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mittee’s peer review process as to
strengthen, and sharing good practice to improve future program design and delivery.
DAC peer reviews are an essential
component of the work of the DAC.
Through peer pressure and peer
learning, peer reviews aim at improving development co-operation
agencies’ behavior and practice for
better impact on poverty reduction
and sustainable development.
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two other countries every 5 years.
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HQ and Field Visits
The Peer Review of the European Union took place
over a six month period, including visits to Chad
and Peru, culminating on 28 March 2012. Japan
and Norway acted as peer examiners, with supporting analysis provided by the OECD secretariat.

working more with civil society.
However, the Review also notes that more
progress is needed in a number of areas. It
says the EU must: clarify the responsibilities
of the EU institutions working on development. "This review reflects the complexity of
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Key Findings

support to developing countries. Total net ODA by

The EU has taken steps to make its aid more ef-

all 27 EU member states was USD 73.6 billion in
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The DAC’s Review of the Development CoOperation Policies and Programmes of the European Union notes that, since the last review 5 years
ago, the EU has taken steps to make its aid more
effective and give it more impact, improving coordination, and working more with civil society but
that more progress is needed in a number of areas.

DAC peer reviews are an essential component of the work of
the DAC. Through peer pressure and peer learning, peer reviews aim at improving development co-operation agencies’
behavior and practice for better impact on poverty reduction
and sustainable development.

More Information
For more information on the European Union’s
development policies and programmes please
visit www.oecd.org/dac/peerreviews/eu or
contact Chantal Verger, Senior Policy Analyst
at chantal.verger@oecd.org

