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Water



Activity 2013 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 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

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

this result?

Baseline Target 2015  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 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

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

this result?

Baseline Target 2015  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 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

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

this result?

Baseline Target 2015  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 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

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

this result?

Baseline Target 2015  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 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

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

this result?

Baseline Target 2015  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 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

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

this result?

Baseline Target 2015  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 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

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

this result?

Baseline Target 2015  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 1 (remaining indicators) 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 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

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

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



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



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

Result Question 2.2a: To what extent has trans boundary and collective river basin management been improved in the target area of your programme? 

Baseline Target  Result  Result Result Source

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

Baseline Target  Result  Result Result Source



Result Area 3 (remaining indicators) 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  Result  Result Result Source

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

Baseline Target  Result  Result Result Source

i



Result Area 3 (remaining indicators) 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  Result  Result Result Source

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

Baseline Target  Result  Result Result Source



Result Area 4 (remaining indicators) 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 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

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

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source



Result Area 4 (remaining indicators) 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 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source

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

Baseline Target 2015  Result 2012  Result 2013 Result 2014 Source
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	Indicators 2: 
	1: 
	1: % of Low Human Development Development Countries that has reached an advanced stage of implementation of water laws.
	2: % of Low Human Development Development Countries that has reached an advanced stage in the implementation of water management plans.
	3: 
	4: Number of policies / laws and plans ccounting for competing water uses.
	5: Number of government agencies with strengthened capacity to address climate change, water security and river basin issues.
	6: 
	7: 
	0: % of Low Human Development Development Countries that has reached an advanced stage in the development of integrated water policies.

	2: 
	0: % of Low Human Development Development Countries that are in an advanced stage of transboundary agreements for specific river basins.
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: Number of transboundary river basins with information sharing between all riparian countries
	5: Number of transboundary river basins with cooperative water management (irrigation, hydropower, floods etc)
	6: Number of transboundary river basins with joint climate-proof water infrastructure development (benefit sharing)
	7: 


	Select results Area 2: [B.    Results achieved as planned]
	Select results Area 1: [B.    Results achieved as planned]
	Select results Area 3: [C.    Results achieved poorer than planned]
	Select results Area 4: [B.    Results achieved as planned]
	Indicators 3: 
	1: 
	0: Percentage of urban / rural population with sustainable access to, and using, improved sanitation facilities
	1: Percentage of urban / rural population with sustainable access to, and using, improved drinking water facilities
	2: Percentage of population engaged in open defecation (to monitor behavioural change)
	3: Share of functional WASH facilities
	4: Number of people (urban /rural, male/female) reached with sustainable access to, and using, improved sanitation facilities through central programs
	5: Number of people (urban/rural, male/female) reached with sustainable access to, and using, improved  water sources through central programs
	6: Number of people reached with hygiene education and social marketing programmes
	7: Number of communities/schools declared open defecation free (ODF)

	2: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: Number of countries where new partnerships have been developed to sustainably manage water resources for example via PPPs and water operator partnerships (WOPs)
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 
	0: 


	Indicators 4: 
	1: 
	1: Number of Dutch NGO's active in the local water sector.
	2: Number of Dutch companies active in the local water sector.
	3: Number of Dutch water boards and drinking watercompanies active in the local water sector.
	0: Number of Dutch water knowledge institutions active in the local water sector.

	2b: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	3: 
	0: Water export of the Netherlands (EUR)
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	4: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

	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 Source: 
	0: Only ESARO program.
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

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

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

	1b 2 Result: 
	0: 95%
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1b 2 Result 2: 
	0: 100%
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1b 2 Result 3: 
	0: 
	1: 
	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: 3 (2011)
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	2b Target: 
	0: 11
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

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


	2b Result 2: 
	0: 9
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

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

	2b Source: 
	0: FUSP (Mozambique), FDW I (only WASH PPPs), Football for WASH.
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1a Baseline: 
	0: 51% (1990)
	1: 76% (1990)
	2: 24% (1990)
	3: n.a.

