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Food Security



Activity 2013 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 2015  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 2015  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 2015  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 2015  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 2015  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 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Assessment of results achieved by NL across the entire Result area 2                    Better access to sufficiently nutritious food 

Reasons for result achieved:

Implications for planning:



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 2015  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 2015  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 2015  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 2015  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 2015  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 2015  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 2015  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 2015  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 2015  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 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 3 (remaining indicators) More efficient markets and an improved business climate

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

Baseline Target 2015  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 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 3 (remaining indicators) 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 2015  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 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Extra Activities 2013 Implemented by Rio marker Gender marker

Number Name Actual expenditure Name Organisation channel mitigation/adaptation significant/principal significant/principal
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	Result 1: 
	1a: Rice is the staple food of Bangladesh. Over the past three decades the country has become self-sufficient in rice production. It produces, however, not enough other - more nutritious - foods (vegetables, pulse, fish, meat, dairy products) to provide the entire population with adequate diets. Some of these other food items are imported, but these imports tend to hamper local production. The country should invest more in increasing the production of non-rice food crops, animal production and fisheries. Having achieved self-sufficiency in rice offers the opportunity to use further gains from intensified rice production to gradually release land and water resources to diversify food production towards higher value-added and more nutritious foods. To maintain rice production at the level of self-sufficiency, rice production only needs to grow by 2% per annum to keep up with population growth (1.6%) and the loss of arable land to other forms of land use (0.5% yearly).     
	1: 43,16
	2: not yet available
	3: 
	2a: The growth in agricultural production in Bangladesh has materialized to a large extent due to the increase in rice production in the northern part of the country. Here, the introduction of tube-wells made it possible to use groundwater to grow an additional rice crop during the dry winter season. As a result, the average cropping intensity has gone up as well as rice yields thanks to the use of high yielding varieties and subsidized farm inputs, urea in particular. These days the use of groundwater has reached its limits, however, and more emphasis is now given to the use of surface water, which still has a large potential in the southern part of the country where most of EKN’s food production projects are implemented. The use of surface water will also require relatively less energy, which is a large cost item in farming operations in Bangladesh. About half of the labour population is employed in agriculture. Labour scarcity during peak seasons has spurred mechanization of tillage operations. Agriculture still has the potential of employing a sizable additional amount of labour if farmers have better access to markets and services. This also applies for small farmers when they take up labour intensive forms of high value farming. Small farmers have the advantage of having low supervision costs.Bangladesh is one of the most disaster-prone countries in the world. As a delta country, Bangladesh is exposed to natural hazards like cyclones, floods and rising sea level. The impact of these natural hazards is enormous given the fact that Bangladesh is densely populated. Moreover, these natural hazards are expected to increase due to climate change and are likely to undermine poverty reduction efforts. The effects of climate change influence the use of land in Bangladesh and affects food security in all its dimensions. According to the World Bank the already high climate variability will be increased by climate change, and climate change is expected to result in agricultural losses of about 4% each year in the period 2005-2050. Climate Change is thus a key sustainable development issue in Bangladesh.NB. Reliable national figures on energy consumed and labour employed in agriculture are not available.  
	2b: All Dutch projects contributing to food production will bring about a more efficient use of resources and inputs in food production, while at the same time ensuring that inputs are used in a way not hazardous for human health (food safety). The inputs farmers use, such as seeds, will be of higher quality. Yields per unit of land, water and labour will increase, as a result. In EKN's water cum food security projects improved drainage and additional irrigation will enable idle land to be used productively, leading to higher cropping intensities. Also hitherto unused water will be used through surface water irrigation and improved storage of water for the dry season. Better opportunities for marketing agricultural produce will boost agricultural activity and increase the absorption of -particularly female- labour in farming, agro-services and agro-processing. Total energy use will inevitably increase, also for storage of perishable agricultural produce, but energy-efficient technologies will be promoted.       Since the negative effects of climate change also entail an increase in agricultural losses, our food security projects could also be affected. Although not all food security projects are dealing to combat the effects of climate change directly, they do increase income, employment and therefore purchasing power of the beneficiaries and improve their livelihoods. Through these mechanisms the beneficiaries are more likely to enhance resilience to cope with the effects of climate change. Moreover, SaFaL will combat increasing salinity levels by introducing saline resilient crop varieties. Blue Gold & CDSP work closely together with the Bangladesh Water Development Board and contribute to the capacity-building of this organization that also is concerned with environmental awareness due to climate change. CDSP is building climate-resilient infrastructure and protection from climate change such as channels, embankments as well as closures and Blue Gold focusses on improved water management leading to livelihood improvement through climate change / disaster risk reduction. Moreover, the water sector of EKN Dhaka has a project called 'Enhancing Resilience to Natural Disasters and Effects of Climate Change' which does directly deals with climate change. Some of the Food Security projects are operating in the same areas and are also benefiting to a certain extent. The food security projects are gender sensitive and focus on improvement of employment for women, strengthening female entrepreneurship and subsequently improve women empowerment. SaFaL emphasize the development of gender-equitable and socially inclusive business relationships between suppliers and producer groups. Landless and unemployed women will be identified and trained to be skilled employees, farmers and entrepreneurs. PROOFS targets a high rate of female farmers and will empower them with business skills and knowledge like marketing, management, finance and networking. Their newly acquired skills will result in improved production and increased income and employment. The Rice Fortification project provides free fortified rice and trainings on nutrition and entrepreneurship to ultra-poor women and contributes therefore to their empowerment. Blue Gold works through Gender Action Plans toward these goals. The four projects contributing to food production have started implementation in 2013 (SaFaL, Crop Water management, Blue Gold, and PROOFs). Three of these projects had not yet a completed  baseline in 2013 and could therefore not yet provide baseline data, targets and results. Only CDSP IV, now under implementation for three years, has been able to do so.NB: In the following indicator cells the upper line(s) in each cell presents the (aggregated) figures of  the project(s) that has/have provided a full set of entries (baseline, target if any, and results).The figures in the upper line(s) can therefore be compared with each other and used for calculating incremental values. In the bottom line(s) of each cell the figures refer to project(s) that may have provided baseline figures, but have not yet provided results or targets, where the latter are dependent on the outcome of the baselines. This division of projects is made because it would be meaningless to lump together all baseline figures of projects with results and projects which have no results yet, and then compare them with the aggregated results of only those projects that have results. Under 'source' also those projects are mentioned that are expected to provide information on a particular indicator, but have not done yet because their baselines were not available yet.
	1b: 
	3b: 
	1b2: 
	0: CDSP: 119other projects: not applicable
	1: CDSP: 2,0other projects: not applicable
	2: CDSP: 0,37other projects: not applicable
	3: CDSP: 0,86other projects: not applicable

