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The Nile Basin
Discourse Fo-
rum in Rwanda
Ag. National
Project Coordi-
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July, 2009 se-
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sent African
. Civil Society
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} Technology Fund Trust for Climate In-
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riculture and Industrial sectors.
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The Nile Basin Discourse Forum in Rwanda, in Septem-
ber 2009 started a project on “Building capacity and
raising awareness for a sensitive community on cli-
mate change adaptation in Rwanda” . The 90,000USD
project is funded by CC DARE from the Danish Foreign
Ministry.
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Flooding in N.Rwanda due to climate changes

SABOTAGE BY INDUSTRIALISED COUNTRIES
UNACCEPTABLE
MEDIA STATEMENT FROM PACJA

(4]
= Representatives from African civil society attending the climate
gk change talks here in Bangkok during these two weeks wish to ex-
E:i. press our outright disapproval at the deliberate attempt by devel-

; : oped countries to sabotage the progress being made in the talks.

B ; h' . Such sabotage, we believe, threatens to undermine any chance of
_“it‘.-! -s—M attaining a fair and equitable deal in Copenhagen in December

2009.

As African civil society, we have followed the negotiations over the past week with keen interest.
We are saddened to observe a strong degree of mistrust permeating the dialogue process. There is a
real danger we are headed towards a tragic breakdown of the negotiations in Copenhagen unless
political will is enhanced, particularly from industrialized countries.
Renewed genuine commitment and leadership by the United States, EU and other Annex | coun-
tries is a pre-requisite to enable discussions to move forward. To Page 3
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Variations of the Earth’s Surface Temperature for... The Melting Snows of Kilimanjaro
Mean temperature anomaly in °C.
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Observational records show that the continent of Africa has been
warming through the 20th century at the rate of about 0.05°C per
decade with slightly larger warming in the June-November sea-
sons than in December-May (Hulme et al., 2001). By the year
2000, the 5 warmest years in Africa had all occurred since 1988,
with 1988 and 1995 being the two warmest years. This rate of
warming is not dissimilar to that experienced globally, and the
periods of most rapid warming-the 1910s to 1930s and the post-
1970s-occur simultaneously in Africa and the world.

Climate Change is a Challenge and an Opportunity
By Abdoulie Janneh, Stanislas Kamanzi and Andreas Carlgren

Climate change is here, it is real and it has to be urgently dealt with.
African and European institutions should work together to take ad-
vantage of the existing and emerging opportunities to counter the
threat posed by this global public danger.

There is a fundamental unfairness implicit in climate change.

The poorest and most vulnerable countries, groups and people, who
are the least to blame for the steep increase in emissions of green
house gases, are at the same time the most affected and the least able
to adapt.

The threat to Africa in particular is extreme. Measures are therefore
needed to protect the most vulnerable communities against climate
destruction. We need to act to build the resilience of these communi-
ties as well as African economies.

Waiting will make matters worse in terms of human suffering, economic costs and damage to the ecosystem
assets. This underlines coping with climate change as one of the most important and urgent challenges fac-
ing all governments as well as regional and international bodies.  ..... to page 11



SABOTAGE BY INDUSTRIALISED COUNTRIES UNACCEPTABLE

From Page 1
This is particularly important in the areas of mid-term mitigation targets as well as adaptation finance and tech-
nology transfer.
We believe Annex 1 parties should now urgently acknowledge their responsibility for and capability to deal
with the climate crisis. Now is the time for them to show genuine commitment to providing the support needed
by countries in Africa to respond and adapt to climate change.
In view of the above, African civil society calls for the following:
e The fulfillment of commitments by industrialized countries under the Convention and its Kyoto Protocol,
including the polluter pays principle.
e Provision of adequate and predictable financing for adaptation, mitigation, technology transfer and capac-
ity building for developing countries.
e Deep emission cuts by Annex 1 countries of 45 % below 1990 levels by 2020, and of a 90% reduction by

2050.
Compensation to African Countries and establishment of an Adaptation Fund for Africa.

We re-affirm our support to the African Group of Negotiators and our solidarity with the G77&China. It is our
firm belief that a fair, ecologically just and equitable deal will only be attained through the frank and honest
commitment from all parties.

