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Activity 2014 Implemented by Rio marker Gender marker

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



Result Area 1 Increase in sustainable food production

Result Question 1.1a: How large has the increase in food production been?

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

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

these results? Which outputs and (intermediary) outcomes were achieved?

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 1 Increase in sustainable food production

Result Question 1.2a: How has the use of land, water, energy and labour 

developed?

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

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

these results? Which outputs and (intermediary) outcomes were achieved?

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Assessment of results achieved by NL across the entire Result area 1 Increase in sustainable food production

Reasons for result achieved:

Implications for planning:



Result Area 2 Better access to sufficiently nutritious food

Result Question 2.1a: How large has the increase in availability of 

sufficiently nutritious food been?

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source 

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

these results? Which outputs and (intermediary) outcomes were achieved?

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 3 More efficient markets and an improved business climate

Result Question 3.1a: Did business activity and trade increase and was  

it inclusive?

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

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

these results? Which outputs and (intermediary) outcomes were achieved?

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 3 More efficient markets and an improved business climate

Result Question 3.2a: How large has the increase been in international 

investments and international trade?

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

Result Question 3.2b: To what extent has your programme contributed to 

this results? Which outputs and (intermediary) outcomes were achieved?

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Assessment of results achieved by NL across the entire Result area 3 More efficient markets and an improved business climate

Reasons for result achieved:

Implications for planning:





Result Area 1 (remaining indicators) Increase in sustainable food production

Result Question 1.1a: How large has the increase in food production been?

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

Result Question 1.1b: To what extent has your programme contributed to these results? Which outputs and (intermediary) outcomes were achieved?

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 1 (remaining indicators) Increase in sustainable food production

Result Question 1.2a: How has the use of land, water, energy and labour developed?

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

Result Question 1.2b: To what extent has your programme contributed to these results? Which outputs and (intermediary) outcomes were achieved?

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 2 (remaining indicators) Better access to sufficiently nutritious food

Result Question 2.1a: How large has the increase in availability of sufficiently nutritious food been?

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source 

Result Question 2.1b: To what extent has your programme contributed to these results? Which outputs and (intermediary) outcomes were achieved?

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source
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	Knop 2524: 
	Result 1: 
	1a: National picture Indonesia: From 1990 to 2009 the national food production increased by 84 %, of which crop production by 81 % and livestock production by 94 %, compared to a population growth of 29%. However, there is a need for further diversification of food production. The agricultural and fisheries sectors are relatively underdeveloped and small scale. In its food security programme the Embassy follows the policy plans of the Ministry of Marine Affairs and Fisheries as well as the Ministry of Agriculture, including the designation of 32 areas where year-round horticulture needs to be developed. Currently horticulture is only a side culture of rice culture in the dry season. Capture fisheries and aquaculture play a vital role in the Indonesian economy, influencing the livelihoods, food security and nutrition of many Indonesians. Fish and other aquatic products are more important in the Indonesian diet than other animal-derived food products and form a valuable source of high quality protein and bio-available micronutrients. Marine and inland capture fisheries account for most of the fish production (55 %), but is stagnating (marine capture) or even declining (inland capture) due to overfishing. Growth now comes almost entirely from aquaculture. So far, little post-harvest processing of fish into fish products for value adding and extending shelf-life is taking place. The poultry sector, which is the most important animal husbandry sector, is still underdeveloped. Most products reach consumers through uncontrolled wetmarkets. The scaling up of the production has just started. Regarding the dairy sector Indonesia only provides 30% of its domestic consumption. For both the poultry and dairy sectors the high feed costs are a significant bottleneck. With a growing population and a more middle class consumption pattern, the diet of Indonesians will become richer in animal proteins, and therefore an important upscaling and reorganisation of these sectors is required. The Netherlands has excellent expertise in these subsectors (horticulture, fisheries, dairy and poultry) and the Indonesian market offers opportunities for agribusiness from the Netherlands.
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	2a: 
	1b: nvt
	3b: -11 % + 193%
	1b2: 
	0: na