	3b2: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	Baseline 2: 33,54 (2011)
	Taget 2: not available
	Source 2: Bangladesh Ministry of Agriculture
	Baseline 3: 3,97 (2011)
	Taget 3: not available
	Source 3: FAO Stat
	Baseline 4: 3,5 (2011)
	Taget 4: not available
	Result 2: 
	1: 33,89
	2: 33,83
	3: 
	2b: CDSP: 48.995other projects: not yetavailable
	3b: 
	1b: CDSP: 46.596other projects: not applicable
	1a: Availability of nutritious food is interpreted here – in the context of access to food - as availability of nutritious food within households. Poor households, including the rural poor, have to purchase a large part or all of their food, in particular (non-rice) nutritious food. Therefore, the availability and prices of nutritious foods at local markets on the one hand and household income on the other hand are important factors in determining how much access to food household members have. A key factor, however, is the position of women in households and in society at large, as women are the least food and nutrition-insecure segment of the population.  Finally, even though households may have ready access to nutritious food they may still not be able to improve their nutrition if they do not have sufficient nutrition awareness. Nutrition awareness is therefore another essential factor.  Diversity in food production is low in Bangladesh, as it is dominated by rice production. Although the market system for nutritious foods - which are generally highly perishable products as well - has improved over the years, large obstacles continue to exist, such as lack of cold storage. Average wage levels expressed in kgs of rice that one can buy with this wage, have increased, but annual food inflation rates are high, suggesting that prices of nutritious foods tend to rise faster than those of rice. The average wage increase also hides the fact that a substantial part of the population continues to live under the poverty line, which may explain why the proportion of the population still suffering from undernourishment (defined as insufficient caloric intake) has remained at the same level over the past five years. While national indicators for income and food prices are available, nutrition awareness and women empowerment are difficult to capture in available national indicators.      Indicators for nutritional status of young children are considered to be the ultimate indicators of food security in the country. Although a gradual improvement can be seen over the years, national indicators on underweight and stunting among children under the age of five are still alarmingly high.  NB: As for indicator 1 on undernourishment, the target of 17% is the MDG target for Bangladesh, which was already achieved in the year of the baseline. No new target has been set but undernourishment is always targeted to decrease over time and eventually the target should be 0. However, the national trend is that undernourishment is increasing instead of decreasing.
	1b12: The five projects contributing to food production also contribute by the same token to increase in income, employment and therefore purchasing power of the beneficiaries. All projects focus to varying degrees on the production of high value crops while improving farmers' access to markets, as a result of which producers will be able to increase their incomes and employment is created in trade, transport and agro-processing. Higher incomes will provide rural households with the means to purchase more nutritious foods and complement their diets. At the same time, homestead farming, livestock raising and training female entrepreneurs in services supporting food value chains will contribute to the economic empowerment of women. Diversity of food supply at local markets will improve as a result of increased farm production of nutritious food products.  In addition, all projects are active in raising nutritional awareness of the beneficiaries. Two other projects that do not work on food production contribute directly to access to food and the use of food. These are the rice fortification project and the food safety project. The former will directly contribute to nutrition of mainly poor and undernourished women benefiting from food-assisted social safety net programmes as well as on the nutrition of garment workers, while the latter assists the country in setting up a national food safety control system to ensure that food is safe to consume and does not pose health hazards. Unsafe food is a huge problem in Bangladesh due to unrestrained use of pesticides, anti-biotics, unhygienic handling practices, use of noxious chemicals in food processing and preservation etc. Even though food may be nutritious, if it is not healthy to consume because it contains hazardous substances, it will sooner or later defeat the ultimate purpose of food security: healthy people, not hampered in their physical and intellectual development and performance.   With the exception of CDSP IV, the four projects contributing to food production have started implementation in 2013. They were therefore not yet able to have any impact on income, nutrition awareness and gender empowerment  in 2013. Baselines were still in preparation. The food safety project which started mid 2012 made some headway, however, but it will take time before the food safety control system is fully operational and starts producing results. The rice fortification project was only launched at the end of 2013.  It should be realised that improved access to food at the level of projects contributing to food production will have, at most, a very modest impact on national nutrition indicators. The indirect influence of these projects in terms of other development actors and the private sector adopting innovative approaches developed by the projects are likely to be much bigger. The food safety project and the rice fortification project, which are closer to national policy formulation than the food production projects, are expected to have a more immediate effect at the national level.NB: In the following indicator cells the upper line(s) in each cell presents the (aggregated) figures of  the project(s) that has/have provided a full set of entries (baseline, target if any, and results).The figures in the upper line(s) can therefore be compared with each other and used for calculating incremental values. In the bottom line(s) of each cell the figures refer to project(s) that may have provided baseline figures, but have not yet provided results or targets, where the latter are dependent on the outcome of the baselines. This division of projects is made because it would be meaningless to lump together all baseline figures of projects with results and projects which have no results yet, and then compare them with the aggregated results of only those projects that have results. Under 'source' also those projects are mentioned that are expected to provide information on a particular indicator, but have not done yet because their baselines were not available yet.    

