
Activity 2013 Implemented by Rio marker Gender marker

Number Name Actual expenditure Name Organisation channel mitigation/adaptation significant/principal significant/principal

Organisation Date Reporting Period

Security and rule of law



Activity 2013 Implemented by Rio marker Gender marker

Number Name Actual expenditure Name Organisation channel mitigation/adaptation significant/principal significant/principal



Result Area 1 Human Security

Result Question 1.1a: To what extent did security sector institutions and the 

security sector as a whole provide services that serve the needs of (various 

social groups within) society? (outcome, country-level)

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

Result Question 1.1b: To what extent has your programme contributed to 

this result? (output, programme-level)

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 1 Human Security

Result Question 1.2a: Is there progress in developing a functioning and 

coherent security sector as a system? (outcome, country level)

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

Result Question 1.2b: To what extent has your programme contributed to 

this result? (output, programme level)

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 1 Human Security

Result Question 1.3a: To what extent are separate security sector 

institutions and the security sector as a whole internally and externally 

accountable for their performance? (outcome, country level)

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

Result Question 1.3b: To what extent has your programme contributed to 

this result? (output, programme level)

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Assessment of results achieved by NL across the entire Result area 1 Human Security

Reasons for result achieved:

Implications for planning:



Result Area 2 Effective Rule of Law

Result Question 2.1a: To what extent did justice sector institutions and the 

justice sector as a whole (incl. traditional/religious justice systems) provide 

services that serve the needs of (various social groups within) society? 

(outcome, country level)

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

Result Question 2.1b: To what extent has your programme contributed to 

this result? (output, programme level)

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 2 Effective Rule of Law

Result Question 2.2a: Is there progress in developing a functioning justice 

system that operates as a system? (outcome, country level)

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

Result Question 2.2b: To what extent has your programme contributed to 

this result? (output, programme level)

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 2 Effective Rule of Law

Result Question 2.3a: To what extent are separate justice sector institutions 

and the justice sector as a whole internally and externally accountable for 

their performance?

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

Result Question 2.3b: To what extent has your programme contributed to 

this result?

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Assessment of results achieved by NL across the entire Result area 2 Effective Rule of Law

Reasons for result achieved:

Implications for planning:



Result Area 3 Inclusive Political Processes

Result Question 3.1a: To what extent are the political and peace processes 

within the target area of your programme effective and inclusive?

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

Result Question 3.1b: To what extent has your programme contributed to 

this result?

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Assessment of results achieved by NL across the entire Result area 3 Inclusive Political Processes

Reasons for result achieved:

Implications for planning:



Result Area 4 Legitimate and Capable Government

Result Question 4.1a: To what extent are government institutions better 

able to perform their core tasks, in your programmes target area?

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

Result Question 4.1b: To what extent has your programme contributed to 

this result?

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 4 Legitimate and Capable Government

Result Question 4.2a: To what extent has the transparency of the 

government improved in your programme’s target area? And is corruption 

being addressed?

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

Result Question 4.2b: To what extent has your programme contributed to 

this result?

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 4 Legitimate and Capable Government

Result Question 4.3a: Has progress been made in supporting democracy, in 

your programme’s target area?

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

Result Question 4.3b: To what extent has your programme contributed to 

this result?

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Assessment of results achieved by NL across the entire Result area 4 Legitimate and Capable Government

Reasons for result achieved:

Implications for planning:



Result Area 5 Peace Dividend

Result Question 5.1a: To what extent has employment opportunities (self-

employment and wage employment) improved? If possible, disaggregate 

by gender, and specify for former combatants, displaced people and young 

people (up till age 25). Explain regional differences.

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

Result Question 5.1b: To what extent have your programmes contributed to 

this result?

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 5 Peace Dividend

Result Question 5.2a: To what extent has the availability of basic services 

improved? If possible, disaggregate by gender. Explain regional differences.

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

Result Question 5.2b: To what extent have your programmes contributed to 

this result?

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Assessment of results achieved by NL across the entire Result area 5 Peace Dividend

Reasons for result achieved:

Implications for planning:





Result Area 1 (remaining indicators) Human Security

Result Question 1.1a: To what extent did security sector institutions and the security sector as a whole provide services that serve the needs of (various social groups within) society? (outcome, country-level)

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

Result Question 1.1b: To what extent has your programme contributed to this result? (output, programme-level)

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 1 (remaining indicators) Human Security

Result Question 1.2a: Is there progress in developing a functioning and coherent security sector as a system? (outcome, country level)

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

Result Question 1.2b: To what extent has your programme contributed to this result? (output, programme level)

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 1 (remaining indicators) Human Security

Result Question 1.3a: To what extent are separate security sector institutions and the security sector as a whole internally and externally accountable for their performance? (outcome, country level)

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

Result Question 1.3b: To what extent has your programme contributed to this result? (output, programme level)

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 2 (remaining indicators) Effective Rule of Law

Result Question 2.1a: To what extent did justice sector institutions and the justice sector as a whole (incl. traditional/religious justice systems) provide services that serve the needs of (various social groups within) society?  

(outcome, country level)

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

Result Question 2.1b: To what extent has your programme contributed to this result? (output, programme level)

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 2 (remaining indicators) Effective Rule of Law

Result Question 2.2a: Is there progress in developing a functioning justice system that operates as a system? (outcome, country level)

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

Result Question 2.2b: To what extent has your programme contributed to this result? (output, programme level)

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 2 (remaining indicators) Effective Rule of Law

Result Question 2.3a: To what extent are separate justice sector institutions and the justice sector as a whole internally and externally accountable for their performance?

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

Result Question 2.3b: To what extent has your programme contributed to this result?

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 3 (remaining indicators) Inclusive Political Processes

Result Question 3.1a: To what extent are the political and peace processes within the target area of your programme effective and inclusive?

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

Result Question 3.1b: To what extent has your programme contributed to this result?

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 4 (remaining indicators) Legitimate and Capable Government

Result Question 4.1a: To what extent are government institutions better able to perform their core tasks, in your programmes target area?

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

Result Question 4.1b: To what extent has your programme contributed to this result?

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 4 (remaining indicators) Legitimate and Capable Government

Result Question 4.2a: To what extent has the transparency of the government improved in your programme’s target area? And is corruption being addressed?

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

Result Question 4.2b: To what extent has your programme contributed to this result?

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 4 (remaining indicators) Legitimate and Capable Government

Result Question 4.3a: Has progress been made in supporting democracy, in your programme’s target area?

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

Result Question 4.3b: To what extent has your programme contributed to this result?

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 5 (remaining indicators) Peace Dividend

Result Question 5.1a: To what extent has employment opportunities (self-employment and wage employment) improved? If possible, disaggregate by gender, and specify for former combatants, displaced people and young  

people (up till age 25). Explain regional differences.

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

Result Question 5.1b: To what extent have your programmes contributed to this result?

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 5 (remaining indicators) Peace Dividend

Result Question 5.2a: To what extent has the availability of basic services improved? If possible, disaggregate by gender. Explain regional differences.

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

Result Question 5.2b: To what extent have your programmes contributed to this result?

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Extra Activities 2013 Implemented by Rio marker Gender marker

Number Name Actual expenditure Name Organisation channel mitigation/adaptation significant/principal significant/principal



Extra Activities 2013 Implemented by Rio marker Gender marker

Number Name Actual expenditure Name Organisation channel mitigation/adaptation significant/principal significant/principal
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	b Activity number 1: 24341
	b Activity name 1: DSH Save the Children Af-Pak
	b Actual expenditure 1: 1,270,628 
	b Name organisation 1: Save the Children Nederland
	b Channel 1: [NGO]
	b Mitigation 1: 
	0: [Not applicable]
	1: [Not applicable]
	2: [Not applicable]
	3: [Not applicable]
	4: [Not applicable]
	5: [Not applicable]
	6: [Not applicable]
	7: [Not applicable]
	8: [Not applicable]
	9: [Not applicable]
	10: [Not applicable]
	11: [Not applicable]
	12: [Not applicable]
	13: [Not applicable]
	14: [Not applicable]
	15: [Not applicable]
	16: [Not applicable]
	17: [Not applicable]
	18: [Not applicable]
	19: [Not applicable]
	20: [Not applicable]

	b Significant 1: 
	0: [Not applicable]
	1: [Not applicable]
	2: [Not applicable]
	3: [Not applicable]
	4: [Not applicable]
	5: [Not applicable]
	6: [Not applicable]
	7: [Not applicable]
	8: [Not applicable]
	9: [Not applicable]
	10: [Not applicable]
	11: [Not applicable]
	12: [Not applicable]
	13: [Not applicable]
	14: [Not applicable]
	15: [Not applicable]
	16: [Not applicable]
	17: [Not applicable]
	18: [Not applicable]
	19: [Not applicable]
	20: [Not applicable]

	b Significant 1b: 
	0: [Significant]
	1: [Principal]
	2: [Significant]
	3: [Significant]
	4: [Significant]
	5: [Significant]
	6: [Significant]
	7: [Significant]
	8: [Principal]
	9: [Not applicable]
	10: [Not applicable]
	11: [Not applicable]
	12: [Not applicable]
	13: [Not applicable]
	14: [Not applicable]
	15: [Not applicable]
	16: [Not applicable]
	17: [Not applicable]
	18: [Not applicable]
	19: [Not applicable]
	20: [Not applicable]

	b Activity number 2: 24330
	b Activity name 2: DSH CARE Foundation for Peace
	b Actual expenditure 2: 1,619,349 
	b Name organisation 2: Stichting CARE Nederland
	b Channel 2: [NGO]
	b Activity number 3: 24331
	b Activity name 3: DSH CARE NL Peace under constr
	b Actual expenditure 3: 2,353,132 
	b Name organisation 3: Stichting CARE Nederland
	b Channel 3: [NGO]
	b Activity number 4: 26007
	b Activity name 4: TF Special Envoy Robinson
	b Actual expenditure 4: 500,000
	b Name organisation 4: United Nations
	b Channel 4: [Multilateral organization]
	b Activity number 5: 24352
	b Activity name 5: DSH Oxfam Novib - AfPak
	b Actual expenditure 5: 727,860 
	b Name organisation 5: Stichting Oxfam Novib
	b Channel 5: [NGO]
	b Activity number 6: 23481
	b Activity name 6: EFV/VNG
	b Actual expenditure 6: 1,096,322 
	b Name organisation 6: VNG International
	b Channel 6: [NGO]
	b Activity number 7: 24353
	b Activity name 7: DSH NIMD
	b Actual expenditure 7: 1,263,197 
	b Name organisation 7: NIMD
	b Channel 7: [NGO]
	b Activity number 8: 23460
	b Activity name 8: DMH/GB NIMD
	b Actual expenditure 8: 3,764,688 
	b Name organisation 8: NIMD
	b Channel 8: [NGO]
	b Activity number 9: 22229
	b Activity name 9: EFV YU/UNDP/WSSI Plus
	b Actual expenditure 9: 294,772 
	b Name organisation 9: UNDP Kosovo
	b Channel 9: [Multilateral organization]
	b Activity number 10: 24325
	b Activity name 10: DSH ZOA South Sudan
	b Actual expenditure 10: 1,481,502 
	b Name organisation 10: ZOA
	b Channel 10: [NGO]
	b Activity number 11: 23503
	b Activity name 11: EFV - Support ot CSBs
	b Actual expenditure 11: 1,600,000 
	b Name organisation 11: UNDP
	b Channel 11: [Multilateral organization]
	b Activity number 12: 24339
	b Activity name 12: DSH ZOA Ethiopie/S-Sudan
	b Actual expenditure 12: 1,749,663 
	b Name organisation 12: ZOA
	b Channel 12: [NGO]
	b Activity number 13: 24704
	b Activity name 13: CHD 2012-2013
	b Actual expenditure 13: 1,800,000 
	b Name organisation 13: Centre for Humanitarian Dialogue
	b Channel 13: [NGO]
	b Activity number 14: 24348
	b Activity name 14: DSH Search for Common Ground
	b Actual expenditure 14: 1,818,124 
	b Name organisation 14: Search for Common Ground
	b Channel 14: [NGO]
	b Activity number 15: 24343
	b Activity name 15: DSH ZOA Afg/Sudan/Uganda
	b Actual expenditure 15: 1,959,016 
	b Name organisation 15: ZOA
	b Channel 15: [NGO]
	b Activity number 16: 20072
	b Activity name 16: EFV Bijdrage ARTF 2009-2013
	b Actual expenditure 16: 17,500,000 
	b Name organisation 16: IBRD
	b Channel 16: [Multilateral organization]
	b Activity number 17: 22731
	b Activity name 17: DMH_Corebijdrage TI 2011-14
	b Actual expenditure 17: 2,000,000 
	b Name organisation 17: Transparency International
	b Channel 17: [NGO]
	b Activity number 18: 25947
	b Activity name 18: NWO WOTRO Kennisplatform
	b Actual expenditure 18: 2,000,000 
	b Name organisation 18: NWO
	b Channel 18: [Government]
	b Activity number 19: 24342
	b Activity name 19: DSH ZOA Burundi/DRC
	b Actual expenditure 19: 2,136,757 
	b Name organisation 19: ZOA
	b Channel 19: [NGO]
	b Activity number 20: 24708
	b Activity name 20: IP 2013-2014
	b Actual expenditure 20: 2,285,715 
	b Name organisation 20: Interpeace
	b Channel 20: [NGO]
	b Activity number 21: 25404
	b Activity name 21: DSH/SR BIJDRAGE IDLO 2013-2016
	b Actual expenditure 21: 2,300,000 
	b Name organisation 21: IDLO
	b Channel 21: [Multilateral organization]
	Indicators 1: 
	1: 
	0: Indicator 1: Performance of the security apparatus (indicator from the fragile states index). (Baseline: 2011)Violent deaths per 100.000 population has decreased was the indicator used in the 2012 report but proved impossible to report against in 2013, reslting in the adaptation of the indicator to one that is measurable over time and includes in its score 'fatalities from conflict' 
	1: Indicator 2: Average Mo Ibrahim index on national security(African countries)on a scale of 100, 100 being best performance (Baseline 2008)
	2: Indicator 3: Average Mo Ibrahim index personal safety (African countries) on a scale of 100, 100 being best performance (Baseline 2008)Slightly adapted from last year as 'security and safety' is not measured as one indicator.
	3: Indicator 4: Number of people internally displaced by conflict (in millions) (Baseline 2011)
	4: Indicator 1: Amount of people who have received Mine Risk Education (MRE) (Baseline 2011)
	5: Indicator 2: Percentage of BCPR and PBF projects in which gender is included.(PBC changed the way of calculating as compared to former years)
	6: Indicator...
	7: Indicator...

