
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
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	b Activity number 1: KIG23836
	b Activity name 1: Monitoring of Uwinkindi Case
	b Actual expenditure 1: 0
	b Name organisation 1: ICTR
	b Channel 1: [Multilateral organization]
	b Mitigation 1: 
	0: [Not applicable]
	1: [Not applicable]
	2: [Not applicable]
	3: [Not applicable]
	4: [Not applicable]
	5: [...]
	6: [...]
	7: [...]
	8: [...]
	9: [...]
	10: [...]
	11: [...]
	12: [...]
	13: [...]
	14: [...]
	15: [...]
	16: [...]
	17: [...]
	18: [...]
	19: [...]
	20: [...]

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

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

	b Activity number 2: KIG25541
	b Activity name 2: Media Reform phase III
	b Actual expenditure 2: 657.077
	b Name organisation 2: IWPR
	b Channel 2: [NGO]
	b Activity number 3: KIG25688
	b Activity name 3: My Voice My Identity
	b Actual expenditure 3: 146.965
	b Name organisation 3: Kwetu Film Institute
	b Channel 3: [NGO]
	b Activity number 4: KIG25829
	b Activity name 4: Expansion Genocide Memorial
	b Actual expenditure 4: 600.600
	b Name organisation 4: Aegis Trust
	b Channel 4: [NGO]
	b Activity number 5: KIG24553
	b Activity name 5: Media Support phase II
	b Actual expenditure 5: 201.681
	b Name organisation 5: IWPR
	b Channel 5: [NGO]
	b Activity number 6: 
	b Activity name 6: 
	b Actual expenditure 6: 
	b Name organisation 6: 
	b Channel 6: [...]
	b Activity number 7: 
	b Activity name 7: 
	b Actual expenditure 7: 
	b Name organisation 7: 
	b Channel 7: [...]
	b Activity number 8: 
	b Activity name 8: 
	b Actual expenditure 8: 
	b Name organisation 8: 
	b Channel 8: [...]
	b Activity number 9: 
	b Activity name 9: 
	b Actual expenditure 9: 
	b Name organisation 9: 
	b Channel 9: [...]
	b Activity number 10: 
	b Activity name 10: 
	b Actual expenditure 10: 
	b Name organisation 10: 
	b Channel 10: [...]
	b Activity number 11: 
	b Activity name 11: 
	b Actual expenditure 11: 
	b Name organisation 11: 
	b Channel 11: [...]
	b Activity number 12: 
	b Activity name 12: 
	b Actual expenditure 12: 
	b Name organisation 12: 
	b Channel 12: [...]
	b Activity number 13: 
	b Activity name 13: 
	b Actual expenditure 13: 
	b Name organisation 13: 
	b Channel 13: [...]
	b Activity number 14: 
	b Activity name 14: 
	b Actual expenditure 14: 
	b Name organisation 14: 
	b Channel 14: [...]
	b Activity number 15: 
	b Activity name 15: 
	b Actual expenditure 15: 
	b Name organisation 15: 
	b Channel 15: [...]
	b Activity number 16: 
	b Activity name 16: 
	b Actual expenditure 16: 
	b Name organisation 16: 
	b Channel 16: [...]
	b Activity number 17: 
	b Activity name 17: 
	b Actual expenditure 17: 
	b Name organisation 17: 
	b Channel 17: [...]
	b Activity number 18: 
	b Activity name 18: 
	b Actual expenditure 18: 
	b Name organisation 18: 
	b Channel 18: [...]
	b Activity number 19: 
	b Activity name 19: 
	b Actual expenditure 19: 
	b Name organisation 19: 
	b Channel 19: [...]
	b Activity number 20: 
	b Activity name 20: 
	b Actual expenditure 20: 
	b Name organisation 20: 
	b Channel 20: [...]
	b Activity number 21: 
	b Activity name 21: 
	b Actual expenditure 21: 
	b Name organisation 21: 
	b Channel 21: [...]
	Indicators 1: 
	1: 
	0: Indicator...
	1: Indicator...
	2: Indicator...
	3: Indicator...
	4: Indicator...
	5: Indicator...
	6: Indicator...
	7: Indicator...

	2: 
	1: Indicator...
	2: Indicator...
	3: Indicator...
	5: Indicator...
	6: Indicator...
	7: Indicator...
	0: Indicator...
	4: Indicator...

	3a2: 
	0: Indicator...
	1: Indicator...
	2: Indicator...
	3: Indicator...

	3b2: 
	0: Indicator...
	1: Indicator...
	2: Indicator...
	3: Indicator...