	1: na
	2: na
	3: na

	3b2: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	2b: 

	Baseline 2: 
	Taget 2: 
	Source 2: 
	Baseline 3: 
	Taget 3: 
	Source 3: 
	Baseline 4: 
	Taget 4: 
	Result 2: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	2b: 0%

	3b: - 88 - +49 *)
	1b: nvt

	1a: National Picture Indonesia:  In Indonesia 37.8% of children suffer from stunted growth, roughly comparable to countries such as Bangladesh and Ethiopia. According to the Ministry of Health 18.4% of the children are under-nourished due to a combination of poverty and lack of nutritional knowledge. To address this issue, the Netherlands Embassy in Jakarta initiated a nutrition-focused food security program linked to the cash crops sectors, particularly the so-called "poor man's crops" cocoa and tea (other crops might be added at a later stage). Although these projects target tens of thousands of households, the impact will not be measurable at the national level: Indonesia is a country of 250 million people. The results quoted below refer to the cocoa programme. The tea programme started towards the end of 2013 and therefore had not yet produced results. 

	1b12: The tool used by the Sustainabole Cacao Production Program (SCCP) - Good Nutrition Program (GNP) to measure quality of nutrition intake is by an average Individual Dietary Diversity Score (IDDS). Dietary diversity is a qualitative measure of food consumption that reflects household access to a variety of foods, and is also a proxy for nutrient adequacy of the diet of individuals. Baseline data obtained during the GNP training, periodically the program commissions post line survey to measure changes after training. In 2014, in average, the participating households has achieved 5.3 IDD Score. 

SCPP-GNP targets improved intake of nutritious food by encouraging cocoa households to maintain small vegetable and fruit gardens. Trough establishing the gardens, the cocoa farmer households can source their nutritious food from around their house or neighborhood. The program promotes at least 9 square meter of family garden to sufficiently provides a family of four with nutritious food. Based on the program monitoring per December 2014, the program finds increase from 2.2 to 8.6 square meter. 
 
The SCPP-GNP has been working towards improving diet intake of cocoa farming households through the Good Nutrition Practices (GNP) training.The first day of GNP training provides an overview of good nutritional practices, why nutrition is important for health, important facts about vitamins and minerals including the locally available nutritious foods, pointing out common nutrition mistakes done in Indonesia, and creating a balanced diet for all family members. The next day sustainable gardening techniques are taught in a practical setting on demonstration plots using applied learning approaches. Local and improved seeds of various vitamin, minerals, and proteinrich vegetables (such as long beans, spinach, amaranth, eggplant, water cress, tomato and chili pepper) provided by the program are sown to be harvested on the last day of the training (1 – 2 months later) and used as an example for healthier food preparation methods and recipes for nutritious meals. Along with the establishment of vegetable demo gardens (per group), the trained modules helps to ensure available nutritious food for the cocoa farming households. Moreover, the program also taught vegetable preparation for the participants so that the household can get the most nutrients from the vegetables.

The Improving Food and Nutrition of Tea Farmer Households project aims to develop tools for an increased availability and accessibility of nutritious foods in local markets, combined with an increased awareness of consuming healthy meals for more than 160,000 household members of tea farmers, who are involved in the Lestari Sustainable Tea Program. Objectives of the project are: 1) to increase consumption of nutritious foods for 32,000 farmers at the household level; 2) to increase disposable incomes by reducing the amount of money farmers spend on food; 3) improve the nutritional status of households; 4) improve the local economy by selling surplus food in local markets; and 5) strengthening women role who produce, process, and prepare food.

BWI and GAIN database indicates that more than 5,000 people, of which the majority are women, from 14 districts located in West and Central Java Provinces have been directly assisted through BWI and GAIN activities in the 1st year. This includes benefits such as improved knowledge and understanding on nutrition, increased network and access to nutrition, health and agriculture services and facilities. SMART outcome indicators are currently being developed for this project.

