re.kr/kdi_eng/common/report_download.jsp?list_no=13347&member_pub=2&type=pub&cacheclear=34
https://www.kdi.re.kr/kdi_eng/common/report_download.jsp?list_no=13347&member_pub=2&type=pub&cacheclear=34
https://www.kdi.re.kr/kdi_eng/common/report_download.jsp?list_no=13347&member_pub=2&type=pub&cacheclear=34
https://www.kdi.re.kr/kdi_eng/common/report_download.jsp?list_no=13347&member_pub=2&type=pub&cacheclear=34
https://www.kdi.re.kr/kdi_eng/common/report_download.jsp?list_no=13347&member_pub=2&type=pub&cacheclear=34
https://www.evaluation.go.kr/psec/intro/intro_1_1_1.jsp
https://www.evaluation.go.kr/psec/intro/intro_1_1_1.jsp
http://dymbook.co.kr/140/?idx=821
https://sciendo.com/pdf/10.7206/mba.ce.2084-3356.145
https://sciendo.com/pdf/10.7206/mba.ce.2084-3356.145
https://strata.gov.lt/en/science-technology-and-innovation-policy/25-projects/767-evidence-based-policy-making-and-policy-evaluation-at-the-centre-of-government-in-lithuania
https://cooperation.gouvernement.lu/en/cooperation-au-developpement/politique-evaluation.html
https://www.jhsph.edu/research/centers-and-institutes/institute-for-international-programs/completed-projects/national-evaluation-platform/
https://www.coneval.org.mx/rw/resource/coneval/normateca/Decree_of_creation_CONEVAL.pdf
https://www.usaid.gov/sites/default/files/documents/MMEMS_-_Fact-Sheet_-_9.23.19.pdf
https://www.jhsph.edu/research/centers-and-institutes/institute-for-international-programs/completed-projects/national-evaluation-platform/documents/NEP-Brochure.PDF
https://www.jhsph.edu/research/centers-and-institutes/institute-for-international-programs/completed-projects/national-evaluation-platform/mozambique/
https://www.evalforward.org/resources/study-APEA-2021
https://hppii.gov.na/execution-monitoring-evaluation-and-reporting/
https://www.evalforward.org/resources/study-APEA-2021
http://web.undp.org/evaluation/documents/NEC/2015/NEC2015_proceedings.pdf
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46.  New Zealand A Study on the Status of National Evaluation Policies and Systems in Asia Pacific Region 

Implementation and monitoring responsibilities New Zealand    

47.  Norway Evaluation in Norway: A 25-year Assessment  

48.  Philippines National Evaluation Policy Framework Philippines 

National Evaluation Portal Philippines 

National Evaluation Policy Framework Guidelines 

49.  Portugal Diogo, A. (2020) The Institutionalisation of Evaluation in Europe. pp. 329-350 

50.  Russia эмпирическая, индикаторная, экспертная - gLOCAL ... 

(Evaluation of Social Projects and Programs in Russia) 

Natalia Kosheleva 

51.  Senegal Evaluation development in Senegal | Lomeña-Gelis 

 Improving Evaluation Use in Senegal through ... 

52.  Singapore  MOF | Directorates - Ministry of Finance 

53.  Slovenia Slovenia Evaluation Mandate 

OECD Slovenia - DAC Evaluation Network Member 

54.  South Africa  Evaluation the national evaluation system in South Africa      

Planning, monitoring & evaluation Republic of South Africa      

55.  Sri Lanka A Study on the Status of National Evaluation Policies and Systems in Asia Pacific Region 

National Evaluation Policy of Sri Lanka – The Sri Lanka Parliamentarians Forum for Evaluation (slpfe.org) 

Current situation in Sri Lanka on Monitoring & Evaluation of ... 

