Annex F Sud lrumu PrioritZone,lturi Province

List of Acronyms

CISPE
DRC
ETD
FARDC
FARM

FCS
FDLR

HR

IDP
ISSSS
JHRO
M&E Cell
MONUSCO
NK

PNC
PoC
SFCG
SGBV
SSR
SSuU
UNDP

Consortium for the Integrated Stabilization and Peace of Eastern DRC
Democratic Republic of Congo
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ForcesArmées de la Républigue Démocratique du Congo (DRC Armed Forces)
Food Security and Inclusive Access to Resources for Conflict Sensitive
Development
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Democratic Forces for the Liberation of Rwanda (Forces démocratiques de libérat
Rwanda)

Human Right

Internally Displaced Persons

International Stabilization and Security Support Strategy

Joint Human Right Office

Monitoring and Evaluation Cellule

United Nations Organisation Mission in the DRC

North Kivu

Police Nationale Congolaise (National Congolese Police)

Protection of civilians

Search For Commom Ground

Sexual and Gender Based Violence

Security Sector Reform

Stabilization Support Unit

United Nations Development Programme



1 Presentation oAnnexl —Sud Irumu (Ituri Province)

This Annex presents an assessment of the expected status of ISSSS programming in Sud Irumu during the
second half of 2017 and the first months of 2018 (Se@jorhis foward looking perspective is meant to
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but are slated for implementation in the foreseeable future.

The Annex also presents a summarized overvieth® ISSSS monitoring data for Sud Irumu that covers
the period of June / July 2016 to December 2016 (SednThis is the first period for which a
meaningfully comple set of monitoring data for the ISSSS was available. The data therefore serves as a
baseline against which results from future data collection rounds will be compared

Finally, the Annex also offers a set of tentative and preliminary observations dBH&S baseline data,

also (but not only) when considered in the context of the combined scope of the stabilization projects that

are currently operating and are planned for Sud Irumu (Sedioh is important to understand, however,

that these observations are by no means intended to be definitive, final or accepted at face value. On the
contrary, they are meant to help stakeholders to continue the informed debate abremds and
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the course of this debate is very much an intended part of the monitoring and learning process.

2 Status of ISSSS programmuud Irumu {uri Province)

This section of the report provides an overview of the status of ISSSS programming in the Sud Irumu
WLINA2NRAGE T2ySQd {LISOAFAOIffex GKA&a &aSOGA2YY

9 Provides arief description of the different programmes / interventionshat are currently beig
implemented in Sud Irumu in association with the ISSSS; i.e., which means that they are either
financed through the Stabilization Coherence Fund (SCF) or throdagetal funding arrangements
(aligned programmes);

1 Presents an overview of how theg#erventions cover the result elements of the ISSSS across its
five substantive Pillarsand offer some tentative observations on the degree to which all necessary
elements are being addressed.

1 Gives slightly more idepth views of the Pillarspecific statusof ISSSS programmingased on the
status of ISSSS projects of June / July 2017, with some additional reflections on implications for the
implementation of the strategy in the months to come.

Overview of ISSSS interventions in Sud Irumu

Tablelllists the projects that are currently being implemented or are set to start implementation in the
coming months under the umbrella of the ISSSS in the Sud Irumu priority zitméyfarmation on the

- A % 4 oA X

NEBaLISOGADS tSIHR 2NAlNIyATFdA2yas (KS SELISOGSR AYLX S

11 Y2NB RSOGFAfSR FyR @Aadza f LINBaSyidliarzy 2F GKS NBadz (a
FAE Sé T2N {adailable dpdizYedpesi. K G A &

2 This report was originally intended to be published in March / April 2017, with only about three month lag from

the end of the reporting period. However, some of the data that this report is based on only became available at the

end of May / early June 40. Reporting therefore had to be pushed back.



Tablel: Overview of interventions associated with the ISSSS (aligned and SCF)

Pamoja Kwa | Ongoing (May Increased and inclusive support for the stabilization and security strate¢

Amani- 2017 to May| Community level; Improved land governance and accountability; Enha
Ensemble | 2019) transparency in the exploitation and management of mineral resources ir
SCF : o ’ . . . )
pour la Paix priority area; Functionalityperformance and quality of chiefdom and sect
(UNHABITAT, services (ETD) are strengthened; Strengthened security governance;
cohesion and resilience; Sexual and Gerghesed Violence (SGBV)
CISPE (IOM) | Ongoing Contributeto the improved mutual accountability and capacity of Congols
(November state institutions and civil society to address and mitigate the main drivel
2015 to April| conflictin selected intervention zones in lturi and Ndkilru, and to reinforce
2019) the legitimacy of these ingtitions and its agents, who are perceived
enabling security actors by men, women, boys and girls.
Aligned CPLUP Ongoing (June Focused on community based participatory land use planning to improve
(UNHABITAT) 2016 to | security of landrights, the project is centred on the following col

December 2018) components: a) A platform for promoting dialogue around land governa
both at the community and provincial level; b) Ownership by 1
political/administrative authorities; ¢) Research for consensus lamd
planning and usages; d) Development of appropriate tools for an integr
and participatory management of economic space and land.

The overall project landscape in Sud lrumu

Taken together, the abovmentioned projects are set to address resutan all five substantive pillars
of the ISSSS

Programming for Pillar 1 (Democratic Dialogue), Pillar 3 (Restoration of State Authority), and Pillar 4
(Socieeconomic resilience to conflicty relatively advancedin that more than half of the results
components of these three pillars are covered by at least one project.

Programming for Pillar 2 (FARDC performance in Protection of Civilians (PoC)) and Pillar 5 (SGBV
prevention)is developingin Sudlrumu, in that less than half of the results componentsach of

these pillars are currently targeted by at least one project.

Table 2 below provides an overview of the programming status of the five thematic ISSSS pillars in Sud
Irumu.

Table2: Overview of programming status acrossl86SS Pillars, PZ Sud Irumu (Ituri Province), July 2017

Intended Contribution to implementation of ISSSS SIS Er

programming

Create a participatory and inclusive (democratic) dialogue around the implementation
ISSSS in ordereasure required support for the ISSSS among the population (women, girl{  Advanced
and men) and among traditional and formal authorities.
Improve the performance of the FARDC in civilian protection, and commuiAfgDC relationy Developing
Increase the (beneficial) role and presence of the Congolese state (in particular th
authorities) in the Priority Zones.

Advanced

3 Eventually, monitoring will also include the tracking of other managerial and procedural aspects of ISSSS
AYLX SYSyGlFdA2yd ¢KSaS FNB F2Ay3 06S LINI 2F atAftl NI né
4 Complete: All result elements of the ISSSS are addressed by projadiganced: Most result elements are
addressed by projectdDeveloping: A minority of result elements are addressed by projeddsne: No results

elements of the Pillar are addressed by projects.



Increase the equitable resource flow to and coherence amoimiglkapopulations (women an
men,girls and boys), including in particular, IDPs and returnees.

Ensure that security sector reforms (covered by both Pillars 2 and 3) and local state ¢
building (Pillar 3) sufficiently emphasize combating sexual and gdreded vitence as a Developing
symptom and driver of conflict in the Priority Zones.

Advanced

Figurel below provides a more detailed picture of the results that are addressed either by one (smallest
circle), two (medium circle) or three (largest circles) of the ISSSS projects in Sud Irumu; either currently,
or in the near future. The results that are madkin red font are presently not covered at all.

Figurel: Outlook on ISSSS Programming in the Sud Irumu Priority Zone (Ituri) (July 2017); all programmes
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As can be seen, all three of the projects in Sud Irumu work on the baa@&ioh plansthat are to be
developed in consultation and with the participation of the population (Intermediate Outcome 1.1.1).
Although CISPE and CPLUP are not necessarily applying the Democratic Dialogue approach in its entirety,
this does mean that the two aligned;laterally funded projects (CISPE, CPLUP) are applying key principles



from that approach to their sectespecificinterventions. Al three projects also make use of participatory
dialogue platforms as a space to create their overarching (SCF) or-spetific (CISPE, CPLUP) action
plans and to provide oversight of their implementation, in keeping with the respeappeoach of the
ISSSS.

Currently not clearly reflected in the intervention logic of the projects operating in Sud Irumu are ISSSS
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experiences from worklone at the local level to the provincial or national level. The situations in Pillar 2
(concerning security sector reform) or Pillar 3 (concerning local governance reform) illustrate this.

The sections below provide a more detailed look at the projeeecage in each of the five Pillars in Sud
Irumu.

Programming for Pillar 1 (Democratic Dialogue)

ISSSS programming in Sud Irumu covers the development of overarchingsemosal local action plans
(SCF), as well as that of seespecific action plandand, security) (CPLUP, CISPE). This is coupled with the
setup and support of overarching oversight mechanisms (dialogue platforms) (SCF) and sector specific
platforms and oversight or consultation mechanisms (again, for land, security). ProgrammingI¢8CF)
foresees to facilitate the translation of sectoral priorities into sector policy and principles.

The main limitation may be the links to provincial and national levels (Intermediate Outcome 1.1.3). Many
of the priorities identified in the Sud Irumzompact involve, directly or indirectly, action from national
and provincialevel authorities. This may include the need for legislative / policy changes, and-the re
allocation of budget, human, and capital resources.

Several risk factors from the ISSBE matrix have the potential to adversely affect projects under Pillar
1. In the current political climate in the DRC, the national and provincial political context (including the
indefinite delay of local elections) is likely to affect efforts meantubip place a legitimate participatory
process in Sud lrumu.

Table3 below is a portion of the ISSSS log frame Pillar 1, and shows the projects contributing @ its O.
and 1.O. It also highlights the results where no intervention is currently being implemented/planned.

Table3: The ISSSS program landscape in Sud Irumu, Pillar 1 (Democratic Dialogue)

Objective / outcome Associated project programmes

S.0.1 Support for the ISSSS at community level
0.0.11 Local stabilization processes aligned with community priorities (SCF): Sud Irumu
1.0.1.1.1 | Joint action plans developed and approved by communities (A): CISPE, CPLUP
1.0.1.1.2 | Jointaction plans compiled into Sector Compacts (SCF): Sud Irum
(A): CPLUP
10.113 [ bl GA2y It FdziK2NRGASE O2YYAG (2 9| SSUGood Offices
0.0.1.2 Local groups support stabilization process (A): CISPE
1.0.1.2.1 | Oversight mechanisntf stabilization process seip and functioning; (SCF): Sud Irumu
(A): CISPE, CPLUP




Programming in Pillar 2 (FARDC performance in Protection of Civilians (PoC))

ISSSS programming for Sud lrumu is currently addressing Pillar 2 primarily through sapihert

G/ 2YAGsSa RS .lFasS¢ o/R.0 2F GKS C!w5/ o6FryR GKS tb/
(CLSP). The SfiiRded project for Sud lrumu intends to use these committees as conduits to improve
relationships (i.e., accountability) betweeecsrrity forces, local administrations and the population, and

also to raise awareness for Human Rights (HR) and Protection of Civilians (PoC) principles.

ISSSS programming does includes efforts to improve FABBIMuUNity relationships. However, related
results components to help address the internal dynamics and incentive structures that influence
behaviour of FARDC personnel are not currently covered (such as Intermediate Outcomes 2.1.2 and 2.1.3).
Similarly, the intervention logic of the projects worsiaon FARDC performance does not yet clearl include
STF¥F2NIa G2 O02YYdzyAOFLGS SELISNASyOSa FyR tSaazya 7
personnel to national leaders, to link lodavel work to the national Security Sector Reform (SSR).

The I1ISSS%k matrix identifies several factors that may affect implementation under the ISSSS Pillar 2.
Slow or no progress in national reforms of the security sector may make it more difficult to bring local
advances in PoC performance to bear at a larger sPalesisting ties of soldiers with armed groups, or
FARDC internal challenges, such as poor living conditions or mistreatment of soldiers by superiors also
may make it more challenging for ISSSS programmes to bring about sustained changes in predatory
behavour by the FARDC.

Table4 below is a portion of the ISSSS log frame Pillar 2 and shows the projects contributing to its O.O
and 1.O. It also highlights the resultbeve no intervention is currently being implemented/planned.

Table4: The ISSSS program landscape in Sud Irumu, Pillar 2 (FARDC performance in PoC)

Associated project /

Objective / outcome
programmes

S.0.2 FARDC Performance in PoC
0.0.2.1 Operational FARDC PoC principles & procedures applied & enforced

I.O0. 2.1.1| PoC Awareness & skills among FARDC field commanders & soldiers
@
1.0. 2.1.1| PoC awareness & skills among FARDC commanders
(b)
1.0.2.1.2 | FARDdisciplinary, oversight, incentive structures reinforced & aligned w. PoC

1.0.2.1.3 | Strengthened military judicial mechanisms f. HR violations

1.0.2.1.4 | Lessons on PoC experiences & resource requirements communicated to nat. FARDC leag

(SCF): Sud Irumu

0.02.2 Cohesion and trust between civilians and FARDC (SCF): Sud Irumu
1.0.2.2.1 | Social & econ. integration of soldiers into host communities
1.0.2.2.2 | Redress mechanisms f. local authorities & communities (SCF): Sud Irumu

1.0.2.2.3 | Improved behaviour bfFARDC soldiers (less predatory & profiteering)

Programming in Pillar 3 (Restoration of State Authority)

ISSSS programming covers most results components of Pillar 3 in Sud Irumu. Efforts to improve
accountability and responsiveness of State institutidies into the related efforts under Pillar 1
(democratic dialogue) and to a certain extent Pillar 2 (FARDC PoC Performance; specifically
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documents to guide sibilization efforts in the PZ. ISSSS programming also intends to improve access to
relevant stateLINE A RSR aSNWAOS&a a + YSlIya

State, in relation to overall administrative service, justice, ladldninistration and securityOverall
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Outcome 3.1) Finally, ISSSS programming in Sud Irumu is covering at least some of the results
O2YLRySyila aa20ArG8SR oA0GK (GKS RS@St2LAy3
for local governanceProjects are prepared to train local authorities on the concepts of taxation,
decentralization and public resource managemg@dverall OQutcome 3.3)

a02KS|

Not currently addressed in Sud Irumu is the need for bigger financial allocations from the nationial level

the ETDs to finance an expansion of publicly provided serflicesmediate Outcome 3.1.3) Also, not

currently covered are efforts to clarify the relationships between traditional and formal authorities in the
priority zone(Intermediate Outcome 3.2).

Multiple risk factors from the ISSSS risk matrix have the potential to affect projects working in Pillar 3 of
the ISSSS. In particular the current national political context (centralisation of power, associated w.
obstructionism and lack of reforms,dluding in financial areas (payroll)) could hamper and counteract

project work.

Table5 below is a portion of the ISSSS log frame pillar 3, and shows the projects contributing to its O.O

and 1.O. It also highlights the results where no intervention is currently being implemented/planned.

Tableb: The ISSSS programdanape in Sud Irumu, Pillar 3 (Restoration of State Authority)

Objective / outcome

Associated project /

programmes
S.0.3 Increased beneficial role and presence of "regular" Congolese State in local governance
0.0.31 Improved access to relevastate-provided services (SCF): Sud Irumu
(A): CISPE, CPLUP
1.0.3.1.1 | Improved performance of state agents in service delivery (SCF): Sud Irumu
1.0. 3.1.2 | Availability / access to physical infrastructure & other assets f. service delivery (A): CISPE
1.0.3.1.3 | Improved availability of financial resources for service delivery
0.0.3.2 Improved accountability and responsiveness of state institutions (SCF): Sud Irumu
(A): CISPE
1.0.3.2.1 | Local, participatory oversight and planning structuestablished; functioning
- — - — - . — (SCF): Sud Irumu
1.0.3.2.2 | Local population & civil society act on responsibilities and righta-vis local authorities
1.0. 3.2.3 | Awareness of state agents of their formal duties and responsibilities (incl. no corruption) | (A): CISPE
0.0. 3.3 | Enabling, coherent regulatory / legal framework for local governance in place (A): CPLUP
I.0. 3.3.1: | Local authorities / ETDs prepared for devolution and financial retrocession (SCF): Sud Irumu
1.0.3.3.2 | Division ofresponsibilities between formal and traditional authorities codified
1.0. 3.3.3: | Lessons for increased local State presence acted on by national authorities (A): CPLUP

Programming in Pillar 4 (So@oonomic resilience to conflict)

Pillar 4 programming in Sud Irumu covers most of the associated result components; in principle, aiming

at providing support for shosterm income stabilizatioOverall Outcome 4.1)and for the improvement
of economic conditions for longegerm economiadevelopment and stabilizatiofOverall Outcome 4.2)

offering assistance in specifically for improved access to land (reduced land conflicts, better access to land

5 This is a necessary part of efforts envisioned by the ISSSS strategic framework to help develop a coherent and
enabling framework for local governance.



governance; landise planning). ISSSS programming also foresees support to strengthenirskaipds
and coherence within and among communit{€verall Outcome 4.3)
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associated with the lonterm stabilization of the local economiéisitermediate Outcome 4.2.5)

Table6 below is a portion of the ISSSS log frame pillar 4, and shows the projects contributing to its 0.0
and 1.O. It also highlights the results where no intervention is currently being implemented/planned.

Table6: The ISSSS programdanape in Sud Irumu, Pillar 4 (Séegmnomic Resilience to Conflict)

Objective / outcome ASS;::)'Z?;%%Z? il
S.0.4 Equitable resource flow (income earning & economic opportunities; seegmnomic support)
0.0.41 Increased participation iremployment schemes & shoterm income stabilization

1.0.4.1.1 | Improved availability of livelihood & staup grants and casfor-work

1.0.4.1.3 | Improved access to services

0.0.4.2 Improved (enabling) conditions for localconomic recovery

(SCF): Sud Irumu

1.0.4.2.1 | Increased sustained access to markets (SCF): Sud Irumu
1.0.4.2.2 | Improved and secure access to land, natural resources (SCF): Sud Irumu
(A): CPLUP

1.0.4.2.3 | Improved access to credit (all groups)
1.0.4.2.4 | Improved access to training opportunities

(SCF): Sud Irumu

1.0.4.2.5 | Improved access to wage employment

0.0.4.3 Social linkages within and between communities strengthened (SCF): Sud Irumu
1.0.4.3.1 | Psychesocial needs of vulnerable / marginalized groupsammunity addressed
1.0.4.3.2 | Inter- & intra community trust increased (SCF): Sud Irumu

Programming in Pillar 5 (Fight Against SGBYV)

Gender mainstreaming in ISSSS programming (SCF) in Sud Irumu is meant to help change harmful social
norms that areassociated with sexual and gendmased violence (SGBV). This is complemented by
additional programming that focuses specifically on SGBV prevention and the improvement of access to
services for SGBV survivors. Projects in Sud Irumu do intend to helpvenpverall relations between
the FARDC (and the PNC) and the population; through resurrection and strengthening of the Comités de
FaS 6/ R.0 2F GKS tb/ FTYR (GKS C!'w5/ T FyR o0& aidtNBy
However, ISSSS programmim Sud lrumu does not currently include specific efforts to reduce
involvement of security sector actors in committing acts of SGBV or to increase trust in the security forces
(both PNC and FARDC) to better prosecute SGBV(€aszrall Outcome 5.2)Nme of the projects target
the internal dynamics that are thought to influence behaviour of FARDC personnel towards communities,
and women in particular. ISSSS programming is also not specifically addressing access to justice
(Intermediate Outcomes 5.3.4 @h5.3.5)or servicegIntermediate Outcome 5.3.3pr SGBV survivoFs.

Table7 below is a portion of the ISSSS log frame pillar 5 and shows the projects contributing to its 0.0
and 1.O. It also highlights the results where no intervention is currently being implemented or is planned.

6 The SSU will verify these observations with the respective project partners; any necessary revisibes will
presented in the next monitoring report.