	Baseline 3b: CDSP: 6.985other projects: 844.056
	Resultb: Five of the seven projects whose results are reported in this framework have been designed to contribute directly to increase in food production. These projects assist in increasing food production through organizing farmers in farmer field schools and producer groups, helping them to adopt improved farming technologies and facilitating their access to input and output markets. Approaches and methods used by these projects are to a large extent innovative in nature, piloting, for instance, organic aquaculture, training of farm business advisors or participatory water management. These approaches and methods may serve as models to be followed by other development partners and the private sector, and, feed into policy making by the government. This more indirect impact on national development is envisaged to be much larger than mere food production increase brought about by the Dutch projects in the geographic areas to which their operation is confined. To capture this indirect impact in quantitative terms is difficult, however.      Four projects contributing to food production have effectively started implementation in 2013 (SaFaL, Crop Water management, Blue Gold, and PROOFs). Three of them did not yet have a completed baseline in 2013 and were therefore not yet in the position to provide targets (which are dependent on the baseline) and results. Only CDSP IV, now under implementation for three years, has been able to do so.NB: In the following indicator cells the upper line(s) in each cell presents the (aggregated) figures of  the project(s) that has/have provided a full set of entries (baseline, target if any, and results).The figures in the upper line(s) can therefore be compared with each other and used for calculating incremental values. In the bottom line(s) of each cell the figures refer to project(s) that may have provided baseline figures, but have not yet provided results or targets, where the latter are dependent on the outcome of the baselines. This division of projects is made because it would be meaningless to lump together all baseline figures of projects with results and projects which have no results yet, and then compare them with the aggregated results of only those projects that have results. Under 'source' also those projects are mentioned that are expected to provide information on a particular indicator, but have not done yet because their baselines were not available yet.
	Taget 3b: CDSP: 13.970other projects: to be determined
	Result 3: 
	1: 4,16
	2: not yet available
	3: 
	3b: 
	1a: Business activity and domestic trade in Bangladesh have grown substantially over the past years. The export-oriented garment sector has played an important role in both. Also the agricultural sector has grown, but at a much lower rate than the economy as a whole. In the agricultural sector shrimps culture has become big business with shrimps now being the second major export product of Bangladesh. The economic growth of the country has created employment opportunities for low-skilled labour, notably in the garment sector and particularly for women and has helped lifting a substantial part of the population out of poverty. However, with economic growth income disparities have increased and the improvement in nutrition is lagging behind economic growth.      
	1b: CDSP: 8.617other projects: not applicable
	2a: International trade in Bangladesh has increased substantially over the years. In particular export of ready-made garments has grown rapidly since the 1980s. Garments are now the main export product of the country, with shrimps coming in the second place. Jute, which used to be Bangladesh' main export product was in decline for quite a number of years but has started to recover in response to increasing demand  for natural fiber at the international market. Imports consist mostly of petroleum products, machinery and parts, soybean and palm oil, raw cotton, iron, steel and wheat. Foreign investment in Bangladesh has been relatively small, but is on the increase.     
	2b: CDSP: 9.542other projects: not yet available
	1b12: Apart from assisting farmers in improving farm production, the projects contributing to food production enable farmers to gain access to markets. Linkages are established between producers and companies; market infrastructure is improved; capacities of service providers developed and new jobs are created in value chains.  More agricultural products of high value will reach the market. This will result in more business in input supply, services, trade, transport and processing activities.  No targets are set for indicators of business and trade as these activities depend most of all on market opportunities.     PROOFS and SAFAL are strongly working towards economically sustainable development. These projects are not only about creating more output, but especially target value chain development. Firm relationships between businesses and producers will be established. If the value chains indeed turn out to be profitable for farmers and private sector alike they will all be motivated to maintain the capacities and mechanisms necessary to maintain the value chains, to continue the improved practices and to maintain the relationships that have developed among them and therefore contribute to sustainable economic development. Moreover, SAFAL is facilitating for certification of shrimp producers and is thus actively involved in certification schemes and PROOFS ensures the sustainability of the work of new business undertaking through business plan development.The projects contributing to food production started implementation in the course of 2013. As their initial focus is on production and establishing market linkages, impact on business and trade is expected to be realized later.Also the food safety project will in the long run stimulate business and trade by increasing consumer demand for safe food. The rice fortification project has involved the private sector from the very start by engaging with rice millers and garment workers on the producer side, and, fostering demand for fortified rice at the consumer side. NB: In the following indicator cells the upper line(s) in each cell presents the (aggregated) figures of  the project(s) that has/have provided a full set of entries (baseline, target if any, and results).The figures in the upper line(s) can therefore be compared with each other and used for calculating incremental values. In the bottom line(s) of each cell the figures refer to project(s) that may have provided baseline figures, but have not yet provided results or targets, where the latter are dependent on the outcome of the baselines. This division of projects is made because it would be meaningless to lump together all baseline figures of projects with results and projects which have no results yet, and then compare them with the aggregated results of only those projects that have results. Under 'source' also those projects are mentioned that are expected to provide information on a particular indicator, but have not done yet because their baselines were not available yet.
	2b13: Where the involvement of Dutch companies is viable and relevant for food security, the food security projects in EKN’s food security portfolio attempts to actively involve Dutch companies and Dutch knowledge institutes, as suppliers of know-how and technology, as providers of inputs and machinery, or, as importers of food products from Bangladesh. No targets are set as results will depend mainly on market opportunities. Not only Dutch-financed food security projects but also the embassy's own matchmaking efforts in collaboration with Nyenrode Business University, contribute to these results.In 2013 contacts were made with a number of Dutch companies to explore business opportunities within the framework of the projects and in the wider sector. Results are still forthcoming.        NB: In the following indicator cells the upper line(s) in each cell presents the (aggregated) figures of  the project(s) that has/have provided a full set of entries (baseline, target if any, and results).The figures in the upper line(s) can therefore be compared with each other and used for calculating incremental values. In the bottom line(s) of each cell the figures refer to project(s) that may have provided baseline figures, but have not yet provided results or targets, where the latter are dependent on the outcome of the baselines. This division of projects is made because it would be meaningless to lump together all baseline figures of projects with results and projects which have no results yet, and then compare them with the aggregated results of only those projects that have results. Under 'source' also those projects are mentioned that are expected to provide information on a particular indicator, but have not done yet because their baselines were not available yet.