	2: 
	1: Indicator 2: When developing new interventions/strategies for post conflict countries, government of that country and civil society have a voice in that strategy (Baseline: 2011)
	2: Indicator 3: In new or revised EU country strategies, gender issues have been taken into account. (Baseline: 2011)
	3: Indicator...
	5: Indicator 1: Percentage personnel within the security sector (incl. police) are payed salaries on a regular basis (Baseline: 2012)
	6: Indicator 2: Number of female police and security staff has increased  (Baseline: 2011)
	7: Indicator 3: The security sector institutions  in countries where we run an SSR program have sufficient infrastructure (barracks, equipment) (Baseline: 2012)
	0: Indicator 1: When preparing a mission, a combined civil-military conflict situation assessment is made by the EU as part of the comprehensive approach  (Baseline: 2011)
	4: Standard Indicator: Security sector institutions have officers who are sufficiently trained (incl. on the gender aspects of their work) (Baseline: 2012)

	3a2: 
	0: Standard Indicator: Security sector institutions are accountable to external actors, such as parliament, public (Baseline 2011)
	1: Indicator 1: Security sector institutions have personnel adequately screened and fairly recruited (Baseline 2012)
	2: Indicator 2: Security sector institutions have internal accountability mechanisms in place and functioning (Baseline 2012)
	3: Indicator...

	3b2: 
	0: Indicator 1: The existence of internal performance evaluation systems (iPES) increased (Baseline: 2012)
	1: Indicator 2: Vetting programmes for security sector personnel have been promoted (Baseline: 2012)
	2: Indicator 3: The existence of external performance evaluation systems (Baseline: 2012)
	3: Indicator 4: Legislation and procedures in place for civilian oversight(Baseline: 2012)


	Result 1: 
	1a: Although it is not possible to provide a global trend on the performance of security sector institutions, something can be said about the relative stability in the world which has a profound impact on human security. Based on two leading indices of stability and fragility (the Fragile States Index and the Global Peace Index), the following trend in 2013 can be determined:Average worldwide peace and stability has decreased slightly in 2013 due to increased terrorist activity, number of conflicts fought and number of refugees and displaced people (GPI). In terms of average worldwide fragility no significant change has occurred in 2013 compared to the year before (FSI). Even when we zoom in on the more fragile countries (on 'very high alert', 'high alert' and 'alert') the average fragility in these countries has not decreased whereas the number of countries in these categories decreased from 70 to 66. This result area focuses not only on partner countries as efforts in the area of human security have also been undertaken in other countries which are of strategic importance, such as Tunisia, Somalia and DRC. In addition, the work of the Peace Building Fund and of demining organisations extends to a large group of countries. Looking at the indicator for security services within the fragile states index there is no overall trend visible. Looking at the three countries where the Netherlands has been most active in this sector in 2013 (Afghanistan, Burundi, Tunisia) there is no change in overall scores for Afghanistan and Burundi. According to the Fragile States Index, Tunisia is getting more fragile (climbed 16 places over the past two years to position 78 in 2014) though the indicator on security institutions stays stable.
	1: 9,97,77,2
	2: 107,47,3
	3: 
	1b: >1.8 million
	1b2: 
	1: A: 87%B: 95-100%
	2: A:  0.83% policeB: 0,92% army2,97% police
	3: A: partiallyB: 3/7
	0: Afghanistan: insufficient Buruni: insufficient

	3b2: 
	2: 
	3: 
	1: 
	0: 
	02: 
	0: A: Y B:Y
	1: A: n.a.B 2/7
	2: A: Y B: 2/7
	3: Afghanistan: Y Burundi: mostly


	2b: Below there are figures for Afghanistan (A) and Burundi (B). These are the 2 countries selected for this result fiche, as one represents an international police reform programme (LOTFA) and one a bilateral SSR programme which is a flagship program of the Security and Rule of Law efforts of the MFA. This bilateral programme addresses army, police, its Ministries and civil oversight over the security sector. Afghanistan: The LOTFA programme has learned from former hick ups and efforts have been made to keep the program on track. Internal procedures have been reshaped. When new problems related to integrity arose, this led to additional steps. Burundi:he ISSAT evaluation over phase II (to be published in sept) will highlight the need to continue the good progress made in all 3 pillars and the need for political consultations to maintain the current, open relationship. The governance pillar is now well on track. Administration of the programme has improved.The website for LOTFA, relevant for most of the indicators below is: http://www.af.undp.org/content/afghanistan/en/home/operations/projects/crisis_prevention_and_recovery/lotfa/. For the security sector development program in Burundi it is:http://www.programmedss.bi/.The website of ISSAT, which has evaluated several parts of the programme is www.issat.ch.
	2a: Building further on the results already mentioned under Question 1.1 something can be said about the way the international community engages in this field. In particular the way international military and civilian missions are shaped and executed can be influential on the way local security sector institutions are supported in regaining capacity, legitimacy and control.EUmissions are over the years evolving more and more from observance and peacekeeping to missions that have a mandate to build the capacity of local security institutions. The two missions that were set up in 2013 (EUBAM Libya and EUTM Mali) are good examples of the trend within the EU to support local government, and in particular security institutions. After amending its procedures for setting up CFSP- missions (Common Foreign Security Policy), there is more room for a comprehensive and gender proof mission design. However, the use of these new procedures in practice is often under time pressure which reduces the room for in depth analysis before taking decisions. Still, the mission designs in general reflect better than before the need for civil- military interaction and a coordinated EU approach. The EU Joint Communication also strengthens the role of EU Delegations in the preparation and execution of a CFSP mission. This allows for more input from people "on the ground".Mandates of the UN have also changed over the years with more and more emphasis on the multidimensional nature of peacekeeping. Security Sector Reform forms an integral part of these mandates with a view to improve the human security in fragile environments. In 2013 we see the trend reflected in the mandate of the new mission in Mali, MINUSMA. Another trend, to focus more on human security and the protection of civilians is the formation of the Force intervention Brigade that is mandated to act in an offensive and pre-emptive manner when the security of civilians is at stake. The New Deal processes in Somalia and South Sudan ensured both state and non-state actors were involved in discussing new policies for the security sector. However this process has been stalled in South Sudan due to the renewed conflict. The UN and NATO use the 'comprehensive approach' (CA) as their standard approach, taking into account security systems in their broader context. Also the EU has formally embraced the CA as method in Dec 2013. This allows for a better coordinated push for SSR in fragile countries. The ultimate aim of the CA is to build long term, durable solutions for countries in conflict and fragile countries. Also the security sector should benefit from better prepared interventions which facilitate the development of a democratically accountable and professional security sector. Also synergies between development and security should benefit from the CA. 
	3a: At the country level complementary support is provided through centrally funded bilateral programs mainly in Afghanistan, South Sudan, DRC, Burundi and Somalia. The emphasis is on local ownership and accountability, long term processes, civil oversight of security providers. In Afghanistan capacity to manage Afghan National Security Forces autonomously has increased, but is still not fully guaranteed across chains of command. In Burundi the "Burundisation" of the reform process is well underway; human security has attained acceptable levels. In DRC stability has increased; In Somalia the government lost credibility due to corruption allegations. In addition, gaining control over the full territory is its main challenge. In South Sudan human security decreased following the loss of control over part of its territory by the South Sudan government. International assistance is key to provide at best pockets of security.  
	3b: In Burundi, the SSD programme made good progress even though the quality of many sections, especially in the police, remains underdeveloped. The governance pillar made good progress in 2013 and as the ISSAT Phase 2 evaluation shows, lead to concrete results for Parliamentarians, the court of Auditors and the general understanding   between the relevant ministries and Parliamentary Committees. Also journalists benefitted from trainings in understanding ministerial budgets and parliamentary procedures.  A specific evaluation of the Police Inspection Service in Burundi done by ISSAT shows the institution is there, but that the practical capacity to operate is professionally is still underdeveloped.   The NL expenses for the SSD programme were EUR 8 mln. in 2013. The NL contribution to the LOTFA programme of UNDP is 2,1%of the total budget (USD 13,8 mln.). The overall budget for 2013 was USD 653,5 million.
	3b3: 
	02: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 