Monitoring and Evaluation System in Sri Lanka: Experiences, Challenges and the Way Forward 

56.  Sweden EVALUATION IN THE NORDIC COUNTRIES - Sfu 

57.  Switzerland Thomas Widmer (2020). The Institutionalisation of Evaluation in Europe. pp.199-226 

58.  Tanzania Why should Countries have NEPs 

National Evaluation Platform: Tanzania 

59.  Thailand OECD Reviews of Regulatory Reform Thailand 

Review of National Evaluation Systems and Capacities.....Asia-Pacific Region 

OpenDevelopmentThailand 

60.  Trinidad & Tobago National Performance Framework  

61.  United Kingdom Tracy Wond (2020). The Institutionalisation of Evaluation in Europe. pp. 249-271 

62.  USA Public Law 115-435 Foundations for Evidence-Based Policymaking 

https://www.evalforward.org/resources/study-APEA-2021
https://www.treasury.govt.nz/information-and-services/regulation/impact-analysis/ria-review/implementation-and-monitoring-responsibilities
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/352707560_Evaluation_in_Norway_A_25-Year_Assessment
https://neda.gov.ph/national-evaluation-policy-framework/
https://nep.neda.gov.ph/
https://nep.neda.gov.ph/guidelines
https://glocalevalweek.org/sites/default/files/2019-07/Evaluation%20of%20social%20projects%20and%20programs%20in%20Russia.ppt
https://glocalevalweek.org/sites/default/files/2019-07/Evaluation%20of%20social%20projects%20and%20programs%20in%20Russia.ppt
https://aejonline.org/index.php/aej/article/view/23/32
https://aejonline.org/index.php/aej/article/view/23/32
https://usaidlearninglab.org/library/improving-evaluation-use-senegal-through-recommendations-workshops
https://www.mof.gov.sg/who-we-are/organisation-structure/directorates
https://issuu.com/oecd-dcd/docs/slovenia_republic_evaluation_profil
https://www.oecd.org/dac/evaluation/network-member-slovenia.htm
http://doi.org/10.4102/aej.v7i1.400
https://www.dpme.gov.za/Pages/default.aspx
https://www.evalforward.org/resources/study-APEA-2021
https://slpfe.org/evaluation-policy/
https://unitar.org/sites/default/files/uploads/5b3_current_situation_in_sri_lanka_on_monitoring_.pptx_-_final.pptx
https://pdfhoney.com/compress-pdf.html?queue_id=6187b7b0421873947d8b45b3
https://journals.sfu.ca/jmde/index.php/jmde_1/article/download/86/100
https://idev.afdb.org/sites/default/files/Evaluations/2020-03/Why%20Should%20Countries%20have%20National%20Evaluation%20Policies_F%20Mwaijande_0.pdf
https://www.jhsph.edu/research/centers-and-institutes/institute-for-international-programs/completed-projects/national-evaluation-platform/documents/NEP-brochure-Tanzania.pdf
https://www.oecd.org/countries/thailand/RIA-Thailand.pdf
https://nec.undp.org/sites/default/files/2021-07/Review%20of%20National%20Evaluation%202017.pdf
https://data.thailand.opendevelopmentmekong.net/en/dataset/sufficiency-economy-philosophy-thailands-path-towards-the-sustainable-development-goals
https://www.planning.gov.tt/sites/default/files/National%20Performance%20Framework%202017-2020.%20pdf.pdf
https://www.govinfo.gov/app/details/PLAW-115publ435
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63.  Vietnam Vietnam Framework for Evaluation Policy and Standards (VN-FEPS) 

64.  Zambia National Monitoring and Evaluation policy Republic of Zambia 

Role of Actors Outside Government in Strengthening the Country MES in Zambia 

Towards Building a functional MES for Zambia 

65.  Zimbabwe Zimbabwean NMEP 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.vnme.net.vn/public/resources/quypv/Update/Vn-FEPS-_Based_on_Vietnam_standard-_En.pdf
https://www.mndp.gov.zm/wp-content/uploads/filebase/policies/National-Monitoring-and-Evaluation-policy-2019-2023.pdf
http://pubs.sciepub.com/wjssh/6/1/4/index.html
http://www.sciepub.com/journal/WJSSH
https://twendembele.org/reports/zimbabwean-national-monitoring-and-evaluation-policy/
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Appendix D: Countries for which no current information was available (14) 