	Taget 2b: CDSP: 93.192other projects: to be determined
	Baseline 4b: CDSP: 3.192Blue Gold: 17.107
	Source 4: FAO Stat
	Taget 4b: CDSP: 6.384other projects: no target set
	Result 4: 
	1: 3,52
	2: not yet available
	3: 
	1b: CDSP: 3.500other projects: not applicable
	2b: CDSP: 5.628other projects: not yet available
	3b: 

	Baseline 2b: CDSP: 44.266other projects: 35.688.280
	Source 2b: CDSPOther projects: Blue Gold & Crop Water Irrigation aggregated
	Source 3b: CDSPOther projects: SAFAL, PROOFS & Crop Water Irrigation aggregated
	Source 4b: CDSPOther projects: Blue Gold and SAFAL
	Indicators 1: 
	1: 
	1: Indicator 2: production of rice (dehusked) in million tonnes
	2: Indicator 3: production of vegetables in million tonnes
	3: Indicator 4: production of milk in million tonnes
	4: Indicator 1 (standard): the amount of food produced in metric tons
	5: Indicator 2: production of rice (dehusked) in tonnes
	6: Indicator 3: production of vegetables in tonnes
	7: Indicator 4: production of milk in tonnes
	0: Indicator 1 (standard): the total amount of food (rice, vegetables, milk, aquaculture products and meat) in million tonnes

	2: 
	0: Indicator 1: average cropping intensity (number of crops grown per year on agricultural land x 100%)
	1: Indicator 2: rice yield (dehusked) in tons/ha 
	2: Indicator 3: aquaculture production in ponds in tonnes ha
	3: Indicator 4: milk yield (kg/cow)
	4: Indicator 1: average cropping intensity (crops/yr x 100%)
	5: Indicator 2: rice yield in tonnes/ha 
	6: Indicator 3: aquaculture production in tonnes per ha of pond
	7: Indicator 4: milk yield (kg/cow/day)


	Taget 1: not available
	Source 1: FAO Stat , Bangladesh Ministry of Agriculture
	Result  1: 
	2a: 
	1: 
	0: not yet available
	1: 2,94
	2: 3,62
	3: 205,4

	3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	2: 
	0: not yet available
	1: 2,96
	2: not yet available
	3: not yet available



	Source 1 1: 
	2a: 
	0: Bangladesh Bureau of Statistics
	1: Ministry of Agriculture
	2: Ministry of Fisheries and Livestock
	3: FAO Stat


	Baseline  1: 
	2a: 
	0: 191% (2010//2011)
	1: 2,91 (2011)
	2: 3,29 (2011)
	3: 205 (2011)


	Target 1: 
	2a: 
	0: not available
	1: not available
	2: not available
	3: not available


	Baseline 1b: CDSP: 55.647other projects:7.169.877
	Taget 1b: CDSP: 118.362other projects: no target set
	Source 1b: CDSPOther Projects: PROOFS, Blue Gold, SAFAL & Crop Water Irrigation aggregated
	Resultb2: 
	0: CDSP: 138other projects: not yet available
	1: CDSP: 2,1other projects: not yet available
	2: CDSP: 2,76other projects: not yet available
	3: CDSP: 1,38other projects: not  yet available

	Baseline 1b2: 
	0: CDSP: 105other projects: not yet available
	1: CDSP: 1,9Blue Gold: 2,76
	2: CDSP: 0,32PROOFS: 1,5
	3: CDSP: 0,6Blue Gold: 1,5

	Taget 1b2: 
	0: CDSP: 180other projects: no target set
	1: CDSP: 3,8other projects: no target set
	2: CDSP: 3other projects: no traget set
	3: CDSP: 2,0other projects: no target set

	Source 1b2: 
	0: CDSP Other projects: Blue Gold, PROOFS, SAFAL & Crop Water Irrigation
	1: CDSPOther projects: Blue Gold and Crop Water Irrigation
	2: CDSPOther projects: Blue Gold, PROOFS & SAFAL
	3: CDSPOther projects: Blue Gold, PROOFS & SAFAL