	1a Target: 
	0: 75% (MDG7c)
	1: 88% (MDG7c)
	2: n.a.
	3: n.a.

	1a Result: 
	0: 64%(u: 80%; r: 47%)
	1: 89%(u: 96%; r: 82%)
	2: 14%(u: 10%; r:90%)
	3: 30%-40%

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

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

	1a Source: 
	0: Joint Monitoring Program, WHO/UNICEF, http://www.wssinfo.org/fileadmin/user_upload/resources/JMP_report_2014_webEng.pdf 
	1: Joint Monitoring Program, WHO/UNICEF, http://www.wssinfo.org/fileadmin/user_upload/resources/JMP_report_2014_webEng.pdf 
	2: Joint Monitoring Program, WHO/UNICEF, http://www.wssinfo.org/fileadmin/user_upload/resources/JMP_report_2014_webEng.pdf 
	3: Moriarity, Smits, Butterworth, & Franceys, 2013; Improve International, http://improveinternational.wordpress.com/handy-resources/sad-stats/

	1b Baseline: 
	0: 0
	1: 0
	2: n.a.
	3: n.a.

	1b Target: 
	0: 25 million
	1: 25 million (moved to 2018)
	2: n.a.
	3: n.a.

	1b Result: 
	0: 2.28 million(u: 25%; r:75%*)
	1: 1.52 million(u:20%; r:80%*)
	2: 8 million
	3: 3,600

	1b Result 2: 
	0: 1.46 million (provisional**)
	1: 0.657 million(provisional**)
	2: 485 communities295 schools2.94 million people
	3: 6,756

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

	1b Source: 
	0: Based on DME's MDG7 monitoring dataset*Estimation based on annual reports
	1: Based on DME's MDG7 monitoring dataset**The results have not been reported by all organizations yet
	2: Plan NL Mid-Term Review Pan African CLTS Program (2012-2013); FUSP Annual Report 2013; ESARO Annual Report 2013; WCARO; Global Sanitation Fund
	3: Plan NL Mid-Term Review Pan African CLTS program (2012-2013); WCARO Annual Report 2013; Global Sanitation Fund august 2013 update and GSF website

	2a 2 Indicators: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

	2b 2 Indicators: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1a 2 Indicators: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

	1b 2 Indicators: 
	0: 
	0: Share of functional WASH facilities

	1: 
	0: 

	2: 
	0: 

	3: 
	0: 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



	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 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: n.a.
	3: 

	2b Target: 
	0: 7
	1: 7
	2: 3
	3: 

	2b Result: 
	0: 4
	1: 3
	2: 2
	3: 

	2b Result 2: 
	0: 4
	1: 3
	2: 2
	3: 

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

	2b Source: 
	0: NBI, OMVS, MRC annual reports
	1: NBI, OMVS, MRC annual reports
	2: NBI, OMVS, MRC annual reports
	3: 

	2a Target: 
	0: n.a.
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	2a Result: 
	0: 42%
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	2a Result 2: 
	0: 42% (*)
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

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

	2a Source: 
	0: Status Report on the Application of Integrated Approaches to Water Resources Management, UN-water, 2012
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	2b Baseline: 
	0: 4
	1: 3
	2: 2
	3: 

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

	1a Target: 
	0: n.a.
	1: n.a.
	2: n.a.
	3: 

	1a Result: 
	0: 29%
	1: 36%
	2: 15%
	3: 

	1a Result 2: 
	0: 29% (*)
	1: 36% (*)
	2: 15% (*)
	3: 

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

	1a Source: 
	0: Source: Status Report on the Application of Integrated Approaches to Water Resources Management, UN-water, 2012
	1: Source: Status Report on the Application of Integrated Approaches to Water Resources Management, UN-water, 2012
	2: Source: Status Report on the Application of Integrated Approaches to Water Resources Management, UN-water, 2012
	3: 