	Baseline 1: Afghanistan: 9,7Burundi: 7,4Tunisia: 7,5
	Taget 1: n.a.
	Source 1: Fragile States Index (score 1-10; higher score = more fragility) Looks back 1 year, so for 2013 the FSI 2014 has been used.  (www.ffp.statesindex.org) 
	Baseline 2: Burundi: 49,4DRC:35,5Tunisia: 84,9
	Taget 2: n.a.
	Baseline 1b: >1.6 million
	Taget 1b: 
	Source 2: http://www.moibrahimfoundation.org/interact/
	Baseline 3: Burundi: 33,0DRC: 21,3Tunisia: 55,4
	Taget 3: n.a.
	Source 3: http://www.moibrahimfoundation.org/interact/
	Baseline 4: World: 26,4Afghanistan: 0,45South-Sudan: n.a.
	Taget 4: n.a.
	Resultb: The NL programmes are often a small part of multinational programmes and contributions, such as to the Peace Building Fund. This makes attribution difficult. In Burundi, NLcontributes significantly to the security sector.  Besides providing assistance to security institutions, security for citizens is enhanced with Dutch funds as well. Through the Humanitarian Mine Action Programme, the Netherlands finances the Mine Advisory Group (MAG), Handicap International, , the HALO Trust and DanChurch Aid. These NGO's are active in Afghanistan, Cambodia, DRC, Iraq, Laos, Lebanon, Libya, Mozambique, Palestinian Territories, Somalia and South Sudan. The programmes clear contaminated land and provides risk education to the population. After the land is cleared, the majority (53-100 %) of it is used productively within a year. Peace Building FundInvestments of the Peacebuilding Fund in 2013 rose to $86.7 million, a significant increase over the previous year. The Netherlands contributed Financing supported integrated political, security and developmental programmes to consolidate peace and avoid violent conflict in 22 countries. Interventions supported by the Peacebuilding Fund result from collaboration between national Governments, the United Nations system, the Peacebuilding Commission and national civil society actors. The Peace Building Committee changed the way of registration of inclusion of gender in its programmes. Therefore figures changed significantly as compared to last year’s results. In 2013, the Fund made new investments in 14 countries. But there are ongoing activities in many more, and results are often seen only later, during implementation, or even after projects have closed. While the Peacebuilding Fund monitoring system aims to capture this systematically one key measure of success is the level of confidence of people in State institutions. An example of progress in 2013 is Liberia, where perception surveys have shown increased appreciation of security services in counties covered by a new justice and security hub, which is financed by the Peacebuilding Fund. This is an important achievement, but it also reflects the time it takes to build institutions. The large bilateral programmes on SSR in 2013 focused (in order of the highest financial contributions) on Afghanistan, Burundi and Tunisia. One of the major developments within the ANA (Afghanistan National Army) Trust Fund  in 2013 has been the NATO transfer of full responsibility to the ANA in June. The ANA-leadership has since assumed full leadership on security matters for every part of the country, The ANA TF will remain active in the years to come (the USA has pledged funding for the ANA TF until at least 2024). In 2013, equipping the ANA remained the most important task. Furthermore, the funds were used for payment of developing systems for transportation, communications, logistics, medical equipment, training and sustainment of the Air Corps.The SSD programme in Burundi is running pretty well.  However, the political environment in which the programme is being implemented for opposition parties decreased which requires close monitoring. The activities of the 3- pillar programme implemented in 2013 received a positive evaluation from ISSAT. The long term relationships allow the Burundian counterparts to learn and adapt new standards, both technically as morallyTunisiaThe Netherlands supported the SSR work that DCAF conducts with and at the request of the Tunisian government. In 2013 this resulted in capacity at institutions and agencies ranging from the political and strategic level (Ministries) to the operational and non-government level (detention system, media). 
	Result 2: 
	1: 63,233,879,9
	2: n.a.
	3: 
	1b: 10%
	2b: <15%
	3b: 
	1a: In general, although some rule of law indicators exist, none of them cover the way NL approaches this field on a global level. Therefore, no international index could be used to score NL results on rule of law. Efforts have started to develop an instrument for measuring rule of law in specific countries, combining existing indices. Justice needs and satisfaction surveys have been introduced to measure the needs of the population. Baseline studies have started to become the basis for rule of law policy interventions in a more standardised way. However, in fragile and conflict affected states reliable baseline data on rule of law aspects are often not available.Recent worldwide trends show that in the justice sector there is more focus on the local country context, including non-statal ways of justice delivery and reconciliation, provided that international treaties are respected.  NL works at the global level through various (multilateral and international) organisations. These as well as country programmes are presented under question 2.1.b.At the regional level only very broad remarks can be made about the state of the rule of law.  E.g. the World Justice Project/Rule of Law Index 2013 observes on Sub-Sahara Africa, "when examined holistically as a region, Sub-Saharan Africa (AFR) lags behind other regions around the world in nearly all dimensions of the rule of law. Despite ongoing reforms, many countries lack adequate checks on executive authority, and government accountability is also weak. Many public institutions and courts throughout the region are inefficient and vulnerable to undue influence. Crime and vigilante justice also weigh heavily on the region. Although the region’s record on fundamental rights is mixed, most countries do relatively well in protecting the fundamental freedoms of speech, religion, and assembly". In the 2014 Index, the World Justice Project remarks that "Sub-Saharan Africa faces multiple rule of law challenges. Crime and vigilante justice are widespread, corruption is prevalent in all branches of government and in the police and the military, and the legal system is not accessible to the ordinary citizen. Deficient protection of the rights to life and security of the person, and due process of law, are also areas of concern in this region." Moreover it remarks that "Overall, the region did not experience a noticeable increase or decline during the past year in the level of adherence to the rule of law".The Mo Ibrahim Index of African Governance notes that east, north and southern Africa have deteriorated in safety and rule of law since 2000; no region in Africa has improved in rule of law or personal safety since 2000. North Africa saw the largest regional decline in safety and rule of law between 2010 and 2012. The ten most populous countries in Africa have improved in overall governance since 2000, but only two of these have improved in safety and rule of law (Ethiopia and Uganda).   At the country level centrally funded programmes and decentral Embassy-programmes on Security & Rule of Law (S&R) work in complementarity. Embassies receive HQ support and advice on (designing) country/region specific approaches. (See results reported by 10 Embassies in Rwanda, the Palestinian Territories, Kenya, Uganda, Burundi, Afghanistan, Yemen, Sudan, Ethiopia and Indonesia). Notable improvements have been achieved in some of these countries.
	bbb: No direct causal relationship can be established between NL funded programmes and overall developments in the justice sector. Analysis below shows how these programmes worked on influencing the state of affairs and getting results. However, many other, external, factors influence the situation at the country level.  Organisations report on results but unfortunately no global indicators are available. However, the NL tries to stimulate organisations, such as UNDP, to introduce fact-based global M&E mechanisms.UN Peace Building Fund (PBF):  75% of PBF-projects related to Rule of Law are on track with regard to delivering outputs and outcomes. For 25% of the cases, supplementary evidence (independent evaluations) has corroborated these results.  NL contributed € 10 million for the period 2012-2013, 6-7% of the total PBF budget of US$100 million/year. See also result areas 1 and 5.UNDP Bureau for Crisis Prevention and Recovery (BCPR): see indicator below. The Global Programme, active in 35 countries, provided support to UNDP conflict sensitive programmes on rule of law assistance in crisis-affected situations, increased UNDP and UN capacity to deploy rule of law expertise rapidly, strengthened UN-wide joint programming and joint initiatives on rule of law, fostered UN-wide policy development, coordination, monitoring and evaluation on rule of law. See also result areas 1 and 3. UNDP supports legal aid providers to help people understand and access the justice system, and supports mobile courts to facilitate resolutions for both criminal and civil matters in a faster, more efficient manner – especially for women, displaced communities and hard-to-reach areas.The NL promotes close collaboration between UNDP-BCPR and DPKO (missions). In 2013, the UN Global Focal Point for the Rule of Law in Post-Conflict and other Crisis Situations was established to serve such a purpose. Within this arrangement, UNDP and the UN Department of Peacekeeping Operations (DPKO) convene the rule of law expertise across the UN system – including UNODC, UN Women, OHCHR, the World Bank and others. The Global Focal Point works in cooperation with Member States and other multilateral and bilateral organizations to prevent fragmented approaches to supporting national governments; to ensure the political dimensions of the rule of law are integrated; and to provide assistance which responds to national needs and priorities.International Development Law Organisation (IDLO): NL was successful in getting this important international partner to establish a branch office in The Hague.  IDLO contributed in 2013 to empowering people and enabling governments to reform laws and institutions. In various countries around the world it helped to create of culture of justice that entails responsive legal institutions, empowered citizens and a legal system that enables fair outcomes.Through its strategic partner ICTJ (International Centre for Transitional Justice) the NL invests in transitional justice all over the world. ICTJ continues to be the partner of choice for governments providing the highest quality technical advice; ensuring the participation of victims in all stages of transitional justice processes; and fostering innovation in the field of transitional justice.  In Tunisia, the transitional Justice law that ICTJ worked on closely was passed in December 2013 with a significant number of recommendations provided by ICTJ reflected in the final version of the law.  This has opened the door to a truth commission and other procedures that will lead to accountability and enhance the transition.  In Colombia, ICTJ's partnership with the Attorney General's Office has helped the justice system there focus its efforts on investigating, prosecuting, and sanctioning those most responsible for serious human rights and international humanitarian law violations during the armed conflict.  Additionally, as the peace process develops, ICTJ has been asked to increase its advice and assistance.  ICTJ continues to provide advice to the government on the challenges of developing a process that is intelligently and coherently sequenced around prosecutions, truth seeking efforts and reparations.  In Uganda, many of ICTJ's recommendations were reflected in the draft transitional justice law that seeks to address the horrific aftermath of the country’s long history of mass atrocity and repression.  Additionally, ICTJ's policy proposals contributed to the adoption of a resolution by the Ugandan Parliament calling for the establishment of a gender sensitive reparations fund and the offering of reparations for war-affected women and men. In Kenya, ICTJ's advice to Kenyan authorities helped shape that country’s police vetting regulations to adhere to best practice, natural justice, and due process as enshrined in the Kenyan Bill of Rights and ensures public engagement. Overall, these country level achievements and shifts in policy lay the groundwork for the establishment of transparent institutions that serve citizens and uphold the rule of law. Civilian Expert Missions and Elections Monitoring (CMV): NL has contributed to strengthening justice sectors and rule of law in conflict-affected and fragile states through the Pool of civilian experts by seconding Dutch civilian experts within international and regional organisations. See also under 2.2.b
	2a: Progress of developing functioning justice systems has to be assessed on a country specific level and cannot be considered through worldwide programmes of organisations. Some activities below are presented by way of example. UNDP/BCPR: in general, UNDP helps strengthen the knowledge and skills of judges, prosecutors, lawyers, ministries, civil society and the police. UNDP also partners with authorities to develop sector-wide justice and security strategies. Critical to these efforts is appropriately connecting the traditional justice system to the formal legal system. Progress of developing functioning justice systems has to be considered at a country-specific level. Development of the justice system in Afghanistan requires a different approach from that in Burundi.
	2bb: In general the attribution of results to support from the Netherlands has to be considered within the overall budget for activities of the various organisations. Moreover, these activities are in some cases complementary to activities in the partner countries financed from other sources (NL decentralised; other partners).UNDP/BCPR: NL is the largest donor of the UNDP/BCPR Global Programme on Rule of Law (22,2% of the total budget; during the period 2008-2012 NL has contributed EUR 40 mln. ). Thus it has provided a substantial contribution to the results of this Programme: UNDP built the capacity in the justice sector by training judges and public prosecutors, trained thousands of police men and women, provided access to justice in almost 25 fragile states, and ensured coherence with interventions by the UN Department for Peace Keeping Operations.. Additionally, from its decentral budgets, NL supported country-specific UNDP programmes aimed at strengthening rule of law. See also 2.1.b. CMV: By seconding civilian experts the NL contributed to the overall work of recipient organisations creating a functioning justice system. Secondments were made with among others MONUSCO/DRC - Sexual Violence in Conflict Unit, Joint Protection Team (JPT) -, UNDP/PAPP in the Palestine Territories; IGAD; the Somalia Stability Fund; MINUSMA, Mali. As the experts are part of the larger organisation, results and impact should be measured against the larger impact and influence of the specific mission. IDLO: NL has been a consistent donor in the past 6-7 years. NL contribution 2013 in non-earmarked funding amounted to EUR 4 mln.

	Baseline 3b: 
	Taget 3b: 
	Result 3: 
	1: 30,28,879,9
	2: n.a.
	3: 
	1b: 
	2b: 
	3b: 
	1a: In general result area 3 focuses on inclusive political processes, peace building, conflict prevention and mediation. There are no recognised international indicators measuring results of inclusive political and peace processes, especially on a global scale. Some reports draw conclusions on the state of global peace (e.g. Global Peace Index 2014), but they do not focus on the inclusiveness of political and peace processes in the countries reported on. In the framework of the New Deal on engagement in fragile states, the international community is currently identifying proper indicators. Also, in light of the Post-2015 process, a new monitoring framework will be elaborated in the next years. In the meantime, this report focuses on results at programmatic level, including country specific examples.Equally, it is difficult to discern and describe global trends in the field of peacebuilding, conflict resolution and conflict mediation. It can be argued that 2013 saw an increase in human suffering and conflict around the world. Along with the situation in Syria and its neighbouring states, the humanitarian situation in South Sudan and the Central African Republic deteriorated to such an extent in the course of 2013 and early 2014, that they were declared as Level 3 (highest level) crisis within the UN Humanitarian System-Wide Emergency system. This is the first time within the existence of this system that there are three level 3 humanitarian crises happening at the same time, all as a result of armed conflict. In addition, the year 2013 saw an increase in the number of active conflicts from 32 to 33, according to the Armed Conflicts, 1946-2013 Uppsala Conflict Data Programme. On a more positive note, six peace agreements of significance were signed in 2013, two more than the previous year.Several of the NL partner organisations contributed to the signing of such agreements. However, as the Dutch contribution to these organisations is mostly non-earmarked, and the Netherlands is only one of the contributors to these partner organisations, it is not possible to  make a direct connection between the Dutch contribution and the results achieved by these organisations.
	1b12: No direct causal relationship can be established between NL funded programmes and overall developments in this area. The overview below gives an indication on how organisations with funding from the Netherlands work in the field of peace building, conflict prevention and mediation aiming to influence events and trends and achieving results. However many other, external and political, factors influence the course of events at country level, and therefore, results are not always achieved as planned.It is important to note that the Dutch Government’s contribution to inclusive political processes, peace building, conflict prevention and mediation are not restricted to the 15 partner states on which the Dutch development aid is focused, as the political decision whether or not to play a role in resolving conflict is based on more than just development policy (e.g. geopolitical issues, national interest, humanitarian imperatives). To assure swift action in the field of conflict mitigation and mediation when conflicts erupt and/or opportunities for resolving such conflicts arise, organisations receive non-earmarked funding, which enables them to quickly start working without waiting for new budget lines. A very strong cooperation between the Netherlands and these organisations arose from these partnerships. A less tangible result of this cooperation is the access to information and expertise for the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, not only limited to the Security and Rule of Law spearhead, resulting in better informed Dutch policies for engagement in conflict-affected states.Programmes funded by The Netherlands achieved positive and tangible results, often contributing to smaller (local) processes that will contribute to further transition and sustainable peace in the long run. Through the non-earmarked contributions The Netherlands made to a number of organisations active in various peace processes around the world, it is plausible the Netherlands contributed to the successful conclusion of tangible results such as the conclusions of peace agreements. Some of these key results are described below.UN Department of Political Affairs (DPA): in 2013 DPA spearheaded UN efforts to respond to crises or support transitions in Mali and the Sahel, Maldives, Somalia, Central African Republic. In Mali, DPA supported mediation efforts leading to signing of the 18 Juni 2013 preliminary agreement between the Malinese government and four armed groups. In Somalia, members of the DPA Mediation Standby Team contributed to the deployment of the United Nations Assistance Mission (UNISOM). Supported by DPA, under the chairmanship of the Economic Commission for the Central African States, a political and cease-fire agreement was signed in the CAR. The non-earmarked NL contribution 2013 of USD 2.5 mln accounted for 15% of DPA's total 2013 budget (USD 16 mln.). Interpeace supported nationally-led peace-building programmes in over 15 countries in 2013. E.g. in Burundi, facilitating dialogue between government and extra-parliamentary opposition parties, in Somalia contributing to a very participatory ratification process of a new Constitution in April 2012 (20% of the delegates to the convention were women). NL supported Interpeace with a non-earmarked contribution of USD 2.85 million in 2013, about 11% of the overall budget.The Centre for Humanitarian Dialogue (CHD) helped to secure twelve formal agreements across the 24 peace processes it contributed to in 2013, actively preventing, mitigating and resolving armed conflict through dialogue and mediation. In the Philippines the CHD supported the preparation of the Framework Agreement for the Bangsamoro, paving the way for the conclusion of the comprehensive peace agreement. In Syria, the organisation enabled medical and other essential supplies to reach opposition territories, helped raise the voice of Syrian women, and created wider scope for a future settlement of the conflict through sustained contacts on the ground with both parties and by fostering inter-communal dialogue. In South Sudan the CHD continued to support direct discussion between rebel groups and the Government, and supported the mediation of an agreement creating a neutral region in an otherwise highly polarized conflict; and contributed, in Somalia, to international efforts to combat security threats by mediating a confidential security agreement.  The NL non-earmarked grant to the CHD in 2013 was EUR 1.800.00, representing 10% of the CHD total income.International Alert (IA) achieved a number of substantive achievements with the support of the NL non-earmarked funding. These included: A 60% reduction in bribery and harassment after work with cross-border traders in the Democratic Republic of the Congo (DRC) with counterparts in Rwanda, Burundi and Rwanda and border officials. Also in the DRC, IA brought together over 6000 people in community dialogue groups across North and South Kivu and pushed for provincial government’s appointment of 4 women ministers (out of 10). Nearly 250 local mediators trained by International Alert in Kyrgyzstan were using these skills to address inter-ethnic conflicts at community level. In Lebanon IA convened leaders of the youth wings from 18 political parties in 10 dialogues sessions including the security and defence policy in light of Syria. Finally, IA set up the Bangsamoro Conflict-Incidence Monitoring System in the Mindanao region of the Philippines. The NL 2012 contribution of GBP 1.127.000 accounts for approximately 9% of IA total 2013 budget. See also results area 5 for more results achieved by IA.International Crisis Group (ICG) provided reliable field-based analysis and timely policy prescriptions covering over 50 countries. ICG published highly read reports about the elections in Kenya and offered innovative solutions to help bridge the gap during the Iranian nuclear negotiations. Furthermore, ICG addressed emerging crises, such as in the Sahel and Latin America, demonstrating flexibility and objectivity in challenging times. The NL 2010-2013 general non-earmarked contribution of EUR 3 mln is around 8% of the total ICG budget for the period.The Intergovernmental Authority on Development (IGAD) mediated between Sudan and South Sudan on unresolved issues between these countries after South Sudanese  independence.The MFSII funded ICCO conflict transformation programmes managed to help empower marginalised groups. For example in El Salvador, where local accountability committees in rural communities were strengthened (Annual Report ICCO Alliance p 16, 64).