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

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


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


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


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


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


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


	1b 2 Indicators: 
	0: Indicator 5: number of farmers using improved production practices 
	1: Indicator 6: number of women who have successfully taken up or expanded farming activities (absolute number and % of total number of farm households)
	2: Indicator 7: number of female leaders strengthened by traning, mentoring and financial support
	3: Indicator 8: number of improved technologies introduced

	1b 2 Baseline: 
	0: 
	0: CDSP: 0other Projects: 0
	1: CDSP: 0other Projects: 0
	2: CDSP: 0other Projects: 0
	3: 0


	1b 2 Target: 
	0: 
	0: CDSP: 5.400Other projects: 94.012
	1: CDSP: 18.000other projects: 7.312
	2: CDSP: 2227other Projects: no target set
	3: 65


	1b 2 Result: 
	0: 
	0: CDSP: 2.700other projects:not applicable
	1: CDSP: 2.569other projects: not applicable
	2:  CDSP: 654 other Projects: not applicable
	3: 5


	1b 2 Result 2: 
	0: 
	0: CDSP: 5.400other Projects:80.250
	1: CDSP: 12.551other projects:17.914
	2: CDSP: 948other Projects: not available
	3: 60


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


	1b 2 Source: 
	0: 
	0: CDSPOther projects: Blue Gold, PROOFS, SAFAL & Crop Water Irrigation aggregated
	1: CDSPOther projects: Blue Gold, PROOFS, SAFAL & Crop Water Irrigation aggregated
	2: CDSPOther Projects: PROOFS & SAFAL
	3: CDSP, Blue Gold, PROOFS, SAFAL, Crop Water Irrigation & Food Safety aggregated


	1a Baseline: 
	0: 15,4% (2007/2008)
	1: 41%(2007/2008)
	2: 43,2% (2007/2008)
	3: 40,1% (2005)

	1a Target: 
	0:  17% (MDG1)
	1: 33% (MDG1)
	2: 38% (MDG1)
	3: 29% (MDG1)

	1a Result: 
	0: 15,7%
	1: 36,4%
	2: 41,3%
	3: not yet available

	1a Result 2: 
	0: 16,3%
	1: 35,1%
	2: 38,7%
	3: not yet available

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

	1a Source: 
	0: FPMU, Ministry of Food
	1: FPMU, Ministry of Food
	2: FPMU, Ministry of Food
	3: FPMU, Ministry of Food

	1b Baseline: 
	0: not yet available
	1: not yet available
	2: Rice Fortification:33%26%
	3: CDSP: 71.951PROOFS: 10.324

	1b Target: 
	0:  not yet available
	1:  not yet available
	2:  Rice Fortification:     25% by 2016 20% by 2016
	3: CDSP: no targetother projects: no target set

	1b Result: 
	0:  not applicable
	1:  not applicable
	2: Rice Fortification:not applicable
	3: CDSP: 79.800other projects: not applicable

	1b Result 2: 
	0:  not applicable
	1:  not applicable
	2: Rice Fortification:not applicable
	3: CDSP: 107.771other projects not yet available

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

	1b Source: 
	0: Projects expected to report on this in 2014: CDSP, Blue Gold, PROOFS & SAFAL
	1: Projects expected to report on this  in 2014: CDSP, Blue Gold, PROOFS & SAFAL
	2: Rice Fortification
	3: CDSPOther projects: Blue Gold, PROOFS, SAFAL & Crop Water Irrigation

	1a r Indicators: 
	0: Indicator 5: changes in national wages expressed in kg of rice 
	1: Indicator 6: food inflation rate 
	2: 
	3: 

	1b r Indicators: 
	0: Indicator 5: number of hunger months per year
	1: Indicator 6: number of people reached with nutrition, food safety & hygiene awareness for male (m), female (f) and children (c)
	2: Indicator 7: number of government officers trained in Food Safety inspection
	3: 

	1a r Baseline: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: -8,11% (2007-2008)
	1: 11,34% (2010/2011)
	2: 
	3: 
	4: CDSP: 4,14other projects: not yet available
	5: m: 0f: 0c: 0
	6: Food Safety: 0
	7: 



	1a r Target: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: ≥ real GDP growth per capita + 0,5
	1: 7%
	2: 
	3: 
	4: CDSP: no target other projects: no target set
	5: m: 90.000f: 90.000c: 20.000
	6: Food Safety: 950
	7: 



	1a r Result: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: 4,27%
	1: 8,14%
	2: 
	3: 
	4: CDSP: 3other projects: not applicable
	5: m: 0f: 15.600c: 12.500
	6: Food Safety: 0
	7: 



	1a r Result 2: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: 5,84%
	1: 9,0%
	2: 
	3: 
	4: CDSP: 3other projects: not yet available
	5: m: 1.459f: 10.095c: 29.500
	6: Food Safety: 100
	7: 



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



	1a r Source: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: FPMU, Ministry of Food
	1: Bangladesh Bank
	2: 
	3: 
	4: CDSPOther projects: Blue Gold, PROOFS, SAFAL,  Crop Water Irrigation & Rice Fortification
	5: CDSP, PROOFS & Food Safety aggregatedOther project with no results yet: SAFAL
	6: Food Safety
	7: 




	Indicators 3: 
	1: 
	0: Indicator 1 (standard): increase in employment in number of jobs created, and in annual growth rate
	1: Indicator 2: Gross Domestic product (in billion USD)
	2: Indicator 3: GDP per capita (in USD)
	3: Indicator 4: GINI coefficient
	4: Indicator 1 (standard): increase in employment in number of off-farm jobs created for males (m) & females (f)
	5: Indicator 2: total value of business deals in product value chains in Taka
	6: Indicator 3: total value of farmer loans taken in Taka
	7: Indicator 4: number of improved market places