	Result 1: 
	1a: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	1b: 
	1b2: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

	3b2: 
	2: 
	3: 
	1: 
	0: 
	02: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	2b: 
	2a: 
	3a: 
	3b: 
	3b3: 
	02: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 



	Baseline 1: 
	Taget 1: 
	Source 1: 
	Baseline 2: 
	Taget 2: 
	Baseline 1b: 
	Taget 1b: 
	Source 2: 
	Baseline 3: 
	Taget 3: 
	Source 3: 
	Baseline 4: 
	Taget 4: 
	Resultb: 
	Result 2: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	1b: 
	2b: 
	3b: 
	1a: The Rwanda JRLO sector is comprised of a broad set of institutions that jointly cater to the justice, reconciliation, security, rule of law and accountability mandate of the sector. In Rwanda both formal and informal, voluntary, traditional systems contribute to cater for the considerable needs of the Rwandan population. Progress on enhancing the role and quality of the Abunzi (mediation on topics such as land disputes) was for instance made by the Rwanda Initiative for Sustainable Development in close cooperation with the Abunzi secretariat from Minijust. The Legal Aid Forum and other legal aid providers cooperated with Minijust to inform and assist the Rwandan population on legal aid during the National Legal Aid Week.  A whole range of legal aid providers such as the Maison d'Acces a la Justice and the Rwanda Bar Association, offer better accessible legal aid. Strategic studies as the one on detainees and legal aid are often implemented by NGOs playing an indispensable role in the sector. Judiciary continues to face backlog problems as more and more people find their way to the formal judicial system because of increased awareness. Lastly, more extradited suspects of the genocide are expected to arrive in Rwanda. Rwanda takes great care in ensuring that all international requirements are at all times met. In 2012 and 2013 no Sector Budget Support (SBS) was given by NL (see 2.1b). Besides NL, there are only two remaining donors (UNDP and the EU) in the JRLO sector.  MiniJust had less financial means for executing its multi annual JRLO  2013 - 2018 strategy.  
	bbb: In December 2012 NL decided to withhold its SBS for 2012 and 2013 because of the allegations in the UN Group of Experts reports on involvement of the Rwandan military in eastern Congo. In previous years, through its SBS support, the Embassy was able to stimulate initiatives as co-chair of the JRLOS sector working group. In 2013 less dialogue on the provision of services by MiniJust via the JRLOS sector working group took place. Fewer JRLOs meetings were organised by MiniJust despite several requests from the JRLOS members to discuss progress on the EDPRS II and the National Justice Strategy. Despite all this the Netherlands was able to continue its usual bilateral dialogue on justice and human rights issues.Following the explicit request of the Netherlands Parliament more emphasis was placed on support to the civil society (CSO) including an additional budget of 2.5 million EUR. Several projects continued to be supported in 2013: strengthening the capacity of the Supreme Court, strengthening of the umbrella organization of legal aid providers Legal Aid Forum and contributing to the effectiveness of the National Land Tenure Regularization Programme. New CSO projects started in 2013: gender based violence - scaling up of One Stop centres, media reform program Phase III, expansion of Genocide Memorial with the Aegis Trust and sociotherapy for victims of the genocide. These projects fit within the four identified outcomes as mentioned in the MASP: improved access to quality justice, strengthened mechanisms for conflict mediation and reconciliation, improved security, rule of law and accountability, improved human rights situation for vulnerable groups.
	2a: The JRLO Sector in Rwanda is well established as well as its structures for dialogue, i.e. thematic working groups on Policy, Budget, Communication and ICT. The sector continues to improve qualitatively but less dialogue in 2013 with the JRLOS sector on further fine-tuning of policy was noted. The broad JRLOS outcome, (universal access to quality justice, genocide ideology eradicated and reconciliation mechanisms enforced, stronger rule of law, accountability and human rights within the sector, improved security, rule of law and accountability) are defined in the National Strategy for the JRLOS sector 2013 - 2018. This strategy was approved in 2012. The monitoring and evaluation framework of this strategy was approved in 2013.
	2bb: Untill 2012 the combination of SBS and programme/project support proved complementary. This has not been the case for 2012 and 2013 as no SBS was given. In fact, less initiatives were taken by MiniJust to organise regular JRLOS meetings. The JRLOS secretariat, responsible for the coordination of dialogue and policy discussion meetings, suffered from a serious lack of capacity (staff and financial means). The Netherlands continued to finance several programmes to develop a functioning justice system: ongoing projects were with the Supreme Court focussing on capacity enhancement including the implementation of a case management system. NL also supports capacity enhancement of the International Crimes Unit and Genocide Refugee Tracking Unit. The One UN project on gender based violence, aiming at assistance to the national scaling up strategy of One Stop Centres, focussed on prevention, protection and prosecution. The latter started in December 2013.