Signed on 5" day of October 2009 by Mithika Mwenda , PACJA Coordinator

RWANDA’S NATIONAL ADAPTATION PROGRAMMES OF ACTION TO CLIMATE CHANGE
Adopted from NAPA document

The Republic of Rwanda has finished its report on National Adaptation Programmes of Action to climate change "NAPA" in confor-
mity with the guidelines prepared by the Least Developed Countries Groups of Experts (LEG) and adopted by the November 2001
Assembly of the Conference of Parties to the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (Decision 28/CP7). Being a
country with an economy essentially based on rain-fed agriculture, it is with no doubt vulnerable to negative effects of climate
change. With a rate of 60% of the population below poverty line, its adaptive capacity to impacts related to extreme meteorologi-
cal phenomena is very low.

Having in mind scientific predictions that climate change shall have a serious effect on Least Developed Countries (LDC), the
Rwanda NAP A report constitutes a decisive step in its search to respond to immediate and urgent needs for adaptation to negative
effects of this change. It therefore offers integration opportunities of measures and strategies of adaptation to climate change in
the document for Economic Development and Poverty Reduction Strategy (EDPRS).

This NAPA document shall guide political decision makers and national planners on priorities in vulnerable economic sectors as well
as strategies and priority actions of adaptation to climate change which were identified according to retained criteria during work-
shops and seminars of stakeholders organized for this purpose.

From the ranking of priority actions, the project profiles were developed with an urgent character requiring funds to immediately
respond to needs caused by the impacts of climate variability in our country.

The NAPA Rwanda report is the result of a process of study, concertation and consultation carried out by NAPA national team from
January 2005 to July 2006. It is said that this team comprised:

¢ NAPA national project coordinator,

* UNFCCC Focal Point and Director within Rwanda Environment Management Authority (REMA),

e Environment programmes representative in the Ministry of Lands, Environment, Forestry, Water and Mines (MINITERE),

¢ Environment Focal Point in the development planning unit / Ministry of Finance and Economic Planning (MINECOFIN), and
 The Director of Lands and Environment in the Prime Minister’s office.

The work process not only involved sectors represented in this team and national experts, but also a considerable number of ac-
tors, regional and local partners namely local communities as well as women and youth associations.

Following directives of LEG — NAPA experts, the exercise aimed at evaluating current vulnerabilities to climate change according to
the eight steps of NAPA guide in consideration of socioeconomic aspects and land use that exarcerbe these vulnerabilities, to iden-
tify most vulnerable population groups, regions and sectors, determine priority adaptation options, select urgent and immediate
project activities to be implemented as well as defining their profiles.  ........... to page 7
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NILE BASIN DISCOURSE FORUM IN RWANDA ON WORLD BANK'’S CLIMATE INVESTMENT FUND TRUST COMMITTEE
From page 1

The Clean Technology Fund (CTF) seeks to promote scaled-up financing for demonstration, deployment and transfer of low carbon
programs and projects with a significant potential for long-term Green House Gas (GHGs) emissions. The CFT promotes the realiza-
tion of environmental and social co-benefits thus demonstrating the potential of low-carbon technologies to contribute to sustain-
able development and the achievement of the Millennium Development Goals (MDBs).

Clean Technology Fund Principles; In developing a proposal for a Clean Technology Fund (CTF), the following principles have been
taken into account:

(a) The core mission of the MDBs is sustainable economic growth and poverty reduction. Climate change mitigation and
adaptation considerations need to be integrated into the sustainable development process as addressing these issues con-
tributes to the basic human needs of the poorest who are disproportionately impacted by the negative effects of climate
change;

(b) Multilateral development banks can and should play a role in ensuring access of developing countries to adequate fi-
nancial resources and appropriate technology for climate actions;

(c) The MDBs should mobilize new and additional financing for adaptation and mitigation programs to address climate
change that are country-led and designed to support sustainable development and poverty reduction. Activities financed
by the fund should be based on a country-led approach and should be integrated into country-owned development strate-
gies, consistent with the Paris Declaration;

(d) Achieving sustainable outcomes will require sustaining the total wealth — produced, human, institutional and natural —
on which development depends;

(e) The UN is the appropriate body for broad policy setting on climate change, and the MDBs should not preempt the re-
sults of climate change negotiations. Actions to address climate change should be guided by the principles of the UNFCCC;
(f) The MDBs, in collaboration with other development partners, should assist developing countries to build country-level
knowledge, capacity and development project experience;

(g) It is appropriate for the MDBs to build partnerships with each other and a wide range of institutions and stakeholders
on climate change, including the private sector. In doing so, each MDB should remain accountable to its governing body;
(h) Complementarities between activities foreseen for the CIF and activities of the GEF and the UN, especially at the coun-
try level, should be identified, and effective cooperation established, to maximize synergies and avoid overlap.