	2: 
	0: Indicator 1 (standard): number of Dutch companies operating in Bangladesh in the agro-food sector
	1: Indicator 2 (standard): direct investment by Dutch businesses in million USD in the agro-food sector
	2: Indicator 3 (standard): total trade volume with the Netherlands (in billion USD)
	3: Indicator 4: total Foreign Direct Investment (in million USD)
	4: Indicator 1 (standard): number of Dutch businesses that have traded with Bangladesh or have invested in Bangladesh as a result of the Food Security Programme
	5: Indicator 2 (standard): direct investment by Dutch companies in USD as a result of the Food Security Programme
	6: Indicator 3 (standard): trade value with the Netherlands as a result of the Food Security Programme
	7: Indicator 4 (standard): number of jobs created as a result of Dutch investments due to Food Security Programme


	3: 
	1a Baseline: 
	0: 7.190.000 in 5 yrs (2005/06 to 2010) 3.39% (2010)
	1: 112 (2011)
	2: 732 (2011)
	3: 32,1 (2011)

	1a Target: 
	0: not available
	1: 147
	2: 820
	3: not available

	1a Result: 
	0: not yet available
	1: 116,4
	2: 752
	3: not yet available

	1a Result 2: 
	0: not yet available
	1: not yet available
	2: not yet available
	3: not yet available

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

	1a Source: 
	0: Bangladesh Bureau of Statistics, Labor Ministry
	1: World Bank
	2: World Bank
	3: World Bank

	1b Baseline: 
	0: PROOFS&SAFAL:m: 0; f: 0other projects: 0
	1: PROOFS and other projects: no baseline yet
	2: PROOFS and other projects:no baseline yet
	3:  0

	1b Target: 
	0: PROOFS&SAFAL:m: 1.630; f: 897other: no target
	1: PROOFS and other projects: no target
	2: PROOFS and other projects: no target
	3: 9

	1b Result: 
	0: PROOFS&SAFAL:m/f : n.a.other: n.a.
	1: PROOFS and other projects: n.a
	2: PROOFS and other projects: n.a.
	3: 0

	1b Result 2: 
	0: PROOFS&SAFAL: m: 314; f: 24other: n.a.
	1: PROOFS: 98.048.576other projects: n.a.
	2: PROOFS: 10.300.000other projects: n.a.
	3: 20

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

	1b Source: 
	0: PROOFS & SAFAL aggregatedOther projects: CDSP & Blue Gold
	1: PROOFSOther projects: CDSP, Blue Gold & SAFAL
	2: PROOFSOther projects: CDSP, Blue Gold & SAFAL
	3: CDSP, Blue Gold, PROOFS, SAFAL & Food Safety aggregated

	2a Baseline: 
	0: 15
	1: 7
	2: not available
	3: 779,04 (2011)

	2a Target: 
	0: no target set
	1: no target set
	2: not available
	3: not available

	2a Result: 
	0: 15
	1: 4,2
	2: 152,6
	3: 1194,88

	2a Result 2: 
	0: 28
	1: not yet available
	2: 202,9
	3: 1730,63

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

	2a Source: 
	0: Embassy, Nyenrode & Bangladesh Board of Investment
	1: Bangladesh Board of Investment
	2: Bangladesh Bank
	3: Bangladesh Bank

	2b Baseline: 
	0: SAFAL & Food Safety: 0other: not available
	1: 0
	2: 0
	3: 0

	2b Target: 
	0: SAFAL & Food Safety: 6other: no target
	1: no targets are set
	2: no targets are set
	3: PROOFS&SAFAL:   2.207BG: no target set

	2b Result 1: 
	1b: 
	0: SAFAL & Food Safety: 0other: n.a.
	1: not yet available
	2: not yet available
	3: PROOFS&SAFAL:   not applicableBG: not applicable


	2b Result 2: 
	0: SAFAL & Food Safety: 0other: n.a.
	1: 164.000
	2: not yet available
	3: PROOFS&SAFAL:   0BG: not yet avail.

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

	2b Source: 
	0: SAFAL & Food Safety aggregatedOther projects: Blue Gold & PROOFS
	1: Projects reporting on this: Blue Gold, PROOFS & SAFAL. Result 2013 reported for DSM contribution in Rice Fortification project. 
	2: Projects reporting on this: Blue Gold, PROOFS & SAFAL
	3: PROOFS & SAFAL aggregatedBG: Blue Gold

	1a 2 Indicators: 
	0: Indicator 5: Annual increase of agricultural GDP 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1a 2 Baseline: 
	0: 5,24 (2010/2011)
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1a 2 Target: 
	0: 4,4%
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1a 2 Result: 
	0: 2,36% (2011/2012)
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1a 2 Result 2: 
	0: 2,17% (2012/2013)
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

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

	1a 2 Source: 
	0: Country Investment Plan Monitoring Report
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1b 2 Indicators: 
	0: 
	0: 

	1: 
	0: 

	2: 
	0: 

	3: 
	0: 


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

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

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

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

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

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

	2a 2 Indicators: 
	0: Indicator 5: number of Dutch companies trading with Bangladesh in the agro-food sector
	1: Indicator 6: total trade volume (in billion USD)
	2: 
	3: 

	2a 2 Baseline: 
	0: 14
	1: not available
	2: 
	3: 

	2a 2 Target: 
	0: no target set
	1: not available
	2: 
	3: 

	2a 2 Result: 
	0: 14
	1: 13.599,8
	2: 
	3: 

