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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 Efficient water use in agriculture 

Result Question 1.1a: To what extent has the ratio between crop yield and 

water use been improved in a sustainable manner in the target area of your 

programme ? (‘more crop per drop’)

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

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

this result?

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Assessment of results achieved by NL across the entire Result area 1 Efficient water use in agriculture. 

Reasons for result achieved:

Implications for planning:



Result Area 2 Improved river basin management and safe delta’s

Result Question 2.1a: To what extent has there been progress in the 

development and implementation of plans for sustainable growth and water 

safety (incl. good governance) in the target area of your programme?

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

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

this result?

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 2 Improved river basin management and safe delta’s

Result Question 2.2a: To what extent has transboundary and collective river 

basin management been improved in the target area of your programme? 

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

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

this result?

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Assessment of results achieved by NL across the entire Result area 2 Improved river basin management and safe delta’s:

Reasons for result achieved:

Implications for planning:



Result Area 3 Water, sanitation and hygiene (WASH) 

Result Question 3.1a: How many people (male/female) have gained 

sustainable access an improved water source or improved sanitairy facility 

and to what extent has governance been imporved on this topic in the target 

area of your programme?  

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

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

this result?

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 3 Water, sanitation and hygiene (WASH) 

Result Question 3.2a: To what extent have water management aspects 

and a more business oriented way of working been applied in your WASH 

programmes. 

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

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

this result?

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Assessment of results achieved by NL across the entire Result area 3 Water, sanitation and hygiene (WASH). 

Reasons for result achieved:

Implications for planning:



Result Area 4 Trade and Development Cooperation

Result Question 4.1a: How has the added value (knowledge, expertise, 

products and services) of the Dutch water sector been deployed in the 

preparation and implementation of programmes in the water sector? 

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

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

this result?

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 4 Trade and Development Cooperation

Result Question 4.2a: What are the results of the transition to a more trade 

related relationship in the water sector?

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

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

this result?

Baseline Target 2017  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Assessment of results achieved by NL across the entire Result area 4 Trade and Development Cooperation

Reasons for result achieved:

Implications for planning:





Result Area 2 (remaining indicators) Improved river basin management and safe delta’s

Result Question 2.1a: To what extent has there been progress in the development and implementation of plans for sustainable growth and water safety. (incl. good governance) in the target area of your programme?

Baseline Target  Result  Result Result Source

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

Baseline Target  Result  Result Result Source
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	Knop 1970: 
	Knop 1706: 
	Indicators 2: 
	1: 
	1: Indicator 2: Floods in Urban Area: Banger Polder, Semarang sustainable watermanagement and flood control  by local governance organisation 
	2: Indicator 3: Floods in Urban Area: Jakarta; reduction in average flood risks (from rivers, local rainfall) inside the City of  DKI Jakarta
	3: Indicator 4: Floods in Urban Area: Jakarta: long-term masterplan for Coastal defence and development completed and implemented
	4: Indicator 1: Infrastructure Banger Polder constructed according to design (of Netherlands specialists) (Technical Assistance by PvW and cooperation with and supervision by waterboard HHSK)
	5: Indicator 2: Polderorganisation Banger established, institutionally embedded and operational (cooperation with Water Board HHSK)
	6: Indicator 3: No-regret measures defined by NL provide basis for donor and government investments
	7: Indicator 4: Masterplan National Capital City Integrated Coastal Development programme; Priority program (phase A) defined; technical  support on implementation, institution building and programme development/investment decisions
	0: Indicator 1: Floods in Urban Area: Banger Polder, Semarang 

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


	Select results Area 2: [B.    Results achieved as planned]
	Select results Area 1: [B.    Results achieved as planned]
	Select results Area 3: [A.    Results achieved better than planned]
	Select results Area 4: [B.    Results achieved as planned]
	Indicators 3: 
	1: 
	0: Indicator 1: % and Number of people in rural areas with acces tot safe drinking water
	1: Indicator 2: % and Number of people in urban areas with access to safe drinking water 
	2: Indicator 3: % and Number of people in rural areas with access to improved sanitation 
	3: Indicator 4: % and Number of people in urban areas with access to improved sanitation
	4: Indicator 1: Urban sanitation:  towns and districts that take part in the national  sanitation program PPSP
	5: Indicator 2: Number of cities with good quality, pro-poor sanitation plans which have been drawn up through a participatory and poverty/gender sensitive methodology
	6: Indicator 3: Effective implementation of the above mentioned sanitation plans.
	7: Indicator 4: Rural sanitation: in 9 districts, 151 Sub-Districts, 400 additonal villages declared open defecation fee in 3 provincies of Eastern Indonesia (SHAW project); number of people with ODF behaviour in project area