	Baseline 3b: 
	Taget 3b: 
	Result 3: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	1b: 
	2b: 
	3b: 
	1a: 
	1b12: 

	Taget 2b: 
	Baseline 4b: 
	Source 4: 
	Taget 4b: 
	Result 4: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	1b: 
	2b: 
	3b: 
	1a: 
	1b12: 
	2a: 
	2b13: 
	3a: 
	3b13: 

	Source 1b: 
	Baseline 2b: 
	Source 2b: 
	Source 3b: 
	Source 4b: 
	Target 1: 
	2a: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

	3a2: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	3b2: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


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

	1: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

	3: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 


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


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


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




	Source 1 1: 
	2a: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 
	02: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 



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

	3a: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	Source 1b2: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

	Baseline 1b2: 
	2: 
	1: 
	3: 
	0: 

	Taget 1b2: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

	Resultb2: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

	Result 22: 
	02: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	Baseline 1b3: 
	02: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	Source 1bb2: 
	02: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	Indicators 2: 
	1: 
	0: Indicator 1: How does the Rule of Law develop?
	1: Indicator 2: Rule of Law Development
	2: Level of satisfaction of justice system users with service delivery
	3: 
	4: Indicator 1: Projects are based on needs assessment 
	5: Indicator 2: Activities are undertaken to raise awareness about rights, particularly among specific groups within the population
	6: Indicator 3: Number and type of conflicts/effects on land issues despite the implementation of the national Land Tenure Regularisation
	7: 

	2: 
	1: Indicator 2: Performance of theProsecution (% and number of cases handled/resolved)
	2: Indicator 3: Separation of power (degree of independence between Parliament and Judiciary, executive and legislative powers)
	3: Indicator 4: Performance of the Judiciary (% of backlog)
	0: Indicator 1: Access to legal Aid (% and number of cases handled/resolved)
	7: Indicator 4: A strategic plan for the entire sector is developed
	6: Indicator 3: Infrastructure has been provided
	5: Indicator 2: Regular training scheme for justice staff is established (number of judicial staff)
	4: Indicator 1: Adequate salary system for justice sector officers exists

	3a 2: 
	2: 
	0: 
	0: Indicator 1: Corruption Perception 
	1: Indicator 2: Rule of Law Perception
	2: Indicator 3: Control of Corruption and Accountability
	3: Indicator 4: Internal Performance Evaluation Systems are in place and functioning




	2: 
	1a Baseline: 
	0: 52.4% (2000)
	1: 67,7 (2010)
	2: 68,1% (2012)
	3: 

	1a Target: 
	0: n.a.
	1: n.a.
	2: 72%
	3: 

	1a Result: 
	0: 54.7% (ranks no. 26 out of 52 countries)
	1: 73,4
	2: 68,1%
	3: 

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

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

	1a Source: 
	0: Mo Ibrahim Index
	1: Rwanda Governance Scorecard 2012 
	2: M&E Framework JRLOS
	3: 

	1b Baseline: 
	0: 2011 start, no baseline available
	1: 2011 start, no baseline available
	2: 2012, start, no baseline available 
	3: 

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

	1b Result: 
	0: Pretrial detention for minors put in place
	1: 13 projects financed, National Legal Aid Week 
	2: 6.659 land related cases were recorded
	3: 

	1b Result 2: 
	0: Bailiff'sLaw/paralegals/projects members 
	1: Nat Leg Aid Week, 38 members strengthened
	2: Abunzi capacity needs identified, training/supply mat
	3: 

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

	1b Source: 
	0: Legal Aid Forum (LAF) Studies 2009, 2010, 2011, 2012, 2013
	1: LAF
	2: RISD
	3: 

	2a Baseline: 
	1: 75.9% (2011)50040 cases handled
	2: 75.45% (2011)
	3: 42% backlog (2011)
	0: 67.18% (2011)82738 cases handled/resolved

	2a Target: 
	1: % target not available60480 cases
	2: n.a.
	3: 35% backlog
	0: annualy 5% increase

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

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

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

	2a Source: 
	1: Rwanda Governance Scorecardreports Supreme Court
	2: Rwanda Governance Scorecard (taken from the Africa Governance Report 3-CCM)
	3: - Rwanda Governance Scorecard- M & E Framework JRLOS, reports Supreme Court
	0: Rwanda Governance Scorecard