(i) The CTF should provide for transparency and openness in its governance and financing operations.

Objectives of the Clean Technology Fund

The Clean Technology Fund (CTF) will aim to finance transformational actions by:
(a) providing positive incentives for the demonstration of low carbon development and mitigation of greenhouse gas emissions
through public and private sector investments;
(b) promoting scaled-up deployment, diffusion and transfer of clean technologies by funding low carbon programs and
projects that are embedded in national plans and strategies to accelerate their implementation;
(c) promoting realization of environmental and social co-benefits thus demonstrating the potential for low-carbon tech-
nologies to contribute to sustainable development and the achievement of the Millennium Development Goals;
(d) promoting international cooperation on climate change and supporting agreement on the future of the climate change
regime;
(e) utilizing skills and capabilities of the MDBs to raise and deliver new and additional resources, including official and con-
cessional funding, at significant scale; and
(f) providing experience and lessons in responding to the challenge of climate change through learning-by-doing.
Types of Investment
The Clean Technology Fund will invest in projects and programs that contribute to demonstration, deployment and transfer of low
carbon technologies with a significant potential for long term greenhouse gas emissions savings. As country circumstances differ,
investment programs will be developed on a country-specific basis to achieve nationally-defined objectives. The range of options
include:
(a) programs and large-scaled projects4;
(b) at the sectoral or sub-sectoral level in a given country;
(c) sub-nationally, by focusing activity on a particular province/state/municipality;
(d) regionally, particularly where regional cooperation is required;
(e) through the private sector, or public-private partnerships.






D'CAPACITY BUILDING FOR CSO ON CLIMATE CHANGE ADAPTATION IN
1

awareness for a sensitive community on climate change adaptation in
Forum in Rwanda’s 30 NGOs working in the Nile Basin region of Rwanda,
provinces of Rwanda, liaise with Rwanda Environmental Management
itutions as well as other NGO Forums such as RENGOF.

tives:
ations on climate change adaptation

ducing and disseminating awareness materials on climate change adap-

es of climate change adaptation and vulnerability reduction

beginning from September 2009 to February 2010. The main beneficiar-
neficiaries include media, general public and other stakeholders. The

. ps, production and dissemination of information materials, and field
studies on climate change adaptation initiatives and best practices.

Project Background

Lack of information and unconsciousness of Rwandan communities on climate change slow down efforts to miti-
gate climate change challenges.

Over the past 14 years, Rwanda has made significant progress in rebuilding economic, administrative and judicial
infrastructures devastated by the 1994 genocide. Rwanda has also made advances in environmental protection,
and measures have been taken to tackle problems related to environmental degradation. Rwanda’s population of
more than 9 million is one of the most densely populated in Africa, and fertility rates are among the highest in the
continent. In a rain-fed agrarian economy with a high rate of poverty and food insecurity, climate change sharpens
its claws for potentially devastating impact. Any reduction in rainfall will damage farm yields whilst extreme or tor-
rential downpours will hasten the process of soil erosion.

All these problems are seen in almost all the regions of Rwanda, and more specifically in the Nile Basin region,
which covers more than 80% of the national territory. Experts say population pressure has led to a rapid degrada-
tion of the wetlands and forests over the past two decades, making the population prone to hazards of climate
change. It is estimated that in the past two decades, Rwanda has lost about 60 percent of its forest cover. This
situation put most of the population vulnerable to climate change with very limited capacity for adaptation. Unfor-
tunately, most of the people think that climate situation is the will of God, and therefore they can not do any thing
to change God’s will.

Despite recent advances in environmental protection, Rwanda still faces many challenges in implementing a com-
prehensive and sustainable environmental policy, while political will is strong, traditional, cultural, poverty and lack
of adequate behavior change strategy exert a strong influence, and existing government and civil society institu-
tions at every level lack the knowledge, skills and capacities to fully act on changing local population mindset and
practices. Rwanda has been prompt on climate changes by trying to help its population in various ways through
propositions on adaptation and mitigation.






= S L et -~ Africa is failing to benefit from global initiatives to help devel-
: " oping countries deal with climate change.