Table7: The ISSSS progrdandscape in Sud Irumu, PillaiFight Against SGBV

Objective / outcome

Associated project /

programmes
S.0.5 Reduced levels of Sexual and Gendersed Violence (SGBV)
0.0.51 Harmful social / gender norms (SGBV) decreased

- - — (SCF): Sud Irumu
1.0.5.1.2 | Active and meaningful participation in dialogue around SGBV
1.0.5.1.3 | Increased involvement in changing harmful social/gender norms
0.0.5.2 Increased levels of trust in security forces to prosecute SGBYV incidents committed by staff
1.0.5.2.1 | Reduced involvement of security sector actors (FARDC and PNC) in SGBV
1.0.5.2.2 | Strengthened military judicial systems for prosecution of SGBV cases
0.0.5.3 | Improved access to justice and support services for SGBV survivors (SCF): Sud Irumu
1.0.5.3.1 | Increased public awareness of laws & standards; roles & responsibilities to combat SGBV
1.0.5.3.3 | Improved support services for SGBV survivors (SCF): Sud Irumu
1.0.5.3.4 | Improved ease of filing of SGBV cases at local level
1.0.5.3.5 | Improvedspeed, impartiality and confidentiality of SGBV trials improved
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ISSSS Results Dataud Irumu
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framework for which data was available for the firspogting round. A more detailed, exhaustive and
visual presentation of the data can be found in the separate data file for the Sud Irumu priority zone.

Table8: ISSSS Results Data, Pillar 1 to 3, June@2D&6ember 2016

I adzyyYr NBE &R

Location / Period
Indicator Sud Irumu Sud Irumu 1 Sud Irumu 2
June 2016 DECZET:e' June 2016 De;ETGber June 2016 Decngaber
Ilndlcator 1_iii: % Women and men stating that their villages / neighborhoods are 'very/ % 7% 5% 20 8% 13%
extremely peaceful
Indicator 1_iv: % of women and men expecting that their village / neighborhood will be 10% 14% 8% 20 129% 27%
more peaceful in one year
— Indicator 1.1_iii: % of men and women who state that peace consolidation projects are
g "very good" or "extremely good" at addressing the mostimportantissues to in their area 12% 15% 6% 7% 18% 24%
D
o - - -
g Indmatorl.z:%ofmen and women \ivho behevt{thatgoverrjmentws managing th? 9% 7% 4% 4% 14% 9%
following areas fAwell o or Avery well o (a
o N .y -
= Indicator 1.2 (Av. Security): % of men and vvpmen who believe that};overnmen\t is i 12% 8% 5% 50 19% 12%
& managing the following areas fAwell o or d
] Indicator 1.2 (Av. Economy): % of men and women who believe that government is 0 0 0 0 ) 0
QE, managing the following areas fAwell o or A 6% 5% 3% 3% 9% %
@, 1.2 (a): Establish peace in Eastern Congo 10% 5% 4% 1% 16% 9%
g 1.2 (b): Reduce poverty 6% 5% 4% 2% 8% 8%
= 1.2 (c): Increase employment 50 6% 3% 3% 7% 9%
o -
1.2 (d): Combat corruption 6% 50 3% 3% 8% 7%
1.2 (e): Unify the different ethnic groups 12% 11% 7% 7% 17% 15%
1.2 (f): Improve the lives of Congolese 7% 4% 3% 3% 12% 6%
1.2 (9): Ensure security 10% % 3% 5% 16% 9%
1.2 (h): Combat sexual violence 17% 9% 6% 6% 27% 13%
6 Indicator 2_‘| (@): No. of reported incidents in Priority Zone locations perpetrated by armed 99 incidents 3incidents 96 incidents
) groups againstwomen, girls, boys and men.
= Ind@ator 2_i(b): N.o. of reported incidents in Priority Zone locations perpetrated by FARDC 2 incidents 0incidents 2 incidents
'G—J againstwomen, girls, boys and men.
g Indicator 2_i (b): No. ofreported |nC|denFs in Priority Zone locations perpetrated by A G 1 ikt 13 incidents
g unkown perpetrators againstwomen, girls, boys and men.
5 Indicator 2_II (a): % of women and men who personally have been helped by the FARDC 26% 26% 24% 29% 28% 290
= over the past year.
o Indicator 2_iii (a): % of women and men (in areas where FARDC are deployed) who think o
. ) T ) % % % % 47% 44%
8 the FARDC makes a "big" or "very big" contribution to their security S —_— oL — ° °
- = -
¥ Inq!cator 2.1 ii:% populatlop (women anq men) who report that the presence of the 230 17% 230 2206 2204 11%
i military causes them to feel insecure (& triangulation)
Indi 2.2.2_i: % of h hatthe vi fcri FARD
: hndlcat]or i 90 vvomer|1 gnd men who agree that the victims o crlmgs by © 89% 85% 929% 88% 87% 82%
5 ave the opportunity to complain (disaggregated by gender and sub-priority zone).
= Indicator 2.2.2_ii: % of women and men who agree that FARDC accountability efforts to
= : o ofwe whoag T 62% 48% 71% 50% 53% 47%
o prevent crimes are ongoing
- o - - :
Ind@catpr 2.2.2_iii: % of women and men who agree that FARDC are ‘unpunished' (for 26% 12% 34% 6% 19% 17%
their crimes)
© Indicator 3.1_i (a): % qfwomgn and men who indicate they have 'good' or 'very good 16% 12% 5% 6% 26% 19%
T access to administrative senvices of the Congolese State
“ﬁ_ Indicator 3.1_i (b):%ofwomen and men who indicate they have ‘good' or 'very good"' 19% 13% 11% 7% 26% 19%
) access to a police station or sub-station
(= Indicator 3.1_i (c): % of women and men who indicate they have ‘good' or ‘very good'
S~ | i (c): % of women ¢ o indi yhave g ye 20% 20% 5% 17% 35% 23%
2 2 |access to the national civil judicial system
L= n S — - -
S _8 Imﬁ;ator 32_i(@):% ofwomen and men |nd.|cat'|ng tvhatvnanona\ / provincial / local elected 7% 6% 20 4% 1% 8%
g = officials represent the interest of the population ‘well' or 'very well
g:/ < |Indicator 3.2_i (b): % of women and.me‘n lndvlcavtlng that ;I)romncwa\ elected officials 8% 7% 206 % 13% 10%
™ represent the interest of the population ‘well' or 'very well
(=‘3 !ndicator 3.2_i(c):% qu(v)meT] ar‘1d men ir?dicating that local officials represent the 25% 28% 23%
T interest of the population ‘well' or 'very well
Indicator 3.2.2_ii: % of d ho indicate that theyfind it "very" of "extr ly'
ndicator i qu women an rrjenw oml |ca:§ attheyfin ,‘ very" of "extremely’ 20% 12% 12% 3% 27% 22%
acceptable to pay ‘official taxes' (i.e., 'real taxes', not 'invented taxes’).
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Table9: ISSSS Results data Sud Irumu, Pillar 4 to 5, June R@témber 2016

Location / Period

Indicator Sud Irumu Sud Irumu 1 Sud Irumu 2
December December December
June 2016 2016 June 2016 2016 June 2016 2016
- ) - — — - - - —
Indl(.:ator 47||.‘ % of HH de.pendu‘wg on traditional activities as their main economic activity 62% 70% 53%
(agriculture, fishery, hunting, animal husbandry)
12(::10::;?;1:'2'1JV: % of women and men indicating they have "good" or "very good" access 30% 27% 330%
:Cd(j;:;o{:{:ﬁzdj: % of women and men that declare they have "good" or "very good" 38% 39% 26% 44% 31% 33%
Indicator 4.2.3_i: % of women and men who indicate to have access to credit, if required? 13% 2206 9% 37% 16% 8%
E Indicator 4.2.5_i: % of women and men declaring to have had a paid job for atleasta 10% 10% 5% 7% 15% 13%
% week over the past 3 months
8 Indicator 4.3_i (a): % of women and men who indicate that people in their area "often” or
° "sometimes" participate in cultural activites or ceremonies with members of other ethnic 84% 100% 84% 0% 85%
; groups
g Indicator 4.3_i (b): % of women and men who indicate that people in their area "often"or
Q "sometimes" attend places of worship together with members of other ethnic groups 90% 100% 91% 0% 89%
7]
L N o o
4 llvndlcatqr 4.3:| (c): % of Wome.n and men who indicate thal people in their area "often" or 78% 100% 78% 0% 78%
o sometimes" work together with members of other ethnic groups
= ry m m
5 .Ivndlcatqr 4.37! (d): % of ngen and men who indicate t.hat people in their area "often" or 83% 100% 84% 0% 81%
8 'sometimes" intermarry with members from other ethnic groups
I.I('J) Indicator 4.3_ii (a): % of women and men who "agree" that groups or individuals in their
S neighborhood / village pursue shared objectives and work together to achieve them; in 55% 59% 51% 60% 59% 59%
g spite of occasional competition
%) Indicator 4.3_ii (b): % of women and men who "agree" that the population in their
:; neighborhood / village work together but that there are important divisions that create 43% 44% 44% 55% 42% 32%
3 competition
E Indicator 4.3_ii (c): % of women and men who “agree" that the population in their village is
very divided, that groups and individuals compete with each other and that everyone only 60% 60% 60% 62% 60% 57%
seeks to achieve his / her own objective
Indi 4.3.2_i: % of h hat they h " "or™ I
ndlc.ator .3 Ll oo‘women and men w ostglel .at.t ey have a "good" or "very good 79% 85% 74% 80% 83% 20%
relationship across different groups of people in their lives
Indicator 4.3.2_i (a) relationship with parents, children, spouse 89% 89% 92% 85% 86% 92%
Indicator 4.3.2_i (b) relationship with neighbors 90% 88% 89% 83% 91% 93%
Indicator 4.3.2_i (c) relationship with people in village or quarter 85% 87% 81% 83% 90% 92%
Indicator 4.3.2_i (d) relationship with people of own ethnic group 79% 86% 73% 80% 85% 93%
Indicator 4.3.2_i (e) relationship wiht people, no matter their ethnic group 50% 73% 37% 66% 63% 80%
Irv1dicatorv5_\i: % women and men reporting that they have experienced physical or sexual 4% 4% 206 4% 7% 3%
violence in the last 6mths
- — -
Ilrvldlc‘atorHS_m (a): /uqfwomen and men who personally know a woman who was survivor 36% 24% 2206 18% 51% 31%
("victime") of sexual violence
Ilrv\dlc.atorHSJII (b)l%gfwomen and men who personally know a man who was survivor 6% 3% 4% 4% 7% 206
("victime") of sexual violence
Indicator 5.1_i (a).%oprm?n a.nd men‘believing that consent for sexual activity is 50% 69% 53% 67% 68% 70%
always necessary (including inside marriage)
o m n
Indicator 5.1_i (p), /0 of women and men who "agree" thatitis sometimes acceptable for 29% 31% 28%
aman to beat his wife / spouse
- - S — - -
Indicator 5‘17| (d). % ofwgmen and mgn believing that crimes t?fsexual violence should 26% 27% 250
be resolved 'in the family, i.e., without involvement of the authorities
Indlcator 5.1_ii (a-1). % of wo»men and men reporting that they would accept a survivor of 90% 84% 86% 84% 94% 85%
sexual violence back into their community
. Indicalor 5.1_ii (a-2). % of wo»men and men reporting that they would accept a survivor of 86% 86% 78% 83% 93% 90%
i sexual violence back into their household.
0] Indicator 5.1_ii (b). % of women and men reporting that they would accept back in to their
n household a survivor of sexual violence who has a child as a result of the violence. 82% 81% 72% 79% 92% 83%
=2}
=
= Indicator 5.1_ii (c). % of women and men who would accept back into their household a
“>-’ women who is a survivor of sexual violence if this women had contracted a disease or 81% 79% 70% 77% 91% 82%
[ suffered an injury as a result of this incidence.
@ Indicator 5.1.3_i (a): % of women and men who have sought outinformation aboutissues
g related to gender-based violence over the last three months (seeking information) 10% 5% 7% 6% 13% 4%
E Indicator 5.1.3_i (b): % of women and men who themselves have participated in
meetings on issues related to gender-based violence over the last three months 8% 6% 8% 7% 8% 5%
(discussion and debate)
-0
Indllcator 5.1.3_i (c): % of women ,:?md men who themselves have pamqpated |.n other 8% 50 6% 6% 9% 2%
actions to combat gender-based violence over the last three months (direct action)
!I’\dlCatOl’ 5.2_i. % of women and men who 'agree' that FARDC are punished appropriately 43% 27% 26% 27% 60% 28%
if they commit sexual violence
Indicator 5.27|. % ofvyomen and men who 'agree’ that PNC are punished appropriately if 24% 26% 27% 250 61% 28%
they commit sexual violence
!ndica.lor 5.27iv(a):%ofwonjen and men Yvho cvonfiderlhe elfforts of the police / PNC to 28% 23% 21% 2206 350 24%
investigate cases of sexual violence to be 'good’ of ‘very good
Indicator 5.27iv(b):%0fwonmen an”d m”en wh?thinkthatsurmvors of sexual violence are 61% 51% 51% 33% 71% 69%
served by the police / PNC "as well" or "better" as survivors of other crimes
Indicator 5.2_iv (c): % of women and mel:] who }hink that today's efforts of the police to 15% 11% 5% 7% 250 14%
investigate cases of sexual violence are 'better' than those of a year ago
Indi(?ator 5.3.3_v: % of women and men reporting that they know how to access support 26% 21% 120 14% 40% 28%
sernvices for SGBV survivors
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Tablel0: SelectedISSSS Results Data Sud Irabhugender, Pillar 1 to 5, June 201Becember 2016

Gender / Period

Indicator Femme Homme Total
December December December
June 2016 2016 June 2016 2016 June 2016 2016
— Indicator 1.2 (Av. Security): % of men and women who believe that
I gover nment is managing the foll owi 11% 21% 9% 10% 12% 8%
E security and safety)
1.2 (c): Increase employment 10% 5% 0% 7% 5% 6%
i - 0
c: Indicator 2_1I (a): % of women and men who personally have been helped by 15% 14% 38% 37% 26% 26%
< the FARDC over the pastyear.
= Indicator 2.2.2_ii: % of women and men who agree that FARDC
a ! IO G ) B S 50% 29% 74% 67% 62% 48%
accountability efforts to prevent crimes are ongoing
Ilndlcator 3:.1_| (b): % ofwo.men aqd men who |n.d|cate they have ‘good' or 13% 7% 25% 19% 19% 13%
'very good' access to a police station or sub-station
(g Ilndicator 3‘.1_i (©): % ofwom.en anq mgn .vaho indicate they have ‘good’ or 23% 9% 17% 31% 20% 20%
= 'very good' access to the national civil judicial system
o Indicator 3.2.2_ii: % of women and men who indicate that they find it "very" of
"extremely" acceptable to pay 'official taxes' (i.e., real taxes', not ‘invented 14% 9% 25% 16% 20% 12%
taxes').
Indi 4.2.2_ii: % of h | heyh N o
"ndlcator ; _ii: % of women and men that declare they have "good" or 16% 23% 61% 54% 38% 39%
'very good" access to land
- 50 —
Indlc'at'or 4.2.-37I4 % of women and men who indicate to have access to 6% 23% 19% 2204 13% 2206
credit, if required?
- o - —
Indicator 4.2.5_i: % of women and men declaring to have had a paid job for 2% 306 16% 17% 10% 10%

atleast a week over the past 3 months

Indicator 4.3_ji (b): % of women and men who "agree" that the population in
their neighborhood / village work together but that there are important 33% 40% 53% 47% 43% 44%
divisions that create competition

Indicator 4.3_ii (c): % of women and men who "agree” that the population in
their village is very divided, that groups and individuals compete with each 67% 68% 53% 51% 60% 60%
other and that everyone only seeks to achieve his / her own objective
Indicator 4.3.2_i: % of women and men who state that they have a "good" or

N " . . X L . 78% 90% 79% 80% 79% 85%
‘very good" relationship across different groups of people in their lives
Indicator 4.3.2_i (a) relationship with parents, children, spouse 86% 90% 92% 87% 89% 89%
Indicator 4.3.2_i (b) relationship with neighbors 89% 93% 90% 83% 90% 88%
Indicator 4.3.2_i (c) relationship with people in village or quarter 84% 96% 87% 79% 85% 87%
Indicator 4.3.2_i (d) relationship with people of own ethnic group 78% 94% 80% 79% 79% 86%
Indicator 4.3.2_i (e) relationship wiht people, no matter their ethnic group 55% 77% 45% 69% 50% 73%
Indicator.S_iii Sa.): ‘% O.f. women anq men who personally know a woman who 43% 29% 30% 19% 36% 249%
was survivor ("victime") of sexual violence
Indlcatorl5_||| Sb.)l f’/o o.f. women anq men who personally know a man who 30 0% 8% 5% 6% 30
was survivor ("victime") of sexual violence
Indi A . % of lievi h fi |
nd.lc'at{)r 5.1_i(a). % o womgn anq mgn l?e |evmg.t at consent for sexual 5206 63% 69% 75% 60% 69%
activity is always necessary (including inside marriage)

- e -
Indicator 5.1_ii (a-2). % of women and men reporting that they would accept 93% 84% 78% 89% 86% 86%

a survivor of sexual violence back into their household.

Indicator 5.1_ji (b). % of women and men reporting that they would accept
back in to their household a survivor of sexual violence who has a child as a 91% 82% 74% 80% 82% 81%
result of the violence.

Indicator 5.1_ji (c). % of women and men who would accept back into their
household a women who is a survivor of sexual violence if this women had

[To)
) o 7% 79% 75% % 1% 79%
c contracted a disease or suffered an injury as a result of this incidence. 87% 9% 5% 80% 81% 9%
=
- —3 ; " -

Indlcato.r 5.2_!. % of wome.n and meh who ‘agree’ that FARDC are punished 56% 17% 30% 38% 43% 27%

appropriately if they commit sexual violence

Indicato.r 5.2_?. % of wome.n and me.n who ‘'agree' that PNC are punished 54% 16% 33% 37% 44% 26%

appropriately if they commit sexual violence

Indicator 5.2_iv (a): % of women and men who consider the efforts of the

police / PNC to investigate cases of sexual violence to be 'good' of 'very good' 23% 17% 34% 29% 28% 23%

Indicator 5.2_iv (c): % of women and men who think that today's efforts of the

police to investigate cases of sexual violence are 'better' than those of a year 13% 2% 16% 19% 15% 11%

ago

Indicator 5.3.3_v: % of women and men (where appropriate also girls and

boys)1) reporting that they know how to access support services for SGBV 31% 23% 21% 19% 26% 21%

survivors

"The table includes data for indicators for which responses by women and men in at least one of the two polls (June
2016 and December 2016) differed by more than the margin of error-c§%!/



4 Observations and issues to consider based on programming scope and
results data

Pillar 1¢ Democratic Dialogue

Negative views on current and future peace and security, and on the ability of the international
community and the Government to affect positigleange create challenging circumstances for the launch

of democratic dialogue in Sud Irumu in order to incrgaspular support for the ISSSSpecific Objective

1). Pessimism prevails among the population of the Sud Irumu Priority Zone on the peaceddlitess

26y O02YYdzyAiliASazr 6AGK | LIINRBEAYIFGSte aSgSyide G2 Sa
fAGOE S¢ G2 & ¢rdlidator1diif, larid fvith 9 b of SFulitin the priority zone expecting

an unchanged situation or eveaslks peaceful conditions in the futufindicator 1_iv) Approximately
SAIKGE LISNOSyld 2F LIS2LIX S OdaNNByihdfte asSS y2 2N 2yf &
projects) to improvements in their villages / communit{gsdicator 1.1 _iii).About the same number of

people doubt the capacity of the Government of the DRC to help improve the situation with regard to
security, socieeconomic welfare and social cohesi@ndicator 1.2)

CKS LR2Lz I GA2Y Ay (KS [/ KSTF SUNAISKES Ykl {. I SSOZNEF y2RF |
Irumu 1) tends to assess the current security situation in their communities more negatiaiypeople

in Bahema Sud and Walendu Bindi (Sud Irumt Bdth in terms of the current situation and prospects

for greater peace in the coming ye@indicators 1 _iii and 1_iv)Less than 10% of the population in Sud

lrumu 1(Indicator 1 ivVSE LIS OG Y2 NB LIS OSFdzt O2yRAGA2ynparely G KSA
to about thirty percent in Sud Irumu 2. The more negative views of the population in the Sud Irumu 1 also
SEGSYR G2 GKS loAatrade 2F wLISIOS LINRr2SOGaQ FyR GKS
towards greater stability, peace and ewmmic weltbeing(Indicator 1.2 (ag h).1*

Possible considerations for programmigdillar 1

As in other priority zones, the largely negative views on the past stabilization projects increase the
significance of theparticipatory approachof the ISSSS; i.¢0 use theconsultation and dialogue
mechanismduring the startup phase of projects in Sud Irumu to establish the legitimacy of the
stabilization process as a whole. At the same time, these circumstances may also increase the pressure
for projects to folow-up dialogue with concrete actions and gains in order to convince a largely sceptical
population of theoverall value of the stabilization process

8 See graph on ticators in data file for Sud Irumu.

® Sub Priority Zone sud Irumu %

0 dzo t NA2NARAGe& &2yS a{ dzR L NXUzYdz H

11 Data from the perception surveys seems to be at odds with information on security incidents from the Monusco

Force for the same time timeframe, wre the number of recorded incidents is in Sud Irum&1 (F KSYl aA (G S32¢
Y. I KSYF . 231 Q3 I|igfar loWer thghdthe fligurestréptried far Sud Irumu BRakema Sud and

Walendu Bindijsee Indicator 2_i)



Pillar 2¢ FARDC performance in PoC

Efforts under the ISSSS in Sud Irumu to improveptirdormance ofthe FARDC in the protection of
civilians (PoC) and improve communityFARDC relationéSpecific Objective Zre facing a population
that regards the FARDC as an important provider of security, but that also has reservations about the
capacity and will bthe FARDC to make itself accountable for crimes committed by its own soldiers.