	Taget 2b: 15% of programs
	Baseline 4b: 
	Source 4: http://www.internal-displacement.org
	Taget 4b: 
	Result 4: 
	1: 28,80,490,24
	2: 33,30,630,38
	3: 
	1b: 
	2b: 
	3b: 
	1a: General observation: Results regarding inclusiveness of political and peace processes cannot be seen separately from those regarding legitimacy and capability of a government. Result area 4 focusses on democratisation processes and capacity building for governance.The Ibrahim Index of African Governance (IIAG) is an annually published composite index that provides a statistical measure of governance performance in African countries. The 2013 Ibrahim Index of African Governance (IIAG) states that "there is perception by civilians that quality and quantity of basic government services has improved." There is a mixture of overall progress but with increased complexity. The quality of government is the first driver behind positive structural change. Since 2000 there is widespread improvement across Africa: 94% of Africans live in a country that shows overall governance improvement since 2000. But a widening difference in performance can be observed with a decline in the perception regarding safety and rule of law, while human development and sustainable economic opportunity are doing well. Also there are substantial regional differences with Southern Africa doing relatively well and Central Africa performing poorly.The 2013 Economist Intelligence Unit’s Democracy index reflects the situation at the end of 2013. In 2013 global democracy was in limbo, in the sense that, as has been the pattern in recent years, there was little overall change--there was neither significant progress nor regression over the course of the year. Average regional scores in 2013 were similar to scores in 2012. The Economist Intelligence Unit’s democracy index is based on five categories: electoral process and pluralism; civil liberties; the functioning of government; political participation; and political culture. The five categories are inter-related and form a coherent conceptual whole. The condition of having free and fair competitive elections, and satisfying related aspects of political freedom, is clearly the sine quo none of all definitions.
	1b12: Observation: No direct causal relationship can be established between NL funded programmes and overall developments. Analysis below shows how these programmes worked on influencing events and trends and getting results. However many other, external, factors influence the course of events at the country level.The Afghanistan Reconstruction Trust Fund (ARTF), managed by the World Bank, is the largest single source of non-budget financing for Afghanistan's development. It has contributed to strengthening the institutional, organizational, administrative capacities of the Government at the central and local levels. It enables more efficient and effective service delivery, economic growth, justice and stabilization. In 2013 the ATRF financed 22% of the civilian operating budget and 23% of the development budget. Moreover, under the governance cluster, a number of national priority programs (NPP's) are aimed at capacity building. However, no indicators are available.In 2012, ARTF donors agreed with the government of Afghanistan on a new ARTF Incentive Program (IP) for the ARTF. The overall objective of the Incentive Program is to support the government with a reform program that aims at improving fiscal sustainability by increasing domestic revenue mobilization and strengthening expenditure management. The World Bank and the Ministry of Finance agreed on a number of benchmarks and timetables on which incentives are based. In 2013 USD 23 million. (46%) of the total of USD 182 million. IP funding had been earned by the government. This low percentage is due to a short fiscal year and delay in the signing of the MoU. For the coming years, a higher convergence is expected and the target has been set at 75% for 2013 and 2014. Due to the economic slowdown, weaknesses in administration and changes in the structure of imports toward items with lower duties in Afghanistan, revenue performance has weakened in 2013, with collections lower than in 2012 nominal terms. The increased uncertainty surrounding the political transition has likely encouraged more rent-seeking behaviour in customs administration. The Ministry of Finance has introduced a number of measures to stabilize revenues, reduce leakages and improve administration (ARTF Annual Report Dec. 2012 - Dec. 2013).VNG - Vereniging van Nederlandse Gemeenten supports local Government Community Programme (LGCP) in 2012-2016 with Euro 22.5 million to strengthen local governments in 9 countries of which five are fragile states. First results will be reported in 2014.MFSII: Freedom from Fear Alliance successfully supported capacity building of local governments, mostly in Sudan and DRC. The Connect Now Alliance promoted child protection and children’s' right to education. Together4Change (ICS) worked in Cambodia, Kenya and Tanzania. 
	2a: In 2012 Transparency International updated the methodology used to construct the CPI to allow for the comparison of country scores from year to year. 2013 is therefore the first year in which comparisons with the previous year’s country scores can be made. The 2013 CPI ranks and scores a total of 177 countries and territories. More than two thirds (69%) of the countries ranked in the 2013 Index score below 50 on a scale from 0 (perceived to be highly corrupt) to 100 (perceived to be very clean) which suggests that corruption is still perceived to be entrenched in the public sector in most countries.In addition to its global and regional advocacy, the Transparency International Secretariat supported chapters and other stakeholders in the development and roll-out of tools improving public sector integrity. For example, a methodology for Local Integrity Systems (including diagnostics, local planning and solutions) was developed and successfully piloted in five chapters around the world. An updated version of the Transparency International handbook on curbing corruption in public procurement was drafted and an Integrity Pacts handbook published. In addition, TI developed (with external partners) open governance standards and a score card, to contribute to setting global standards in this area.Corruption remains a widespread problem in Afghanistan and a considerable threat to development in Afghanistan. However, the yearly Global Corruption Barometer shows a slightly positive trend since, according to the perception survey, a higher percentage of respondents feels corruption has decreased and more people feel the government actions to fight corruption are effective. On the other hand, Afghanistan still occupies the third last place in the index, ending right before Somalia and North-Korea.See p.29 for Standard indicator.
	2b13: Transparency International (TI) is the world's leading organisation on awareness raising with regard to the damaging effects of corruption, on anti-corruption measures and advocacy for more transparent and accountable public bodies. With support from the Netherlands, TI contributed to enhancing transparency of governance, strengthening accountability and reducing corruption. In 2013 the Netherlands contributed EUR 1.2 million to the overall TI budget of EUR 28.1 million.Afghanistan Reconstruction Trust Fund: The ARTF financed Public Financial Management II investment project focuses on technical assistance to further strengthen government control systems. Also, as mentioned under 4.1.b. the Incentive Program focuses heavily on the timely implementation of public financial management measures, including internal and external audits, procurement certifications and budget transparency (ARTF Score Card 2013/ ARTF Annual Report Dec. 2012 - Dec. 2013). However, because of the large number of programs ARTF finances and the insecurity, the World Bank is not able to update all indicators in time for publication of the year report. Therefore, for indicators 1 and 2 no updates are yet available for 2013. Also see 4.1.b.
	3a: Worldwide, some progress in the long processes towards democracy can be observed, especially in Africa. Rising expectations because of movements for democratic change across the Arab world did not materialize in reality with the exception of Tunisia. Some setbacks to democracy, however, could be noted in various regions including Eastern Europe, Turkey, Asia, Latin-America and Africa as well.Many challenges and opportunities facing democratic institutions and processes can be seen. Threats to the integrity of elections include electoral manipulation, elections related violence, the pervasiveness of money in politics, and the underrepresentation of women in democratic processes and institutions. The nature of democratic participation is changing. Citizens are increasingly mobilized using the power of new technologies and social media to express rising expectations of transparency and accountability in public policy making and service delivery. Also the enduring challenges of democratic transition show the need for an over-all approach to democracy, conflict prevention and peace-building.IDEA and NIMD achieved results in various countries. IDEA, partly due to support from Netherlands, improved its support to electoral processes: it provided capacity strengthening opportunities for over 2,700 democratic stakeholders; more than 450 platforms for dialogue between decision makers, experts and civil society at national, regional and global level were held; and 45 new publications were launched which led to 40,000 downloads from IDEA’s website. For example the Electoral Risk Management Tool was successfully piloted and is now being implemented in several African countries. IDEA also refined its tools for citizen-led assessments of democracy and elaborated a new framework for the assessment of democratic accountability in service delivery which was piloted in several countries. Several online databases sharing information and knowledge about elections in (fragile states and conflict) countries were updated and extensively used by UN, OECD and international media. A Global database on the use of gender quotas was updated and published and made available to policy makers and gender equality advocates. It received 55,000 visits in 2013. IDEA also publicized on illicit networks and politics and the link to transnational crime.NIMD and IDEA, through a joint report on Regulating Political Party Financing, also contributed to the debate on the role of money in democratic politics.NIMD, with Dutch support, contributed to well-functioning institutionalized multi-party dialogues in 8 countries and to more thematic and temporary dialogues in 9 countries. In countries as e.g. Burundi, this has a remedial effect on the (dormant) tensions between the opposition and the government. NIMD also developed a strategic planning methodology for political parties which was successfully applied in Kenya in 2013 together with International IDEA which culminated in a final strategic plan for each political party. NIMD also successfully ran a variety of democracy education programmes in 8 of its country programmes with over 1,700 individuals participating.
	3b13: Netherlands Institute for Multiparty Democracy (NIMD) and International Institute for Democracy and Electoral Assistance (IDEA) helped, with NL support, to promote democracy through strengthening democratic institutions and processes (e.g. credibility of the electoral cycle, a functioning multi- and interparty dialogue) and improvement of inclusive participation and representation. The proportion of Dutch support: NIMD: NL contributed EUR 8.7 million, i.e. 81 % to the overall NIMD budget. IDEA: NL contributed EUR 3.5 million, i.e. 20% to the overall IDEA budget.

	Source 1b: http://www.mineaction.org/resources/publications
	Baseline 2b: 2011 <10% (new way of calculating)
	Source 2b: http://www.unpbf.org/wp-content/uploads/Final-Report-May-UN-PBF.pdf
	Source 3b: 
	Source 4b: 
	Target 1: 
	2a: 
	1: govt and local civ soc are involved is the standard 
	2: n.a.
	3: 
	0: standard civil military assessment 

	3a2: 
	0: A: sufficientB: 5/7
	1: A, B: standarised screening
	2: A, B: mechanisms developed and put into practice
	3: 

	3b2: 
	0: n.a.
	1: A: -B: 4/7
	2: A: YB: 5/7
	3: A: n.a.B: n.a.


	Result  1: 
	2a: 
	2: 
	1: Som., S- Sudan: in New Deal process included
	2: gender is well  adressed in EOF, IcSP
	3: 
	0: efforts made for CAR, Somalia, Mali.