	2: 
	1: Indicator 2 : Local entrepreneurs develop and offer sanitation packages in collaboration with the NGOs
	2: Indicator...
	3: Indicator...
	4: Indicator 1: NGOs in East Indonesie have a sanitation marketing strategie
	5: Indicator 2: Local entrepreneurs develop and offer sanitation packages in collaboration with the NGOs
	6: Indicator...
	7: Indicator...
	0: Indicator 1 : NGOs in East Indonesia have a sanitation marketing strategy


	Indicators 4: 
	1: 
	1: Indicator 2: Joint Cooperation Programme between Indonesian and Netherlands knowledge organisations
	2: Indicator 3: Memorandum of Understanding Water between Netherlands and Indonesia
	3: Indicator...
	0: Indicator 1: Joint Planning and Programming of the water cooperation programme with the branch organisation (NWP) and the government organisations in the NL (I&M, BZ, EZ, water boards has lead to a number of joint programmes in which Netherlands watersector integrally deploys its expertise

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

	3: 
	0: Indicator 1: Proportion of Netherlands parties (companies, research institutes, local governments) responsible for the implementation of the bilateral development cooperation (contractpartner of the embassy/NL) as compared to total number of project implementers (%)
	1: Indicator 2: Growing number of Netherlands parties involved in the bilateral development cooperation programme
	2: Indicator 3: Case: Coastal Development Jakarta Bay:increase in the number of sizable contracts for Netherlands contractors, consultancy firms and knowledge institutes
	3: Indicator...

	4: 
	0: Indicator 1: Growing proportion of Netherlands parties (companies, research institutes, local governments) is responsible for the implementation of the bilateral development cooperation (contractpartner of the NL)
	1: Indicator 2: Number of Dutch water sector actors directly involved in preparation and implementation of Dutch fundee programs (by companies, NGO's, Knowledge institutes and drinking water companies + water authorities).
	2: Indicator 3: Case: Coastal Development Jakarta Bay:increase in the number of substantial contract for Netherlands contractors, consultancy firms and knowledge institutes
	3: Indicator...


	3: 
	2a Baseline: 
	0: 0 ngo's
	1: 0 ngo's
	2: 
	3: 

	2a Target: 
	0: 5 ngo's
	1: 5 ngo's
	2: 
	3: 

	2a Result: 
	0: 2 ngo's
	1: 2 ngo's
	2: 
	3: 

	2a Result 2: 
	0: 3 ngo's
	1: 3 ngo's
	2: 
	3: 

	2a Result 3: 
	0: 5 ngo's
	1: 5 ngo's
	2: 
	3: 

	2a Source: 
	0: SHAW progress reports 2014Evaluation rapport SHAW 2014
	1: SHAW progress reports 2014Evaluation rapport SHAW 2014
	2: 
	3: 

	2b Baseline: 
	0: 0 ngo's
	1: 0 ngo's
	2: 
	3: 

	2b Target: 
	0: 5 ngo's
	1: 5 ngo's
	2: 
	3: 

	2b Result 1: 
	1b: 
	0: 2 ngo's
	1: 2 ngo's
	2: 
	3: 


	2b Result 2: 
	0: 3 ngo's
	1: 3 ngo's
	2: 
	3: 

	2b Result 3: 
	0: 5 ngo's
	1: 5 ngo's
	2: 
	3: 

	2b Source: 
	0: SHAW progress reports 2014Evaluation rapport SHAW 2014
	1: SHAW progress reports 2014Evaluation Rapport SHAW 2014
	2: 
	3: 

	1a Baseline: 
	0: 76 % (2010)91.595.000 pers.
	1: 93 % (2010)111.744.000 pers
	2: 44 % (2010)53.029.000 pers
	3: 70 % (201084.108.000 pers