	3a  Baseline: 
	0: 
	0: 2012
	1: 2012
	2: 2012
	3: 2010 (year of installation of the M&E framework)


	3a Target: 
	0: 
	0: n.a.
	1: n.a.
	2: 78
	3: Fully operational


	3a  Result: 
	0: 
	0: 53
	1: 47
	2: 77.10
	3: Fully operational


	3a  Result 2: 
	0: 
	0: 53
	1: n.a.
	2: n.a.
	3: Fully operational 


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


	3a  Source: 
	0: 
	0: Corruption Perception Index TJ
	1: World Bank Worldwide Governance Indicators
	2: Governance Scorecard Rwanda (in close cooperation with Ombudsman Rwanda red.) - Rwanda Governance Board
	3: M&E framework of the JRLOS II Strategy


	3b Baseline: 
	0: 
	0: n.a.
	1: Comprehensive M&E framework 2010
	2: 
	3: 


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


	3b Result: 
	0: 
	0: External program evaluation of CSOs available
	1: Fully operational
	2: 
	3: 


	3b Result 2: 
	0: 
	0: External program evaluation of CSOs available
	1: Fully operational
	2: 
	3: 


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


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


	3b Indicators 2: 
	2: 
	4: 
	0: Indicator 1: Existence of external performance evaluation systems
	1: Indicator 2: Existence of internal performance evaluation systems
	2: 
	3: 



	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: Indicator 5: a structure for dialogue between the various institutions within the justice sector exists
	1: Indicator 6: promotion of multi-institutional (budget) support and projects 
	2: Indicator 7: inclusion of civil society in justice sector is promoted
	3: 
	0: Extra indicator...
	1: 
	0: Extra indicator...
	1: Extra indicator...
	2: Extra indicator...
	3: Extra indicator...
	4: Indicator 5: Ombudsman have been able to trigger public debate on a certain issue
	5: Extra indicator...
	6: Extra indicator...
	7: Extra indicator...



	2b 2 Baseline: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: 2011
	1: n.a.
	2: 2011
	3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: not applicable
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 





	2b 2 Target: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: n.a.
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 





	2b 2 Result: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: JRLOS working group in place and funtioning
	1: NL financed via SBS and projects CSOs
	2: JRLOS working group participation
	3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: n.a.
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 





	2b 2 Result 2: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: JRLOS working group in place and funtioning
	1: NL financed solely via projects/programs
	2: JRLOS working group participation
	3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: National Anti-corruption week launch 
	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: JRLOS secretariat reports, docs and agenda/meeting shedules - concerns 19 JRLOS institutions
	1: n.a.
	2: JRLOS working group members include civil society. The co-chair of the JRLOS meeting is the Netherlands.
	3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: Report of small scale activity financed by the Netherlands
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 





	2b Source: 
	3: JRLOS Strategy MiniJust (strategic plans run from July - June according the budget year)
	2: - ILPD reports- Supreme Court annual plans
	1: - Supreme Court annual plans- M& E Framework JRLOS- ILPD reports
	0: SWAP 2009/2012

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

	2b Result 2: 
	3: JRLOS Strategic Plan 2013-2018, approved 1st quart
	2: Building site and type of building identified
	1: In serving training modules set up - training by ICTR - 
	0: n.a.

	2b Result: 
	3: JRLOS Strategic Plan 2008-2013
	2: No decision taken on start building
	1: 1181872
	0: Salaries not high, retention of staff difficult

	2b Target: 
	3: n.a.
	2: Court building Nyanza - 70%
	1: 1113 (total)3222 (total)
	0: n.a.

	2b Baseline: 
	3: 2011 no plan
	2: 2012 court Nyanza not available
	1: 118 (ILPD graduat)1872 (ILPD other)
	0: n.a.


	Result  2: 
	3a: The performance of the justice sector is monitored by the JRLOs Extensive Monitoring and Evaluation framework, which is yearly revised and adjusted where necessary.
	3b: No particular programmes solely focussing on internal and external accountability have been executed. Ongoing dialogue including the before-mentioned topics, cooperation with the JRLOS actors (NL is co-chair), including the Rwanda Ombudsman quality assessments of judiciary and prosecution by Dutch Openbaar Ministerie related to extradition dossier, training in NL via NUFFIC, support to the process to develop a national legal aid policy, a continued positive dynamics could be maintained.

	Indicators 3: 
	1: 
	1: Indicator...
	2: Indicator...
	3: Indicator...
	5: Indicator...
	6: Indicator...
	7: Indicator...
	0: Indicator...
	4: Indicator...