«— .- The continent houses just 32 of the nearly 1,800 projects

~—  funded by the Clean Development Mechanism, a programme

__i - ?'_"' ' = ~ under the Kyoto Protocol whereby rich countries pay develop-
B ""g,—_: ing ones to run emission-reducing projects.
h : - This could change with discussions on new funding taking

place as part of global climate negotiations that will culminate
in a climate summit in Copenhagen in December.

The summit is intended to set out binding agreements to curb
global emissions after 2012, when current obligations under
the Kyoto Protocol come to an end.

But Africa faces a race against time to make sure its unique
challenges — including endemic poverty and a lack of skills
and resources — are reflected in the new agreements.

Common goal
The continent’s poor track record in influencing past climate negotiations has led its leaders to adopt a common
negotiating position for Copenhagen.
The position, adopted in July this year, emphasises the need for rich nations — whose contributions to climate
change exceed Africa’s — to support adaptation and mitigation in poor countries.
It shows that although African states are willing to minimise their contribution to climate change, they want the
international community to fund their, and other developing countries’, mitigation efforts to the tune of US$200
billion per year by 2020, with an added US$67 billion per year for adaptation.
Adopting a common position may help to get Africa’s needs into any future climate deal, but the overarching
themes must be translated into detailed proposals if they are to reach the negotiating table.
No new propositions will be considered in Copenhagen, so African countries will need to put their proposals for-
ward at one of the two preparatory meetings ahead of the summit — in Bangkok in late September and in Barce-
lona in early November.
This leaves African countries with little time to work out
the details of their requirements and to lobby the rest of
the world.

Shared benefits

One opportunity for doing this will be a meeting on 3 Sep-
tember between African dignitaries and representatives
from several countries from the Organisation for Economic
Co-operation and Development in Addis Ababa, Ethiopia,
to promote the continent’s position on climate change.
African delegates at the meeting will not only have to state
their needs, but also offer concrete proposals for meeting
them.

For example, one key issue for Africa is the mechanism for
reducing emissions from deforestation and degradation
(REDD), which proposes to compensate landowners for not
logging wooded areas (see Reducing forest emissions).
However, the form of REDD favoured by industrialised countries applies mainly to dense forests such as rainfor-
ests.

This would benefit heavily forested countries such as the Democratic Republic of Congo, but those dominated by
sparser woodland, such as Tanzania, would fall by the wayside — clearly an undesirable outcome for the conti-
nent as a whole.

In addition, it is not clear how to ensure that compensation from REDD is distributed fairly in countries where
many people are subsistence farmers.

“There is a possibility that rich people would buy up land in order to claim the compensation,” says Pius Yanda,
director of the Institute of Resource Assessment at the University of Dar es Salaam in Tanzania. Such buy-outs
could have devastating effects on poor communities, he adds.

There are likely to be similar accessibility issues with other funding instruments aimed at developing countries,
including programmes to help transfer climate-saving technologies and the African Climate Fund, which is being
promoted by some African governments.




Copenhagen Climate Deal Must Not Shortchange Africa ...from Page 8

Gathering evidence

Attempts to address such concerns — and indeed the effectiveness of Africa’s negotiating position as a whole
— will be hampered by the continent’s lack of data on the likely local effects of climate change. This is not a
problem that Africa can solve in the short term, but it is critical to preparing for the future.

For example, the international community is seeking to limit the increase in global temperature to two de-
grees Celsius, but even this may be too much for Africa, experts say.

“We do not know enough about the local effects. Perhaps even two degrees is too much for critical systems,
such as shared river basins in Africa,” says Belynda Petrie, chief executive of OneWorld Sustainable Invest-
ments, a company in Cape Town that runs the Southern African Regional Climate Change Programme
(RCCP).

The RCCP is carrying out impact studies in three river basins in Southern Africa — the Zambezi, the Lim-
popo and the Okavango — to gauge the impact of climate change. But the data are unlikely to be ready in
time to influence Africa’s contribution to the Copenhagen summit.

It is up to African countries and regions to make sure they produce the evidence they need to make up their
own minds about emissions control and sustainable development, Petrie adds.

“We should not sit around and wait for the international community to do this. We need to commit our own
resources too,” she says.

*Linda Nordling is former editor of Research Africa.