	1a Target: 
	0: 88 %  (2015)104.112.000 pers.
	1: 97.5 % (2015)133.965.000 pers
	2: 72 % (2015)85.182.000 pers
	3: 85 % (2015)116.790.000 pers

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

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

	1a Result 3: 
	0: 79 %93.875.000 pers.
	1: 94 %125.944.000 pers.
	2: 47 %55.849.000
	3: 72 %96.468.000 pers

	1a Source: 
	0: Bappenas, JMP Unicef/WHO
	1: Bappenas, JMP
	2: Bappenas, JMP
	3: Bappenas, JMP

	1b Baseline: 
	0: 12 towns (2010)
	1: 12 towns (2010)
	2: 0 towns (2010)
	3: 0 (2010)330.507 persons

	1b Target: 
	0: 330 towns/districts
	1: 205 towns/districts
	2: 160 towns/distr
	3: 400 villages1.460.346 persons(2015)

	1b Result: 
	0: 323 towns/distr.
	1: 108 towns/distr
	2: 59 towns/distr
	3: 89 villages325.292 persons

	1b Result 2: 
	0: 401 towns/distr
	1: 348 towns/distr
	2: 108 towns/distr
	3: 422 villages

	1b Result 3: 
	0: 486 towns/distr
	1: 445 towns/distr
	2: 216 towns/distr
	3: 564 villages1.284.660 persons

	1b Source: 
	0: USDP progress reports 2014, BAPPENAS NAWASIS monitoring; Evaluation USDP December 2014
	1: USDP progress reports 2014, BAPPENAS NAWASIS monitoring, evaluation USDP December 2014
	2: USDP/Bappenas
	3: SHAW progress-reports 2014Evaluation SHAW 2014


	2: 
	1a 2 Baseline: 
	0: 
	0: 0 (no river basin mgt plan)
	1: 0
	2: 0
	3: 0


	1a 2 Target: 
	0: 
	0: 6 river basins
	1: 25 million
	2: 4 urban deltas
	3: 3.080.000 persons


	1a 2 Result: 
	0: 
	0: 6 river basins around Jakarta
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 1.600.000 persons


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


	1a 2 Result 3: 
	0: 
	0: pola and rencena 6 river basins completed
	1: 25 million people
	2: 2 deltas (Jakarta, Semarang)
	3: 2.500.000


	1a 2 Source: 
	0: 
	0: Minstery of Public Works MENPU, Bappenas, ADB
	1: 
	2: 
	3: Flood Management Information System Jakarta, estimate Deltares, Waterboard HHSK


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


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


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


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


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


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


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

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

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

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

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

	2b Source: 
	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: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1a Baseline: 
	0: daily floods 
	1: no local organisation
	2: 2007: 24.000 ha, 3 million persons at risk to be affected
	3: no masterplan

	1a Target: 
	0: no floods
	1: polder management by 'polder committee'
	2: 10.979 ha at risk; 1,1 million persons at risk 
	3: implementation of masterplan 

	1a Result: 
	0: daily
	1: polder committee operational; budget 2012-15
	2: 14.440 ha at risk; 1,4 million persons at risk
	3: start masterplanning

	1a Result 2: 
	0: daily
	1: idem
	2: nnb
	3: Final inplementation model defined

	1a Result 3: 
	0: daily
	1: idem, cost recovery system agreed and legaliz
	2: frequent risk limited to 2.500 ha; 500.000 persons  
	3: Masterplan completed/adopted. Implem. started

	1a Source: 
	0: Water Board Schieland (HHSK), 
	1: Water Board Schieland (HHSK), 
	2: Flood Monitoring Information System. Estimates Deltares 2015
	3: Ministry of Economic Coordination (MENKO), RHDHV and Witteveen+Bos consultancy teams

	1b Baseline: 
	0: Design completed (2011)
	1: 20% realized
	2: no-regret  measures formulated 2009
	3: Problem of sea-floods identified 2009

	1b Target: 
	0: 100%
	1: 100% realized
	2: WB and gvt financed projects completed
	3: Phase A ends. Inv. decision on B and C