Roughly 4 out of 10 adults in the PZ think that the FARDC makes a big or very big contribution to their
personal security. Ten percent of people saw no contribution of theDEAIR this regar@indicator 2_iii

(a)). For just under half of the population in Sud Irumu, the FARDC is the main provider of security in their
Attt 3Sasr F2tt26SR RANBOUf& o0& GD2RéX a2dzNBSt @Saé
saw the PNC fulfil the role of main security provitter

The relative importance of the FARDC as security provider notwithstanding, roughly a quarter of people
in Sud Irumu feel at least some degree of insecurity when meeting FARDC soldiers on the street. This i
about the same for women as it is for méindicator 2.1 _ii).The accountability of the FARDC for crimes
committed against civilians is also receiving mixed reviews in the priority zone. While approximately 9 out
of 10 women and men find it is possible tegister complaints about crimes committed by the FARDC
(Indicator 2.2.2_i) about half of the population doubts that actual efforts are underway to hold the
perpetrators accountable. About one quarter of the population think that soldiers go unpunishady

crimes or infractions they comm(indicator 2.2.2_iii) Women in Sud Irumu are more doubtful than men

in this regardIndicator 2.2.2_ii) The share aivomen who think FARDC accountability efforts are ongoing

is only about half to twahirds the size of that of men.

In Sud Irumu 2, the population tends see the FARDC as making a comparatively greater contribution to
their personal security than is the @$n Sud Irumu XIndicators 2_iii (a)) They also tend to feel
comparatively less affected in their security when meeting FARDC soldiers on thélstlesttor 2.1 _ii)

Feeling insecure in Sud Irumu 2 tends to be associated more often with the presieacaed groups.

This correlates with the actual higher incidence of crimes committed by armed groups (in particular by
the FRPP) against the civilian population in that zo@ladicator 2_i)

Possible considerations for programmigdillar 2

Doubts amongdhe population, and in particular among women in Sud Irumu that the FARDC is committed
and able to hold perpetrators of crimes against civilians in its own ranks to account may point to the need
work with the FARDC to improve its own disciplinary and dagletrstructuregOverall Outcome 2.1)and

to address the lowelevel results that are associated with the internal accountability mechanisms
(Intermediate Outcomes 2.1.4.2.1.4) None of these ISSSS results are currently covered by ISSSS projects
in the Sud Irumu priority zone.

2SS IANI LKA 2y (K& H@riRYa2dzyRERA A NRANF IG2 WC! w5/ t SNF 2
data file for Sud Irumu.

13 The clear majority of security incidents in Sud Irumu were attributed to the FRPI (i.e., 98 out of a total of 118
recorded for the entire priority zonePnly 2 incidents were attributed to the FARDC, both of these occurring in Sud

Irumu 2. However, there were 14 incidents in Sud Irumu as a whole whose perpetrator remained unknown (Indicator

2_i).



Pillar 3¢ Restoration of State Authority

With ISSSS efforts in Sud Irumu to establish a gréatesficial local presence of the regular Congolese
State(Specific Objective 3bout tostart, most people in the priority zone cader the State to be largely
ineffective and unable to carry out most of its core functions. About half the population consider access

to state-provided services to be bad or very BadOnly about 2 out of 10 people find their access to be
GA22RE NI REDS NBONR A& {dzR LNHzYdz a + ¢gK2fS3 YSy S
and are more willing than women to pay tax@sdicator 3.2.2_ii)

Perceptions on services access and on the ability of the State to ensure security are slightgdéss n

in Sud Irumu 2 than in Sud Irumdlddicator 3.1_i (& c); Indicator 3_i). The population in Bahema Sud

and Walendu Bindi (Sud Irumu 2) is also somewhat more willing to pay official taxes as part of their civic
duties and responsibilitie@ndicator 3.2.2_ii)

As in other priority zones, the population by and large does not trust national and provincial officials to
represent their priorities, with less than 1 out of 10 adults thinking that officials currently do a good or
very good job in thisegard(Indicator 3.2_i (a, b))Perceptions on the role local authorities in this area
are slightly less negatiindicator 3.2_i (c))As mentioned elsewhere, however, the data available to the
SSU at this point does not allow to assess to what extdmi@ affiliation influences the attitudes towards
their local leaders.

Possible considerations for programmiggpillar 3

The situation in Sud Irumu seems to underscore the importaneeldfessing the role and presence of

the Congolese State in the zom®t only locally, but to also target at provincial and national level those
systemic organizational and institutional bottlenecks that have been constraining the capacity of the local
authorities and of deconcentrated and decentralized entities of theeStatmprove its performance. The
question of resource availability at local level and related components of Overall Outcome 3.3 (enabling
framework for local governance) to facilitate an expanded role of the State are either not being addressed
by ISSSSgects, or are covered in a relatively narrow manner, focused only on specific sectors and issues
(i,e., land). It may be beneficial to consider how the ISSSSaddress these issues more
comprehensivelylt also may be appropriate to examine the gendeecific barriers that reduce access

to services more for women than for men.

Pillar 4¢ Socieeconomic resilience to conflict

ISSSS programmikbg improve theequitable flow of socieeconomic resource¢Specific Objective 4

Sud Irumu starts from a low level, with significant differences in the resources and services that are
available to men as opposed to women. At least 1/3 of the households in Sud Irumu earn no regular
income(Indicator 4_i)and only 1 out of 10 peopledvwe had a paid job for at least a week during the three
month prior to the surveyqIndicator 4.2.5 i) Approximately sixty percent of households depend
primarily on traditional economic activities (agriculture, fishery, hunting, animal husbafiddizator

¥ This includes administrative services, police and théonat judicial system.
15 Data that would help to shed more light on this question has been collected by a joint-MDRISCO project,
but has not yet been made available to the SSU / the M&E Cell.



4_ii)!. About one third of the population have good or better access to mackedscator 4.2.1_iv)forty

percent of people they the same about their access to ldndicator 4.2.2_iiJand approximately ten to

twenty percent of adults can access diteifland when they need ifindicator 4.2.3_i).Access to credit

and land are slightly higher in Bahema Mitego, Bahema Boga, and Banyali Tchabi (Sud Irumu 1) than in
Bahema Sud and Walendu Bindi (Sud Irumu 2).

Compared to other ISSSS priority zones f@tghanga), geographic differences in Sud Irumu in economic
conditions tend to be somewhat smaller across most indicators. Gender differences, however, appear to
me more pronounced: Fewer women than men find they have good or better access t@rdiwtor
4.2.2_ii)or to credit(Indicator 4.2.3_i) Women in Sud Irumu are also are less likely than men to have
paid work(Indicator 4.2.5 i)

In both subzones, all but a small minority of people seem to feel comfortable maintaining relatively loose

social ontact with members of ethnic groups other than their own, for example when attending cultural

events, or places of worsh{fndicator 4.3 i (a, b))More lasting relations, such as marriages across ethnic
fAySaz 200dzNJ W2 T Sy O of2NJespi(iadic&ar 4.37 i) This Ricdwidstandlifgdzi y 2 «
ethnic affiliation does affect the quality of relationships between people, more so in Sud lrumu 1 (Bahema
Mitego, Bahema Boga, Banyali Tchabi) than in Sud Irumu 2 (Bahema Sud, Walend(Ingicalipr

4.3.2_i (age).

Pillar 5¢ SGBV Preventitin

Sud Irumu has the highest number of incidents of sexual violence recorded by the MONUSCO Force among
the three currently active priority zon&s Over the period from July to December 2016, a total ofdk@s

were recorded by MONUSCO; 9 out of these 10 cases were attributed to the armed groups; one case was
linked to the FARD@dicator 2_i) About one third of women in in Sud Irumu, and a quarter of men know
someone who survived an incident of sexualesi@e (Indicator 5 _iii (a))

Sexual violence is more common in the Chefferies / Secteurs of Bahema Sud and Walendu Bindi (Sud
Irumu 2) than in Bahema Mitego, Bahema Boga, and Banyali Tchabi (Sud Irumu 1). Eighty percent of cases
recorded by MONUSCO in thecond half of 2016 occurred in Sud Irumu 2. 4 out of 10 people here know

a woman who has experienced sexual violence, compared to 2 out of 10 people in Sud (fodicator

5_iii (a))

Attitudes in Sud Irumu towards women who survived SGBV are broiaailgrsto those in other ISSSS
LINA2NRGE T2ySad |1 26SOSNE (KSe8 R2 RAFTTFSNIo6SGsSSy
the willingness of families to accept pregnant or injured survivors of sexual violence back into their
households. In SUlrumu 2 (the sukzone with higher reported numbers of SGBV), eighty to ninety percent

of people would welcome SGBV survivors back into their communities or their households, independent
of any resulting pregnancies or injuries. In Sud Irumu 1, thieisdke for only about seventy percent of

the population(Indicator 5.1_ii (ag c)). Adults in Sud Irumu 2 are also more likely to know how to access

167 out of 10 households in Sud Irumu 1; 5 out of 10 households in Sud Irumu 2.

71t is not possible to estimate the total incidence of sexual violence in the priority zones, as it unlikely that any of
the available data sets offer a comprehensive tallalbincidences. Assuming that any flaws in the data affect all
data collection across all geographic zones, however, the data sets can offer some insight into relative magnitude of
the problem across geographic areas.

8 Kitchanga, Ruzizi, Sud Irumu.



support services for SGBV survivors. That notwithstanding, only a quarter of the population in Sud Irumu
asa whole know how to seek help following cases of sexual violgnd&ator 5.3.3_v).

Possible considerations for programmiggpillar 5

Considering the comparatively high incidence of sexual violence in Sud Irumu it may be necessary to
consider if and howhe currently low coverage of Pillar 5 by ISSSS projects can be exparitieeeds to

0S SYLKIaAlT SR GKIG Ylye 2F GKS NBtFGSR NBadzZ Ga 27
internal disciplinary and oversight structur@@verall Outcone 2.1))are currently also not covered by
stabilization projects.



Annex lI- Kitchanga Prioritgone, Nath KivuProvince

List of Acronyms

CISPE Consortium for the Integrated Stabilization and Peace of Eastern DRC

DRC Democratic Republic of Congo

ETD [20Ff 9YOGAGASAK WOYUlAGSaA C¢SNNRARG2NAI T

FARDC Forces Armées de la Républigue Démocratique du Congo (DRC Armed Forces)

FARM Food Security and Inclusive Access to Resources for Conflict Sensitive
Development

FCS C2yRA&4 RS /2KSNBYyOS LRdzNJ fI {dF 0AFdzER

FDLR Democratic Forces for the Liberation of Rwanda (Forces démocratiques de libérat
Rwanda)

HR Human Right

IDP Internally Displaced Persons

ISSSS International Stabilization and Security Support Strategy

JHRO Joint Human Right Office

M&E Cell  Monitoring and Evaluation Cellule
MONUSCO United Nations Organisation Mission in the DRC

NK North Kivu

PNC Police Nationale Congolaise (National Congolese Police)
PoC Protection of civilians

SFCG Search For Commom Ground

SGBV Sexual and Gender Based Violence

SSR Security Sector Reform

SsuU Stabilization Support Unit

UNDP United Nations Development Programme

1 Presentation oAnnexll —Kitchanga (North Kivu Province)

This Annex presents an assessment of the expected sttlSSSS programming in Kitchanga during the

second half of 2017 and the first months of 20$8¢tion2). This forward looking perspective is meant to
ensure that projectsl K1 & I NB 40 GKA&a LRAYyG adAtft aAy GKS LI LY
foreseeable future are also taking into account in the mapping.

The Annex also presents a summarized overview of the ISSSS monitoring data for Kitchanga that covers
the period of June / July 2016 to December 2016 (Se@bh This is the first period for which a

91 Y2NB RSOGFAfSR FYyR @Aadzt LINBaSydalrdirzy 2F GKS NBadz (2
FAL S¢ T2 WNdiclia dvalldble ypan request.



meaningfully complete set of monitoring data for the ISSSS was avaléielelata therefore serves as a
baseline against which results from future data collection rounds will be comflared

Finally, the Annex also offers a set of tentative and preliminary observations on the ISSSS baseline data,

also (but not only) when consided in the context of the combined scope of the stabilization projects that

are currently operating or are planned for Kitchanga (Sectjoit is important to understanchowever,

that these observations are by no means intended to be definitive, final or accepted at face value. On the
contrary, they are meant to help stakeholders to continue the informed debate about trends and
programming options in the priority zoned@8 A G A 2y Ay 33X NBGBAAAY3I YR NBTAYA
the course of this debate is very much an intended part of the monitoring and learning process.

2 Status of ISSSS programming in Kitchanga (North Kivu Province)

This section provides an overviewto G4 KS adF ddza 2F L{{{{ LINRBIANIYYAyYyS3
Specifically, this section:

1 Provides arief description of the different programmes / interventionshat are currently being
implemented in Kitchanga in association with the ISSSS; i.e., which means that they are either financed
through the Stabilization Coherence FUWRCFpr through bilateral funding arrangement&ligned
programmes);

I Presents an @rview of how thesenterventions cover the result elements of the ISSSS across its
five substantive Pillarsand offer some tentative observations on the degree to which all necessary
elements are being addressed.

1 Gives slightly more idepth views of thePillar-specific status of ISSSS programmibgsed on the
status of ISSSS projects of June / July 2017, with some additional reflections on implications for the
implementation of the strategy in the months to come.

Overview of the ISSSS interventiongéhatga

Tablelllists the projects that are currently being implemented or are set to start implementation in the
coming months under the umbrella of the ISSSS enkiitchanga priority zone, with information on the

A ¥ 4 A x

NE&LISOGADBS tSIR 2NHFYATFGAZYyaTE GKS SELISOGSR AYLX S

Tablel1: Overview of interventions in Kitchanga associated with the ISSS®dedigd SCF)

Title (Lead Implementation

Type Thematic Focus

Organisation) Period
Les chemins vers le Start: October 2016 Implementation of DemocratiDialogue (DD) in Kitchanga (Pillar
Accords « Njia za| (24 month
Makubaliano » | programme; to end
(International Alert) | 30 September 2018

Pamoja Kwa Aman Ongoing (ending in | Land governance, social cohesion, sagonomic reintegration,
na Maendeleo| April 2019) prevention of sexual and gendéased violence (SGBV)
(UNHABITAT)

FCS

20This report was originally intended to be published already in March / April 2017, with only about three month lag
from the end of the reporting period. However, some of the data that this report is based on only became available
at the end of May / earlyjune 2017. Reporting therefore had to be pushed back.



Title (Lead Implementation

Type Thematic Focus

Organisation) Period
Lobi Mokolo Ya Siki Ongoing (ending in | Increasing knowledge and awareness among Congolese se«
(Security Sector May 2018) forces and civilians about their rights, roles and mut
Reform (SSR}Phase responsibilities to improveelationships and build confidence.

4; ExtensionfSFCG)
Consortium for the Ongoing (endingin | 1) Promotion of inclusive, dialogdmsed conflict resolutior

Integrated April 2019 YSOKIyAaYaT | YR LLU rdagold tyfddgh
Stabilization and improved security services performance and raised perceptiol
= Peace of Eastern DR services within communities. Ill) Contribute to the improv
2 (CISPH)OM) mutual accountability and capacity of Congolese state instituti
% and civil society; Reinforce the legitimadytlrese institutions and
its agents.
Food Security anc¢ To commence in Improving the food security of target populations by address
Inclusive Access t¢ 2017 grievances among marginalizedroups, promote inclusive
Resources for Conflic democratic dialogue and conflict management systems, stror
Sensitive Market inter-communal relationships, and sustainable agricultu
Developmeni{FARM) practices, thus improving land access and agricultural mark
leading to increased stability and greatercass and availability o
food.

The overall project landscape in Kitchanga

Taken together, the projects mentioned Trablell are set to address all five substantive pillars of the
ISSSS, albeit at differing degrees of intensity:

Presently, only the project coverage of Pillar 1 (Democratic Dialaguelatively adranced in that
more than half of results components of the pillar are covered by at least one projedfi(pae?).
Project coverage for Pillar 2 (FARDC perforraam@rotection of Civilians (PoC)), Pillar 3 (Restoration
of State Authority), Pillar 4 (Soeltconomic Resilience to Conflict) and Pillar 5 (SGBV preveistion)
still developingin Kitchanga. Less than half of results components of each of these &dansrently
targeted by at least one project.

Table12 below provides an overview of the programming status of the five thematic ISSSS pillars in
Kitchanga.



Tablel2: Status of Programming in the Kitchanga Priority Zone (North Kivu), all progranttesf af 2017

Coverage of

Pillar Intended Contribution to implementation of ISSSS ISSSS results
framework?:

Create a participatory andnclusive (democratic) dialogue to ensure a political and commbaied

transformation process of the targeted conflicts. AR

Improve the performance of the FARDC in civilian protection, and commqeAfgDC relations Developing
Increase the (beneficial) role and presence of the Congolese state (in particular the local authorities) in the .
Zones Developing

Increase the equitable resource flow to and coherence among at risk populations (women and men, lgrts Jan
including in particular, IDPs and returnees.

Ensure that security sector reforms (covered by both Pillars 2 and 3) and local state capacity building
sufficiently emphasize combating sexual and gender based violereesyaptom and driver of conflict in thf Developing
Priority Zones.

Developing

Figure2 below provides a more detailed picture of the results that are addressed either by one (smallest
circle), two (mediunrsmall circle), three (mediudarge circles) or four (largest circle) of the ISSSS projects
in Kitchanga; either currently, or in the ndature. The results that are marked in red font are presently
not covered at all.