The need for adaptation to be socially sustainable

Ensuring equitable access to land, water and other natural re-
#4%| sources used in responding to climatic variability and change is
‘""'.é an important sustainable adaptation measure.
“. .8 Sustainable adaptation, climate change, poverty, vulnerability
. =. The concept of sustainable adaptation has emerged from an
_awareness that adaptation can have unintended negative effects
-~ both on peoples and on the environment and that there is a need
22 to qualify exactly what types of adaptation are desirable. The
~ concept of sustainable adaptation grew out of a concern that
- “«- poverty and vulnerability to climate change are two major chal-

-
A0 #25 lenges that need to be addressed together, and that so far, atten-
“s. -~ = tion paid to the role of sustainability in climate change re-
sponses has focused on mitigation of emissions (Markandya
and Halsnas, 2002; Yohe et al., 2007). The climate change adaptation and poverty literatures have largely re-
mained separate. The fact that poor people are often also highly vulnerable is often used as a justification for
implementing adaptation, but whether the proposed measure will actually assist poor groups is seldom as-
sessed. There is a need to qualify the types of adaptation required since it cannot be assumed that all adapta-
tions are necessarilily ‘benign’. Any and every adaptation intervention does not automatically reduce poverty

and inequality, and some poverty eradication measures could aggravate vulnerability.

Eriksen and O’Brien (2007) show that poverty eradication and climate change adaptation are interconnected
but distinct, and that understanding the distinction, and the relation, in any given vulnerability context is im-
portant in order to identify measures that both reduced poverty and vulnerability at the same time.

Eriksen and O’Brien argue that sustainable adaptation measures need to specifically target vulnerability-
poverty linkages, which are manifested as failure to secure well-being in the face of climate change.

To be continued in our next issue



NBDF RWANDA TO RAISE AWARENESS AND CAPACITY BUILDING FOR CSO ON CLIMATE CHANGE
ADAPTATION IN RWANDA ......Cont’d from page 6

According to its analysis of vulnerability in National Adaptation Program Action (NAPA) Rwanda, a strategy for ade-
guate response to this situation was reached that is articulated to six national priorities which include the following:

1. AnIntegrated Water Resource Management — IWRM;

2. Setting up an information systems to early warning of hydro-agro meteorological system and rapid intervention
mechanisms;

3. Promotion of non agricultural income generating activities;

4. Promotion of intensive agro pastoral activities;

5. Introduction of species resisting to environmental conditions;

6. Development of firewood alternative sources of energy

However, community members and other stakeholders are not aware of these national priorities and their roles and
responsibilities in implementation. During the national roundtable on climate change, which took place in May 2009
in Kigali, and in which NBDF Rwanda presented on the role of Civil Society Organizations on climate change adapta-
tion, it was emphasized that lack of information, knowledge and capacities are the main challenges for stakeholders
at all levels to address climate change issues. During that roundtable, NBDF presentation highlighted the opportunity
of working with its members which are very active on the ground but lack information and knowledge to integrate

climate change in their interventions.

It is against this background that NBDF Rwanda presents this proposal “Building capacity and raising awareness for a
sensitive community on climate change adaptation in Rwanda”

Overall Goal: Enhance capacity and raise awareness of civil society organizations and communities on climate change
adaptation by reducing vulnerability in Rwanda

Main objectives:
4. To build capacity of Civil society Organizations on climate change adaptation

5. To provide adequate information by producing and disseminating awareness materials on climate change adapta-
tion

6. Document and disseminate best practices of climate change adaptation and vulnerability reduction

All these objectives are linked to ongoing initiatives: if achieved, they will be an entry point to achieve the 6 national
priorities of NAPA as stated above.

An aware and informed civil society will bring its members and the local communities to be able to reduce the vulner-
ability to climate change risks. Knowledge and information are among the priorities of Economic Development and
Poverty Reduction Strategy (EDPRS) and the long term planning for Rwanda which is commonly known as “Vision
2020” “Skills for knowledge based society”. By John GAKUMBA
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% Climate Change is a Challenge and an Opportunity . ...... From page 2

The financial crisis, with all its associated problems, may actually be an opportu-
nity for taking on actions and measures necessary to effectively respond to the
climate challenge.

< As we prepare for Copenhagen in December 2009, where measures to deal with
the global climate challenge will be agreed, we must make sure that the interests
of the most vulnerable and least developed countries are not forgotten.