	1b Result: 
	0: Design approved; start construction, 30 % completed 
	1: 50% realized
	2: Jakarta Flood Management Information System
	3: Jakarta Coastal Defense StrategyStart Masterplanni

	1b Result 2: 
	0: 60% realized
	1: 80% realized
	2: Start Worldbank Financed JEDI project
	3: Final Impl. modal proposed

	1b Result 3: 
	0: 70% completed 
	1: 90 % realized
	2: Normalisation programme of major rivers
	3: Masterplan ; techn advice to phase A

	1b Source: 
	0: HHSK
	1: HHSK
	2: Deltares
	3: RVO

	1a 2 Indicators: 
	1: Inidcator 6: Number of people targeted in six river basins
	2: Indicator 7: Improved flood safety in delta areas
	3: Indicator 8: Improved flood safety in delta areas: additional number of people safe from tidal/sea and river floods
	0: Indicator 5: Strategic framework (pola) and plans (rencana) for 6 river basins in and around Jakartacompleted and implemented resulting in improved basin management

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


	Results 4: The results of the efforts to deploy the added value and expertise of the Netherlands water sector in the develoment cooperation programme have overall been substantial since 2008 but differ very much form sub-sector to sub-sector.Reasons for limited success or outright failures in the field of drinking water have been the overambitious goals, the inappropriate (institutional and technical) approach of the NL parties in combination with limited capacity to deliver programmes on the ground in Indonesia. The enabling framework was often missing.Reasons for considerable success in the field of coastal protection and development have been the joint effort of knowledge institutes, private firms and the NL government, the solid policy dialogue between NL en Indonesia and the adequate steering mechanisms between all NL (and Indonesian) partners as well as the long-term approach resulting in a common NL and Indonesian vision and practice.
	Implications 4: The embassy has halted all activities in the field of drinking water for the above mentioned reasons.The Coastal Lowland Development programme has been scaled down as the required technical studies etc have been done and the next step (policy dialogue at national and decentralized level) is to be implemented first. 
	Result 4: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	1b: 21,14 %
	2b: 21,14 %
	3b: 21,14 %
	1a: Programs in the water sector have been jointly identified by the embassy and Netherlands government, knowledge and private sector organizations through the Landenplatform Indonesia NWP, the Deltateam Indonesia and the weekly triangular meetings between The Ministry of Infrastructure and Environment, Embassy, the programbureau Partners for Water and occasionally also NWP. Joint programs identified and implemented in this way are:  Coastal protection and development of Northern Java (Jakarta, Semarang and outreach to other districts/towns), Management of Coastal Lowland and Sanitation while capacity development is a transversal theme (with specific activities).The MoU Water is the formal framework for the bilateral cooperation on water. This MoU originally concerned the 4 signatories (the Ministries of V&W and of Environment in the Netherlands and of Environment and Public Works in Indonesia) but now incorporates besides the present three signatories the major partners in water management programs in the Netherlands and Indonesia. It is expected that when the MoU will be renewed in 2015 a number of new parties will join.
	1b12: See above. The embassy and the delegated development cooperation programme are integral part of joint programming as practised in the delta approach and the mechanism of the MoU water.
	2a: Bilateral development cooperation in the period 2002 till 2008 was largely aimed at contributing to programmes implemented by multilateral organisations, notably the World Bank, Asian Development and UNICEF. There was no specific objective or even intention to rely on the added value of the Netherlands watersector in order to solve the strategic water issues of Indonesia. As from 2008 the embassy made it a central objective to contribute to the solving of Indonesia's water management issues by mobilizing Netherlands experience and knowledge. This resulted in a growing number of development cooperation projects being bilateral in character, involving a larger number of Netherlands parties responsible for the implementation of these contracts.
	2b13: The bilateral cooperation program on water had a direct, intentional and complete influence and responsability for the growing involvement of the Netherlands companies in the water sector. The impact of the bilateral cooperation programme on the market position of the Netherlands water sector in Indonesia is more indirect and less easy to quantify. Besides, exact statistics on the turnover of the sector in Indonesia, the number of contracts signed etc do not exist.The Jakarta Bay case provides however a good example how the activities of the Netherlands on coastal protection and development in this area created a (spatial) framework for broader developments in terms of land reclamation and port development. At the same time the companies underline that their involvement in the more strategic and planning activities in the public sector, support their profile and credibility in the private domain.In the Jakarta Bay the following Netherlands companies are active: van Oord (three projects), Bos Kalis (one), Deltares (two), Witteveen & Bos (three), RHDHV (five). Main NL partners in Indonesia:9 Private companies: Y-consultancy, Euroconsult MM, W+B, RHDHV, Bos Kalis & van Oord (through Ecoshape), Grontmij, Flood Tags, HKV.3 NGOs: Simavi, Wetlands International, SNV.10 Knowledge institutes: Deltares, Hogeschool Rotterdam, TU Delft, UNESCO-IHE,  IMARES, WUR/Alterra, IRC, NUFFIC, ITC, KNMI.4 Water companies: Oasen, WMD, Waternet Amsterdam, Vitens Evides.2 Water boards: Delftland and HHSK.3 Government: I&M, city of Rotterdam, RVO.1 Branch: Netherlands Water Partnership.