The inception phases of the fisheries and aquaculture, and the livestock programmes were initiated in the second ha. Too early to talk in terms of outputs and outcomes.lf of 2013 and did not yet produce results in that calendar year.  2014 was the Fafis projectyear 1 with focus on feasibilitystudies and training needs assesments


	Baseline 3b: year 2012

	Resultb: In december 2012 the four year horticulture project VegImpact started. The project's SMART indicators include increase in vegetable production area, vegetable productivity increase in tonnes/ha, increase in potato production for processing, and import of Dutch seed potatoes. In the regions where the project is implemented (as of 2013 areas of Central, West and East Java) the project will contribute for 100 % to the measured results. However, at the national level the impact of the horticulture project will not be measurable. It is difficult to provide indicator values at vegIMPACT program level because of the different vegetables, activities and geographical locations targeted in vegIMPACT. Therefore, indicator ranges are provided for different vegetables and program activities, which are further specified in the column ‘Source’. *) negative indictor value = increase in costs ; positive value= decrease in costs compared to ‘before’ intervention

The inception phases of the fisheries and aquaculture, and the livestock programmes were initiated in the second ha. Too early to talk in terms of outputs and outcomes.lf of 2013 and did not yet produce results in that calendar year.  2014 was the Fafis projectyear 1 with focus on feasibilitystudies and training needs assesments

	Taget 3b: 0
	Result 3: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	3b: -
	1a: General: Indonesia's GDP grew by 5.0% in 2014 and according to the Investment Coordinating Board, direct investment grew by more than 16% last year. FDI was estimated around 307 trillion Rupiah, while Domestic Investment was 156 trillion Rupiah. Trade accounts for around 50 percent of GDP. The 2014 total trade figures for Indonesia are not yet available, but the bilateral trade between the Netherlands and Indonesia showed a decrease of 8% in 2014 compared to the year before. The GINI slightly increased between 2009 and 2013, from 0.37m to 0.41, indicating an increase in inequality. 


FS Livestock focuses on the sustainable development of dairy and poultry meat supply chains with the inclusion of small scale dairy, respectively broiler farmers as the main supply partner. In the dairy sector the FS Livestock project works with two smallholder dairy cooperatives in West Java (Garut and Kuningan) and 10 pilot broiler farms (in Bandung and Bogor regions). Cooperation with an increasing number of Indonesian and Dutch companies is secured for implementation of these different pilot activities.
Fafi : marketstudies were done; assesment of portmanagement situation in Muara Anke and Tegal (with implications for business development); assesment of SME business opportunities in better use of fish offal. Too early to talk in results.
	1b: nvt

	2a: Please refer to Question 3.1a
	2b: - 
	1b12: The Netherlands supports the World Bank's Multi-donor Trust Fund Trade and Investment Climate, through which advice is provided to the Governmet of Indonesia to improve regulatory certainty and clarity. No direct attribution from this program to national trade and investment figures is claimed. Implementation of the Doing Business reforms led to slight improvement in Indonesia’s overall DB ranking, through improvements in access to electricity (from rank 121 to 78) and resolving insolvency (from rank 144 to 75). On the trade work, the focus has been on improving trade logistics and connectivity. 
	2b13: The following companies have formal cooperation agreements with the FS Livestock project to co-invest / contribute to the sustainable production and supply of poultry meat, respectively dairy feed:
Poultry meat: PT Medion, Rabobank, Sommen BV
Dairy feed: PT Trouw Nutrion (Nutreco), Ottevanger, Barenbrug / Heritage Seeds


	Taget 2b: 25%

	Baseline 4b: 
	Source 4: 
	Taget 4b: 
	Result 4: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	1b: na
	2b: na
	3b: 12