 

Table 13: Countries for which no current information was available (14) 

1.  Belize 

2.  Caribbean Islands 

3.  China 

4.  Dominican Republic 

5.  Egypt 

6.  Gabon 

7.  Gambia 

8.  Georgia 

9.  Ivory Coast 

10.  Jamaica 

11.  Kazakhstan 

12.  Kosovo 

13.  Turkey 

14.  Venezuela 
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Appendix E: Administrating or Coordinating Bodies by Country for those with and without a policy (102) 

 

Table 14: Administrating or Coordinating Bodies for Evaluation Function by Country for those with and without an NEP (102) 
 Country Administrating or Coordinating Body 

1.  Albania No evaluation 

2.  Algeria President of the Republic  

3.  Argentina Office of the Information, Evaluation and Monitoring System of Social Programmes (SIEMPRO) the 

National Council for the Coordination of Social Polices (CNPS) 

4.  Armenia No evaluation 

5.  Australia     The Department of Finance, supported by the Secretaries Board 

6.  Australia   ACT (Australian 

Canberra Territories) WA - 

Western Australia  

Chief Minister, Treasury and Economic Development Directorate 

7.  Austria Austrian Development Agency and the Development Bank of Austria 

8.  Azerbaijan President Center for Analysis of Economic Reforms and Communication of the Republic of Azerbaijan, and 

each ministry has a unit for evaluation 

9.  Bangladesh Implementation Monitoring and Evaluation Division   Ministry of Planning 

10.  Belgium (Flanders) Audit Office 

11.  Belgium (Wallonia) Audit Office,  Special Evaluation Service  

12.  Benin The President of the Repulbic,  Public Administration Public Policy Evaluation Office (PPPO)  Office of 

Evaluation of Public Policies Office for Evaluation of Public Policies and Actions, Benin (BEPPAG) in the 

presidency    

13.  Bhutan Gross National Happiness Commission Secretariat 

14.  Bolivia The Ministry of the Presidency (MDP) is the coordinating body between the president of the Plurinational 

State and the different ministries. 

The Ministry of Development Planning has the obligation to carry out monitoring and evaluation activities 

concerning the Comprehensive Planning System of the Plurinational State (SPIE) 

Economic Policy Analysis Unit (UDAPE) depended of Ministry of Development Planning 

15.  Botswana the Ministry of Finance and Development Planning 
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16.  Brazil The Ministry of Development Planning has the obligation to carry out monitoring and evaluation activities 

concerning the Comprehensive Planning System of the Plurinational State (SPIE), in addition to monitoring 

and evaluating the State Investment and Financing 

17.  Bulgaria No coordinating body 

18.  Burkina Faso Economic Policy Analysis Unit (UDAPE) depended of Ministry of Development Planning 

19.  Cambodia Cabinet  

20.  Canada Treasury Board of Canada Department of Results Frameworks, Results division, 

21.  Chile The Ministry of Finance, through the Directorate of Budgets (DIPRES) and the Ministry of Social 

Development and Family, through the Undersecretary of Evaluation. 

22.  Colombia The National Planning Department - DNP is an Administrative Department that belongs to the Executive 

Branch of the public power and depends directly on the Presidency of the Republic. 

23.  Costa Rica Ministerio de Planificación Nacional y Política Económica (MIDEPLAN) 

24.   Czechia National Coordination Authority at the Ministry for Regional Development 

25.  Denmark Separate Minitries 

26.  Djibouti Prime Minister’s Office 

27.  Ecuador The National Planning Secretary, 

28.  El Salvador Presidential Cabinet led by the Presidential Commissioner, For SDGs, the National Council for Sustainable 