As can be seen, most of the projects in Kitchanga work on the basistioh plansthat are to be
developed in consultation and with the participation of the populatiotgfimediate Outcome 1.1.1). This
means that the two aligned, éaterally funded projects (CISPE, SSR) are emulating for their-spetzific
interventions the overarching Democratic Dialogue approach (Pillar 1 of the ISSSS) of-thedS€CF
project in Kichanga. Similarly, projects also make us@aficipatory dialogue platformsas a space to
create their overarching (SCF) or seetpecific (CISPE, SSR) action plans and to provide oversight over
their implementation, in keeping with the approach of tIf&SSS.

The sections below provide a more detailed look at the project coverage in each of the five Pillars in
Kitchanga.

21 Complete:All result elements of the ISSSS are addressed by projedtsinced:Most result elements are
addressed by projectdDeveloping: A minority of result elements are addressed by projeddsne: No results
elements of the Pillar are addressed by projects.
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Programming for Pillar 1 (Democratic Dialogue)

Programming in Kitchanga under Pillar 1 focuses prignan the development of joint action plans on
stabilization and oversight mechanisms at the community level, particularly through the FCS programme
run by International Alert (focused entirely on Pillar 1) (Sablell).

In their original form, none of the projects supported the creation of actionable Sector Compacts at the

LINE GAYOALE §S@St o0GKIG Aa o0SAy3 rddpumsdibies;lod8tRe 08 (K
continued commitment by national authorities to implement these. The focus was rather on community

level activities and consenstsiilding rather than on encouraging legislative or political action by the
government. Howevernirevision of the FCS project on Pillar 1 (led by International Alert) in that was
completed in June 2017, the partners added a result on provincial and national engagement. This new
version will be reflected in greater detail in the next monitoring repéiso, the SSWas discussed the

issue of sector compacts with the UNHABITAT consortium to attempt to lay the groundwdukuier
programming intermediate outcomes 1.1.2 and 1.1.3 in the priority zone.

Pillar 1 of the ISSSS has been contentious imafitia, leading to political tensions with Congolese
authorities. If this tensions continue, progress on Democratic Dialogue as a foundation of work in other
Pillars of the stabilization strategy may be severely hampered.

Table 3 below shows a portion dfe ISSSS logframe pillar 1, and lists the projects that are contributing to
the overall outcomes (0.0) and intermediate outcomes (1.0) under this first pillar. The table also highlights
0KS G322R 2FFAOS&a¢ ¢2N)] 2F GKS {{! NBftFGSR G2 &asSo

Tablel3: The ISSSS program landscape in Kitchanga, Pillar 1 (Democratic Dialogue)

Objective / outcome Associated project / programmes

S.0.1 Support for the ISSSS at community level

0.0.11 Local stabilization processes aligned witommunity priorities (FCS): Kitchanga
(A): CISPE

1.0.1.1.1 | Joint action plans developed and approved by communities (FCS): Kitchanga
(A): CISPE

1.0.1.1.2 | Joint action plans compiled into Sector Compacts
1.0.1.1.3 | National authoritied2 YYA G (2 9 | OG dzLl2y W{ {

Not covered

0.0.1.2 Sustained community support for stabilisation (A): CISPE
1.0.1.2.1 | Oversight mechanisms of stabilization processugeaind functioning; (FCS): Kitchanga
(A): CISPE

Programming in Pillar 2 (FAR@EEformance in Protection of Civilians (PoC))

Only one programme (SSR, implemented under the leadership of SFCG) is currently contributing to Pillar

2 results in Kitchanga (s@@ble140 @ ¢ KS LINP3INI YYSQad 2@0SNIft 202S00GA
confidence between the FARDC (and the PNC) and communities due to improvements in FARDC conduct.
Activities are currently concentrated primarily in increasing the awarenéshe FARDC regarding their

rights and responsibilities, along with targeted trainings and incentives to reinforce and reward positive
behavioural change.

Project coverage in Pillar 2 currently is not yet clearly addressing FiiRID@l (or PNénternal ¢ see
Pillar 3) incentive structures to try to influence behaviour of FARDC commanders and soldiers towards the



civilian population; nor the integration of local lessons into wider national policy agenda (e.g., Security
Sector Reform).

Several deeplentrenched risk factors could derail the progress of the SSR programme in Kitchanga,
including poor overall conditions for FARDC soldiers, counteracting efforts to improve their performance
on Protection of Civilians and thus relations with communitieaddition, disruptive events continue to
occur in Kinshasa (such as the May 2017 attack of the FDLR on the town of Kit€hé&ngagr reducing

faith that the FARDC will protect civilians.

Table 4 below lists a portion of the ISSSS logframe pilladXteows the projects contributing to its O.O
and 1.O. It also highlights the results where no intervention is currently being implemented/planned.

Tablel4: The ISSSS program landscape in Kitchanga, Pillar 2 (FARDC performarjce in PoC

Objective / outcome FESEEIE [PTERE

programmes
S.0.2 FARDC Performance in PoC

0.0.21 Operational FARDC PoC principles & procedures applied & enforced (A): SSR

1.0. 2.1.1| PoC Awareness & skills among FARDC field commanders & soldiers

a

@ (A):SSR

I.0. 2.1.1| PoC awareness & skills among FARDC commanders
(b)
1.0.2.1.2 | FARDC disciplinary, oversight, incentive structures reinforced & aligned w. PoC
1.0.2.1.3 | Strengthened military judicial mechanisms f. HR violations (A): SSR
1.0.2.1.4 | Lessons on PoC experiences & resource requirements communicated to nat. FARDC lead
0.022 Cohesion and trust between civilians and FARDC

1.0.2.2.1 | Social & econ. integration of soldiers into host communities (A): SSR

1.0. 2.2.2 | Redress mechanisnfislocal authorities & communities

1.0.2.2.3 | Improved behaviour by FARDC soldiers (less predatory & profiteering)

Programming in Pillar 3 (Restoration of State Authority)

Current Pillar 3 programming in Kitchanga focuses on improving the performance of state agents in the
F2f{t26Ay3 FNBlFLaY t2ftA0ST WdzadA OS> ! RYAyYy ABasedNI G A2y
Financing will link performance of state agents toyments in an effort to change structures and
behaviours over time (sekablelb).

There is currently no focus on strengthening the framework for local governamegiahal and provincial
level, which may hamper the lorigrm sustainability of current programming.

The primary risks are the continued delays to local and provincial elections (which undermines
accountability) and existing patronage links in NK that @névthe equitable distribution of access to
services across all communities.

Table 5 below is a portion of the ISSSS logframe pillar 3, and shows the projects contributing to its O.O
and 1.O. It also highlights the results where no intervention is culgrdrgting implemented/planned.

22 http://aa.com.tr/en/africa/rwandanrebelgroupkills-2-congolesesoldiers/813850
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Tablel5: The ISSSS program landscape in Kitchanga, Pillar 3 (Restoration of State Authority)

Objective / outcome ASEESIEL) 0T

programmes

S.0.3 Increased beneficial role and presence gefular" Congolese State in local governance
0.0.31 Improved access to relevant stajerovided services (A): CISPE, FARM
1.0.3.1.1 | Improved performance of state agents in service delivery (FCS): Kitchanga

(A): CISPE, SSR, FARM
1.0.3.1.2 | Availability/ access to physical infrastructure & other assets f. service delivery (A): CISPE
1.0.3.1.3 | Improved availability of financial resources for service delivery
0.0.3.2 Improved accountability and responsiveness of state institutions (A): CISPE

1.0.3.2.1 Local, participatory oversight and planning structures established; functioning
1.0.3.2.2 | Local population & civil society act on responsibilities and righta-vis local authorities
1.0.3.2.3 | Awareness of state agents of their formal dutéesl responsibilities (incl. no corruption) (A): CISPE

0.0.3.3 Enabling, coherent regulatory / legal framework for local governance in place 3.3.1: L
authorities / ETDs prepared for devolution and financial retrocession

I.0. 3.3.1: | Localauthorities / ETDs prepared for devolution and financial retrocession
I.0. 3.3.2 | Division of responsibilities between formal and traditional authorities codified
I.0. 3.3.3: | Lessons for increased local State presence acted on by national authorities

Programming in Pillar 4 (So&oonomic resilience to conflict)

The main focus of programming in Kitchanga under Pillar 4 is to improve secure access ¢aaland
historically contentious issueand to support local economic activities, particularly foe grouth (see



Tablel6).

At present, no work is being undertaken on creating-inlle employment opportunities. However the

FARM project led by Mercy Corps intendsctmtribute to several of these results once the project is
operational in 2018, such as access to credit to support income generation, and access to markets. These
elements are essential to the loigrm sustainability of equitable resource flows amongriak
populations.

¢KS L{{{{ YAGOKIy3l O2yFftA0l lrylrfeara KAIKfAIKGSR
risk factors affecting stabilization. Historical tensions in the area between the banyarwanda and

Wi dzli 2 OK (G 2y SQ hé&pbdeatial td Hingleyf rogriéds @ Snproving access to land and natural
resources.

Table 6 below presents a portion of the ISSSS logframe pillar 4, and lists the projects contributing to its
0.0 and 1.0. It also highlights the results where no intervensiaurrently being implemented/planned.



Tablel6: The ISSSS program landscape in Kitchanga, Pillar 4E8onimmic Resilience to Conflict)

Associated project /

Objective / outcome

programmes

S.0.4 Equitable resource flowincome earning & economic opportunities; SoeEconomic support)

0.0.41 Increased participation in employment schemes & shtetm income stabilization (FCS): Kitchanga
(A): FARM

1.0.4.1.1 | Improved availability of livelihood & staup grants and:ashfor-work

1.0.4.1.3 | Improved access to services

0.0.4.2 Improved (enabling) conditions for local economic recovery

1.0.4.2.1 | Increased sustained access to markets (A): FARM

1.0.4.2.2 | Improved and secure access to land, natural resources (FCS): Kitchanga
(A): FARM

1.0.4.2.3 | Improved access to credit (all groups)

1.0. 4.2.4 | Improved access to training opportunities

1.0.4.2.5 | Improved access to wage employment

0.0.4.3 | Social linkages within and between communities strengthened (FCS): Kitchanga

I.0.4.3.1 | Psychesocial needs of vulnerable / marginalized groups in community addressed

1.0.4.3.2 | Inter- & intra community trust increased (FCS): Kitchanga; Kitchan
P1

Programming in Pillar 5 (SGBV Prevention)

At present 1 programme in Kitchanga focuses on programming under Pillar 5 (FCS led by UN Habitat) (see
Tablel7)%. Activities are focused on raising awareness on weriful effects of negative gender norms

and building the capacity of community leaders and youth for preventing SGBV. Elements of Pillar 5
related to combatting impunity within the justice system for SGBV crimes and to improving adequate
services to SGB\ttims/survivors are not covered at all in Kitchanga.

A lack of significant programming on the reduction of SGBV cases in Kitchanga renders associated risk
factors more likely to materialize. Raising awareness of harmful gender norms is important, batkhe

of efforts to tackle the impunity around SGBV through the military or justice systems makes sustained
progress on Pillar 5 less likely.. This may lead to the growing disillusionment of women and girls in
particular regarding the contribution of stalzihtion to reducing SGBV.

Table 7 below is a portion of the ISSSS logframe pillar 5, and shows the projects contributing to its O.O
and 1.O. It also highlights the results where no intervention is currently being implemented/planned.

Tablel7: The ISSSS program landscape in Kitchanga, Pillar 5 (Preventing SGBV)

Objective / outcome Assgﬁgizamgf e
S.0.5 Reduced levels of Sexual and Gendersed Violence (SGBV)
0.0.51 Harmful social / gender norms (SGBV) decreased
1.0.5.1.2 | Active and meaningful participation in dialogue around SGBV (FCS): Kitchanga
1.0.5.1.3 | Increased involvement in changing harmful social/gender norms

0.0.5.2 Increased levels of trust in security forces to prosecute SGBV incidemsitted by staff
1.0.5.2.1 | Reduced involvement of security sector actors (FARDC and PNC) in SGBV

1.0.5.2.2 | Strengthened military judicial systems for prosecution of SGBV cases

23 The harnonization the log frame of another project, Living peace in DRC (implemented by the Living Peace
Institute), was in progress when this report was prepared. The project will be included in the mapping in the next
monitoring report.



0.0.5.3

Improved access to justice and support services for S&BWvors

1.0.5.3.1 | Increased public awareness of laws & standards; roles & responsibilities to combat SGBV
1.0.5.3.3 | Improved support services for SGBV survivors

1.0.5.3.4 | Improved ease of filing of SGBV cases at local level

1.0.5.3.5 | Improvedspeed, impartiality and confidentiality of SGBV trials improved




3 ISSSS Results datiitchanga

CtKA&d aSOGA2y 2F GKS NBLERNI O2ydlFAya I adzyyYl NE AR
framework for which data was available for the firsporting round. A more detailed, exhaustive and

visual presentation of the data can be found in the separate data file for the Kitchanga priorityzocle

is available upon request

Tablel8: ISSSS Results Data Kitchanga, Riliar3, June 2016 December 2016

Location / Period
Indicator Kitchanga 1 Kitchanga 2 Kitchanga
December December December
June 2016 2016 June 2016 2016 June 2016 2016
- 0
Indicator 1_iii: ngmen ?nd men stating that their villages / 206 5% 13% 21% 8% 14%
neighborhoods are ‘very/'extremely peaceful
- — - —
Ind.lcator 1_iv: A:Aofwomen and men fexpectmg that their village / 20% 30% 6% 7% 13% 18%
neighborhood will be more peaceful in one year
Indicator 1.1_iii: % of men and women who state that peace
g consolidation projects are "very good" or "extremely good" at 6% 12% 2% 5% 4% 8%
g addressing the mostimportantissues to in their area
> o
38 Indicator 12 % of men and women who bglleve that government |~s 5% 7% 10% 15% 7% 11%
< managing the foll owing areas A
a Indicator 1.2 (Av. Security): % of men and women who believe that
g gover nment i s managi ng the foll 8% 11% 18% 28% 13% 20%
g (average for security and safety)
g Indicator 1.2 (Av. Economy): % of men and women who believe that
) gover nment i s managi ng the foll 1% 3% 2% 3% 2% 3%
e, (average for economic issues)
\:i 1.2 (a): Establish peace in Eastern Congo 2% 3% 10% 13% 6% 8%
_‘=E 1.2 (b): Reduce poverty 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1%
a 1.2 (c): Increase employment 1% 5% 0% 2% 0% 4%
1.2 (d): Combat corruption 1% 4% 6% 8% 4% 6%
1.2 (e): Unify the different ethnic groups 6% 15% 6% 13% 6% 14%
1.2 (f): Improve the lives of Congolese 1% 2% 1% 0% 1% 1%
1.2 (9): Ensure security 4% 3% 19% 29% 12% 17%
1.2 (h): Combat sexual violence 22% 23% 35% 55% 29% 40%
Indicator 2_i (a): No. of reported incidents in Priority Zone locations I P A
i (2) P . R Rk 22 incidents 6 incidents 28 incidents
perpetrated by armed groups against women, girls, boys and men.
— Indicator 2_i (b): No. of reported incidents in Priority Zone locations . L .
g perpetrated by FARDC against women, girls, boys and men. 7 IEEEE O e 7 TEEERE
o Indicator 2_i (b): No. of reported incidents in Priority Zone locations
= perpetrated by unkown perpetrators againstwomen, girls, boys and 37 incidents 4 incidents 41 incidents
3 men.
<
[ Indicator 2_1I (a): % of women and men who personally have been
g helped by the FARDC over the past year. 11% 12% 30% 14% 21% 13%
E Indicator 2_iii (a): % of women and men (in areas where FARDC
2 are deployed) who think the FARDC makes a "big" or "very big" 17% 17% 24% 33% 20% 26%
8 contribution to their security
g:i Indicator 2.1_ii: % population (women and men) who report that the
[ presence of the military causes them to feel insecure (& 47% 38% 2% 5% 23% 21%
: triangulation)
< Indicator 2.2.2_i: % of women and men who agree that the victims
E of crimes by FARDC have the opportunity to complain 76% 37% 60% 58% 67% 48%
(disaggregated by gender and sub-priority zone).
=
Indicator 2.2.2_ii: % of women and men who agree that FARDC 36% 30% 49% 44% 43% 38%
accountability efforts to prevent crimes are ongoing
- TR0
llndlcat(.)r 2.2:2_|||. /u'ofV\./omen and men who agree that FARDC are 36% 42% 35% 2206 36% 31%
unpunished' (for their crimes)

Indicator 3.1_i (a): % of women and men who indicate they have
'‘good’ or 'very good' access to administrative services of the 3% 8% 12% 12% 8% 10%
Congolese State

Indicator 3.1_i (b): % of women and men who indicate they have
‘good’ or 'very good' access to a police station or sub-station
Indicator 3.1_i (c): % of women and men who indicate they have
‘good’ or 'very good' access to the national civil judicial system
Indicator 3.2_i (a): % of women and men indicating that national /
provincial / local elected officials represent the interest of the 0% 3% 4% 2% 2% 3%
population ‘well or ‘'very well'

Indicator 3.2_i (b): % of women and men indicating that provincial
elected officials represent the interest of the population ‘well* or 'very 0% 4% 2% 8% 2% 6%
well'

Indicator 3.2_i (c): % of women and men indicating that local
officials represent the interest of the population ‘'well' or ‘very well'
Indicator 3.2.2_ii: % of women and men who indicate that they find it
“very"' of "extremely"' acceptable to pay 'official taxes' (i.e., 'real taxes', 29% 22% 9% 12% 18% 17%
not 'invented taxes").

Kitchanga 1: Chefferie of Bwito (Ruthsuru Territory); Kitchanga 2: Chefferies of Bashali (Masisi Territory) and snié@liparagalso known as
Wanianga; i.e., areas around Pinga (also Maegsritory).

6% 10% 12% 22% 9% 16%

0% 14% 3% 7% 2% 10%

21% 41% 31%

Pillar 3 (Restoration of State Authority)




Tablel9: ISSSS Results Data Kitchanga, Pillar 4 to 5, June B@témber 2016

Location / Period

Indicator Kitchanga 1 Kitchanga 2 Kitchanga
December December December
June 2016 2016 June 2016 2016 June 2016 2016

Indicator 4_ii: % of HH depending on traditional activities as their
main economic activity (agriculture, fishery, hunting, animal 88% 83% 85%
husbandry)
Incilcator 4.2.}7|v. % of women and men indicating they have "good 159 51% 34%
or "very good" access to markets

i 1o
'Ilndlcaltlor 41.2,27”, % .(.)f women and men that declare they have 6% 20% 61% 22% 26% 31%
'good” or "very good" access to land

- 1o —
Indicator 4.2.3_i: 7/o of women and men who indicate to have 3% 4% 206 206 306 3%
access to credit, if required?