	Baseline 2b: year 2012

	Source 2b: vegimpact
vegIMPACT Program output: Range in different Program activities and vegetables (PMC Shallot, PMC 
	Source 3b: vegimpact

	Source 4b: vegIMPACT Program output (PMC-Shallot)Indicator...
	Indicators 1: 
	1: 
	1: Indicator...selection of national indicators under review
	2: Indicator...
	3: Indicator...
	4: production increase tonnes of vegetables /ha

	5: reduction in production costs per kg

	6: increase potatoe production for processed industry

	7: Increase financial margin of horticulture farmers (%)   
	0: Indicator...selection of national indicators under review

	2: 
	0: Indicator...selection of national indicators under review
	1: Indicator...selection of national indicators under review
	2: Indicator...
	3: Indicator...
	4: vegetable area increase


	5: reduction in pesticides use


	6: reduction in occupational health risks for women

	7: increase in employment



	Taget 1: 
	Source 1: 
	Result  1: 
	2a: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	2: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 



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


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


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


	Baseline 1b: year 2012

	Taget 1b: 10%

	Source 1b: vegimpact
vegIMPACT Program output: Range in different Program activities and vegetables (PMC Shallot, PMC 
	Resultb2: 
	0: 0%

	1: 10%

	2: 0%
	3: 0%

	Baseline 1b2: 
	0: 2012


	1: 2012

	2: 2012

	3: 2012


	Taget 1b2: 
	0: 10%

	1: 25%

	2: 25%
	3: 15%


	Source 1b2: 
	0: vegimpact

	1: vegimpact

	2: vegimpact
	3: vegimpact

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

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


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


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


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


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


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


	1b 2 Indicators: 
	0: increase in employment women

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

	1b 2 Baseline: 
	0: 
	0: 2012
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	1b 2 Target: 
	0: 
	0: 15%
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


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


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


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


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


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

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

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

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

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

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

	1b Baseline: 
	0: 0 (2012)
	1: 2.2 (2012)
	2: 0 (2012)
	3: 2015

	1b Target: 
	0: 6.9
	1: 9

	2: 40,000
	3: 

	1b Result: 
	0: nvt

	1: nvt

	2: nvt
	3: n.a. 

	1b Result 2: 
	0: 4.8

	1: 2.2

	2: 8,241 (86% women)
	3: n.a. 

	1b Result 3: 
	0: 5.3
	1: 8.6
	2: 21,794 (80% women)
	3: n.a.

	1b Source: 
	0: CocoaTrace (Management Information System used by SCPP-GNP for program management including result measurement)
	1: CocoaTrace
	2: CocoaTrace 
	3: FS Livestock

	1a r Indicators: 
	0: Slaughterhouses: improved capacitie among slaughteers on: monitoring inputs/outputs, food savety  & hygien, sem-automatic slaughtering, logistics and financial management 
	1: Dairy sector: improved fodder supplies & improved  feed rations (concentrate & roughage)
	2: Extra indicator...
	3: Extra indicator...

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

	1a r Baseline: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: 2015
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 



	1a r Target: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: 
	1: >50 % farmers at selected dairy cooperatives     
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 



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



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



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



	1a r Source: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: FS Livestock
	1: FS Livestock
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 




	Indicators 3: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: Enhanced sustainability and viability of production and supply practices in the broiler and dairy sub-sectorsIndicator...
	2: Indicator...
	3: Indicator...
	4: Doing Business Rank
	5: Logistics Performance Index
	6: Indicator...
	7: Indicator...

	2: 
	0: Indicator...
	1: Indicator...
	2: Indicator...
	3: Indicator...
	4: Level of private sector contribution to the different pilot activities in Food Security.
	5: Contribution to reducing dwell time at the main port of Tanjung Priok (Jakarta)
	6: Indicator...
	7: Indicator...