Development 

29.  Estonia State Chancellery  

30.  Ethiopia Ministry of Education and Research, External Evaluation Department 

31.  Fiji Ministry of Economy 

32.  Finland Audit Office 

Prime Minister’s Office 

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

The Finnish Education Centre 

33.  France Cours des Comptes (Court of Auditors)                     

Secretary of State 

34.  Germany Federal Ministry for Economic Cooperation and Development 

35.  Ghana National Development Commission 

36.  Greece Working on it – National Evaluation Strategy 

37.  Guatemala Each sector conducts its own evaluations 
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38.  Iceland Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

39.  India the Development Monitoring and Evaluation Office (DMEO), which is an office attached to NITI Aayog 

40.  Indonesia The Deputy for Development Performance Evaluation 

State Minister of National Development Planning/Head of the National Development Planning Agency. 

41.  Ireland Department of Education and Skills                   

 Department of Public Expenditure and Reform 

42.  Israel All ministries have their own evaluation unit including the Knesset 

43.  Italy UVAL, the evaluation unit for evaluation of the investment programmes within the Department for 

Cohesion Policy    

Impact Assessment Office, The Senate's Impact Assessment Office, chaired by the President of the Senate 

44.  Japan Administrative Evaluation Bureau, Ministry of Internal Affairs and Communication , Ministry of Internal 

Affairs and Communications, 

45.  Jordan The Ministry of Planning and International Cooperation was coordinating the efforts around NEP. 

46.  Kenya National Steering Committee (NSC) that is chaired by the Principal Secretary, State Department for 

Planning in the National Treasury and Planning which includes stakeholders from the Government, 

Development Partners and Civil Society Organisations (CSOs), Monitoring and Evaluation Directorate 

State Department for Planning, The National Treasury and Planning: Kenya. 

47.  Korea, the Republic of Prime Minister's Office, Ministry of Strategy and Finance  Ministry of Culture and Sports and tourism  

depending on the area of the program being evaluated, Central administrative agency evaluation 

48.  Kyrgyz Republic The situation is in flux because of the recent change in government.  

49.  Latvia Cabinet of Ministers (CoM)   Cross-Sectoral Coordination Centre under the direct authority of the Prime 

Minister 

50.  Lebanon Central Inspection of Lebanon (CI)  with the Office of the Minister of State for Administrative Reform 

(OMSAR) 

51.  Lithuania The Government Strategic Analysis Center is an expert institution that provides government and ministries 

with the independent, research-based information required to make evidence-based public policy 

decisions. 

52.  Luxembourg «Évaluation et Contrôle de qualité» de la Direction de la coopération au développement et de l’action 

humanitaire,  Ministère des Affaires étrangères et européennes (MAEE) 

53.  Macedonia No coordinating body 

54.  Malawi National Evaluation Platform in the health sector 

55.  Malaysia Ministry of Finance for all Programs  
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 Implementation Coordination Unit, Prime Minister's Departments for Projects 

56.  Mali Bureau du Vérificateur Général  Officer of the Auditor General, NEP – National Evaluation Platform in the 

health sector 

57.  Mexico The National Council for the Evaluation of Social Development Policy (CONEVAL, ConsejoNacional de 

Evaluación de la Política de Desarrollo Social) is a Federal Public Administration decentralized public 

organization. Created by the General Law of Social Development (LGDS). 

58.  Mongolia Ministry of Finance and Cabinet Secretariat 

59.  Morocco Head of department of the environmental database, National Observatory of the Environment and 

Sustainable Development Secretariat of State for Sustainable Development 

60.  Mozambique Mozambique Monitoring and Evaluation Mechanism Services (MMEMS) for USAID projects 

National Evaluation Platform in the health sector  

61.  Namibia Monitoring and Evaluation Department, Government of Namibia  , Sylvanus Nambala, National Planning 

Commission 

62.  Nepal National Planning Commission (NPC) It is headed by the Right Honorable Prime Minister, the Central 

Bureau of Statistics (CBS), functions as a specialized entity of the NPC Secretariat, headed by a Director-

General. 