	4: 
	2a Result: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: 60 %
	1: 41
	2: 6 projects; contractvalue  > US$ 250 million
	3: 

	1: 
	0: 86 %
	1: 50
	2: 8 projects; contractvalue > US$ 400 million
	3: 

	2: 
	0: 100 %
	1: 55
	2: > 10 projects
	3: 



	1a Baseline: 
	0: One programme: Jakarta coastal defence (2011)
	1: MoU concluded between 4 parties(2012)
	2: 4 Party MoU with 4 signatories(2012)
	3: 

	1a Target: 
	0: Addit. programs: cap develop, intensive agricultur
	1: JCP institu-tionalized and financially indepen
	2: MoU Water extended: 3 sign., 10 partners
	3: 

	1a Result: 
	0: One additional programme: lowland developm
	1: JCP I: 4 partners , operational
	2: -
	3: 

	1a Result 2: 
	0: One additional progr: coastal development 
	1: JCP II agreed upon: 8 partners
	2: MoU Water extended: 3 sign., 7 partners
	3: 

	1a Result 3: 
	0: Working group on water/intensive agriculture started
	1: JCP II operational
	2: Joint Steering Commission MoU in the Hague.
	3: 

	1a Source: 
	0: Own data embassy
	1: Own  data embassy
	2: Own data embassy
	3: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

	2a Baseline: 
	0: 6 out 17 : 35 %(december 2009)
	1: 35 (2010)
	2: 0(dec 2009)
	3: 

	2a Target: 
	0: 90 - 100 %
	1: not defined
	2: not defined
	3: 

	2a Source: 
	0: own data embassy Jakarta
	1: own data embassy Jakarta
	2: communications by companies, contracting agencies
	3: 

	2b Baseline: 
	0: 6 out of 17: 35%
	1: 11 (december 2009)
	2: 0
	3: 

	2b Target: 
	0: 90 - 100 %
	1: not defined
	2: not defined 
	3: 

	2b Result: 
	0: 60 %
	1: 16
	2: 1 project direct contribution; other indirect, enabling 
	3: 

	2b Result 2: 
	0: 86%
	1: 26
	2: 1 project direct contribution; others indirect, enabling
	3: 

	2b Result 3: 
	0: 100 %
	1: 32 (9 Com, 3 NGO, 10 KI, 6 W com/board, 4 Oth)
	2: 1 project direct contribution. 
	3: 

	2b Source: 
	0: own data embassy Jakarta
	1: own data embassy Jakarta
	2: own data
	3: 