2 o =
Indicator 4.2.5_i: % of women and men declaring to have had a 3% 2% 206 8% 3% 8%

paid job for atleast a week over the past 3 months

Indicator 4.3_i (a): % of women and men who indicate that people
in their area "often” or "sometimes" participate in cultural activites or 0% 86% 0% 92% 0% 89%
ceremonies with members of other ethnic groups

Indicator 4.3_i (b): % of women and men who indicate that people
in their area "often"or "sometimes" attend places of worship 0% 90% 0% 94% 0% 92%
together with members of other ethnic groups

ator 4.3_i (c): % of women and men who indicate that people in
their area "often” or "sometimes" work together with members of 0% 83% 0% 83% 0% 83%
other ethnic groups

Indicator 4.3_i (d): % of women and men who indicate that people
in their area "often” or "sometimes" intermarry with members from 0% 92% 0% 76% 0% 84%
other ethnic groups

Indicator 4.3_ii (a): % of women and men who "agree” that groups
or individuals in their neighborhood / village pursue shared
objectives and work together to achieve them; in spite of occasional
competition

Indicator 4.3_ii (b): % of women and men who "agree" that the
population in their neighborhood / village work together but that 53% 46% 45% 59% 49% 53%
there are important divisions that create com petition

Indicator 4.3_ii (c): % of women and men who "agree" that the
population in their village is very divided, that groups and individuals

85% 59% 65% 73% 74% 66%

Pillar 4 (Socio-economic resilience)

9 9 9 9 9 9
compete with each other and that everyone only seeks to achieve L1820 Rt RoLe GEXS S 5%
his / her own objective
Indicator 4.3.2_i: % of women and men who state that they have a
"good" or "very good" relationship across different groups of people 74% 86% 83% 78% 78% 82%
in their lives
Indicator 4.3.2_i (a) Relationship with parents, children, spouse 76% 96% 92% 89% 85% 92%
Indicator 4.3.2_i (b) Relationship with neighbors 78% 959% 93% 86% 86% 90%
Indicator 4.3.2_i (c) Relationship with people in village or quarter 73% 86% 90% 79% 82% 83%
Indicator 4.3.2_i (d) Relationship with people of own ethnic group 75% 82% 90% 80% 83% 81%
;nrznhclstorAS,ZJ (e) Relationship wiht people, no matter their ethnic 65% 70% 249% 55% 56% 62%

- — -
Indnca.tor 5_ii: % V\{omen and mefw reportl.ng that they have 5% 196 4% 106 2% 19%
experienced physical or sexual violence in the last 6mths

- - —
Indicator 5_iii (a): % ofwonjen and“men who personally know a 28% 30% 1206 16% 20% 2306
woman who was survivor (“victime") of sexual violence

- —
Indicator 5_iii (b)i % oqumen and men who personally know a 3% 306 3% 106 30 206
man who was survivor ("victime") of sexual violence

- - S —
Indicator 5.17| (a). % of women and Vmen believing that consent for 87% 67% 20% 83% 629% 75%
sexual activity is always necessary (including inside marriage)

- - S m m
Indicator 5.1_i (b). % of women and men who "agree" thatitis 26% 35% 31%

sometimes acceptable for a man to beat his wife / spouse
Indicator 5.1_i (d). % of women and men believing that crimes of
sexual violence should be resolved 'in the family, i.e., without 30% 43% 37%
involvement of the authorities

Indicator 5.1_ii (a-1). % of women and men reporting that they
would accept a survivor of sexual violence back into their community|

96% 97% 96% 90% 96% 93%

Indicator 5.1_ii (a-2). % of women and men reporting that they
would accept a survivor of sexual violence back into their 95% 94% 92% 88% 94% 91%
household.

Indicator 5.1_ii (b). % of women and men reporting that they would
accept back in to their household a survivor of sexual violence who 88% 76% 85% 83% 87% 80%
has a child as a result of the violence.

Indicator 5.1_ii (c). % of women and men who would accept back
into their household a women who is a survivor of sexual violence if
this women had contracted a disease or suffered an injuryas a
result of this incidence.

Indicator 5.1.3_.i (a): % of women and men who have sought out
information aboutissues related to gender-based violence over the 11% 15% 26% 20% 19% 18%
last three months (seeking information)

Indicator 5.1.3_i (b): % of women and men who themselves have
participated in meetings on issues related to gender-based 16% 13% 16% 15% 16% 14%
violence over the lastthree months (discussion and debate)
Indicator 5.1.3_i (c): % of women and men who themselves have
participated in other actions to combat gender-based violence over 13% 8% 12% 7% 12% 7%
the last three months (direct action)

Indicator 5.2_i. % of women and men who 'agree’' that FARDC are
punished appropriately if they commit sexual violence

Indicator 5.2_i. % of women and men who 'agree’ that PNC are
punished appropriately if they commit sexual violence

Indicator 5.2_iv (a): % of women and men who consider the efforts
of the police / PNC to investigate cases of sexual violence to be 42% 28% 33% 35% 37% 32%
‘good’ of ‘'very good"’

Indicator 5.2_iv (b): % of women and men who think that survivors of
sexual violence are served by the police / PNC "as well" or "better” 79% 76% 71% 73% 75% 75%
as survivors of other crimes

Indicator 5.2_iv (c): % of women and men who think that today's
efforts of the police to investigate cases of sexual violence are 35% 31% 31% 34% 33% 38%
‘better' than those of a year ago

Indicator 5.3.3_v: % of women and men reporting that they know
how to access support services for SGBV survivors

Kitchanga 1: Chefferie of Bwito (Ruthsuru Territory); Kitchanga 2: Chefferies of Bashali (Masisi Territory) and snéBiparadtso known
as Wanianga; i.e., areas around Pinga (also Masisi Territory).

88% 64% 85% 79% 87% 72%

ar 5 (Fight against SGBV)

56% 17% 61% 63% 59% 42%

59% 18% 62% 63% 61% 41%

65% 20% 44% 62% 54% 42%




Table20: Selected! ISSSS Results Data Kitchaniggender, Pillar 1 to 5, June 20dBecember 2016

Gender / Period
Indicator Femme Homme Total
December]| December December|
June 2016 2016 June 2016 2016 June 2016 2016
Indicator 1_iii: % Women and men stating that their villages / o
. - % 12% 13% 15% % 14%
neighborhoods are 'very/'extremely peaceful 3% ° 3% 5% 8% °
- —o - —
Indicator 1_iv: % of women and men expecting that their village / 14% 219 3206 249% 2306 239

neighborhood will be more peaceful in one year

Indicator 1.1_iii: % of men and women who state that peace
consolidation projects are "very good" or "extremely good" at addressing 9% 28% 24% 26% 17% 27%
the mostimportantissues to in their area

Pillar 1
(Democratic
Dialogue)

(&) Indicator 2_1I1 (a): % of women and men who personally have been o o o o o o
8 8 helped by the FARDC over the past year. ks & 2 e 2% 152
0<: = Indicator 2_iii (a): % of women and men (in areas where FARDC are
[ s deployed) who think the FARDC makes a "big" or "very big" contribution to 13% 17% 28% 35% 20% 26%
o~ % their security
= i )
g E Indicator 2_.2_.27||. % of women an_d men who agl_'ee that FARDC 45% 29% 419% 47% 43% 389%
T _g accountability efforts to prevent crimes are ongoing
i iii: 9
8 .Indlcatf)r 2.2.'2_|||. A).of vyomen and men who agree that FARDC are 34% 3206 379 31% 36% 31%
unpunished' (for their crimes)
'Indlcator ?:.1_| (@): % ofwr?n?en a}nd men. who indicate they have 'good' or 30 6% 12% 15% 8% 10%
‘very good' access to administrative services of the Congolese State
Indicator 3.1_i (b): % of women and men who indicate they have 'good' or 3% 13% 15% 19% 9% 16%

‘'very good' access to a police station or sub-station

Indicator 3.2.2_ii: % of women and men who indicate that they find it
“very" of "extremely" acceptable to pay 'official taxes' (i.e., 'real taxes’, not 7% 22% 29% 11% 18% 17%
‘invented taxes’).

Pillar 3
(Restoration of
State Authority)

i=] Indicator 4.3_ii (b): % of women and men who "agree" that the population
8 in their neighborhood / village work together but that there are important 31% 39% 66% 67% 49% 53%
5 divisions that create competition
= Indicator 4.3_ii (c): % of women and men who "agree" that the population
8 in their village is very divided, that groups and individuals compete with
= . . 24% 37% 38% 53% 31% 45%
o each other and that everyone only seeks to achieve his / her own
£ __ |objective
8 s} Indicator 4.3.2_i: % of women and men who state that they have a "good"
§ = or "very good" relationship across different groups of people in their lives 70% 81% 87% 82% 78% 82%
=]
T
o © - = - = =
g Indicator 4.3.2_i (a) relationship with parents, children, spouse 77% 90% 93% 94% 85% 92%
25 Indicator 4.3.2_i (b) relationship with neighbors 78% 91% 94% 89% 86% 90%
i’ Indicator 4.3.2_i (c) relationship with people in village or quarter 76% 82% 87% 83% 82% 83%
g Indicator 4.3.2_i (d) relationship with people of own ethnic group 76% 82% 89% 80% 83% 81%
Indicator 4.3.2_i (e) relationship with people, no matter their ethnic group 4206 59% 71% 65% 56% 62%
Indicator 5_iii.(a): "fulofworr\en and merj who personally know a woman 28% 18% 11% 28% 20% 23%
who was survivor ("victime") of sexual violence
- - S —
Indicator 5.1_i (a). % of women and men believing that consent for 80% 67% 44% 84% 62% 75%

sexual activity is always necessary (including inside marriage)
Indicator 5.1_ii (b). % of women and men reporting that they would
accept back in to their household a survivor of sexual violence who has a 94% 79% 79% 80% 87% 80%
child as a result of the violence.

Indicator 5.1_ii (c). % of women and men who would accept back into
their household a women who is a survivor of sexual violence if this
women had contracted a disease or suffered an injury as a result of this
incidence.

Indicator 5.2_i. % of women and men who 'agree' that FARDC are
punished appropriately if they commit sexual violence

Indicator 5.2_i. % of women and men who 'agree' that PNC are punished
appropriately if they commit sexual violence

Indicator 5.2_iv (a): % of women and men who consider the efforts of the
police / PNC to investigate cases of sexual violence to be ‘good’ of ‘very 17% 25% 57% 38% 37% 32%
good'

Indicator 5.2_iv (b): % of women and men who think that survivors of
sexual violence are served by the police / PNC "as well" or "better" as 58% 66% 92% 84% 75% 75%
survivors of other crimes

Indicator 5.2_iv (c): % of women and men who think that today's efforts of
the police to investigate cases of sexual violence are 'better' than those of 19% 31% 47% 45% 33% 38%
ayear ago

Indicator 5.3.3_v: % of women and men reporting that they know how to
access support services for SGBV survivors

Kitchanga 1: Chefferie of Bwito (Ruthsuru Territdfjtchanga 2: Chefferies of Bashali (Masisi Territory) and small part of Kisimba (also known
as Wanianga, i.e., areas around Pinga (also Masisi Territory).

94% 76% 79% 68% 87% 72%

68% 44% 50% 39% 59% 42%

69% 44% 53% 39% 61% 41%

Pillar 5 (SGBV Prevention)

45% 32% 62% 52% 54% 42%

24The table includes daffar indicators for which responses by women and men in at least one of the two polls (June
2016 and December 2016) differed by more than the margin of error-c§%!/



4 Observations and issues to consider based on programming scope and
results data

Observationg Pilbar 1 (Democratic Dialogue)

Engagement of the population in the ISSSS / stabilization effariKitchanga needs to be facilitated in

the context of currently negative views on peace and stability at the local level. This is especially
pronounced in the Géfferie of Bwito (Territoire Rutshuru) (Kitchanga 1), where about half of the
population sees a complete absence of peace in their villages. Views are slightly more positive in the
Chefferies of Bashali and Kisimba (around Pinga) (Kitshar{giad®gator 1 iii). Up to the end of 2016,

more than three quarters of adults in the priority zone found that stabilization projects had made no or
only small contributions to improve the situation in their communit{ésdicator 1.1 _iii}°. Across the

zone, the populaon also overwhelmingly discounted the ability of the Congolese State to help improve
their lives in particular in economic terms, such as a reduction of poverty or increased employment.
Unexpectedly, attitudes were significantly more positive towards{thé 1 SQ&a STFF2NI & (2 L
violence. Between 2 (Bwito) and 4 (Bashali) out of 10 people in Kitchanga thought the State was
performing well or better in this regardndicator 1.2 (h))

Overall, views on the current security situation were more pesiin Bashali and surrounding areas
(Kitchanga 2) than in Bwito (Kitchanga 1); while expectations of (further) improvements in the coming
year were comparatively lower.

Possible considerations for programmiggdpillar 1

In light of the largely negative viewon the past stabilization projects, tiparticipatory approachand
consultation anddialogue mechanisnof the ISSSS possilggin in importance ISSSS projects have the
opportunity to use their starup phases to build greater support for the stabilinatieffort.

Observationg Pillar 2 (FARDC performance in PoC)

Baseline data points to considerable differences in filbeformance of the FARDC in thgrotection of
civilians (Specific Objective 2icross the Kitchanga priority zone. With MONUSCO data suggesting an
overall more secure environment in the Chefferie of Bashali and surrounding areas (Kitchanga 2) than in
Bwito (Kitchanga XJndicators 2_i (a), (b), (c)about a quarter of the populain in Bashali saw the FARDC

YIE1TS | WoA3IQ 2N WOSNEQ o0A3 O2yiNROdziA2Y (2 GKSANIL
in Bwito (Indicator 2_iii (a)) Twice as many people in Bashali and surroundings than in Bwito had been
personally hgled by the FARDC over the last y@adicator 2_ii(@¥ . & FyR f I NHS> . I &Kl

25 Implementation of the 1SSSS had not fully commenced at that point. The start otipogjerations over the
coming months can be expected to provide more opportunities to engage with the population in Kitchanga to solicit
required support.



did not felt greater insecurity when encountering FARDC patrols, while this was the case for over 4 out of
10 people in BwitgIndicator 2.1 _ii)*®

Perception datalso suggests differences in the ability of the population of the two zones to hold FARDC
perpetrators accountable for infractions or crimes. Across Kitchanga, a majority considered it possible for
victims of crimes committed by the FARDC to register damis (Indicator 2.2.2_i) In Bwito (Kitchanga

1), however, a comparatively smaller share of the population thought that this went-imainand with

actual ongoing efforts by the FARDC to hold perpetrators accountetalieator 2.2.2_ii) A larger share

of the population of Bwito expected FARDC perpetrators to go unpunighdigator 2.2.2_iii)

Opportunities for further monitoring and learning Pillar 2

The clear contrast in FARQCOA @At ALy NBfFGA2ya o2ieg Bighy offef & OK I y 3
worthwhile opportunity toexamine more closely the factors contributing to these differencé&ata in

this report cannot support this examination. In principéehost of circumstances could have led to the

observed differences, among them the fact that the SSR (SFCG) programme has now been operating in
YAGOKEFyYy3IF F2NJ ASOSNIt &SENER® ! Oft2aSNI SEFYAYlLGAzZY
might help to gain more insight in into what has worked, and what has not.

Observationsg Pillar 3 (Restoration of State Authority)

ISSSS efforts to establish a greater and mwereficial LINS & Sy 0SS 2F GKS aNB3Idz | NI
(Specific Objective 3)n Kitchanga commence against the backdrop of overall negative, but still
surprisingly varied opinions on the role of the State in the priority zone so far. People in both zones by

and large do not think that national and provincial elected officials ctiyr&® a good job in representing

their interests(Indicator 3.2_i (a) & (b))Views are also consistently negative across both Kitchanga sub
if2ySa NBIFNRAyYy3I GKS {0 GS @ilicatonlR verage onle@notic igsiel)S S O 2
Also, oty 1 out of 10 people in Kitchanga (and less than 1 out of 10 in certain cases) consider their access

G2 aSNIBAOSA adzOK |a LRftAOSTI IRYAYAAUGNr GAGS aSNBAO
n G2 p 2dzi 2F wmn o worsg(Iindicatér S.A NachOO0Saa Aad Wol RQ
b2ilo6fS SEOSLIiA2ZYya Ay (GKA& NBIFNR NB GKS LR&AGAC
LI2 Lddzt F A2y 2F GKS {dGF3SQa OFLIOAGE YR LISNF2NXYIyO
3 to 4 outof 10 people thought the State had performed well and better when it came to preventing

sexual violencéIndicator 1.2 (h)).Such positive views were particularly prevalent in Bashali (Kitchanga

2), and also extended to the role of the state in ensurimgusity overall. Here, still 2 to 3 out of 10 people

in the subzone thought the State managed this area well or very(imdicator 1.2 (g))

Finally, in both Kitchanga saones, views on the local authorities at Chefferie level are significantly more
positive than those of the provincial or national authorities. Between 20 to 40 percent of adults felt their

21t is also interesting to note that a greater percentage of people in Bashali and surroundiebarfié 2) than in

.6Al2 OYAUOKEFY3Al MmO O2yaARSNIGKS Cc!ws5/ G2 6S GKS YIAy L
2F LYRAOFG2NR G2 WwWC! w5/ tSNF2NXIYyOS Ay tNRGSOlUAZzY 2F [ .
27 Opinions on access to adnstrative and police services seem to be somewhat better in Bashali and surrounding

areas than in Bwito; however, the differences in the poll results are too small to be statistically significant,
considering the margin of error of the HHI polls of 5%.



interests to be well or very well represented at this leffetlicator 3.2_i) It is important, however, to be
careful in the interpretation of theseumbers.It is not clear at this poirif this support cuts across ethnic
lines or if it is largely confined to members of the group that holds the local positions of authority.

Possible considerations for programmigdpillar 3

The negative views onthe2pLddzt | G A2y Ay YAGOKIy3lF 2y GKS {dGFGSQa
(security being somewhat of an exception, see below) emphasiséthertance of addressing state
performance not exclusively at the local leveThe design of the ISSSS acknowledges this, i.e., that
achieving the goal of strengthening the role of the Congolese State locally is tied to the actions, priorities

and structures of stakeholders (individuals and organizations) at national and prolemeialConcretely,

this means that theestablishment of a coherent national administrative, legal, financial and regulatory
framework for local governancéOverall Outcome 3.3night need to be addressed more strongly by

T dzli dzNB LINP 2 S Oivatk o2tISHE2 2 R 2FFA 0S&Q

Opportunities for further monitoring and learning Pillar 3

1) Monitoring data for Pillar 3 reinforce that it might be worthwhile examinthg factors that are
O2YyiNROGdzGAY T (2 O2YLI NI} GAGBSt e LR asusrdlaStoaktpoa 27F
and security in particular in the Chefferie of Bashali and surroundings (Kitchanga 2). Again, the data
in this report do not fully support such closer examination, but certainly point to possible avenues for
further analysis. ForéxY LJ S | LILINRPEAYLF St é& m (G2 w 2dzi 2F wmn |
the national police (PNC) to be the primary provider of security in their commufiitM#hile this
share is still small, it is significantly higher than in Ruzizi or Sud 3Ftuithe factors behind this
difference could be investigated in future repcfts

2) lItis important to examine perception data such as the one on Indicator 3.2_i above (representation
of interests by local authorities) algbrough the lens of ethnic affiliatio, to assess the extent to
which support cuts across ethnic lines. This data is available in principle from the joint UNDP
MONUSCO project, but had not yet been shared with the SSU in time or this report.

Observations Pillar 4 (Socteconomic resiliende conflict)

The establishment of morequitable flows of socieeconomic resourcegSpecific Objective 4farts from

a low level in Kitchanga. About half of the population here had no regular monthly ingodieator 4_i)

in the second half of 2016. Wadabour plays a very small role in the local econdingicator 4.2.5 ).