63.  New Zealand Treasury 

64.  Niger  Ministry of Planning, National Evaluation Agency (ANEV) 

65.  Nigeria Ministry of Budget and National Planning 

66.  Norway Ministry of Foreign Affairs, the Ministry of Climate and Environment   

Norwegian Agency for Public and Financial Management’s Evaluation Portal 

67.  Pakistan The Ministry of Planning, Development and Reform 

Cabinet and the Office of the Prime Minister 

68.  Palestine Prime Minister's Office M&E Office 

69.  Panama If a govt institution wants to conduct evaluation, technical assistance is solicited from an international 

organization. 

70.  Paraguay There is also no coordination mechanism, so each performs its evaluation work in isolation with very 

limited resources. 

71.  Peru The Presidency of the Council of Ministers and the Ministries 

Ministry of Economic and Financial Affairs 

Several sectors have created their own evaluation units. 

72.  Philippines National Economic and Development Authority and Department of Budget and Management, Evaluation 

Task Force (ETF) is responsible to develop and Evaluation Agenda. 
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73.  Poland Ministry of Investment and Economic Development 

Ministry of Education has its own legal policy  

Strategy for Responsible Development  

74.  Portugal International Development and Cooperation – administrative regulations, not policies 

75.  Romania Public Policies Unit under the General Secretariat of the Government 

The Ministry of European Funds 

76.  Russia Ministry of Economic Development of the Russian Federation, Chamber of Auditors 

77.  Rwanda Ministry of Economic Planning and Finance 

78.  Serbia Public Policy Secretariat under the supervision of the Prime Minister’s Office 

79.  Singapore Ministry of Finance Performance and Evaluation (P & E) Directorate 

80.  Slovakia Slovak Republic Not practiced except for EU or other internationally funded projects 

81.  Slovenia Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

82.  South Africa National Evaluation System (NES) Treasury Department of Planning, Monitoring and Evaluation (DPME) 

83.  Spain Evaluation Division of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and International Development 

Most sectors have their own evaluation units with a legal framework 

84.  Sri Lanka Ministry of Finance, National Operations Room  Individual Ministries have Evaluation Units 

85.  Sweden The Swedish National Audit Office    

Most sectors have and perform their own evaluations. 

86.  Switzerland Parliamentary Control of the Administration and the Swiss Federal Audit Office  

87.  Tajikistan Evaluations are conducted mainly by international organisations only guided by their internal standards 

and norms. 

88.  Tanzania National Evaluation Platform in the Health sector National Evaluation Platform: Tanzania 

89.  Thailand National Statistical Office   

Sufficiency Economy Philosophy: Thailand’s Path towards the SDG.  

90.  The Netherlands Court of Audit 

91.  Togo Ministry of Planning and Development, the Cabinet, Office of the President 

92.  Trinidad and Tobago The Ministry of Planning and Development 

93.  Tunisia Evaluation in separate sectors 

94.  Uganda Office of the Prime Minister 

95.  UK West of England combined 

Authority  

Government Evaluation Facility Project 

https://www.jhsph.edu/research/centers-and-institutes/institute-for-international-programs/completed-projects/national-evaluation-platform/documents/NEP-brochure-Tanzania.pdf
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96.  Ukraine Individual ministries 

97.  United Kingdom HM Treasury, Government Finance Function, Health, Education, International Development 

98.  Uruguay Planning and Budget Office (OPP), the National Institute for Evaluation of Education (INEED) and the 

Ministry of Social Development (MIDES), and the recently created Monitoring and Evaluation Agency 

within the scope of the Presidency of the Republic (to start operating)  

99.  USA Government Accountability Office  

Office of Management and Budget 

100.  Vietnam Currently working on a framework 

101.  Zambia Ministry of National Development Planning 

102.  Zimbabwe Office of the Auditor General  
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Email: gpf.evaluation@gmail.com  
Website:  www.gpffe.org 
Twitter: www.twitter.com/eval_gpf 
  

mailto:gpf.evaluation@gmail.com
http://www.gpffe.org/
http://www.gpffe.org/