	1: 
	1: somewhat, Afghanistan
	2: somewhat in Mali, Afghanistan
	3: 
	0: somewhat, in Mali

	3: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 


	3a: 
	1: 
	02: 
	0: A: hardly improvementB: 2/7
	1: Afghanistan&Burundi: instit. there; not functioning
	2: Afghanistan&Burundi: instit. there; not functioning
	3: 


	2: 
	02: 
	0: A: some progress B: 3/7
	1: A: partiallyB: partially 
	2: A: little progress B: some start to function
	3: 


	3: 
	02: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 




	Source 1 1: 
	2a: 
	1: EU Joint Communication of dec 2013.http://www.eeas.europa.eu/statements/docs/2013/131211_03_en.pdf
	2: EU Communication of dec 2013, EU CONOPS and CMCs for MINUSMA, Ukraine, EUTM Mali (EU internal documents)
	3: 
	0: EU CONOPS and CMCs for MINUSMA, Ukraine, EUTM Mali. (internal documents)
	02: 
	0: A: little progress B: some start to function
	1: http://www.af.undp.org/content/dam/afghanistan/docs/crisisprev/LOTFA/LOTFA-APR-2013.pdf; B: SSD program documents
	2: A:http://www.af.undp.org/content/dam/afghanistan/doc http://www.af.undp.org/content/dam/afghanistan/docs/B: www.issat.ch
	3: 



	Baseline  1: 
	2a: 
	1: no standards developed
	2: gender mentioned but scarcely elaborated
	3: 
	0: none

	3a: 
	0: Afghanistan: insufficient Burundi: 2/7
	1: Afghanistan&Burundi: instit. there; not functioning
	2: Afghanistan&Burundi: instit. there; not functioning
	3: 


	Source 1b2: 
	1: Ahttp://www.af.undp.org/content/dam/afghanistan/docs/crisisprev/LOTFA/LOTFA-APR-2013.pdfB: internal program reports
	2: Ahttp://www.af.undp.org/content/dam/afghanistan/docs/crisisprev/LOTFA/LOTFA-APR-2013.pdfB: internal program reports 
	3: http://www.af.undp.org/content/dam/afghanistan/docs/crisisprev/LOTFA/LOTFA-APR-2013.pdfB: internal program reports 
	0: http://www.af.undp.org/content/dam/afghanistan/docs/crisisprev/LOTFA/LOTFA-APR-2013.pdfISSAT report to be published in sept 2014. 

	Baseline 1b2: 
	2: Afghanistan: 0,89% policeBurundi: see 2012
	1: Afghanistan: 33%Burundi: 95-100%
	3: Afghanistan: partially Burundi: 2/7
	0: Afghanistan: insufficient Buruni: insufficient

	Taget 1b2: 
	1: n.a.
	2: A: 3,5% policeB: army 2,6 %p: 12,5%
	3: A: allB: 5/7
	0: n.a.

	Resultb2: 
	1: A: 50%B: 95-100%
	2: A: 1,4% policeB: 0,97 army9,1% police
	3: A: some progress B: 4/7
	0: A: slow progress.  B: progress.

	Result 22: 
	02: 
	0: A: Y B: but not well functioning
	1: A: n.a.B: 3/7
	2: A: Y (donors)B:4/7 ( donors)
	3: A: Y, B: mostly; starting its practice 


	Baseline 1b3: 
	02: 
	0: Afghanistan & Burundi: iPES do exist but not work  
	1: Afghanistan: n.a Burundi: partially (2/7)
	2: Afghanistan: Y Burundi: 2/7 (donors)
	3: Afghanistan: Y Burundi: mostly


	Source 1bb2: 
	02: 
	0: http://www.af.undp.org/content/dam/afghanistan/docs/crisisprev/LOTFA/LOTFA-APR-2013.pdf; SSD program Burundi/ ISSAT evaluation.
	1: http://www.af.undp.org/content/dam/afghanistan/docs/crisisprev/LOTFA/LOTFA-APR-2013.pdfSSD program Burundi/ ISSAT evaluation.
	2: http://www.af.undp.org/content/dam/afghanistan/docs/crisisprev/LOTFA/LOTFA-APR-2013.pdfSSD program Burundi/ ISSAT evaluation.
	3: http://www.af.undp.org/content/dam/afghanistan/docs/crisisprev/LOTFA/LOTFA-APR-2013.pdfISSAT evaluation phase II (to be published in sept)


	Indicators 2: 
	1: 
	0: Indicator 1: Human rights and the rule of law are evenly protected
	1: Indicator 2: Development of the rule of law re. judicial process, judicial independence, sanctions, transfers of power, and property rights. (The lower the number, the better score)
	2: Indicator...
	3: Indicator...
	4: Indicator 1: number of justice and security services reached out to an increasing and/or more inclusive number of people (UNDP-BCPR)
	5: Indicator 2: number of countries in which justice and security services are increasingly addressing sexual and gender based violence
	6: Indicator...
	7: Indicator...

	2: 
	1: Indicator: Criminal justice, free of improper government influence [scale 0-1; the higher score, the better result]
	2: Indicator...
	3: Indicator...
	0: Indicator 1: Civil justice, free of improper government influence [scale 0-1; the higher score, the better result]
	7: Indicator...
	6: Indicator...
	5: Indicator...
	4: Indicator 1: number of countries in which justice and security sector governance mechnisms are established and/or increasingly operational 

	3a 2: 
	2: 
	0: 
	0: Indicator...
	1: Indicator...
	2: Indicator...
	3: Indicator...




	2: 
	1a Baseline: 
	0: S Sud: n.a; Afgh:6Yemen: 8 ; Bur: 18Rwanda: 35 ('12)
	1: Ug: 16 ; Ken: 24 ; Bur: 27 ; Rw: 32 ; Som: 52 ('12)
	2: 
	3: 

	1a Target: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1a Result: 
	0: S Sud: n.a; Afgh: 6Yemen: 8 ; Bur: 18Rwanda: 35
	1: Ug: 16 ; Ken: 24 ; Bur: 27 ; Rw: 32 ; Som: 52
	2: 
	3: 

	1a Result 2: 
	0: SS: 4 ; Afgh: 7 ; Y: 6 ; Bur: 20Rwanda: 38
	1: Ug: 15 ; Ken: 20Bur: 30Rw: 25 ; Som 52
	2: 
	3: 

	1a Result 3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1a Source: 
	0: Fragile States Index [ranking out of 178] 
	1: Mo Ibrahim Index [ranking out of 52] 
	2: 
	3: 

	1b Baseline: 
	0: 13/23 services with limited  reach; 11 not able
	1: 4/8 countries support available
	2: 
	3: 

	1b Target: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1b Result: 
	0: 14/23 achieved4 partially achieved5 off track
	1: achieved in 6/6 countries
	2: 
	3: 

	1b Result 2: 
	0: 17/24 achieved3 part. achieved2 delayed, 2 off
	1: 6/7 achieved; 1 country partially
	2: 
	3: 

	1b Result 3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1b Source: 
	0: MYRF Annual report UNDP-BCPR 2013
	1: MYRF Annual report UNDP-BCPR 2013
	2: 
	3: 

	2a Baseline: 
	1: Afg: n.a.;Ken: 0.66Ug: 0.60 (2012)
	2: 
	3: 
	0: Afg: n.a. ; Ken: 0.48 ; Ug: 0.54 (2012)

	2a Target: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

	2a Result: 
	1: Afg: n.a.;Ken: 0.66Ug: 0.60
	2: 
	3: 
	0: Afg: n.a. ; Ken: 0.48 ; Ug: 0.54

	2a Result 2: 
	1: Afg: 0.23Ken: 0.49Ug: 0.46
	2: 
	3: 
	0: Afg: 0.31 ; Ken: 0.49 ;Ug: 0.49

	2a Result 3: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

	2a Source: 
	1: World Justice Project Rule of Law Index
	2: 
	3: 
	0: World Justice Project Rule of Law Index 

	3a  Baseline: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	3a Target: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	3a  Result: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	3a  Result 2: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	3a  Result 3: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	3a  Source: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	3b Baseline: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	3b Target: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	3b Result: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	3b Result 2: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	3b Result 3: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	3b Source: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	3b Indicators 2: 
	2: 
	4: 
	0: Indicator...
	1: Indicator...
	2: Indicator...
	3: Indicator...



	1a 2 Indicators: 
	0: Extra indicator...
	1: Extra indicator...
	2: Extra indicator...
	3: Extra indicator...

	1a 2 Baseline: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	1a 2 Target: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	1a 2 Result: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	1a 2 Result 2: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	1a 2 Result 3: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	1a 2 Source: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	1b 2 Indicators: 
	0: Extra indicator...
	1: Extra indicator...
	2: Extra indicator...
	3: Extra indicator...

	1b 2 Baseline: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	1b 2 Target: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	1b 2 Result: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	1b 2 Result 2: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	1b 2 Result 3: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	1b 2 Source: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	2a 2 Indicators: 
	0: Extra indicator...
	1: Extra indicator...
	2: Extra indicator...
	3: Extra indicator...

	2a 2 Baseline: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 



	2a 2 Target: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 



	2a 2 Result: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 



	2a 2 Result 2: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 



	2a 2 Result 3: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 



	2a 2 Source: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 



	2b 2 Indicators: 
	0: Extra indicator...
	1: Extra indicator...
	2: Extra indicator...
	3: 
	0: Extra indicator...
	1: 
	0: Extra indicator...
	1: Extra indicator...
	2: Extra indicator...
	3: Extra indicator...
	4: Extra indicator...
	5: Extra indicator...
	6: Extra indicator...
	7: Extra indicator...



	2b 2 Baseline: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 





	2b 2 Target: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 





	2b 2 Result: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 





	2b 2 Result 2: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 





	2b 2 Result 3: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 





	2b 2 Source: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 





	2b Source: 
	3: 
	2: 
	1: 
	0: MYRF Annual Report 2013 UNDP-BCPR

	2b Result 3: 
	3: 
	2: 
	1: 
	0: 

	2b Result 2: 
	3: 
	2: 
	1: 
	0: 6/10 countries achieved; 3 partially, 1 off track

	2b Result: 
	3: 
	2: 
	1: 
	0: 3/6 achieved; 1 partially; 3 off track

	2b Target: 
	3: 
	2: 
	1: 
	0: 10 countries

	2b Baseline: 
	3: 
	2: 
	1: 
	0: 6/6 countries processes and dialogue underway


	Result  2: 
	3a: 
	3b: 

	Indicators 3: 
	1: 
	1: Indicator...
	2: Indicator...
	3: Indicator...
	5: Indicator 2: number of peaceprocesses that have become moreinclusive (etnic, social, religiousgroups, political parties etc. involved)thanks to Interpeace
	6: Indicator 3 : number of reportspublished by ICG on 10 prioritycountries (Afghanistan, Burundi,Ethiopia, Indonesia, Kenya,Palestinian Authority, Rwanda, SouthSudan, Uganda, Yemen)
	7: Indicator 4: number of page-views ofICG reports on 10 prioritiy countries(see indicator 3)
	0: Indicator...
	4: Indicator 1 : % of cases involved inDPA (special envoy, political missionsetc.) that resulted in prevention,resolving a conflict or the esacalationthereof


	3: 
	1a Baseline: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

	1a Target: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

	1a Result: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

	1a Result 2: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

	1a Result 3: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

	1a Source: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

	1b Baseline: 
	1: 7 (2012)
	2: 24 (2012)
	3: 135.967 (2012)
	0: 83% estimate(2011)

	1b Target: 
	1: 12 (for 2014)
	2: 13 (for 2015)
	3: 67,600(for 2015)
	0: 70%

	1b Result: 
	1: 7
	2: 24
	3: 135,967
	0: 89% (25 outof 28 casesimproved -

	1b Result 2: 
	1: 10
	2: 10
	3: 30,521
	0: 82% (26 out of 32 cases)

	1b Result 3: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

	1b Source: 
	1: Interpeace 2013 report to NLMinistry of Foreign Affairs
	2: ICG-Internal monitoring andtracking 2013
	3: ICG - Internal monitoring andtracking 2013
	0: DPA XB 2013 frameworkreport, expected outcome 1

	1a 2 Indicators: 
	0: Extra indicators...
	1: Extra indicators...
	2: Extra indicators...
	3: Extra indicators...

	1a 2 Baseline: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1a 2 Target: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1a 2 Result: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1a 2 Result 2: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1a 2 Result 3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1a 2 Source: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1b 2 Indicators: 
	0: 
	0: (ICCO MFS II Alliance): # of individuals from marginalised groups (in particular women and youth) are empowered to exercise their rights and to participate in political decision making

	1: 
	0: Extra indicators...

	2: 
	0: Extra indicators...

	3: 
	0: Extra indicators...


	1b 2 Baseline: 
	0: 4168
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1b 2 Target: 
	0: 9733
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1b 2 Result: 
	0: n.a.
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1b 2 Result 2: 
	0: 8699
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1b 2 Result 3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1b 2 Source: 
	0: ICCO, page 147
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	Indicators 4: 
	1: 
	0: Standard Indicator: Perception by civilians that the quality and quantity of basic government services has improved.
	3: Indicator...
	1: Indicator...
	2: Indicator...

	2b: 
	3: Indicator...
	2: Indicator...
	0: Indicator 1: Number of civil society organisations strengthened capacities to monitor compliance with laws and regulation in the field of peace and security; human rights'; women's rights; financial transparency and environment.
	1: Indicator...