Eighty to ninety percent of households across Kitchanga depend on traditional economic activities, such
as agriculture and animal husbandry, fisheries and hur{timdjcator 4_ii)

5FGF R2 adZaA3Sad aAYATIFINRGASAI odzi | f a2oné8thygoméd RS NI 0 f
enabling factors for economic recovery. Access to credit is extremely low across the entire priority zone

WC! w5/ t SNF2NXI

2888 GENRIFy3AdzAE FGA2Y 2F LYRAOIFG2NR G2 y
LYRAOIFG2NAR (2 WwWC!w5/ tSNF2NYIY

2088 GC¢NRIFy3AdzA FiAzy 27
and Ruzizi.
30 See alsdhe opportunities for further monitoring and learning for Pillar 2 above.
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(Indicator 4.2.5_i).However, in Bashali a@nsurroundings (Kitchanga 2) a comparatively high share of
adults (about 5 out of 10 adults) find their access to land and to markets to be good or better. In Bwito,
by contrast, this is only the case for 1 to 2 out of 10 people. Sixty to seventy pefcahilts here have

bad or very bad access to lafid-orty percent have bad or very bad access to maifketicators 4.2.1_iv

and 4.2.2_ii)

In Bashali (Kitchanga 2), social relationships appear to be more strictly defined along ethnic lines than is
the aase in Bwito (Kitchanga 1). In both zones, all but a small minority of people seem happy to maintain
relatively loose social contact with members of ethnic groups other than their own, for example when
attending cultural events, or places of worskipdicator 4.3 _i (a, b)) In Bwito, this willingness to engage
across ethnic lines remains essentially unchanged even when these contacts become closer, more
personal and longer lasting, as is the case in marriage. In Bashali, by contrast, the share of adekt wh
comfortable with these more intimate integthnic social relationships drops somewhat; from about 9 out

10 adults to 7 to 8 out of 10 peop{tndicator 4.3 i (d)) Adults in Bashali are also less likely to maintain a
Y322RQ 2 NJ WJSiNith BepeRvlo M tielorily ko2aybthét ethnic group than adults in
Bwito. Differences in ethnic affiliation significantly reduce the chance of good or very good social
relationships among the population in Bashali, while this is less the case in(Bwitator 4.3.2_i (d))

Possible considerations for programmigdillar 4

Baseline data suggest a possible need for exploring opportunitiesgimve opportunities to earn cash
incomesover the shoriterm (Intermediate Outcomes 4.1.1)and to helpimprove conditions for local
economic recovery in Kitchangaver the medium to longerm, for example to help improve loaccess
to credit (Intermediate Outcome 4.2.3)training opportunities and, ultimatelywage employment
(Intermediate Outcome 4.2.5)

Opportunities for further monitoring and learning Pillar 4

Across the two sufzones in Kitchanga, stabilization projects seem to faobstantially differing
conditions and dynamic$or their efforts to improve equitable access to land. It might be interesting for
the SSU and the M&E Cell to engage with the relevant projects to understand any variations in approach
these projects might be employing to adequately respond to theseréifices.

31 As was the case for numbers of quality of representation of interests through local authorities, it is not clear from
the data in this report what factors contribute to the comparatively higher land access in Bashali. If the more detailed
data from the UNDRMONUSCO joint project are made available to the SSU, this question can be investigated
further.



Observationg Pillar 5 (SGBV Prevention)

ISSSS efforts to redudevels of SGB\{Specific Objective 5)o start under somewhat differing
circumstances across the Kitchanga priority zone. Lower levels of crimes against civilians in Kitchanga 2
(Bashali and surroundings) compared to Bwito (Kitchangdsé¢ Indicator 2_i)coincide with a
comparatively lower number of people in the former zone who indicate to know a survivor of sexual
violence(Indicator 5_ijii (a, b)f? At the same time, attitudewowards gender and sexual violence are more
traditional in Bashali than in Bwito. A smaller share of the population in Bashali considers consent between

LI NIySN&E (2 0SS WIHtglea ySmSicatddsNE@)AddtTartyNBreetdd E dzZl £ A
GKS LRLdzZ FdAaz2y Ay . lakKltA O2y&aARSN)I OFasSa 2F &aSEdz
involvement of the authorities, as opposed to thirty percent of people in B{litdicator 5.1 i (d)¥.

Baseline data point to possible smatigrovements in the relationship between the population and
security forces, in particular the police over the last year. However, men are more likely than women to
report such improvementéindicator 5.2_iv) Men in Kitchanga are also more likely to knawtto access
support services for SGBV survivors than wolftiedicator 5.3.3_v)

Possible considerations for programmiggpillar 5

Baseline data suggests that thedationship between security forces and the populati@nd alscaccess

of SGBV survivors teervicesremain volatile, suggesting that it may be important to consider expanding
ISSSS support to these two areas, while taking into account in particular the perspective of women on
service access and the relationship to those in charge of ensurimgstéheurity(i.e., Overall Outcomes

5.2 and 5.3)

Opportunities for further monitoring and learning, Pillar

Data in Bashali (Kitchanga 2) on SGBV incidences and gender norms present somewhat of a puzzle; as
somewhat less negative statistics on SGBV skego along with more traditional attitudes towards
women and their place in society and in relationships. It might be worthwhile investigating further how
these variables work together in Kitchanga, and what, if any, programming implications mighoriesd t
derived from this for the future.

321t is quite likely that both data sources lead to an underreporting of actual incidences of sexual violence. The
Monusco database (Force section) reportsase of sexual violence for the six month from July 2016 until December
2016 in the entire Kitchanga priority zone. Additional data (such as from JHRO) that should be available for the next
report will allow better triangulation of this information fronmé different sources.

33].e., about 6 out of 10 people in Bashali, compared to 8 out of 10 in Bwito.

34 There might be a variety of reasons behind this apparent contradiction, including the possibility that more
traditional values make it less likely thases of sexual violence are identified as such by those affected; and that
survivors are less likely to come forward.



Annex Il - Ruzizi PrioritZone,SouthKivuProvince

List of Acronyms

CISPE Consortium for the Integrated Stabilization and Peace of Eastern DRC

DRC Democratic Republic of Congo

ETD [20Ff 9YOGAGASAK WIOYUlAGSaA C¢SNNRARG2NAI T

FARDC Forces Armées de la Républigue Démocratique du Congo (DRC Armed Forces)

FARM Food Security and Inclusive Access to Resources for Conflict Sensitive
Development

FCS C2yRa& RS /2KSNBYyOS LRdzNJ fF {{dF 0AFdzER

FDLR Democratic Forces for the Liberation of Rwanda (Forces démocratiques de libérat
Rwanda)

HR Human Right

IDP Internally Displaced Persons

ISSSS International Stabilization and Security Support Strategy

JHRO Joint Human Right Office

M&E Cell = Monitoring and Evaluation Cellule
MONUSCO United Nations Organisation Mission in the DRC

NK North Kivu

PNC Police Nationale Congolaise (National Congolese Police)
PoC Protection of civilians

SFCG Search For Commom Ground

SGBV Sexual and Gender Based Violence

SSR Security Sector Reform

SSsuU Stabilization Support Unit

UNDP United Nations Development Programme

1 Presentation oAnnexlll — Ruziz{SouthKivu Province)

This Annex presents an assessment of the expected status of ISSSS programming in Ruzizi during the
second half of 2017 and the first months of 2018 (Se@joiT his forwadl looking perspective is meant to
Syadz2Ns GKIFG Ffaz2 LINRP2SOda FNB GlF1S Ayid2 | 002dzyi
but are slated for implementation in the foreseeable future.

The Annex also presents a summarized overvievn®fi$SSS monitoring data for Ruzizi that covers the
period of June / July 2016 to December 2016 (Se&®nThis is the first period for which a meaningfully

B Y2NB RSGFAfSR YR @AaddzZ tf LINBaSyidl A2y 2F GKS NBadzZ i

for Ruziziwhich is available upon request.

A



complete setof monitoring data for the ISSSS was available. The data therefore serves as a baseline
against which results from future data collection rounds will be compéred

Finally, the Annex also offers a set of tentative and preliminary observations on the ISSSS baseline data,

also (but not only) when considered in the context of the combined scope of the stabilization projects that

are currently operating or are plannedrfRuzizi (Sectio#). It is important to understand, however, that

these observations are by no means intended to be definitive, final or accepted at face value. On the
contrary, they are meant to help stakeholders to continue the informed debate about trends and
LINEANF YYAY3I 2LWA2ya AY (GKS LINA2NARAGe T2ySo vdzSaidaz
the course of this debate is very much an intended pathefmonitoring and learning process.

2 Status of ISSSS programmuiQuzizi (South Kivu Province)

CKA&d aSOGA2y 2F LINRPOARSA +y 2@0SNWASg 2F GKS adl i

Specifically, this section:

1 Provides arief descriptionof the different programmes / interventionsthat are currently being
implemented in Ruzizi in association with the ISSSS; i.e., which means that they are either financed
through the Stabilization Coherence FURCFpr through bilateral funding arrangeents (aligned
programmes);

9 Presents an overview of how theg#erventions cover the result elements of the ISSSS across its
five substantive Pillarsand offer some tentative observations on the degree to which all necessary
elements are being addressed.

1 Gives slightly more idepth views of the Pillarspecific status of ISSSS programmibgsed on the
status of ISSSS projects of June / July 2017, with some additional reflections on implications for the
implementation of the strategy in the months to come.

Overview of ISSSS interventions in Ruzizi

Table21 lists the projects that are currently being implemented or are set to start implementation in the
coming months undr the umbrella of the ISSSS in the Ruzizi priority zone, with information on the

A ¥ 4 A x
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Table21: Overview of interventions associatediwthe ISSSS (aligned and SCF)

Imple

Title (Lead Organization) n:i%r;ta Thematic Focus

Period

Construisons  ensembl July 17| Promoting an inclusive dialogue process to address the roots caus
SCF pour la Paix (Internationa ¢ June | conflicts, consolidate peace and create the conditions for stal
Alert) 19 institutions and economic recovery in the project area
Lobi Mokolo Ya Siki May Increasing knowledge araivareness among Congolese security for
Aligned (Security Sector Reforn 2017 _and civilians_abou_t their rights, rol_es and mutual responsibilities
(SSR)) (Search f improve relationships and build confidence.

Common Ground (SFCG)

36 This report was originally intended to be publksl already in March / April 2017, with only about three month lag
from the end of the reporting period. However, some of the data that this report is based on only became available
at the end of May / early June 2017. Reporting therefore had to be pulshekl.



Expanding Community July Based on the concept of Community Based Reintegration (CBR) th
Resilience to Violence ii 2017 | is to create economic opportunities for the most vulnerable populat
Ruzizi and Fizi (Peac June that contribute to sustainable development and peace

Direct) 2019

Maji ya Amani Progran May Reducing conflict between competing ethnic groups and increa
(IRC, SFCG, ZOA) 2017 | stability in the Ruzizi Plain through increased and more equitable ac
(Alignable) Feb to land and water for household and agricultural use, and impro

2021 | governance around the management of Heeresources.

The overall project landscape in Ruzizi

Taken together, the projects mentioned Trable21 are set to address all five substantive pillars of the
ISSS, albeit at differing degrees of intensity:

Presently, the project coverage of Pillar 1 (Democratic Dialogue), 2 (FARDC PoC performance) and 4
(sociceconomic resilienceis relatively advancedin that more than half of results components of

each of thee pillars are covered by at least one project (Begure2).

Project coverage for Pillars 2 (Restoration of State Authority) and Pill&B(Prevention)s still
developingin Ruzizi. Less than half of results components of each of these Pillars are currently
targeted by at least one project.

Table22 below provides an overview of the programming status of the five thematic ISSSS pillars in Ruzizi.

Table22: Status of Programming in the Ruzizi Priority Zone (South Kivonpgitammes 2vdhalf of 2017

Status of

Intended Contributionto implementation of ISSSS programming
37

Create a participatory and inclusive (democratic) dialogue around the implementation
ISSSS in order to ensure required support and legitimacy for the ISSSS among the p Advanced
(women, gils, boys and men) and among traditional and formal authorities.
Improve the performance of the FARDC in civilian protection, and commé&#f®DC relation|  Advanced
Increase the (beneficial) role and presence of the Congstese (in particular the loca
authorities) in the Priority Zones.
Increase the equitable resource flow to and coherence among at risk populations (wom
men, girls and boys), including in particular, IDPs and returnees.
Ensure that security sector reforms (covered by both Pillars 2 and 3) and local state ¢
building (Pillar 3) sufficiently emphasize combating sexual and gender based violenq Developing
symptom and driver of conflict in the Priority Zones.
Figurel below provides a more detailed picture of the results that are addressed either by one (small
circle), or two (large oiles) of the ISSSS projects in Ruzizi; either currently, or in the near future. The

results that are marked in red font are presently not covered at all.

Developing

Advanced

37 Complete: All result elements of the ISSSS are addressed by projedtsinced:Most result elements are
addressed by projectdDeveloping: A minority of result elements are addressed by projeddsne: No results
elements of the Pillar are addre=$ by projects.



Figure3: Outlook on ISSSS Programming in the Ruzizi Priority Zone (Say{2id half 2017); all programmes
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Programming for Pillar 1 (Democratic Dialogue)

The SCF funded project in Ruzizi is preparing to facilitate commanéldemocratidialogue to frame
subsequent stabilization support across sectors, and is also foreseeing several activities to facilitate buy
in and support of provincial (South Kivu) and national authorities into local stabilization processes. In
addition, the SSU is gaging with the provincial government to develop a sector compact, under its
NEaLR2yaArAoAtAGASa F2NJ wD22R hFFAOSaQo

In the current political environment in the DRC, risk factors from the ISSSS risk matrix, such as obstruction
and other roadblocks from nati@h, provincial (and other) authorities should be considered as likely
detractors for the democratic dialogue process in the stionnedium term. This may have the potential

to create scepticism among communities towards this process.



Table23 below shows a portion of the ISSSS log frame pillar 1, and lists the projects that are contributing
to the overall outcomes (0.0) and intermediate outcomes (1.0) under thispfltat. The table also
KAIKEAIKGAa GKS a322R 2FFAO0Saé¢ g2N] 2F GKS {{! NBf

Table23: The ISSSS program landscape in Ruzizi, Pillar 1 (Democratic Dialogue)

Objective / outcome Associated project / programmes

S.0.1 Support for the ISSSS at community level

0.0.11 Local stabilization processes aligned with community priorities
1.0.1.1.1 | Joint action plans developed and approved by communities
1.0.1.1.2 | Joint action plans compiled in®ector Compacts SSU Good Offices
0.1.1.3 [bl GA2yFf FdziK2NAGASE O2YYAd G2 9| (SCF)Ruzaz
0.0.1.2 Local groups support stabilization process
1.0.1.2.1 | Oversight mechanisms of stabilization processwugeaind functioning; (SCF): Ruzizi

(SCF): Ruzizi

Programming for Pillar 2 (FARDC performance in PoC)

“

The scope of Pillar 2 support in Ruzizi, delivered through the&fSZF RS R LINRP2S OG0 FyR GKS
by Search for Common Ground (SFCG) targets better application of operatioredymex:and principles

in keeping with the Protection of Civilians (SSR); and also seeks to improve relationship between security
forces (PNC, FARDC) and communitiesRa2ZEi and SSR).

At this time, Pillar 2 programming in Ruzizi currently is not yetrisl@ddressing FARB@ernal (or PNE
internal ¢ see Pillar 3) incentive structures that are influencing the behaviour of soldiers and commanders
towards civilians; nor are project under the ISSSS currently addressing the integration of local lessons into
wider national policy agenda (e.g., Security Sector Reform) (see Intermediate Outcomes 2.1.2 and 2.1.4
below).

Given the current gaps in the scope of project support, several risk factors from the ISSSS risk matrix that
originate from withinthe FARDC or/ AT | A2y > adzOK | a a2f RASNEQ (ASa
conditions, frequent mistreatment of soldiers, might function to counteract programme efforts to instil

PoC awareness; and to improve relations between FARDC and communities.

Table24 below lists a portion of the ISSSS log frame pillar 2, and shows the projects contributing to its
0.0 and 1.0. It also highlights the results where no intervention is currently being impéstianned.

Table24: The ISSSS program landscape in Ruzizi, Pillar 2 (FARDC performance in PoC)

Objective / outcome (NS

programmes

S.0.2 FARDC Performance in PoC

0.0.2.1 Operational FARDC PoC principlep&cedures applied & enforced

1.0.2.1.1 (a) | PoC Awareness & skills among FARDC field commanders & soldiers (A): SSR

1.0.2.1.1 (b) | PoC awareness & skills among FARDC commanders

1.0.2.1.2 FARDC disciplinary, oversight, incentive structures reinfakcaligned w. PoC

1.0.2.1.3 Strengthened military judicial mechanisms f. HR violations (A): SSR

1.0.2.1.4 Lessons on PoC experiences & resource requirements communicated to nat. FARDC lg

0.02.2 Cohesion and trust between civilians and FARDC (SCF): Ruzizi

1.0.2.2.1 Social & econ. integration of soldiers into host communities (A): SSR

1.0.2.2.2 Redress mechanisms f. local authorities & communities (SCF): Ruzizi
(A): SSR

1.0.2.2.3 Improved behaviour by FARDC soldiers (less predatory &q@ong)




Programming for Pillar 3 (Restoration of State Authority)

Current Pillar 3 programming in Ruzizi aims at better training state agents (in land management, security
(PNC)) and providing physical infrastructure and assets (land manageméetptionproved access and
quality of these services. Projects currently also foresee support to increase the awareness of state agents
of their professional roles and responsibility (i.e., in security) and to bolster the capacity for oversight /
participatay planning (in the area of land governance, security), both of these with the aim of improving

state accountability and responsiveness towards its citizens. The SCF project is also planning to use lessons

from its local work on land issues support totimyinform the development of a national land management
/ governance framework.

Programming in Ruzizi under Pillar 3 is not currently addressing the limited financing that is available to
local authorities / ETDS to expand and improve service delivekgyagrerequisite for greater access to
services. Linkages of local efforts to national reforms are also not yet clearly addressed in the area of
security®.

The current national political context, risk from the ISSSS risk matrix such as centralisatiovenf po
associated w. obstructionism and lack of reforms, including in financial areas (payroll) are likely to affect
the work of the ISSSS and the associated projects.

Table25 below lists a portion of the ISSSS log frame pillar 3, and shows the projects contributing to its
0.0 and 1.0. It also highlights the results where no intervention is currently being impéstianned.

Table25: The ISSSS program landscape in Ruzizi, Pillar 3 (Restoration of State Authority)

Objective / outcome AESTEEEL IR

programmes
S.0.3 Increased beneficial role and presence of "regular" Congolese Statecal governance
0.0.31 Improved access to relevant stajgrovided service®
1.0.3.1.1 | Improved performance of state agents in service delivery (SCF): Ruzizi
(A): SSR
1.0.3.1.2 | Availability / access to physical infrastructure & other assetsriice delivery (SCF): Ruzizi

1.0.3.1.3 | Improved availability of financial resources for service delivery
0.0.3.2 Improved accountability and responsiveness of state institutions
1.0.3.2.1 | Local, participatory oversight and planning structuestablished; functioning (SCF): Ruzizi
1.0. 3.2.2 | Local population & civil society act on responsibilities and righta-vis local authorities
1.0. 3.2.3 | Awareness of state agents of their formal duties and responsibilities (incl. no corruption) (A):SSR
0.0. 3.3 | Enabling, coherent regulatory / legal framework for local governance in place (SCF): Ruzizi
I.0. 3.3.1: | Local authorities / ETDs prepared for devolution and financial retrocession
I.0. 3.3.2 | Division of responsibilities between formeaid traditional authorities codified
I.0. 3.3.3: | Lessons for increased local State presence acted on by national authorities

BEKS LI NIHYSNE FNB LINBLINAY3I | g2N)]akKz2L) d2 FfA3ady GKS
approach.

39 Although two out of the three intermediate outcome associated with the overall outcome are addressed, one

important prerequisite for expanding access to services (i.e., greater availability of resources to finance that
expansion) are not addressed. Thishy it was judged that the Overall Outcome is not addressed.

LINEZ



Programming for Pillar 4 (So@oonomic resilience to conflict)

Current Pillar 4 programming in Ruzizi covers most of theltreemponents of Pillar 4 related to shert

term income stabilization, mediusrio longer term economic recovery and social cohesion within and
between communities. Currently not covered is the intent of the ISSSS to increase the availability of
opportunited T2 NJ a6l 3S SYLX 28YSyidé Ay wdd ATA OoLYGSNNYSRA

Stabilisation programming in Ruzizi is potentially vulnerable to several risk factors from the ISSSS risk
matrix, such as misgivings about perceived inequalities in resource distributignln@rabilities caused
by security events (e.g., affecting access to markets), or megwoomic shocks.