	3: 
	1a Baseline: 
	0: 
	1: 2015
	2: 
	3: 

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

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

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

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

	1a Source: 
	0: Voorbeeld bij Wereldbank verhaal
vegIMPACT Program output: 22 of private businesses involved in vegIMPACT interventions (e.g. through proi   
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1b Baseline: 
	0: 2009: 130
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

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

	1b Result: 
	0: 128
	1: 2.9
	2: 
	3: 

	1b Result 2: 
	0: 120
	1: 3.1
	2: 
	3: 

	1b Result 3: 
	0: 114
	1: NA
	2: 
	3: 

	1b Source: 
	0: World Bank Group
	1: World Bank Group
	2: 
	3: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

	2b Baseline: 
	0: 2015
	1: NA
	2: 
	3: 

	2b Target: 
	0: Euro 0.88
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	2b Result 1: 
	1b: 
	0: n.a.
	1: 6.4
	2: 
	3: 


	2b Result 2: 
	0: n.a.
	1: 6.0
	2: 
	3: 

	2b Result 3: 
	0: na.a
	1: 5.2
	2: 
	3: 

	2b Source: 
	0: FS livestock
	1: JICT
	2: 
	3: 


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

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

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

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

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

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

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

	1b 2 Indicators: 
	0: Reduce pesticide cost per unit product (%)
	1: Reduce in pesticide cost per unit area (%)
	2: Volume of supply of cooled and frozen poultry meat increased on urban markets
	3: Increased number of urban consumers that desire to consume cooled and frozen poultry products

	1b 2 Baseline: 
	0: 2012
	1: 2012
	2: 2015
	3: 2015

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

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

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

	1b 2 Result 3: 
	0: -66 + 54  %*)
	1: -179 + 54 *)
	2: na
	3: na 

	1b 2 Source: 
	0: vegIMPACT Program output: Range in different Program activities and vegetables (PMC Shallot, PMC Hot pepper, potato, Permveg Shallot)
	1: vegIMPACT Program output: Range in different Program activities and vegetables (PMC Shallot, PMC Hot pepper, potato, Permveg Shallot)
	2: FS Livestock
	3: FS Livestock


	b Activity number 1: 17091
	b Activity name 1: Multi-donor Trust Fund Trade and Investment Climate
	b Actual expenditure 1: 0
	b Name organisation 1: World Bank
	b Channel 1: [Multilateral organization]
	b Mitigation 1: 
	0: [Not applicable]
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	b Channel 3: [...]
	b Activity number 4: 
	b Activity name 4: 
	b Actual expenditure 4: 
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	b Channel 4: [...]
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	b Channel 10: [...]
	b Activity number 11: 
	b Activity name 11: 
	b Actual expenditure 11: 
	b Name organisation 11: 
	b Channel 11: [...]
	b Activity number 12: 
	b Activity name 12: 
	b Actual expenditure 12: 
	b Name organisation 12: 
	b Channel 12: [...]
	b Activity number 13: 
	b Activity name 13: 
	b Actual expenditure 13: 
	b Name organisation 13: 
	b Channel 13: [...]
	b Activity number 14: 
	b Activity name 14: 
	b Actual expenditure 14: 
	b Name organisation 14: 
	b Channel 14: [...]
	b Activity number 15: 
	b Activity name 15: 
	b Actual expenditure 15: 
	b Name organisation 15: 
	b Channel 15: [...]
	b Activity number 16: 
	b Activity name 16: 
	b Actual expenditure 16: 
	b Name organisation 16: 
	b Channel 16: [...]
	b Activity number 17: 
	b Activity name 17: 
	b Actual expenditure 17: 
	b Name organisation 17: 
	b Channel 17: [...]
	b Activity number 18: 
	b Activity name 18: 
	b Actual expenditure 18: 
	b Name organisation 18: 
	b Channel 18: [...]
	b Activity number 19: 
	b Activity name 19: 
	b Actual expenditure 19: 
	b Name organisation 19: 
	b Channel 19: [...]
	b Activity number 20: 
	b Activity name 20: 
	b Actual expenditure 20: 
	b Name organisation 20: 
	b Channel 20: [...]
	b Activity number 21: 
	b Activity name 21: 
	b Actual expenditure 21: 
	b Name organisation 21: 
	b Channel 21: [...]
	Organisation: Embassy of the Kingdom of the Netherlands, Jakarta (Indonesia)