	3: 
	1: Indicator 1: Percentage of increase in Open Budget Index score of Afghanistan.
	2: Indicator 2: Improved Public Expenditure and Financial Management (PEFA - Worldbank) ratings for external/internal audits in Afghanistan.
	3: Indicator 3: Score and ranking of Afghanistan on Corruption Perceptions Index
	0: Standard indicator: on a global scale there is transparency in the budgetary processes (formulation, allocation, monitoring of expenditures).TI CPI: % of the countries ranked in the Index score below 50 on a scale from 0 (perceived to be highly corrupt) to 100 (perceived to be very clean.

	4: 
	1: Indicator 2: Number of internal/external audits verified as done to interntional auditing standards
	2: Indicator...
	3: Indicator...
	0: Indicator 1: Number of Procurement Units of line ministries and provincial offices restructed in Afghanistan for stand-alone procurement. 

	3a: 
	0: 
	0: Not available
	1: Indicator...
	2: Indicator...
	3: Indicator...


	3b4: 
	0: 
	0: Indicator.1 Number of countries in which activities geared towards improved assesment and management of conflict and security risks around elections are implemented. 
	1: Indicator 2:Percentage of women participating in democracy-oriented activities.
	2: Indicator...
	3: Indicator...



	4: 
	1a Baseline: 
	0: 47,1 (2000)
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1a Target: 
	0: n.a.
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1a Result: 
	0: 51,5
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1a Result 2: 
	0: 51,6
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1a Result 3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1a Source: 
	0: Ibrahim Index of African Governance (IIAG) - Africa overall score
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1 b Baseline: 
	0: 875 (2012)
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1 b Target: 
	0: 1250
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1 b Result: 
	0: 875
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1 b Result 2: 
	0: 1038
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1 b Result 3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1 b Source: 
	0: Communities of change p.77
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	2a Baseline: 
	1: 21% (2012)
	2: 2.00  (external) /2.00(internal) (2008)
	3: 8 out of 100 & place 174 of 174 countries (2012)
	0: 70% (2012)

	2a Target: 
	1: 48%
	2: 3.00/3.00 (2014)
	3: 
	0: 

	2a Result: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 21%
	2: 2.00/2.00
	3: 8 out of 100 & place 174 of 174 countries
	0: 70%

	1: 
	1: 59% 
	2: 2.00/2.50 
	3: 8 out of 100 & place 175 out of 177 countries
	0: 69%

	2: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 



	2a Source: 
	1: International Budget PartnershipARTF Scorecard 2013
	2: ARTF Scorecard 2013
	3: Transparency International
	0: Transparency International (TI) - Corruption Perception Index (CPI)

	2b Baseline: 
	1: 4/ WB grant audits (2011)
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 7 (2011)

	2b Target: 
	1: 34/ WB grant audits/9 regulatory audits (2014)
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 61 (2014)

	2b Result: 
	1: 4/ WB grant audits
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 13

	2b Result 2: 
	1: n.a.
	2: 
	3: 
	0: n.a.

	2b Result 3: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

	2b Source: 
	1: ARTF Scorecard 2013
	2: 
	3: 
	0: ARTF Scorecard 2013

	3a Result: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	1: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	2: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 




	3a Baseline: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	3a Target: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	3a Source: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	3b Baseline: 
	0: 
	0: Pilot in 4 countries of an elections and conflict tool (2012)
	1: 30% (2012)
	2: 
	3: 


	3b Target: 
	0: 
	0: n.a.
	1: n.a.
	2: 
	3: 


	3b Result: 
	0: 
	0: Pilot in 4 countries of an elections and conflict tool
	1: 30%
	2: 
	3: 


	3b Result 2: 
	0: 
	0: Pilot in 3 countries.26 countries ERMT liicense.
	1: 40% women in  27 countries
	2: 
	3: 


	3b Result 3: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	3b Source: 
	0: 
	0: IDEA Annual Results Report 
	1: IDEA Annual Results Report 
	2: 
	3: 


	1a 2 Indicators: 
	0: Extra indicator...
	1: Extra indicator...
	2: Extra indicator...
	3: Extra indicator...

	1a 2 Baseline: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1a 2 Target: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1a 2 Result: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1a 2 Result 2: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1a 2 Result 3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1a 2 Source: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1b 2 Indicators: 
	0: Extra indicator...
	1: Extra indicator...
	2: Extra indicator...
	3: Extra indicator...

	1b 2 Baseline: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1b 2 Result: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1b 2 Source: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1b 2 Target: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1b 2 Result 2: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1b 2 Result 3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	2a 2 Indicators: 
	0: Indicator 4: Procurement done by line ministeries in Afghanistan using stand-alone procurement (%).
	1: Extra indicator...
	2: Extra indicator...
	3: Extra indicator...

	2a 2 Baseline: 
	0: 0 (2011)
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	2a 2 Target: 
	0: 50% (2014) 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	2a 2 Result: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	2a 2 Result 2: 
	0: 44%
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	2a 2 Result 3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	2a 2 Source: 
	0: ARTF Scorecard 2013
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	2b 2 Indicators: 
	0: Extra indicator...
	1: Extra indicator...
	2: Extra indicator...
	3: 
	0: Extra indicator...
	1: 
	0: Extra indicator...
	1: Extra indicator...
	2: Extra indicator...
	3: Extra indicator...
	4: Extra indicator...
	5: Extra indicator...
	6: Extra indicator...
	7: Extra indicator...



	2b 2 Result: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 



	2b 2 Baseline: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 



	2b 2 Target: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 



	2b 2 Result 2: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 



	2b 2 Result 3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 



	2b 2 Source: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 




	Result 5: 
	1a: In general, for fragile states hardly any country data on employment/unemployment are available.   At the country level two examples are given of fragile countries, Afghanistan and South Sudan, since the Netherlands contributes to specific programs in these focus countries through  central funding:Afghanistan (position 7 in the 2013 Fragile States Index): Afghanistan has been suffering from conflict for decades and remains one of the world's most dangerous and fragile countries. The economy has improved considerably since 2002, thanks to the infusion of multi-billion dollar international assistance and investments, remittances from Afghan expats and improvements in agricultural production. 76% of the respondents of the yearly survey by the Asia Foundation reported that their household economic situation has improved considerably compared to the Taliban period (source: The Asia Foundation: A Survey of the Afghan People 2013). However, GDP growth dwindled from 14,4% in 2012 to 3,6% in 2013, on account of loss of consumer and business confidence ahead of presidential elections and termination of ISAF mission (source: World Bank, Afghanistan Country Snapshot, March 2013). Moreover, a perception study showed that 20% of the respondents named unemployment as the third main reason (after insecurity 24% and corruption 23%) for pessimism about the future of Afghanistan (source: The Asia Foundation: A Survey of the Afghan people 2013). Despite five years of economic growth, the country has made no progress on poverty reduction as the poverty rate is stagnating at 36%, the same level measured in 2007-2008 (source: National Risk and Vulnerability Assessment). Moreover, female labour participation remains at a low level (19%) (Source: World Bank, Afghanistan Country Snapshot 2013). Afghan business is dominated by small firms. Instability, corruption, access to land, credit and electricity all rank as serious obstacles to development (source: World Bank, Afghanistan Country Snapshot 2013). The 2014 Enterprise Survey ranks Afghanistan 164th out of 189 economies (source: Doing Business Report 2014). South Sudan (position 4 in the 2013 Fragile States Index): after the devastations of 20 years of war, expectations of peace dividend were high in the new republic (July 2011). However, economic development is slow since oil production has partially stagnated due to the internal conflict in South Sudan. A new and serious conflict arose in December 2013 which will negatively affect 2014 results for economic growth and peace dividend. In 2012 the annual inflation peaked at 79%  and came down to ca 25% in 2013. Non-oil jobs are being promoted, especially in agriculture and construction as well as the services industry. The latter in particular still has a high influx of foreign nationals.  Economic empowerment of women was promoted in 10 states through start-up grants. (Source: World Bank and CIA World Fact book). Recent employment figures are not yet available, reliable data in general are scare. 
	1b12: Many factors and donor contributions influence the course of events at the country level. A number of results of Dutch funded programs are included; the overview presented is not complete since the 2013 results of the programs funded by the Reconstruction Tender could not be included in this year's result framework. The Reconstruction Tender (EURO 120 million for the period July 2012 - July 2016) finances 29 programs from 21 Dutch and foreign NGOs in 24 countries, focusing on peace dividend, inclusive political processes, rule of law, and capable and legitimate government. The appraisal of the 2013 reports of the Reconstruction Tender coincides with the deadline for the 2013 results on the Spearheads. The 2013 results of the Reconstruction Tender will be included in the 2014 results framework on the Spearhead Security & Rule of Law. UN PBF (Peace Building Fund): the Netherlands contributed EURO 5 million, 6-7% of the total PBF 2013 budget of USD 100 million. Results are among others availability of youth vocational training and improved of livelihood opportunities. International Alert (IA): the Netherlands contributed in 2013 GBP 1,127,000, about 9% of total IA 2013 budget of GBP 12,962,000. IA's lobbying with and training for government agencies and business in the Andes region (Colombia, Peru) led to NGOs being admitted into official committees for oversight (improving transparency of natural resource management) and companies allocating more resources to conflict management and issues related to the Voluntary Principles. After working with IA, a multinational energy company has become more aware of its (potential) conflict footprint in DR Congo, and plans on adapting its strategies in order to promote stability. After training and advice by IA, stakeholders in the Liberia palm oil and iron ore sectors have a strengthened ability to analyse conflict risks and their own impact on conflict dynamics. IA supported the implementation of the UN Guiding Principles on Business and Human Rights, by lobbying at the UN level and organising events around 'Business, Human Rights and Conflict: challenges and good practices, from conflict prevention to operating in a conflict-affected area.MFS-II: this grant mechanism (EURO 1,9 billion for 2011-2015) contributed to e.g. capacity building for Small and Medium Size Enterprises (SMEs) in Rwanda, Burundi, Palestinian Territories (United Entrepreneurship Coalition), to sustainable income generation for young people (ICCO Alliance) and improving vocational skills (Terre des Hommes).Afghanistan Reconstruction Trust Fund (ARTF): the Netherlands contributed USD 27,37 million in 2013, 3.4% of the USD 791 million ARTF budget for 2013. This World Bank managed fund receives contributions from 33 donors. Funding recurrent government costs and investments in reconstruction, the fund makes an important contribution to basic services delivery. There are currently 23 multi-annual programs funded by the ARTF under implementation, focusing on, among others, sustainable economic growth and job creation. The Rural Enterprise Development Project (AREDP) and Improving Agricultural Inputs Delivery System aim to sustain economic growth through improved employment and income opportunities for rural people by means of enterprise development, credit and access to land. Moreover, through the National Solidarity Program block-grants, a total of 39, 5 million labour days were generated by sub-project implementation. South Sudan (SS): when South Sudan became and independent country it had to start from scratch. Over the period 2005-2013 the Netherlands contributed EURO 115 mln. (around USD 150 mln. = 20%) to the Multi Donor Trust Fund (MDTF-SS), which  invested about USD  540 million in economic and social capacity and infrastructure (such as 1000 km of roads In 2013). The central funds for South Sudan have been transferred to the decentralized funds for South Sudan. The new and serious conflict that arose in December 2013 will affect the Dutch focus areas and results for 2014. It is good to bear in mind that the 2013 results do not yet reflect these effects.
	2a: Results on food security and sexual and reproductive health and rights (SRHR) are listed in the respective result fiches. Afghanistan: schools, accessible water and sanitation, electricity, health, infrastructure and job creation are cited by Afghans as their most pressing needs. After the end of the Taliban regime in 2002, health-care and education services continued to be provided mainly by NGOs. The network of public facilities was weak, most qualified professionals either left the country or left the public sector, national budgets were not sufficient to provide basic services. After the fall of the Taliban, the new Afghan administration opted to pursue the delivery of basic services through contracting NGOs. With the help of donors, basic service delivery has been improving, starting from a very low base. Afghanistan went up on the Human Development Index from 175 (2013) to 169 (2014). The percentage of rural population with access to improved water is 56% (2012); however the literacy rate is still very low, 39% (13% female) in 2013 (source: World Bank Country Snapshot 2013).South Sudan (SS): since government resources are restricted as a consequence of lack of revenues from oil production (98% of government budget) and the government is not very transparent in the use of its resources, social development is strongly dependent on donor funding. School enrolment has increased considerably. A child now has a 60% chance of receiving some schooling, up from 40% a decade ago. (Source: World Bank 12.9.2012 press release). Health care shows some significant successes in ante-natal care and birth attendance; more than doubled from 2011 (Source: The State of Public Health in South Sudan - Global Health Policy Center). The 2013 results do not yet reflect the effects of the new and serious conflict that arose in December 2013. Recent data for indicators are not yet available. 
	2b12: The UNICEF Peacebuilding, Education and Advocacy Programme (PBEA): a four year program (2011-2015) totalling EURO 120 million. In 2013 340.000 children and youths were engaged in education and peacebuilding activities in 14 fragile countries (i.e. Burundi, Somalia, Liberia, DRC and South Sudan) ranging from participation in sports and theatre groups that convey peacebuilding messages and promote social cohesion, to improved access to conflict-sensitive education. A total of 4700 teachers and educators in conflict-affected regions were trained or engaged in conflict resolution or alternative education approaches to re-engage out-of-school youths. The programme engaged more than 17,000 community members in a variety of conflict resolution and peacebuilding activities. A total of 486 learning environments were constructed and/or rehabilitated in conflict-affected regions to provide immediate peace dividend and engage children and youths in conflict sensitive education in areas affected by conflict.MFS-II: this grant mechanism for 2011-2015 resulted in 2013 among others, in a wide range of basic services based on community involvement and commitment, such as health care facilities, health insurance, access to clean water and sanitation and basic education. Examples are given regarding infrastructure and education (Dutch Consortium on Rehabilitation - ZOA, and from Impact Alliance - Oxfam Novib). Results for indicator 2 (access to quality education) from the Impact Alliance are decreasing, since the Impact Alliance gradually shifts from service delivery towards improving quality of education through empowering civil society. The overall target for 2015 of 706.000 people with access to quality education was already reached, since the result for 2011 was 464.428. Afghanistan (ARTF): There are currently 23 multi-annual programs under implementation funded by the ARTF, focusing on, among others, delivery of health care, education and infrastructure. The Strengthening Activities for the Rural Poor (SHARP) program focuses on improved access to basic health services and systems, especially for pregnant women and children (Basic Package of Health Services). In the period 2002-2012 the number of health facilities in 11 target provinces nearly tripled from 148 to 432. Around 20,000 community health workers, half of them women, were trained and deployed throughout the country, increasing access to family planning and boosting childhood vaccinations. The number of facilities with trained female health workers rose from 25% to 74%. Thus significant improvements were realised in the coverage of reproductive and child health services, as well as a significant drop in maternal and child mortality. In the education sector, the ARTF finances the Second Education Quality Improvement Program II (EQUIP), Skills Development and Strengthening Higher Education in order to improve access to quality basic and secondary education. Moreover, the ARTF finances the Power System Development Project in order to improve power supply and access to electricity and the Afghanistan Rural Access Program to increase the proportion of rural population living within 2km of an all season road. In addition, the National Solidarity Program aims to build the capacity of Community Development Committees (CDC's) so that they are capable of acting as village level governance bodies. Through block-grants the NSP funds projects, initiated by the CDC's, thereby increasing ownership of communities. The total amount of block grants disbursed to CDC's is USD 1,2 bln. for 71.0131 projects (2013). Currently there are 31.000 CDC's elected through democratic processes. Female CDC member make up 38% of the total members (2010). South Sudan (SS): The Multi Donor Trust Fund for South Sudan provided school materials, health facilities, medication, water and sanitation facilities and over 1030 km of rehabilitated roads. See also 5.1.b.