Table26 below lists a portion of the ISSSS log frame pillar 4, and shows the projects contributing to its
0.0 and 1.0. It also highlights the results where no intervention is currently being implemented/planned.

Table26: The ISSSS progréendscape in Ruzizi, Pillar 4 (Séeamnomic Resilience to Conflict)

Objective / outcome AESTEEEL IR

programmes
S.0.4 Equitable resource flow (income earning & economic opportunities; seegmnomic support)
0.0.41 Increased participation iemployment schemes & shoeterm income stabilization (A): Peace Direct
1.0.4.1.1 | Improved availability of livelihood & staup grants and casfor-work (SCF): Ruzizi
1.0.4.1.3 | Improved access to services (SCF): Ruzizi

0.0.4.2 Improved (enablingxonditions for local economic recovery
1.0.4.2.1 | Increased sustained access to markets

1.0.4.2.2 | Improved and secure access to land, natural resources (SCF): Ruzizi
1.0.4.2.3 | Improved access to credit (all groups)
1.0.4.2.4 | Improved access to training opportunities
1.0.4.2.5 | Improved access to wage employment

(A): Peace Direct

0.0.4.3 | Social linkages within and between communities strengthened (SCF): Ruzizi
(A): Peace Direct
1.0. 4.3.1 | Psychesocial needs of vulnerable / marginalizgebups in community addressed (SCF): Ruzizi

1.0.4.3.2 | Inter- & intra community trust increased

Programming for Pillar 5 (Prevention of SGBV)

Currently foreseen in Pillar 5 ISSSS programming in Ruzizi focuses on change eagdrigeBYelated

norms, employing dialogue, awareness campaigns; but also (in the case of the SCF programme) the
development of a gender action plan to guide planning of specific activities. Beyond that, one programme
(SSR) is engaged in working directly with securityraco awareness raising on gender and SGBV to seek

a reduction of cases of SGBV perpetrated by PNC and FARDC.

Not clearly covered are Pillar 5 components that aim at working directly with the justice system and with
other service providers to ensure theegliate access of SGBV survivors to the justice system, to improve
the quality of the judicial process and to make available other support services to survivors and their
families. This includes to an extent both the military judicial system and theaivtsc

Pillar 5 programming aimed at norm changes has to contend with a deeply embedded culture of impunity
around SGBYV in the security services. Achieving cultural and norm changes may also be made more
difficult by that fact that ISSSS projects curredibynot plan to address the internal incentive structures



that can lead FARDC soldiers and officers to retain links to armed groups, and to shift their alliances
opportunistically from one to the other (see also programming observations for Pillar 2im)Ruz

Table27 below is a portion of the ISSSS log frame pillar 5, and shows the projects contributing to its O.O
and 1.0O. It also highlights the results where no imégtion is currently being implemented/planned.

Table27: The ISSSS program landscape in Ruzizi, Pillar 5 (SGBV Prevention)

Objective / outcome Assgggtrea(:nyraézjse e
S.0.5 Reduced levels of Sexual and GendersedViolence (SGBV)
0.0.5.1 | Harmful social / gender norms (SGBV) decreased

1.0.5.1.2 | Active and meaningful participation in dialogue around SGBV
1.0.5.1.3 | Increased involvement in changing harmful social/gender norms
0.0.5.2 Increased levels of trust in security forces to prosecute SGBYV incidents committed by staff
1.0.5.2.1 | Reduced involvement of security sector actors (FARDC and PNC) in SGBV (A): SSR
1.0.5.2.2 | Strengthened military judicial systems fmosecution of SGBV cases

0.0.5.3 Improved access to justice and support services for SGBV survivors

1.0.5.3.1 | Increased public awareness of laws & standards; roles & responsibilities to combat SGBV
1.0.5.3.3 | Improved support services for SGRWvivors

1.0.5.3.4 | Improved ease of filing of SGBV cases at local level

1.0.5.3.5 | Improved speed, impatrtiality and confidentiality of SGBV trials improved

(SCF): Ruzizi
(A): Peace Direct




3 ISSSS Results Dafduzizi

CtKA&d aSOGA2y 27F GKS NB LR Nlor tkdgeyinditatos df the ISESEYogitaNE a R
framework for which data was available for the first reporting round. A more detailed, exhaustive and

visual presentation of the data can be found in the separate data file for the Ruzizi priority zone.

Table28: ISSSS Results Data Ruzizi, Pillar 1 to 3, June Retémber 2016

Location / Period

Indicator Ruzizi Ruzizi 1 Ruzizi 2 Ruzizi 3
June | Dec | June | Dec | June | Dec | June | Dec
2016 | 2016 | 2016 | 2016 | 2016 | 2016 | 2016 | 2016

Indicator 1_iii: % Women and men stating that their villages / neighborhoods are 'very/
‘extremely peaceful

Indicator 1_iv: % of women and men expecting that their village / neighborhood will be more
peaceful in one year

13% | 12% | 14% | 13% 4% 0% 19% | 18%

17% | 19% | 18% | 29% 8% 1% 21% | 21%

— -0 m
) Indlca:torjl..lflu. % ofmerjv and Wome.n who state lhat peace !:onsolwda‘tlon p!’O]eCtS are "very 306 8% 4% 13% 50 7% 206 4%
g, good" or "extremely good" at addressing the mostimportantissues to in their area
o - 0
= Indicator 1.2: f)ofmen ar\1d women Yvho believe thatgover‘nmemls managing the following 9% 119% | 10% | 15% 3% 50 12% | 129%
a areas fiwell o or fAvery well 6o (average)
g Indicator 1.2 (Av. Securlty):%ofmenNand womer] who bel|e~ve Ihalgovemmentls‘managlng the 16% | 200 | 18% | 28% 50 10% | 220 | 200
] foll owing areas fiwel | 0 or fivery well o (aver
8 Indicator 1.2 (Av. Econpmy): % of men and woumen who Qelweve thargovernment is manag]ng 206 206 206 206 0% 0% 306 306
e the foll owing areas fdfiwell o or ivery wel l o (
8 1.2 (a): Establish peace in Eastern Congo 14% 16% 12% 24% 0% 10% 25% 12%
- 1.2 (b): Reduce poverty 2% 1% 1% 1% 0% 0% 3% | 2%
g 1.2 (c): Increase employment 1% 2% 1% 1% 0% 0% 2% 4%
o 1.2 (d): Combat corruption 2% 3% 1% 3% 0% 0% 3% 4%
1.2 (e): Unify the different ethnic groups 17% | 17% | 19% | 24% 7% 12% | 20% | 14%
1.2 (f): Improve the lives of Congolese 2% 2% 3% 3% 0% 0% 4% 2%
1.2 (g): Ensure security 12% | 12% | 13% | 17% 1% 1% 18% | 16%
1.2 (h): Combat sexual violence 22% | 37% | 27% | 46% | 11% | 19% | 25% | 41%
Indicator 2_.| (a): No. of reported incidents in Priority Zone locations perpetrated by armed ® mEEms @ imEEmis ® TEEEmS ® imecEms
groups against women, girls, boys and men.
Indl(.:ator 2_i (b): N.o. of reported incidents in Priority Zone locations perpetrated by FARDC ® EEEms @ s ® TEEERS ® EEms
againstwomen, girls, boys and men.
Indicator 2_i (b): No. of reported incidents in Priority Zone locations perpetrated by unkown 2 firsialamis 1 Anettt A el ® TEEEms

perpetrators against women, girls, boys and men.

Indicator 2_1I (a): % of women and men who personally have been helped by the FARDC over
the past year.

Indicator 2_iii (a): % of women and men (in areas where FARDC are deployed) who think the
FARDC makes a "big" or "very big" contribution to their security

Indicator 2.1_ii: % population (women and men) who report that the presence of the military
causes them to feel insecure (& triangulation)

Indicator 2.2.2_i: % of women and men who agree that the victims of crimes by FARDC have
the opportunity to complain (disaggregated by gender and sub-priority zone).

Indicator 2.2.2_ii: % of women and men who agree that FARDC accountability efforts to prevent
crimes are ongoing

Indicator 2.2.2_iii: % of women and men who agree that FARDC are 'unpunished' (for their
crimes)

Indicator 3.1_i (a): % of women and men who indicate they have 'good' or 'very good' access to
administrative services of the Congolese State

Indicator 3.1_i (b): % of women and men who indicate they have 'good' or 'very good' access to
a police station or sub-station

Indicator 3.1_i (c): % of women and men who indicate they have 'good' or 'very good' access to
the national civil judicial system

Indicator 3.2_i (a): % of women and men indicating that national / provincial / local elected
officials represent the interest of the population ‘well’ or 'very well'

Indicator 3.2_i (b): % of women and men indicating that provincial elected officials represent the
interest of the population 'well' or ‘'very well*

Indicator 3.2_i (c): % of women and men indicating that local officials representthe interest of
the population ‘well' or 'very well'

Indicator 3.2.2_ii: % of women and men who indicate that they find it "very" of "extremely”
acceptable to pay 'official taxes' (i.e., 'real taxes', not 'invented taxes").

Ruzizi 1Chefferie / Secteur Plaine de Ruzizi, Bg\Razizi 2{ S O S dzNJ RW@izi Bt ivad/i#teS T

7% 4% 8% 7% 0% 0% 9% 4%

11% | 13% | 19% | 20% 0% 0% 10% | 15%

21% | 14% | 17% 5% 25% | 26% | 21% | 14%

55% | 52% | 57% | 54% | 26% | 43% | 73% | 55%

Pillar 2 (FARDC performance in PoC)

33% | 41% | 35% | 53% | 12% | 17% | 46% | 47%

39% | 39% | 40% | 43% | 24% | 25% | 47% | 44%

12% | 16% 5% 14% 1% 0% 25% | 29%

11% | 20% 6% 18% 0% 0% 23% | 35%

11% | 17% | 10% | 18% 1% 1% 20% | 27%

2% 3% 3% 5% 1% 0% 2% 4%

2% 3% 2% 4% 1% 0% 3% 5%

26% 27% 40% 17%

Pillar 3 (Restoration of State
Authority)

26% | 29% | 22% | 23% | 38% | 40% | 22% | 27%




Table29: ISSSS Results DatzRi, Pillar 4 to 5, June 20¢ ®ecember 2016

Location / Period

Indicator Ruzizi Ruzizi 1 Ruzizi 2 Ruzizi 3
June | Dec | June | Dec | June | Dec | June | Dec
2016 | 2016 | 2016 | 2016 | 2016 | 2016 | 2016 | 2016
Indicator 4_ii: % of HH depending on traditional activities as their main economic activity 58% 79% 08% 21%
X X : ; o o o o
(agriculture, fishery, hunting, animal husbandry)
Indicator 4.2.1_iv: % of women and men indicating they have "good" or "ve ood" access to
e o ST U Y e 37% 26% 27% 54%
Indicator 4.2.2_ii: % of women and men that declare they have "good" or "very good" access to
o = Y & e 30% | 35% | 43% | 47% | 33% | 55% | 14% [ 12%
Indicator 4.2.3_i: % of women and men who indicate to have access to credit, if required? 7% 6% 6% 6% 0% 1% 13% 10%
Indicator 4.2.5_i: % of women and men declaring to have had a paid job for atleast a week over
= ! LI e ing paid] w 8% | 9% | 7% | 14% | 1% | 1% | 15% | 10%
= the past 3 months
8 Indicator 4.3_i (a): % of women and men who indicate that people in their area "often" or
o "sometimes" participate in cultural activites or ceremonies with members of other ethnic 0% 73% 0% 84% 0% 43% 0% 83%
; groups
3 - e — - 5 0 7
% vIlndlcatt?r 4A3T| (b): % of women and men who |nd|.cale that people in their ar.ea often"or 0% 84% 0% 90% 0% 61% 0% 93%
= sometimes" attend places of worship together with members of other ethnic groups
g !Indlcatt?r 4.37| (c): % of wome.n and men who indicate that people in their area "often" or 0% 57% 0% 71% 0% 349% 0% 60%
@ 'sometimes" work together with members of other ethnic groups
.2 Indicator 4.3_i (d): % of women and men who indicate that people in their area "often" or
g ¢ LIEReDEvE who Indi people in thel 0% | 72% | 0% | 90% | 0% | 19% | 0% | 90%
S sometimes" intermarry with members from other ethnic groups
g Indicator 4.3_ii (a): % of women and men who "agree" that groups or individuals in their
ﬁ neighborhood / village pursue shared objectives and work together to achieve them;in spite of | 37% | 46% | 28% | 45% | 52% | 65% | 36% | 35%
=) occasional competition
g Indicator 4.3_ii (b): % of women and men who "agree" that the population in their neighborhood
@ /village work together but that there are important divisions that create competition 30% | 35% | 25% | 46% | 41% | 34% | 29% | 26%
<
T Indicator 4.3_ii (c): % of women and men who "agree" that the population in their village is very
E divided, that groups and individuals compete with each other and that everyone only seeks to 43% | 44% | 40% | 44% | 56% | 33% | 38% | 50%
achieve his / her own objective
| 4.3.2_i: % of h hatthey h N "or™ [’
ndlgator .3 1% o.women and men who slgtet .at.t ey have a "good" or "very good 80% | 7206 | 799% | 75% | 830 | 649% | 78% | 730
relationship across different groups of people in their lives
Indicator 4.3.2_i (a) relationship with parents, children, spouse 86% | 82% | 81% | 78% | 99% | 96% | 81% | 76%
Indicator 4.3.2_i (b) relationship with neighbors 82% | 73% | 81% | 76% | 88% | 66% | 79% | 75%
Indicator 4.3.2_i (c) relationship with people in village or quarter 80% | 70% | 79% | 75% | 84% | 57% | 77% | 75%
Indicator 4.3.2_i (d) relationship with people of own ethnic group 77% | 67% | 79% | 74% | 75% | 52% | 77% | 71%
Indicator 4.3.2_i (e) relationship with people, no matter their ethnic group 74% | 66% | 75% | 73% | 69% | 48% | 77% | 71%
:;:g:(t;rii};;?a\;v:)gnr:;;nd men reporting that they have experienced physical or sexual 1% 10 206 106 0% 0% 0% 1%
Indicator 5_iii (a): % of women and men who personally know a woman who was survivor
ndicator 5_iii (a): % of wi whop ynowaw whowas sun 15% | 6% | 21% | 3% | 4% | s% | 16% | 10%
("victime") of sexual violence
- — -
IT@c.ator”Sfm (b)i % gfwomen and men who personally know a man who was survivor 206 206 3% 1% 0% 0% 206 30
("victime") of sexual violence
0
Indicator 5.1‘_| (a).. % gfwomen aljd men believing that consent for sexual activity is always 49% | 72% | 369% | 719% | 58% | 7796 | 569% | 68%
necessary (including inside marriage)
i i V) " " T n
Indicator 5.1_i (b). % of women and men who "agree" thatitis sometimes acceptable for a man 16% 220 8% 17%
to beat his wife / spouse
- - S — - -
Indicator ?vlil (d). /o of.womc.sn anq men believing thatcrlm?s of sexual violence should be 30% 34% 28% 28%
resolved 'in the family, i.e., without involvement of the authorities
Ir‘|dicator 5.1_ii (a—l).%ofwomeh and men reporting that they would accept a survivor of sexual a7% | 88% | 85% | 87% | 98% | 98% | 829 | 83%
. violence back into their community
Indicator 5.1_ii (a-2). % of d ting that th Id t i f |
5 ndicator 5.1_ii (a-2). % of women and men reporting that they would accept a survivor of sexual 85% | 88% | 83% | 86% | 97% | 99% | s1% | 4%
o violence back into their household.
& - 1 9 - - -
D Indicator 5.1_ii (b). % of women ‘and men reporting Ihétlheywould accept pack in to their 820% | 84% | 8206 | 84% | 89% | 89% | 78% | 8200
c household a survivor of sexual violence who has a child as a result of the violence.
g Indicator 5.1_ii (c). % of women and men who would accept back into their household a women
g who is a survivor of sexual violence if this women had contracted a disease or suffered an 80% | 80% | 78% | 78% | 88% | 86% | 77% | 77%
2 injury as a result of this incidence.
% Indicator 5.1.3_i (a): % of women and men who have sought outinformation aboutissues 12% | 10% | 13% | 119% | 10% 206 11% | 14%
e related to gender-based violence over the last three months (seeking information)
g Indicator 5.1.3_i (b): % of women and men who themselves have participated in meetings on
o issues related to gender-based violence over the last three months (discussion and debate) 8% 11% 6% 13% 0% 2% 16% | 16%
Indicator 5.1.3_i (c): % of women and men who themselves have participated in other actions
i (©): % ofw Ve particlp 7% | 8% | 6% | 10% | 1% | 0% | 129% | 11%
to combat gender-based violence over the last three months (direct action)
| .2_i. % of ho ' that FARD h ly if th:
ndlcat.ors _l .oD women and men who 'agree’ that C are punished appropriately if they| 31% | 299% | 379% | 429% | 149% | 119 | 36% | 2906
commit sexual violence
Indicator 5.2_i. % of women and men who 'agree' that PNC are punished appropriately if they 319% | 29% | 38% | 4206 | 150% | 1206 | 35% | 29%
commit sexual violence
Indicator 5.2_iv (a): % of women and men who consider the efforts of the police / PNC to
. ’ v (@): % ! ! o ] P 21% | 28% | 21% | 37% | 17% | 19% | 24% | 25%
investigate cases of sexual violence to be 'good' of 'very good
- 0
Indicator 5,27|v(b). /0 of WOP"IE!] and rTen Who.thlnk that survn./orS of sexual violence are served 66% | 720 | 579% | 74% | 74% | 71% | 70% | 72%
by the police / PNC "as well" or "better" as survivors of other crimes
Indicator 5.2_iv (c): % of women and melj Who‘think that today's efforts of the police to 18% | 15% | 15% | 21% | 129% 6% 26% | 16%
investigate cases of sexual violence are 'better' than those of a year ago
Indicator 5.3.3_v: % of d ting that they k h t t
ndicator _v: % of women and men reporting that they know how to access suppor 11% | 32% 9% 36% | 0% 206 | 21% | 48%
services for SGBV survivors

Ruzizi 1Chefferie / Secteur Plaine de Ruzizi, BaRuazizi 2{ S O S dzNJ R@izi 3tivad/ideS T




Table30: SelectetP ISSSS Results Data Rutigigender, Pillar 1 to 5, June 20dBecember 2016