	2a 2 Result 2: 
	0: not yet available
	1: 16.594
	2: 
	3: 

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

	2a 2 Source: 
	0: Dutch-Bangla Chamber of Commerce
	1: Bangladesh Bank
	2: 
	3: 

	2b 2 Baseline: 
	0: PROOFS, SAFAL & FS: 3
	1: PROOFS, SAFAL & FS: 0other projects: 0
	2: 
	3: 

	2b 2 Target: 
	0: PROOFS, SAFAL & FS: 4
	1: PROOFS, SAFAL & FS: 10Other: no target
	2: 
	3: 

	2b 2 Result: 
	0: PROOFS, SAFAL & FS not applicable
	1: PROOFS, SAFAL & FS: 1other:not applicabl
	2: 
	3: 

	2b 2 Result 2: 
	0: PROOFS, SAFAL & FS: 2
	1: PROOFS, SAFAL & FS: 24other: not yet avail.
	2: 
	3: 

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

	2b 2 Source: 
	0: PROOFS, SAFAL & FS (Food Safety) aggregated
	1: PROOFS, SAFAL & FS (Food Safety) aggregatedOther projects: CDSP & Blue Gold
	2: 
	3: 

	2b 2 Indicators: 
	1: Indicator 6: number of contacts made or communication taking place with Dutch companies in Food Security Programme
	2: 
	3: 
	0: Indicator 5: number of Dutch knowledge institutes in Bangladesh due to Food Security Programme


	1: 
	1a 2 Indicators: 
	0: Indicator 5: production of aquaculture products in million tonnes
	1: Indicator 6: meat production in million tonnes
	2: Indicator 7: share of rice value added in total food value added in added in current price 
	3: 

	1a 2 Baseline: 
	0: 1,05 (2011)
	1: 0,62 (2011)
	2: 42,44% (2010/2011)
	3: 

	1a 2 Target: 
	0: not available 
	1: not available
	2: decreasing over time
	3: 

	1a 2 Result: 
	0: 0,96
	1: 0,63
	2: 41,71% (2011/2012)
	3: 

	1a 2 Result 2: 
	0: not yet available
	1: not yet available
	2: not yet available
	3: 

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

	1a 2 Source: 
	0: FAO Stat
	1: FAO Stat
	2: CIP Monitoring Report
	3: 

	1b 2 Indicators: 
	0: Indicator 5: production of aquaculture products in tonnes
	1: Indicator 6: number of cattle
	2: Indicator 7: number of Farmer Field Schools established
	3: Indicator 8: number of Producer Groups created

	1b 2 Baseline: 
	0: CDSP: 1.204Other projects: 142.696
	1: CDSP: 31.076 Blue Gold: 271.797
	2: CDSP, Blue Gold & Crop Water: 0
	3: PROOFS & SAFAL: 0

	1b 2 Target: 
	0: CDSP: 4.816Other projects: to be determined
	1: CDSP: 0other projects: no target
	2: CDSP, Blue Gold & Crop Water: 1.987
	3: PROOFS&SAFAL:4.200

	1b 2 Result: 
	0: CDSP: 1.344Other projects: not applicable
	1: CDSP: 34.703other projects: not yet available
	2: CDSP, Blue Gold & Crop Water: 1.080
	3: PROOFS&SAFAL:not applicable

	1b 2 Result 2: 
	0: CDSP 3.596Other projects: not yet available
	1: CDSP: 39.737other projects: not yet available
	2: CDSP, Blue Gold & Crop Water: 1.174
	3: PROOFS&SAFAL:2.075

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

	1b 2 Source: 
	0: CDSPOther projects: Blue Gold, PROOFS & SAFAL aggregated
	1: CDSPOther projects: Blue Gold, PROOFS & SAFAL
	2: CDSP, Blue Gold & Crop Water aggregated
	3: PROOFS & SAFAL aggregated
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	b Activity number 1: PIR 24007Water Budget
	b Activity name 1: Blue Gold
	b Actual expenditure 1: 3.482.830 Euro
	b Name organisation 1: Mott MacDonald
	b Channel 1: [Research institute and  companies]
	b Mitigation 1: 
	0: [Adaptation]
	1: [Mitigation and Adaptation]
	2: [...]
	3: [...]
	4: [...]
	5: [...]
	6: [...]
	7: [...]
	8: [...]
	9: [...]
	10: [...]
	11: [...]
	12: [...]
	13: [...]
	14: [...]
	15: [...]
	16: [...]
	17: [...]
	18: [...]
	19: [...]
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	1: [Significant]
	2: [...]
	3: [...]
	4: [...]
	5: [...]
	6: [...]
	7: [...]
	8: [...]
	9: [...]
	10: [...]
	11: [...]
	12: [...]
	13: [...]
	14: [...]
	15: [...]
	16: [...]
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	19: [...]
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	2: [...]
	3: [...]
	4: [...]
	5: [...]
	6: [...]
	7: [...]
	8: [...]
	9: [...]
	10: [...]
	11: [...]
	12: [...]
	13: [...]
	14: [...]
	15: [...]
	16: [...]
	17: [...]
	18: [...]
	19: [...]
	20: [...]