	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: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

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

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

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

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

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

	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: Extra indicators...

	1: 
	0: Extra indicators...

	2: 
	0: Extra indicators...

	3: 
	0: Extra indicators...


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

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

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

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

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

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


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

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

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

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

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


	3b4: 
	0: 
	0: Indicator...
	1: Indicator...
	2: Indicator...
	3: Indicator...



	4: 
	1a Baseline: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

	1: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

	2: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

	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: 
	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: 


	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: Extra indicator...
	1: Extra indicator...
	2: Extra indicator...
	3: Extra indicator...

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

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

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

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

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

	2a 2 Source: 
	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 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: 
	1b12: 
	2a: 
	2b12: 

	Indicators 5: 
	1: 
	0: 
	0: Indicator...
	1: Indicator...
	2: Indicator...
	3: Indicator...

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


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

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



	5: 
	1a Baseline: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


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


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


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


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


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


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


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


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


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


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


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


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


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


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


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


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


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


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


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


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


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


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


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


	1a 2 Indicators: 
	0: 
	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...




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




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




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




	1a 2 Result 2: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	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: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 
	0: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	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: 
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	Organisation: Embassy of the Kingdom of the Netherlands. Kigali (Rwanda)
	Date: August 2014
	Reporting period: 2013
	a Activity number 1: KIG23842
	a Activity name 1: Securing Land Rights
	a Actual expenditure 1: 311.388
	a Name organisation 1: Rwanda Initiative for Sustainable Development
	a Channel 1: [NGO]
	a Mitigation 1: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 1: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 1b: [Significant]
	a Activity number 2: KIG24857
	a Activity name 2: Capacity Building Supreme Court
	a Actual expenditure 2: 1.631.648
	a Name organisation 2: Supreme Court
	a Channel 2: [Government]
	a Mitigation 2: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 2: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 2b: [Not applicable]
	a Activity number 3: KIG25701
	a Activity name 3: Community Based Sociotherapy
	a Actual expenditure 3: 757.604
	a Name organisation 3: Prison Fellowship
	a Channel 3: [NGO]
	a Mitigation 3: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 3: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 3b: [Not applicable]
	a Activity number 4: KIG26018
	a Activity name 4: Gender Based Violence
	a Actual expenditure 4: 580.358
	a Name organisation 4: One UN
	a Channel 4: [Multilateral organization]
	a Mitigation 4: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 4: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 4b: [Principal]
	a Activity number 5: KIG22734
	a Activity name 5: Legal Aid Forum
	a Actual expenditure 5: 399.960
	a Name organisation 5: Legal Aid Forum
	a Channel 5: [NGO]
	a Mitigation 5: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 5: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 5b: [Not applicable]
	Select results Area 1: [Select results (A/B/C/D)...]
	Results 1: 
	Implications 1: 
	Select results Area 2: [B.    Results achieved as planned]
	Results 2: Government level:The assistance to the JRLOS sector in Rwanda was affected by the decision to withhold sector budget support. Cooperation with MiniJust and the other Rwandan government institutions was limited to the Supreme Court and a decreased policy dialogue within the JRLOS sector working group. On a bilateral level: the  dialogue focussed on among others human rights and court cases continued. This dialogue did not decrease, it was increased.Civil society level:Several CSOs within the field of justice continued to be supported by the Netherlands. Besides financing of activities which started before 2013 new ones were initiaited. These CSOs were able to strengthen their advocacy role and closely cooperated with MiniJust as mainly policy implementing partners. 
	Implications 2: Government level:One of the main reasons for a decreased policy dialogue within the JRLOS sector working group has been the lack of capacity and funds for the secretariat. Discussions between the Netherlands and MiniJust on how to reactivate its previous active role took place. First steps to identify a Dutch technical expert to support the secretariat were taken.In 2013 a considerable extra amount (2.5 million EUR) was spent in collaboration with civil society. This was an explicit wish of the Netherlands Parliament after the decision was taken to withhold sector budget support. The identification process of new CSO projects has been successfull: Several new activities started in 2013 (gender based violence - scaling up of One Stop Centres, media reform program phase III, expansion of Genocide Memorial with the Aegis Trust and sociotherapy for victims of the genocide)
	Select results Area 3: [Select results (A/B/C/D)...]
	Results 3: 
	Implications 3: 
	Select results Area 4: [Select results (A/B/C/D)...]
	Results 4: 
	Implications 4: 
	Select results Area 5: [Select results (A/B/C/D)...]
	Results 5: 
	Implications 5: 
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