Gender / Period
Indicator Femme Homme Total
June | Dec | June | Dec | June | Dec
2016 | 2016 | 2016 | 2016 | 2016 | 2016
‘Igi:'(;er\:]c;rljjggiﬁomen and men stating that their villages / neighborhoods are ‘very/ 10% 500l 16%| 2000] 130%| 120
. gw;;zztfz: i:;_:)vr;:ygl;\:vomen and men expecting that their village / neighborhood will be more 09| 13%| 249%| 2606 17%| 19%
= - —0 - - -
S Indicator 1.2 (Av. Securlty). % of men and wonrjen who bejleve that g?vernment is managm‘g 21%| 180 11%| 23%| 16%| 20%
o the foll owing areas #dAwell 0 or ivery well o
1.2 (a): Establish peace in Eastern Congo 21%| 16% 7%| 15%| 14%| 16%
1.2 (e): Unify the different ethnic groups 23% 9%| 11%| 26%| 17%| 17%
1.2 (h): Combat sexual violence 29%]| 35%| 15%]| 39%| 22%| 37%
- = — -
(:1 Indicator 2.2._27|. % ofwor_’nen_and men who agree that the \nctlms_ of crimes by FARDC have 51%| 579%| 9%l 469%| 5506 5206
< the opportunity to complain (disaggregated by gender and sub-priority zone).
= F Ty N H gz H
= Lnr:jr:]c:;c))r 2.2.2_iii: % of women and men who agree that FARDC are 'unpunished' (for their 3206 2906] a5%| 27%| 390! 39%
Indlcatqr 3.1_i .(b)' % ofwomgn and men who indicate they have 'good’ or 'very good' access 15%| 16% 6%| 26%l 119%| 20%
) to a police station or sub-station
§ Indicator 3.1_i (9)5 % ofyvomen and men who indicate they have ‘good' or ‘'very good' access 8% 500l 15%| 310 1106 17%
E to the national civil judicial system
Indicator 3.2.2_ii: % of women and men who indicate that they find it “very" of "extremely” o o 0 0 0 0
acceptable to pay 'official taxes' (i.e., real taxes', not 'invented taxes'). 19%( 11%| 33%| 49%| 26%| 29%
Indicator 4.3_ii (a): % of women and men who "agree" that groups or individuals in their
neighborhood /village pursue shared objectives and work together to achieve them;in spite| 25%]| 34%| 49%| 59%| 37%| 46%
of occasional competition
Indicator 4.3_ii (b): % of women and men who "agree" that the population in their
neighborhood / village work together but that there are important divisions that create 15%| 28%)| 45%]| 43%| 30%| 35%
< competition
= F = & Cp— m
ks Indlgatoréll.s.z_l. A)Ofwomen and men who stf’;\te thgcheyhavea 'good" or "very good 73%| 590l sewl sl sowl 729
E relationship across different groups of people in their lives
Indicator 4.3.2_i (a) relationship with parents, children, spouse 83%| 76%| 88w| sswl sew| 82
Indicator 4.3.2_i (b) relationship with neighbors 77%| 60%| 87%w| 88wl s2w| 73%
Indicator 4.3.2_i (c) relationship with people in village or quarter 72%| 55%| 87%| 88wl sow| 70%
Indicator 4.3.2_i (d) relationship with people of own ethnic group 68%| 52%| 86%| 84%| 77%| 67%
Indicator 4.3.2_i (e) relationship wiht people, no matter their ethnic group 65%| 51%| 83%| 82w| 74%| 66%
Indicator 5.1__| (a).. % (_vayomen al_wd men believing that consent for sexual activity is always 2% 63%| s6%| s19%l 490%| 7206
necessary (including inside marriage)
Indicator 5.1_ii (c). % of women and men who would accept back into their household a
women who is a survivor of sexual violence if this women had contracted a disease or 83%| 87%] 78%| 71%| 80%]| 80%
suffered an injury as a result of this incidence.
Indicator 5.1.3_i (a): % of women and men who have sought outinformation aboutissues
. Lo . 18%| 11% 5% 9%| 11%]| 10%
related to gender-based violence over the last three months (seeking information)
[Te} - - - - -
— . . 9 k !
5 mg;c:ct)(?rr]:1i_slex/8:|f;v(;)|;nnineand men who 'agree' that FARDC are punished appropriately if 2791 179 35%| 4200l 3106 29%
l;cej;c:ct;: ;i;‘é;:;f;VS:ne(;r;and men who ‘agree' that PNC are punished appropriately if 250 179 36%| 4200l 3106| 29%
n - " - -
.Indlca_tor 5.2_iv(a): % ofwomen and men Yvho clonélderthe elfforts of the police / PNC to 15%| 18%l 280! 39%| 219%| 28%
investigate cases of sexual violence to be 'good' of 'very good
- - "y - - -
Indicator S'Z—N(t.))' % ofwc?lmen an"d m"en Whﬁ) think th'atsurvlvors of§exua| violence are s8%| 700] 73%| 75%l 660! 720
served by the police / PNC "as well" or "better" as survivors of other crimes
- " = - -
.Indlca_tor 5.2_iv(c): % ofwom_en and merll who Ithlnkthat today's efforts of the police to 10%| 100l 2606| 21%| 189%| 150%
investigate cases of sexual violence are 'better’ than those of a year ago

40The table includes data for indicators for which responses by women and men in at least one of the two polls (June
2016 and December 2016) differed by more than the margin of error-c§%!/



4 Observations and issues to consider based on programming scope and

results data

While as a whole is comparable for most ISSSS metrics to the other two priority zonesidowepth in

this report, the Ruzizi priority zone stands out through greater geographic disparities between its three
subzones than is the case for Kitchanga or Sud Ifénfiar one, the zone includes Uvira Ville, a town with

a population of approximaly 400,000 (Ruzizi 1), which explains the difference in attitudes and
perceptions related to access to land or access to markets. Beyond that, Ruzizi also consists of the Secteur
RQLU2Y06ST 6KAOK KIF& | dzyAljdzS R first ISEBESHBgramBingl Y2 y 3
round. It is defined, among other things, by even greater doubts about peace and stability in the presence

and the likelihood of a more peaceful and stable future; greater wariness of key institutions of the
Congolese state thantise norm in the other priority zones, and social relationships that are less likely to

cross ethnic lines than in any of the other ISSSS priority zones aizdseh

Observationsg Pillar 1 (Democratic Dialogue)

On the whole, negative views on the potaitbf peace now and in the future; and on the role of that
either stabilization projects or the Government can play to affect change create a challenging
environment to start democratic dialogue in the Ruzizi priority zone. Only ten to twenty perceng of th
population in Ruzizi consider their communities to be very or extremely pea@efiitator 1_iii) A
similarly small share of the population expects more peaceful conditions in the meadimmfuture
(Indicator 1_iv) Women tend to see chances for peace more pessimistically than men, both in the present
and the future.

Confidence that peace consolidation (i.e. stabilization) projects can bring about positive change in their
communities is low. Less than ten perceftlee population finds that those projects are making good or

very good contributions in this regafthdicator 1.1_iiif. Confidence in the ability of the governance to

make a positive difference in their lives is slightly higher in comparison, butasgl not suggest a very

optimistic assessment of what the Congolese Government can do to make progress in stabilizing situation

in the zone. Only about 2 out of 10 people in Ruzizi as a whole believe that the Government is managing

issue relatedto secudt a g Sttt ¢ 2N AOSNE 6Stfted {dzZLIIR NI F2N (K¢
affairs is lower, stifindicator 1.2 (ag h)*.

+ASga 2y OdNNByYy(d FyR FdzidzNE LIS OS yR adloAatade
2). Here, about sixtyotseventy percent find peace to be completely absent from their commuffi(sse

Indicator 1_iiAy wdzZl ATA S5FiGF CAfS0O® hyteée FAABS LISNOSyd 27
GKAA aAddza GAzy gAff didicadr 1AW ENgRyAIGHetApgrceht ofpédpleNd a G A Y

4 Kitchanga, Sud Irumu

2gubl 2yS wdzZl ATA m AyOfdzZRS& G(KS / KSTTSNA-Bae Ruzizif2hCid&sdzNE Wt
0KS / KSTFSNASE «k { SOiG-HdeNREziziB s e GodNIvik Gilleli 2 Y6 6 SQT { dzo

43 Across these metricsvomen tend to be less optimistic than men.

Yhyte loz2dzi w>r 2F wdd ATAQ&E LRLMzZ I GA2y O2yaARSNI (KS D2 @
Bl g 2LI1RAaSR G2 2yteée FABS (2 FAFGSSYy LISNIvBegii o6K2 K2t R (F
46 e, for example, the situations in



GKS {SOGSdzN) O2yAARSNI GKS D2@SNYYSyid G2 LISNF2NY daod
subzone(Indicator 1.2) & 2 LR &SR (2 FATFGe (2 -@fe€de LISNOSYil Ay
Possible considetans for programming; Pillar 1

As in Sud Irumu and Kitchanga, the negative views on past stabilization projects increase the relative
importance ofthe participatory democratic dialogue under Pillar. These same circumstances may also
increase the presse for projects to followup quickly with concrete actions in order to convince a largely
sceptical population of the overall value of the stabilization process.

Opportunities for further monitoring and learning Pillar 1

Respondingtotheuniqu@ A G dzZ G A2y Ay (GKS {SOGSdz2NJ RQLG2Y06S GKI
the absence of peace and particularly low confidence in the Government may require a particular
response from project partners. It may be beneficial to engage with those parthat are active in the

sub-zone to more clearly identify the specific conflict drivers; and to ensure that they are sufficiently
reflected in the monitoring framework of the ISSSS.

Observationg Pillar 2 (FARDC performance in PoC)

Compared to the othetwo priority zones (Kitchanga, Sud Irumu) the FARDC plays less of a significant role
in ensuring security in Ruzizi. Only a small minority of the populations finds that it has been helped by the
FARDC over the last year; i.e., five percent, as opposadpmximately fifteen to thirty percent in the

other two priority zonegIndicator 2_ii (a)) Fewer people also think that the FARDC is making big or very
big contributions to security in their communiti@sdicator 2_iii (a)

As in the other Pillars, the SOG SdzNJ RQLG2Y06S 3L Ay &adlyRa 2dzi I a
ISSSS priority zones and sadmes. Here, virtually nobody in the population has received help from the
FARDC in the past ye@indicator 2_ii (a)) and more than eighty percent giople find that the FARDC

has made no contribution to security in their community, as opposed to four and nine percent in Uvira

Ville (Ruzizi 3) and Plaine de la Ruzizi and Bavira (Ruzizi 1), respggclittig same time, about a quarter
ofthepopulah 2y Ay {SO0GSdzNJ RQLG2Y06S FSSfta I KSAIKGSYSR
patrols(Indicator 2.1 _ii)

It is not immediately clear from the monitoring data what causes this difference in the role of the FARDC
in Ruzizi. It does not seem to bee case that the FARDC itself is considered to be a principal source of
insecurity more than in the other two priority zones. In fact, the military does not appear to affect
perceptions of security to any significant degree, neither through its presemaeits absenc¥. This
interpretation is in principle supported by data from the MONUSCO Force that does not show any
reported crimesagainst civilians committed by soldiers for the period from July to December 2016 in the

47 See Ruzizi Data F{available upon request)
48 See Indicator 2_iii (a) in the Ruzizi Data (@il@ilable upon request)
4 Triangulation of Indicator 2.1_ii in Ruzizi data (@eailable upon request)



priority zone(Indicator 2_ij°. While approximately twenty percent of the population in Ruzizi do feel
somewhat more insecure when encountering FARDC patrols, this is about the same share as in Kitchanga

and Sud Irum(Indicator 2.1_iiyp ! G GAGdzRS& G261 NRa ( glders@tcoubtdb@a ST T2
for crimes they commit are somewhat more negative in Ruzizi than in Sud Irumu, but largely the same as

in Kitchangat.

The views of women on the PoC performance of the FARDC do not significantly differ from those of men
in Ruzizi.
Opportunities for further monitoring and learning; Pillar 2

In order to be able to correctly interpret results data for Pillar 2 from the Ruzizi priority zone, it will be
important to better understand the specific context that defines the relationship betwikerrARDC and

the civilian population in the zone; and the particular relevance that support under Pillar 2 has in this
OS2y GSEG® ¢KA& Ffa2 AyOfdRSa (KS ySSR (2 68GdSN dzy
including the extent of the aatl deployment of the FARDC there. Furthermore, it may be important to
understand better how Search for Common Ground (SSR) and the International Alert (Construisons
ensemble pour la Paix; SCF) are currently; or are planning to take into account thewelgoart
circumstances in their project approach.

Observationg Pillar 3 (Restoration of State Authority)

Low levels of confidence in the performance of the Government in economic and seelatgd matters

(see comments on Pillar 1 above), difficulttesaccess stat@rovided services provide a challenging

starting point for Pillar 3 programming in Ruzizi. Circumstances may even be rendered more challenging

08 UGUKS O2yaARSNIOGES RAFTFSNBYyOSa Ay (KS subkdesSy OS |
Access to stat@rovided services tends to be best in Uvira Ville (Ruzizi 3), with about a quarter of the
population assessing their access to be good or better (for administrative services, police and the national
judicial system). Access 85 S&aiG Ay GKS {SO0GSdz2NJ RQLG2Y066S o6wdd Al
population has good or very good access to any of the three services; approximately eighty to ninety
percent of people here find their ability to access these three services badybad(Indicators 3.1_i (a

¢ 0)), giving the State an extraordinarily low profile in that sadme.

People in Ruzizi by and large do not find their interests and priorities to be represented by representatives
of the Congolese Stat@indicator 3.2_i) nether at national nor at provincial level. Only the local
authorities in the three suzones enjoy a certain level of support from the population, led by the Secteur

50 As mentionel elsewhere, this does not mean that no infractions or crimes by the FARDC were committed. The

SSU M&E Cell will engage with the responsible unit of the Force to discuss the reliability of the process used to record
security incidents.

1 The percentage ofJS2 LSt S gK2 &SS AYLINRGSYSyda Ay GKS ! NyegQa | O
O2yaARSNIofte& avltftSNI Ay (KS { StoheS dzNhId Qdtable thad an Snusudly y Ay
high percentage of people (approximatelyyiftercent) refused to answer questions on this topic during the survey

(see Indicators 2.2.2jiii in the Ruzizi Data Fjlevhich is available upon requést

520n average, approximately ten to twenty percent of the population in Ruzizi considers its access to administrative
ASNPAOSax LREAOS aidlrdirzya FyR (GKS 2dzZRAOALFIE aeadsSy G2 o

i KSANI | OOB@ 52 NyIadicnkes $Vid c)).

0



RQLG2Y06S o6wdd ATA HOZ 6SNB NRdAzAKEE& n  Zeatithe ¥ wmn |
interests well or very well. In Uvira Ville (Ruzizi 3) only close to twenty percent of the population approve
of their local authorities in this regar@hdicator 3.2_i)

Gender differences associated with Pillar 3 exist with regard to acc@sstitte. Across the Ruzizi priority
T2yS8z GKS akKIFINB 2F YSy ¢6K2 O2yaAiARSNI GKSANI | 00Saa
322RQ Aa Y2NB GKFy GoAOS |a KAIK a GKFra 2F ¢2YS
percent for women (Indicator 3.1_i (c))

Possible considerations for programmiggpillar 3

Currently, no ISSSS projects in Ruzizi are addressing the challenging task of facilitating the development
of a coherent regulatory, legal, administrative and financial frameworkidoal governance (Overall
Outcome 3.3 and Intermediate Outcome 3.1.3). However, it is unlikely that State functions and State
legitimacy can be restored in Ruzizi or any of the other priority zones without a more coherent governance
framework in place tesupport this. The fact that data suggests that state services are all but entirely
absent in part of the Ruzizi priority zone only further accentuates that issue.

It is not clear if and how any sectepecific stabilization program or projects alone cagin to address

this issue without careful coordination with interventions in other sectors; and without the complement
of carefully coordinated policy dialogue and political engagement at different levels and by different
actors. It may be beneficial fthe SSU and the Technical Secretariat to consider how the prerequisites
for this kind of engagement can be created over time; and what responses might be available under the
ISSSS if no progress can be made on this front.

Opportunities for further monitomg and learningg Pillar 3

The SSU might consider tracking and examining the approaches for engaging with provincial and national
authorities of the SCF project in Ruzizi (led by International Alert) and of other projects and actors with
similarinitiatives. As this type of engagement needs to occur across projects, actors and different levels,
creating a better shared understanding of the factors that allow these types of efforts to succeed could
be beneficial for a larger group of ISSSS partners

Observationsg Pillar 4 (Socteconomic resilience to conflict)

At the start of implementation, the ISSSS is faced with very diverse-sommmic conditions across

wdzl ATAd® 2KAES Ay {SOGSdzZNI RQL{G2Y06S owdzl ATA HOZ £
on traditional economic activities (agricultusmimal husbandry, fishing, hunting) to make a living, this is

the case for only 2 out of 10 households in Uvira Ville; and for 7 out of 10 households in the Chefferies /
{SOGSdzNA Wt fFAyS RS f{(lhdicatodZ i) AckeSs td mbuis isisignifigahtMbeer 6 wdzl A |
in Uvira Ville than in the other two sutwnes (Indicator 4.2.1_iv), while access to land is far lower than in

the more rural areag4.2.2_ii) Access to credit and paid work is essentially-agistent in Secteur

RQL (i 2 YiovisaSvitle alt Igast 1 out of 10 people have access to cfediicator 4.2.3_i)and have had

at least one week of paid work over the last three month (prior to each respective syiadigator

4.2.5 ).



Social, interpersonal relationships are commpofdrmed across ethnic lines in Uvira Ville (Ruzizi 3) and

Wt fFAYyS RS fF wdZdZATAQ YR W. I GANIQ owdzZ ATA mMOZ &
confines of their ethnic groups to attend cultural events, worship or work. Only 2 out pédple here

find that marriage across ethnic lines happen often or even somet{nelécators 4.3_i (& c)). Ethnic

affiliation also affects the quality of intdtdlS NE 2y I £ NBf I GA2YAKALI Y2NB aidNRy
is the case in the other twaub-zones(Indicator 4.3.2_i (& e).

Women in Ruzizi are much more likely than men to stay within their own ethnic groups when forming
social relationships, be it in the context of cultural activities, worship, work or marriage.

Possible considerations f@rogrammingg Pillar 4

Considering the differences in social integration between men and women in Ruzizi across ethnic lines,
programmes may want to assess if it is necessary for support aimed at increasing social cohesion within
and among communities toebdirected specifically at women and their specific social barriers.

Opportunities for further monitoring and learning, Pillar 4

Against the backdrop of the considerable seeemnomic conditions across Ruzizi, it might be worthwhile

to examine more cleely how projects manage to adapt their support to the particular realities of each of
the subzones; or conversely, if and how support under Pillar 4 affects the diverse target groups in the
Priority Zone in differing ways.

Observationg Pillar 5 (SGBRrevention)

Several indicators seem to suggest that the incidence of sexual violence in Ruzizi is the lowest among the
three priority zones discussed in this report. Only 1 out of 10 people here report to know a woman is a
survivor of sexual violence, wWhithe corresponding percentages in Kitchanga and Sud Irumu are twice
and three times as large, respectivéigdicator 5_iii (a))°.

While attitudes towards the necessity for consent before sex are roughly the same in Ruzizi as in the other
priority zones$?, views on violence towards women are notably different: In Ruzizi, about seventy percent

of the population reject the idea that it can be acceptable for a man to beat higMideator 5.1_i (b)).

The same is true for only approximately half of thelagopulation in Sud Irumu and Kitchanga. Rejection
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marriages. Women in Ruzizi are less likely to agree with-imtrdtal violence than men.

Familiesn Ruzizi are about as likely to accept survivors of sexual violence back into their communities and
households as those in other priority zones, with approximately 8 out of 10 people indicating they would
re-integrate survivors even if they had suffergguries or had become pregnafindicators 5.1 i (&g

53 Ruzizi has also the smallest percentage of people who report to be survivors of sexual violence themselves. The
difference between priority zones is within the margin of error of the HHI perception poll, howewkthas cannot

give a good indication of the actual differences in the population.

54 Approximately 6 out of 10 people consider consent to be necestadicator 5.1_i (b)).

5 Only 1 out of 10 women find that it may be acceptable for a husband to beatifeiswhereas 2 out of 10 men
consider this acceptabigndicator 5.1 _i (b))
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zone with the comparatively lowest incidence of sexual violence among all of theosls disussed in
this report. It is not clear to what extent this plays a role in shaping the attitudes of its population.

Women in Ruzizi tend to have more negative views than men on the accountability of security forces for
acts of sexual violence; and for theibility to appropriately investigate those incidents. Only fifteen
percent of women consider the efforts of the police in Ruzizi in this regards to be good or(bedteator

5.2_iv (a))and only about 1 in 10 women have seen improvements in this@reathe last yeafindicator

5.2_iv (c))

Possible considerations for programmiggdpillar 5

Baseline data on the occurrence of sexual violence and the contributing factors and main perpetrators in
Ruzizi is not conclusive enough to judge if the low degfgeoject coverage of Pillar 5 is appropriate, or

if more project support should be made available to help prevent and respond to cases of sexual violence
in the priority zone. It may be necessary to revisit this question in subsequent monitoring repolrts
engagements with project partners.