	b Activity number 2: PIR 24634Water Budget
	b Activity name 2: Improved Crop Water Management Practices in Coastal Areas
	b Actual expenditure 2: 876.000 Euro
	b Name organisation 2: FAO
	b Channel 2: [Multilateral organization]
	b Activity number 3: 
	b Activity name 3: 
	b Actual expenditure 3: 
	b Name organisation 3: 
	b Channel 3: [...]
	b Activity number 4: 
	b Activity name 4: 
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	b Channel 4: [...]
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	b Activity name 6: 
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	b Activity number 15: 
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	b Name organisation 16: 
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	b Activity number 17: 
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	b Activity number 18: 
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	b Activity name 21: 
	b Actual expenditure 21: 
	b Name organisation 21: 
	b Channel 21: [...]
	Organisation: Embassy of the Kingdom of the Netherlands, Dhaka (Bangladesh)
	Date: August 2014
	Reporting period: 2013
	a Activity number 1: PIR 24235 FS Budget
	a Activity name 1: Food Safety (Improving Food Safety in Bangladesh)
	a Actual expenditure 1: 2.927.163 Euro
	a Name organisation 1: FAO
	a Channel 1: [Multilateral organization]
	a Mitigation 1: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 1: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 1b: [Not applicable]
	a Activity number 2: PIR 24552 FS Budget
	a Activity name 2: SaFaL (Sustainable Agriculture, Food Security and Linkages)
	a Actual expenditure 2: 1.167.458 Euro
	a Name organisation 2: Solidaridad Network Asia
	a Channel 2: [NGO]
	a Mitigation 2: [Adaptation]
	a Significant 2: [Significant]
	a Significant 2b: [Significant]
	a Activity number 3: PIR 25477FS Budget
	a Activity name 3: PROOFS (Profitable Opportunities for Food Security)
	a Actual expenditure 3: 2.311.830 Euro
	a Name organisation 3: ICCO, iDE & BoP Inc
	a Channel 3: [NGO]
	a Mitigation 3: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 3: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 3b: [Significant]
	a Activity number 4: PIR 25478Gender Budget
	a Activity name 4: Rice Fortification (Scaling up Rice Fortification in Bangladesh)
	a Actual expenditure 4: 539.994 Euro
	a Name organisation 4: WFP & DSM
	a Channel 4: [Multilateral organization]
	a Mitigation 4: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 4: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 4b: [Principal]
	a Activity number 5: PIR 21607Water Budget
	a Activity name 5: CDSP-IV (Char Development and Settlement Project Phase-IV)
	a Actual expenditure 5: 2.649.848 Euro
	a Name organisation 5: IFAD
	a Channel 5: [Multilateral organization]
	a Mitigation 5: [Adaptation]
	a Significant 5: [Significant]
	a Significant 5b: [Significant]
	Baseline 1: 42,68 (2011)
	Knop 2839: 
	Select results Area 3: [B.    Results achieved as planned]
	Results 3: Four projects contributing to food production have started implementation in 2013. They have started producing outputs, but not yet any results at the outcome level. CDSP IV is being implemented as planned.  With the exception of CDSP IV, since the four projects contributing to food production have started implementation in 2013, they were therefore not yet able to show much impact on income, economic sustainable development, and gender empowerment in 2013.
	Implications 3: The embassy will continue to play an active role in linking up the Dutch private sector to its food security programmes in 2014 and learn from its experiences in this field, in order to decide on its further course of action to realize the transition from aid to trade.  
	Select results Area 2: [B.    Results achieved as planned]
	Results 2: The embassy's projects contributing to food production started implementation in the course of 2013. As they started, their first focus was on production and establishing market linkages. They have therefore not yet produced significant outcome results with respect to income, employment, nutrition, gender empowerment, and food availability within households.               
	Implications 2: The main challenge in the food security programme with regard to access to food is to effectively translate increased income and availability of nutritious foods into improved and safe nutrition. It is only in this manner that the approaches and methods developed by the projects will be convincing enough so that they will be adopted by other development actors and integrated into food security policies of the government.      
	Select results Area 1: [B.    Results achieved as planned]
	Results 1: Four projects contributing to food production have started implementation in 2013. Theu have started producing outputs, but not yet any results at the outcome level. CDSP IV is being implemented as planned.  Not all projects were able to provide detailed sex-aggregated data, either because the projects just started or they don’t measure these figures. Although our projects do focus on improvement of employment of women and strengthening of female entrepreneurship these results are therefore not extensively showed in this year’s results.  Although some of our food security projects do have a climate change component there are no indicators that capture specified data on the effects of climate change or how our projects are contributing to resilience because projects just started and/or they are not measured in surveys.        
	Implications 1: The embassy must see to it that projects will carry out their activities as planned. In that it will encourage exchange of experiences among projects and work on early dissemination of project results through the right channels and at the right platforms with government, development partners and private sector, to ensure that the projects will have impact on government policies and the modes of interventions of other development actors and the private sector.Projects that just started in 2013 were not able to provide results on gender equality and are most likely to provide them next year when the first results are measured. Furthermore, projects which did not provided data on gender we encourage to measure and/or provide this for the 2014 result fiche. For future projects we will stress the importance of data on gender equality and encourage more emphasis on gender for example through baseline studies and other surveys. For next year’s result on the effects on climate change there must be thought on new indicators to capture the way our projects are improving resilience towards these effects and how these can be measured through surveys.        
	Knop 2084: 
	Knop 2840: 
	Indicators 2: 
	1: 
	0: Indicator 1 (standard): undernourishment for all age groups
	1: Indicator 2 (standard): underweight (0-59 months)
	2: Indicator 3 (standard): stunting (0-59 months)
	3: Indicator 4: Poverty Headcount Index
	4: Indicator 1 (standard): dietary diversity of households
	5: Indicator 2: average daily intake in kCal/day  
	6: Indicator 3: anemia prevalence                    in children under 5                   in non-pregnant and non-lacting women
	7: Indicator 4: average annual household income in Taka
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