	Results 3: The significance and impact of the Netherlands program in the field of sanitation has been faster and larger than anticipated, both in the urban as well as the rural domain. In the case of USDP this has however also been reached due to a 40 % increase in funding by the embassy (and sizeable investments as such).          
	Implications 3: The Netherlands will contribute to the consolidation of the Urban Sanitation programma (PPSP 2) by a technical assistance, USDP2, which will focus on implementation and sustainability issues at local level.The embassy is considering a second phase of the rural SHAW project in Eastern Indonesia.Other international development partners of Indonesia are preparing loans and grants to contribute to PPSP2: ADB US $ 1 billion, USAID, Australia.
	Result 3: 
	2a: As part of the SHAW project in East Indonesia, the five participating NGOs developed an approach for sanitation marketing in collaboration with local entrepreneurs and specialized other NGOs. No operational programs/approaches for sanitation marketing at national level exist as yet. Only the targets and achievements of the SHAW project have been mentioned here for this reason
	1a: Indonesia has for decades been lagging on improving its sanitation standards, also in comparison with other low-income countries in the region (Laos, Cambodia).Only after 1995 a comprehensive strategy and implementation approach for sanitation were developed with support of the Water & Sanitation Program and the Netherlands. This resulted in the Program for the acceleration of Settlement Sanitation (PPSP1), which started in 2010 and the local version of the Community Lead Total Sanitation approach, called STBM, targeting the rural areas. PPSP1 (2010-15) focused to a large degree on advocacy, strategy development and planning at the level of the majority of towns and urbanized settlement in the country.Government investments in (urban) sanitation have quadrupled since 2009 but actual implementation of City Sanitation Strategies is still limited due to administrative, technical and capacity issues at local level. In the rural areas STBM remains an approach which was not systematically implemented. The Sanitation Hygiene and Water program (SHAW) implemented by the Dutch NGO Simavi was the first program to implement STBM at scale. In the PPSP2 program (2015-19) the country targets universal access to improved sanitation (and drinking water) by 2019.
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	1b: 27
	2b: 27
	3b: 27
	1b12: The Netherlands supported the PPSP1 through the Urban Sanitation Development Project1 with as main elements: methodology development for lobby & advocacy, planning, budgeting and implementation/monitoring of urban sanitation development. At the end of the PPSP/USDP1  486 towns and districts participated in this programma. The role of USDP has been crucial as it was the central consultant to the coordinating Planning Ministry (Bappenas) and the 4 involved ministries as well as the involved provincial and local governments. At a more local level the Netherlands supported the PPSP planning and implementation on the island of Sumbawa through an intensive project.In the area of rural sanitation the Netherlands supported the SHAW project in Eastern Indonesia (2010-2014); recently a similar project in South Sumatra (Lampong) started.
	2b13: Direct results of the NL funded programme SHAW in Eastern Indonesia implemented by the Dutch NGO Simavi together with 4 Indonesian NGOs

	Results 2: In the case of urban flood control and management the impact and significance of the Netherlands cooperation activities have been very substantial due to the enormous investments made by the central and local governments and private sector in the above mentioned projects and programmes.In the field of river basin management the impact of the original Netherlands investment has been considerable as this approach is now being implemented in the entire archipelago.In the case of lowland management the response of the government has been ineffective; the actual completion of the National, Provincial and District dialogue process and the drafting of a Lowland Management strategy have not been pursued by the Gol.          
	Implications 2: The original request by the Indonesian government for Netherlands support to solve the water management problemens (flooding, erosion, subsidence) in the North of Java has been confirmed by the new Indonesian government; this support should not be limited to Northern Java. The embassy received also requests from local (city) governments from other islands (Banjarmasin, Pekalongan, Samarinda). Also the Netherlands private sector, knowledge institutes and local governments show interest to extend their activities in this field because the commercial opportunities are considered to be substantial in this area.  Based on the experiences in Jakarta and Semarang and this interest by NL and Indonesian partners the bilateral cooperation program will continue to focus on urban flooding.In the field of river basin management activities have been taken over at a nation-wide level by the Government (Ministry of Public Works). Only limited support from Netherlands knowledge institutes through the Joint Cooperation Program will be provided to this.Regarding Lowland Management the bilateral cooperation program will not develop new activities given the ineffective government response over the past years. On the other hand the embassy supports Netherlands knowledge institutes and consultants in making their expertise available to private operators in the lowlands (notably plantation companies) and other donors engaged in these areas (Norway, Australia, UK).
	Result 2: 
	2a: Not applicable. Due to its archipelago character trans-boundary river management is not a major concern in Indonesia. Only on Borneo there are some shared water resources. No specific programs, objectives etc. exist and the bilateral cooperation Indonesia-Netherlands does not have any activities in this area.
	1a: Cooperation with Indonesia in this result area focuses on 3 main themes: 1) reduction of flood risks in urbanized deltas and coastal plains, 2) improved river basin management and 3) the establishment of a National Strategy for Coastal Lowland Management (including peatlands and mangroves). 1) Reduction of flood risks: the programs for coastal protection/development and flood management in Jakarta have made substantial progress in terms of implementation and results (in particular for flood management within the city of Jakarta). The implementation of the Banger Polder program is delayed again but completion in 2016 is rather certain. However, this project is now fully financed by the local government itself and the polder management committee is operational.2) River Basin Management: management and investments plans for the six river basins in and around Jakarta have been completed. This approach is now being applied to all river basins in Indonesia.3) Lowland Management: is very important from a climate mitigation (emission greenhouse gases), biodiversity and food security angle. The Netherlands has contributed to the establishment of a National Database and National Strategy (2013). Government of Indonesia's follow up is now the essential step (legal basis for National Strategy, detailed planning on district level).
	2: 5,95 ton/ha/crop10,12 to/ha/year
	1: 5,87 ton/ha/crop9,99 ton/ha/year
	3: 5,88 ton/ha/crop10 ton/ha/year
	1b: 5719 WUA
	2b: 5719 WUA
	3b: 5719 WUA
	bbb: The Netherlands role in the urban flood related programs has been largely the placing at the disposal of the Government of Indonesia and local governments of water management and engineering expertise through focused technical assistance activties. These technical assistance activities are very small in relation to the subsequent investments made by the GoI in the implementation of the programmes designed with Netherlands support. Examples are: NCICD Jakarta (GoI, DKI Jakarta, private sector), Jakarta Flood Management Programmes (GOI, World Bank, Private Sector) and Semarang Banger (City of Semarang, provincial government Central Java).
	2bb: Not applicable.