Global effort as a central pillar of response to climate change offers Africa an op-
portunity, in terms of providing a platform for strengthening and establishing
new regional and international partnerships including in the business sector.

" There is plenty of room for cooperation and joint efforts.

~ Adapting to climate change and reducing emissions are of course interrelated;
ess the emissions are reduced, the greater the effects and costs for the countries affected.

partnership, developed countries must support developing countries in building resilience and adapt-
e effects of climate change. A question is how this could best be done.

e industrialized countries have a special responsibility to take the lead and make sufficient cuts in

cuts should be made at home and will require significant additional investments in clean tech-
siderable additional investments will also need to be made in developing countries.

the negotiations leading up to Copenhagen is how sufficient support can be mobilized to
ountries to make these investments.

s, one of the key sources for additional private investment in clean technology in de-
e Kyoto Protocol’s Clean Development Mechanism (CDM).

ialized countries to make investments to reduce green house gas emissions where
nts is greatest. It is a win-win and cost-effective solution.

stments and technology from developed to some developing countries. It also
ional carbon market.

cts have been registered, resulting in reductions of some 270 million tonnes
e projects are in Asia. Very few are in Africa.

main weaknesses of the CDM, but also one that can and has to be cor-
gfully benefit from the CDM.

nd institutional support in Africa are needed for the CDM, but the

it administratively less burdensome, while ensuring its integrity,

veloped world are needed. Cooperation between African insti-
iving in many areas.
new and rapidly expanding area of cooperation. And one

institutions is evidenced by the Climate Information
which is a partnership initiative of the African Union
r Africa (UNECA) and the African Development

practices, services, observation networks and

ange mitigation and adaptation in Africa.

ECA offers a platform and mechanism for

ns to promote a wider distribution of

te change.

flow of resources for the CDM espe-
tes.

carbon market, indicating that it

developing countries.

ole of CDM for least developing

iting the acceptance of new
2020 to CDM projects

rengthening our
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N° ORGANISATION MAIN INTERVENTION FOCUS

1 ARECO-RWANDA NZIZA (As Environmental Protection

gistes)
2 ARJE (Association Rwandaise des Promotion of Environmental Reporting
taux) in different media in Rwanda

Conservation, Agroforestry, eco-
tourism and Environmental education

3 (RECOR) Rwanda Environmental

4 SERUKA ASBL seruka@rwandal.com

Gender Environmental Protection

5 IMBARAGA SATP Environmental Trainer sanyuregina@yahoo.com  Agriculture Parcs protection

Tél/Fax: 575668

7 SOLIDAIRES BENURUGWIRO MUKAB v th  solid @yal Gender, Development, Micro projects
women

6 URUMURI RW’URUKUNDO
Rural Development

8 JOC/F (Jeunesse Ouvri olique for Gitls) NKUNDIZANA Domina i at h Promotion
9 HABIYAREMYE J.B gi al Protection
10 RUDASING‘“\ anuel Tél: t, Envirc
11 P (Federation Rwandaise du Secteur Privé) rsp@r ederation
Rwanda Rain Water Harvesting Association ilerwa@y ing

RDO Rwanda Development Organisation BAHORANA Augustin 08594464

14 Fondation Nzambazamariya Vénéranda MUKANTABANA Cres e mukacresc@

15 ACNR (Association pour la Conservation de la Na as ' In ana@a’
Rwanda)
16 ARDHO (Association Rwandaise pour la Defense des droits de 1~ SAFARI Emmanuel manusafari@

17 Human Rights Umbrella Organisation) UWANYIRIGIRA Agnes 572740

liscour

20  PRO-FEMMES/TH Suzanne RUBONEKA Profe

"ganisation

kalisajoc@y b
yahoo.co

simpunga al CSOs,

21 AREDI (Association Rwandaise pour I Environnement et le SIKUBWABO Adélard

Developpement Intégré) otection an

t

COSYLI (Conseil des Syndicats Libres au Rwanda) TWAYIGIRA Jean Léona

CCOAIB (Conseil de Concertation des Organisations d Appui Prisca , capacity. ange
aux Initiatives de Base) 3l initiative

éseau des femmes UWIMA der Prom ‘omen in
anda

ender $ en and vulner-
able Ch

25

26

tion Rwandaise des Journalistes) Prom onal Journalism in
Rw;

27
28 ealth Environment Project

ealth and protection

12 Autoctones au Rwand ndigenous People