	Indicators 5: 
	1: 
	0: 
	0: Indicator 1:New enterprises registered in Afghanistan by the Afghanistan Investment Support Agency (AISA)
	1: Indicator...
	2: Indicator...
	3: Indicator...

	4: 
	0: IIndicator 1: Number of young people that earn a sustainable income 6 months after leaving school/training in 14 countries, specifically in Ethiopia, Senegal, Mali, Burkina Faso and DRC (MFS-II)
	1: Indicator 2: Number of jobs created for vulnerable groups in small and medium enterprises (SMEs) in Kosovo, Liberia, Palestinian Territories, Rwanda and Burundi (MFS-II)Specified for Burundi:
	2: Indicator 3: Number of people in Afghanistan benefitting from employment opportunities through ARTF (Enterprise groups and graduates of the National Institute of Management and Administration)
	3: Indicator 4: Number of SMEs in Afghanistan that received subsidies (partly gift, partly loan) through ARTFIndicator...


	2: 
	0: 
	0: Indicator 1: Increase in girls and boy's enrollment in schools in Afghanistan (basic education). 
	1: Indicator 2: Percentage of people with access to basic health care in Afghanistan.
	2: Indicator...
	3: Indicator...

	4: 
	0: Indicator 1: Number of households with access to productive infrastructure in Burundi, South-Sudan, Sudan, Uganda, DRC and Libia  (MFSII)
	1: Indicator 2: Number of women and men (girls and boys) benefitting from access to quality education in Palestine, Somalia, South Sudan, Pakistan, Uganda, Mali and Afghanistan (MFS-II)
	2: Indicator 3: Number of beneficiaries with access to improved services (water, irrigation, education, health, power, infrastructure, etc.) as a result of completed National Solidarity Program sub-projects (through block-grants)
	3: Indicator 4: Number of rehabilitated or built classrooms at primary level in Afghanistan with ARTF funding. 



	5: 
	1a Baseline: 
	0: 
	0: 5.000 (2012)
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	1a Target: 
	0: 
	0: n.a.
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	1a Result: 
	0: 
	0: 5.000
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	1a Result 2: 
	0: 
	0: 3.100
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	1a Result 3: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	1a Source: 
	0: 
	0: World Bank Afghanistan Country Snapshot 2013
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	1b Baseline: 
	0: 
	0: 1098 (2011)
	1: 245 (2012)
	2: 2.804 (2012)
	3: 26.460 (2012)ca. 44% female


	1b Target: 
	0: 
	0: 60%
	1: 4.862
	2: n.a.
	3: n.a.


	1b Result: 
	0: 
	0: 2.343
	1: 245
	2: 2.80414% female
	3: 26.460 ca. 44% female


	1b Result 2: 
	0: 
	0: 3.474
	1: 1.187
	2: 2.80430% female
	3: 35.23150% female


	1b Result 3: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	1b Source: 
	0: 
	0: Annual Report ICCO Alliance
	1: Annual Report UEC-SPARK
	2: ARTF Scorecard 2013
	3: ARTF Scorecard 2013 


	2a Baseline: 
	0: 
	0: 6,3 mln. (36% girls) (2008)
	1: 10% (2010)
	2: 
	3: 


	2a Target: 
	0: 
	0: 8,5 mln. (42% girls). 
	1: 100%
	2: 
	3: 


	2a Result: 
	0: 
	0: 7,7 mln. (38% girls)
	1: 85%
	2: 
	3: 


	2a Result 2: 
	0: 
	0: 8,7 mln. (36% girls)
	1: 85%
	2: 
	3: 


	2a Result 3: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	2a Source: 
	0: 
	0: ARTF Scorecard 2013World Bank Afghanistan Country Snapshot 2013
	1: www.worldbank.org country overview Afghanistan
	2: 
	3: 


	2b Baseline: 
	0: 
	0: 14.531 (2012)
	1: 197,183 (2011)
	2: 0 (2003)
	3: 0 (2007)


	2b Target: 
	0: 
	0: 21.526
	1: 706.000
	2: 50% of beneficia- ries is women. 
	3: 7330 (2014)


	2b Result: 
	0: 
	0: 14.531
	1: 388.075
	2: 21,0 mln. (38% female) 
	3: 6.715


	2b Result 2: 
	0: 
	0: 12.190 (2011-2013)
	1: 215.591
	2: 22,4 mln. (48,5% female)
	3: n.a.


	2b Result 3: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	2b Source: 
	0: 
	0: Annual report Dutch Consortium on Rehabilitation (ZOA)
	1: Annual report Impact Alliance (Oxfam Novib) (see MFSII comments above)
	2: ARTF Scorecard 2013
	3: ARTF Scorecard 2013


	1a 2 Indicators: 
	0: 
	0: Extra indicator...
	1: Extra indicator...
	2: Extra indicator...
	3: Extra indicator...
	4: Extra indicator 4: Percentage of PBF livelihood projects on track
	5: Extra indicator 5: Number of large private sector actors whose operations reflect conflict sensitivity and peacebuilding principles through a.o. training and other support to economic actors (IA)
	6: Extra indicator 6: Increase in average earnings of project graduates (TVET) in Afghanistan within 6 months of completion (ARTF). 
	7: 
	0: Extra indicator 7: Number of beneficiaries in Afghanistan receiving skills development training (female %) (ARTF). 
	1: 
	0: Extra indicator...
	1: Extra indicator...
	2: Extra indicator...
	3: Extra indicator...
	4: Indicator 5: Number of qualified teachers (qualified defined as 14 years of schooling incl. 12 years of primary education and 2 years in a teaching training college)
	5: Extra indicator...
	6: Extra indicator...
	7: Extra indicator...




	1a 2 Baseline: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 84.6% (2011)
	5: 
	6: Women: AFN 417 p/m. Youth: AFN 2160 p/m (2008)
	7: 
	0: 0 (2008)
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 37.000 (2008)
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 




	1a 2 Target: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 3 (2014)
	6: Women: AFN 3000 p/m. Youth: AFN 9300 p/m (2014)
	7: 
	0: 21.095 (30%) (2014)
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 200.000 (2014)
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 




	1a 2 Result: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 91,7%
	5: 2
	6: Women: AFN 3428 p/m. Youth: AFN 8158 p/m. 
	7: 
	0: 11.816 (38%)
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 156.683
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 




	1a 2 Result 2: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 70%
	5: 7
	6: Women: AFN 3428 p/m. Youth: 8158 p/m. 
	7: 
	0: 16.780 (24%) 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: n.a.
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 




	1a 2 Result 3: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 




	1a 2 Source: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: PBF SG report 2013 (lower % than 2012 because of security/political contexts in DRC, Guinea and Niger)
	5: IA report 2013
	6: ARTF Scorecard 2013
	7: 
	0: ARTC Scorecard 2013
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: ARTF Scorecard 2013
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 





	1: 
	1a 2 Indicators: 
	1: Extra indicator...
	2: Extra indicator...
	3: Extra indicator...
	0: Extra indicator...

	1a 2 Baseline: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

	1a 2 Target: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

	1a 2 Result: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

	1a 2 Result 2: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

	1a 2 Result 3: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

	1a 2 Source: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

	1b 2 Indicators: 
	0: Extra indicator...
	1: Extra indicator...
	2: Extra indicator...
	3: 
	0: Extra indicator...
	1: 
	0: Extra indicator...
	1: Extra indicator...
	2: Extra indicator...
	3: Extra indicator...
	4: Extra indicator...
	5: Extra indicator...
	6: Extra indicator...
	7: 
	0: Extra indicator...
	1: 
	0: Extra indicator...
	1: Extra indicator...
	2: Extra indicator...
	3: Extra indicator...
	4: Extra indicator...
	5: Extra indicator...
	6: Extra indicator...
	7: Extra indicator...