	Date: 

	Reporting period: 2014

	a Activity number 1: 24965

	a Activity name 1: VEGimpact
	a Actual expenditure 1:  1.007.200 

	a Name organisation 1: PPO/WUR

	a Channel 1: [PPP or network]
	a Mitigation 1: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 1: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 1b: [Not applicable]
	a Activity number 2: 24967

	a Activity name 2: Sustainable Cocoa Production Program (SCPP) - Good Nutrition Program (GNP)
	a Actual expenditure 2:  417,250

	a Name organisation 2: Swisscontact

	a Channel 2: [NGO]
	a Mitigation 2: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 2: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 2b: [Not applicable]
	a Activity number 3: 25718

	a Activity name 3: Fisheries and aquaculture for food security in Indonesia
	a Actual expenditure 3: 466.389,66

	a Name organisation 3: WUR

	a Channel 3: [PPP or network]
	a Mitigation 3: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 3: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 3b: [Not applicable]
	a Activity number 4: 25747

	a Activity name 4: Improving Food and Nutrition of Tea Farmer Households 
	a Actual expenditure 4: 517,831

	a Name organisation 4: Business Watch Indonesia

	a Channel 4: [NGO]
	a Mitigation 4: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 4: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 4b: [Not applicable]
	a Activity number 5: 25921

	a Activity name 5: Dairy and Poultry FoodsecurityNot applicable
	a Actual expenditure 5:  345.000 + 850.000

	a Name organisation 5: WUR

	a Channel 5: [PPP or network]
	a Mitigation 5: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 5: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 5b: [Not applicable]
	Baseline 1: 
	Knop 2839: 
	Select results Area 3: [B.    Results achieved as planned]
	Results 3: For Trade and Investment Climate 2014 was a transitional year due to Parliamentary and Presidential elections. As expected, the number of activities and results were limited. Going forward, more emphasis will be placed on logistics and trade facilitation, support to the Investment Coordinating Board, 
	Implications 3: 
	Select results Area 1: [C.    Results achieved poorer than planned]
	Results 1: Note : inception phase  of the project was concluded mid 2014 and the implementation phase commenced in October/November 2014. hence none of the planned outputs, outcones or impacts were achievd during 2014
	Implications 1: 
	Knop 2084: 
	Knop 2840: 
	Indicators 2: 
	1: 
	0: 
	1: Indicator...selection of national indicators under review
	2: Indicator...
	3: Indicator...
	4: Average Individual Dietary Diversity Score (IDDS)

	5: Average area (m2) of home gardens per household

	6: Nr of cocoa producing households trained in Good Nutritional Practices (GNP)
	7: Poultry sector: veleopment and introduction of GAP for medium and small scale broiler farmers


	Knop 2842: 
	Resultq 1: 
	2b: VegimpactWithin the horticultural project indicators are applied to monitor the use of pesticides, the reduction in occupational health risks for women, the increase in employment in general as well as the increase in employment opportunities for women. These indicators can be regarded as labor, environmental and gender indicators at a local level (see 1.2b). Although the programme is an example of innovative agriculture, given its scope it will not have an effect on national statistics.     
The results as measured are fully attributable to the programme.   *) negative indictor value = increase in costs ; positive value= decrease in costs compared to ‘before’ intervention  

The inception phases of the fisheries and aquaculture, and the livestock programmes were initiated in the second ha. Too early to talk in terms of outputs and outcomes.lf of 2013 and did not yet produce results in that calendar year.  2014 was the Fafis projectyear 1 with focus on feasibilitystudies and training needs assesments