	Results 1: Results of the PISP have been conform planning in terms of outputs and impact. Due to the late start of the project formulation for the follow-up project (IISP) and the need to include the priorities of the new government of Indonesia, the start of the IISP has been postponed till 2016. Given the priority for the Government of Indonesia to increase food security and rice self sufficiency, the size of the IISP will be threefold the originally intended project (loan amount of 750 million dollar).
	Implications 1: Due to the limited budgetary means available, the Netherlands will not participate in the co-funding of the IISP project (as co-financier of AsDB). The Netherlands will however participate in this programme through funding of specific technical components where Netherlands organisations have specific added value (e.g. use of spatial planning techniques for water management and irrigation development planning).
	Result 1: 
	1a: Improved water-management in agriculture has been supported by the Netherlands by 1) rehabilitation of irrigation infrastructure, 2) establishment of participatory management of irrigation systems at tertiary level and 3) capacity development of local government for the planning, budgeting and monitoring of irrigation infrastructure maintenance and rehabilitation. Main activity in this domain has been the Participatory Irrigation Sector Program (2005-13), PISP 1. Objectives for irrigation and water management were incorporated in the Medium Term Development Plan 2010-2015 of Indonesia. No specific programs or targets for improving ratio between crop yields and water use have been formulated however. Given the very high utilization rate of surface water on Java (in particular during the dry season) and the high cropping intensity of irrigated paddy land (on average 1,7 paddy harvests per ha per year plus additional non-rice crops in the third season), the average yield level for irrigated paddy on Java constitutes a rough proxy. As the yis already high (almost 6 ton per harvest). Rapid improvement of these yield levels at the short term are not realistic.
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	Taget 1: 1.342.870 ha
	Source 1: Ministry of Public Works(MENPU)
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	Taget 2: not available
	Source 2: Ministry of Agriculture/National Statistical Bureau (BPS)
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	Taget 3: 
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	Taget 1b: 142.443 ha
	Resultb: The Participatory Irrigation Sector Program (2005-2013), in which the Netherlands participated, had as its main objective sustainable management of irrigation systems and water resources through improved irrigation infrastructure, the development of water-user organizations and the strengthening of local government in the area of water- and irrigation management. It was foreseen that in 2014 a follow up project would start but this has been postponed to early 2016. The size and impact of this follow up project will however be substantially larger than originally planned. The Netherlands financed the project formulation of this Indonesia Irrigation Sector Project, IISP, (2013-2015) which will be financed by the Asian Development Bank and IFAD
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