	1b 2 Baseline: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 





	1b 2 Target: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 





	1b 2 Result: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 





	1b 2 Result 2: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 





	1b 2 Result 3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 





	1b 2 Source: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 






	Activity number 2: 24340
	Activity name 2: DSH Save the Children Uganda
	Actual expenditure 2: 1,430,922 
	Name organisation 2: Save the Children
	Channel 2: [NGO]
	Mitigation 2: [Not applicable]
	Significant 2: [Not applicable]
	Significant 2b: [Not applicable]
	Activity number 3: 25250
	Activity name 3: DSH/SR Mali AFISMA TF ODA
	Actual expenditure 3: 1,500,000 
	Name organisation 3: UN secretariat
	Channel 3: [Multilateral organization]
	Mitigation 3: [Not applicable]
	Significant 3: [Not applicable]
	Significant 3b: [Not applicable]
	Activity number 4: 24294
	Activity name 4: DSH DanChurchAid ontmijnen
	Actual expenditure 4: 2,157,402 
	Name organisation 4: Danish Chruch Aid
	Channel 4: [NGO]
	Mitigation 4: [Not applicable]
	Significant 4: [Not applicable]
	Significant 4b: [Not applicable]
	Activity number 5: 25292
	Activity name 5: DSH SSD BURUNDI NON-ODA 2e FA
	Actual expenditure 5: 2,614,359 
	Name organisation 5: GIZ
	Channel 5: [Government]
	Mitigation 5: [Not applicable]
	Significant 5: [Not applicable]
	Significant 5b: [Not applicable]
	Activity number 6: 26162
	Activity name 6: UNMAS  VTF 2013
	Actual expenditure 6: 3,000,000 
	Name organisation 6: UNMAS
	Channel 6: [Multilateral organization]
	Mitigation 6: [Not applicable]
	Significant 6: [Not applicable]
	Significant 6b: [Not applicable]
	Activity number 7: 24292
	Activity name 7: DSH Handicap Int ontmijnen
	Actual expenditure 7: 3,097,126 
	Name organisation 7: Handicap International
	Channel 7: [NGO]
	Mitigation 7: [Not applicable]
	Significant 7: [Not applicable]
	Significant 7b: [Not applicable]
	Activity number 8: 24293
	Activity name 8: DSH HALO Trust ontmijnen
	Actual expenditure 8: 3,243,466 
	Name organisation 8: The HALO Trust
	Channel 8: [NGO]
	Mitigation 8: [Not applicable]
	Significant 8: [Not applicable]
	Significant 8b: [Not applicable]
	Activity number 9: 25251
	Activity name 9: DSH/SR Mali AFISMA TF non-ODA
	Actual expenditure 9: 3,500,000 
	Name organisation 9: UN Secretariat
	Channel 9: [Multilateral organization]
	Mitigation 9: [Not applicable]
	Significant 9: [Not applicable]
	Significant 9b: [Not applicable]
	Activity number 10: 24291
	Activity name 10: DSH MAG Ontmijning
	Actual expenditure 10: 4,361,362 
	Name organisation 10: Mines Advisory Group
	Channel 10: [NGO]
	Mitigation 10: [Not applicable]
	Significant 10: [Not applicable]
	Significant 10b: [Not applicable]
	Activity number 11: 25965
	Activity name 11: ANA TF OKT 2013 t/m sep 2014
	Actual expenditure 11: 9,000,000 
	Name organisation 11: NATO
	Channel 11: [Multilateral organization]
	Mitigation 11: [Not applicable]
	Significant 11: [Not applicable]
	Significant 11b: [Not applicable]
	Activity number 12: 18441
	Activity name 12: EFV LOTFA
	Actual expenditure 12: 10,000,000 
	Name organisation 12: UNDP
	Channel 12: [Multilateral organization]
	Mitigation 12: [Not applicable]
	Significant 12: [Not applicable]
	Significant 12b: [Not applicable]
	Activity number 13: 24702
	Activity name 13: PBF 2012-2015 - ODA
	Actual expenditure 13: 5,000,000 
	Name organisation 13: UN
	Channel 13: [Multilateral organization]
	Mitigation 13: [Not applicable]
	Significant 13: [Not applicable]
	Significant 13b: [Not applicable]
	Activity number 14: 24703
	Activity name 14: PBF 2012-2015 - non-ODA
	Actual expenditure 14: 5,000,000 
	Name organisation 14: UN
	Channel 14: [Multilateral organization]
	Mitigation 14: [Not applicable]
	Significant 14: [Not applicable]
	Significant 14b: [Not applicable]
	Activity number 15: 21343
	Activity name 15: EFV-SHO Wederopbouw Haïti
	Actual expenditure 15: 5,114,137 
	Name organisation 15: Stichting SHO
	Channel 15: [NGO]
	Mitigation 15: [Not applicable]
	Significant 15: [Not applicable]
	Significant 15b: [Not applicable]
	Activity number 16: 23284
	Activity name 16: EFV- MAPP/OEA
	Actual expenditure 16: 2,300,000 
	Name organisation 16: MAPP/OAS
	Channel 16: [Multilateral organization]
	Mitigation 16: [Not applicable]
	Significant 16: [Not applicable]
	Significant 16b: [Not applicable]
	Activity number 17: 25265
	Activity name 17: DSH Korte missie pool 2013
	Actual expenditure 17: 4,004,454 
	Name organisation 17: Dutch Ministry of Foreign Affairs
	Channel 17: [Government]
	Mitigation 17: [Not applicable]
	Significant 17: [Not applicable]
	Significant 17b: [Not applicable]
	Activity number 18: 24767
	Activity name 18: UNDP-BCPR 2012-2015
	Actual expenditure 18: 5,000,000 
	Name organisation 18: UNDP
	Channel 18: [Multilateral organization]
	Mitigation 18: [Not applicable]
	Significant 18: [Not applicable]
	Activity number 19: 24147
	Activity name 19: DSH/UNDPA MYA
	Actual expenditure 19: 1,600,000 
	Name organisation 19: UNDP
	Channel 19: [Multilateral organization]
	Mitigation 19: [Not applicable]
	Significant 19: [Not applicable]
	Significant 19b: [Not applicable]
	Activity number 20: 24061
	Activity name 20: EFV Stabfonds UNHCR Georgie
	Actual expenditure 20: 1,101,996 
	Name organisation 20: UNHCR
	Channel 20: [Multilateral organization]
	Mitigation 20: [Not applicable]
	Significant 20: [Not applicable]
	Activity number 21: 23417
	Activity name 21: VNG-I programma 2012 - 2016
	Actual expenditure 21: 5,900,000 
	Name organisation 21: VNG
	Channel 21: [NGO]
	Mitigation 21: [Not applicable]
	Significant 21: [Not applicable]
	Significant 21b: [Not applicable]
	Organisation: Stabilisation and Humanitarian Aid Department, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
	Date: August 2014
	Reporting period: 2013
	a Activity number 1: 25262
	a Activity name 1: Hivos Midden-Amerika
	a Actual expenditure 1: 467,783
	a Name organisation 1: Hivos
	a Channel 1: [NGO]
	a Mitigation 1: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 1: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 1b: [Significant]
	a Activity number 2: 23626
	a Activity name 2: DMH/GB PP II SPARK
	a Actual expenditure 2: 470,624 
	a Name organisation 2: Stichting SPARK
	a Channel 2: [NGO]
	a Mitigation 2: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 2: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 2b: [Significant]
	a Activity number 3: 25261
	a Activity name 3: VNG Vredesbouw Zuid-Soedan
	a Actual expenditure 3: 563,482 
	a Name organisation 3: VNG International
	a Channel 3: [NGO]
	a Mitigation 3: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 3: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 3b: [Significant]
	a Activity number 4: 24332
	a Activity name 4: DSH Oxfam Novib Grote Meren
	a Actual expenditure 4: 789,398
	a Name organisation 4: Stichting Oxfam Novib
	a Channel 4: [NGO]
	a Mitigation 4: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 4: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 4b: [Significant]
	a Activity number 5: 24351
	a Activity name 5: DSH Oxfam GB
	a Actual expenditure 5: 1,269,353 
	a Name organisation 5: Oxfam GB
	a Channel 5: [NGO]
	a Mitigation 5: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 5: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 5b: [Significant]
	Select results Area 1: [B.    Results achieved as planned]
	Results 1: Human security is at risk now for more people than in 2012. The world saw an increase of crises within countries which decreased overall human security. Efforts of the Netherlands focused on encouraging the UN and the EU to increase their knowledge about local situations before acting, and encouraging to formulate policies on a long term perspective, taking the needs of the local population as a starting point. Terms as local ownership, context and conflict analysis, the role of non- state security actors and informal security systems have gained in relative weight. Also, the violence in South Sudan showed again the need for conflict sensitive policies; at least to better predict crises. Especially at early warning AND early action, more efforts are needed; internationally and in some cases also bilaterally.  The UN experienced with stronger mandates for missions and special and brigades with a special mandate, which brings a new perspective to new and ongoing UN missions. This new view has the potential to enhance human security in countries where UN missions have long tried to establish security, but did not fully succeed. NL has welcomed the new mandates and encourages the UN to further enhance its effectiveness. NL contributed to the office of the SESG in order to enhance the role of civil society.NL decided to contribute to MINUSMA in October 2013. Through its contribution of funds and personnel to this UN mission, NL is again in a situation where practice and theory can be combined and compared, leading to new insights about human security, SSR and UN intervention missions. As contacts are established with several knowledge institutes and other NGO's which work in Mali, an informal system of information sharing has been developed within the Netherlands In Africa, the role of the AU increased through its PSC efforts to prevent and contain crises in their early stages. Still, its capacity is limited and often support of non- AU countries is needed for intervention missions. Through non- ODA programmes, NL also supports the capacity building of African armies of a selected group of countries. For example, via contributions (personnel and finance) to the US led programme to train African armies, called ACOTA. Human security is also affected by transnational crime, which often finds its way to fragile countries and situations. For example, drug trade often finds its way through fragile countries to its destinations. Therefore, the Netherlands started to investigate this topic and its relation with development efforts.  
	Implications 1: In 2014 the debate about human security in the context of internal conflicts will continue. It is expected that further efforts are needed to enhance the understanding of human security as compared to state security, and enlighten the role of non- state security actors. In the Great Lakes, preparations of elections may interrupt an increase in human security which is the overall trend so far. Given its active role in 2013 related to the EU Joint Communication, NL will have to remain active in the EU dialogue on the Comprehensive Approach and its translation into mission design documents, Terms of Reference for mission leaders, etc. With regard to the UN, the dialogue about effectiveness and stronger mandates as well as taking into account lessons learned from previous UN missions (MONUC) will have to be maintained or further intensified. Also the link between human security and rule of Law needs more attention. Through the CMV- pool, NL has access to a rich variety of information. The use of this information could be further enhanced.
	Select results Area 2: [B.    Results achieved as planned]
	Results 2: Rating for each IDLO and UNDP : B Explanation: IDLO is becoming a more stable and strategic partner. A branch office has been set up in the Hague in 2013, mainly thanks to NL efforts made in 2012. UNDP  performance is good, but NL keeps insisting on better cooperation between UNDP-BCPR and other UN entities (specifically DKPO).
	Implications 2: no implications for planning
	Select results Area 3: [B.    Results achieved as planned]
	Results 3: General observation: NL efforts focus on emerging crises and transition periods. The overall outcomes of many of these processes have not (yet) led to General observation: NL efforts focus on emerging crises and transition periods. The overall outcomes of many of these processes have not (yet) led to sustainable peace or to an inclusive, stable, political environment in all countries. A long-term perspective is needed in order to assess results.2013: Several activities were hampered by deteriorating political situations (armed conflicts) and as a result some goals were not achieved. In most cases activities and planned results were adjusted to new context - again contributing to inclusive peace processes in the new context. This dynamic way of working is agreed between NL and its partners. In other places results were achieved as expected or better than planned. Indicator 1: in 2013, there was increasing demand for DPA support due to erupting crises. As a result, the number of Special Political Missions surged to from 28 in 2012 to 32.However, due to organisational constraints (staff, financial), the number of DPA experts deployed in a SPM has decreased, leading to a lower percentage. In the case of indicator 3 and 4, the drop in reports (and consequently also page views) can be explained by increased reporting on especially Ukraine and Syria. As a result, there is less reporting on the Dutch ODA partner countries Afghanistan, Burundi, Ethiopia, Indonesia, Kenya, Palestinian Territories, Rwanda, South Sudan, Uganda and Yemen. At the same time, ICG’s reports have not been less relevant for the MFA in 2013, as ICG’s work is also relevant for NL outside the Dutch ODA partner countries.Altogether therefore the result is B.
	Implications 3: At this instance no changes in these programmes are foreseen.
	Select results Area 4: [B.    Results achieved as planned]
	Results 4: Building legitimate and capable government is a lengthy process. Worldwide, progress in the prolonged processes towards democracy can be observed, especially in Africa. However, there was little overall change, neither significant progress nor regression over the course of the year 2013. Also there are substantial regional differences with Southern Africa doing relatively well and Central Africa performing poorly.Afghanistan: Although the government in Afghanistan had to be rebuild from scratch when the Taliban regime was overthrown in late 2001, weak governance due to lack of capacity remains a constraining factor for development, especially on the local level, and corruption is rampant. However, because of a strong judiciary framework, the Word Bank can keep corruption to a minimum in the ARTF, while it is building the capacity of government officials in the different ministries. Especially the Ministry of Finance is, according to the World Bank, making good progress. However, governance at local levels remains a concern.
	Implications 4: To continue to follow up on the general trend which favours the organic development of democracy. To maintain support to TI, IDEA and NIMD and encourage them in their work to foster legitimate and capable governments through advocacy for more transparent and accountable public bodies, through promoting democracy through strengthening democratic institutions and processes, and through contributing to well-functioning institutionalized multi-party dialogues. Financial support to these organisations will be continued in the years to come based on a continuous dialogue on strategy, results and impact.In 2014, the contribution to the ARTF will be renewed for the period 2014-2017.
	Select results Area 5: [B.    Results achieved as planned]
	Results 5: Many results are achieved as planned, specifically for basic services (especially primary education and health). Compared to the Taliban-era, Afghanistan has made a great leap forward. Progress has been achieved across sectors: education, health, skills development, agriculture, rural roads and electricity. The ARTF, with total disbursements of USD 5, 3 bln., has contributed to the impressive results Afghanistan is showing. With a total contribution of USD 444, 32 mln. Since 2002 (6% of total contributions), the Netherlands is the 5th largest donor. But despite the improvements, challenges remain significant. Afghanistan remains highly aid dependent (47% of GDP in 2012) and the uncertainty surrounding the political and security transition has led to a slowdown in economic growth in 2013. Moreover, the job creation challenge is formidable and poverty remains high as 36% of the population lives below the poverty line. In South Sudan government resources are restricted as a consequence of lack of revenues from oil production and the use of funds for warfare. Even after new conflict arose in December 2013, many of the results already achieved remain, but the security situation will negatively influence economic growth and employment opportunities.  
	Implications 5: ARTF: In 2014 the NL will, after a thorough quality check, renew its commitment to the ARTF up and until 2017. From 2014 onwards, the NL will make part of its contribution dependent on the progress made by the Afghan government on the Tokyo Mutual Accountability Framework (TMAF) commitments. During the ministerial conference, late 2014, donors will, together with the new Afghan government, update the TMAF indicators and send a strong common message to the new government on the necessity of reform, which is crucial for continuing donor support to Afghanistan in the future. For South Sudan the 2013 outbreak of new conflict has led to a new strategic conflict analysis in 2014 for the South Sudan programmes, leading to adaptation of strategies and of some of the programmes, and focusing more strongly on rule of law and justice reform.
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