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

	1b Target: 
	0: 40
	1: 33
	2: 
	3: 

	1b Result: 
	0: 7
	1: 3
	2: 
	3: 

	1b Result 2: 
	0: 7
	1: 10
	2: 
	3: 

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

	1b Source: 
	0: Annual reports of: Global Water Partnership, Water OS/Water mondiaal, Worldbank Water Partnership Program annual report, UNESCO-IHE)
	1: Worldbank Water Partnership Program annual report, Global Water Partnership annual report; UNESCO-IHE)
	2: 
	3: 

	2a 2 Indicators: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	2b 2 Indicators: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1a 2 Indicators: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

	1b 2 Indicators: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


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

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

	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: 

	1a 2 Baseline: 
	1: 3.5(2009)
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 6.4(2009)

	1a 2 Target: 
	1: 2.6
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 4.8

	1a 2 Result: 
	1: 3.1
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 7.1

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

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

	1a 2 Indicators: 
	0: Water productivity  Water productivity for Sorghum in 2 partners countries) (Yemen and South Sudan) in m3 water used/ ton yield
	1: Water productivity  Water productivity for Wheat in 1 partners countries) (Palestinian Authorities) in m3 water used/ ton yield
	2: 
	3: 

	1b 2 Indicators: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 


	Results 4: Mobilizing Dutch expertise in the formulation of water aid programs has led to programmatic choices that are well aligned with Dutch strengths. This offers opportunities for Dutch water sector agencies to demonstrate their added value. The agenda for aid, trade and investments has been communicated extensively by Embassies and the Ministry of Foreign Affairs. As a result, partners in developing countries are becoming used to the idea that mutual benefits are the basis of sustainable bilateral relationships. The assessment is that in most countries the achievement of results is on track. 
	Implications 4: 
	Result 4: 
	1: 2.2
	2: 
	3: 
	1b: 
	2b: 
	3b: 
	1a: The programme 'Water OS' implemented by The Netherlands Enterprise Agency (RVO.nl)  and Netherlands Water Partnership (NWP), has been instrumental in making available the water knowledge and expertise from NL consulting firms, water boards, water utilities, NGOs, and knowledge institutes for the formulation of water programs in partner countries where water is a focal theme of development cooperation. This has allowed NL embassies and partner countries to make programmatic choices that address those water needs in which the Dutch have particular strengths. In 2013, numerous Dutch water sector agencies deployed their expertise in the formulation of programmes for the Sustainable Water Fund. Moreover, Dutch financing allowed the Global Water Partnership to develop a delta management programme in collaboration with NL knowledge institutes of the Delta Alliance. NL financing of the Water Partnership Program helped the World Bank to develop global initiatives on remote sensing and disaster risk reduction, making use of Dutch expertise. The Asian Development Bank also used Dutch financing to formulate investment programmes. As a result, dozens of Dutch water sector representatives helped shape a sizeable water portfolio in developing countries with a significant Dutch signature.Under the UNICEF WCARO WASH programme an agreement has been reached to involve Dutch knowledge and expertise in the program aiming for 10-15% of total funding. The first results of this partnership are positive and show e.g. involvement of Akvo, Practica and IRC in the UNICEF programme.
	1b12: See 4.1a. 
	2a: The transition from an 'aid' to an 'aid & trade' relationship advances in countries such as Colombia, Indonesia, Bangladesh, Mozambique, and Kenya. The time horizon for this transition is medium term. It is different in every country, depending on factors such as the needs of the country, the drivers of economic growth, the development stage of its private sector, comparative advantages of the Dutch vis a vis competitors, and the extent to which networks and NL reputation established through aid, are relevant in a trade perspective as well. We experience in the water sector that the logical transition is not necessarily from 'water aid' to 'water trade'. The public sector in developing countries is the dominant economic actor in water; they procure most water services and infrastructure. And public sector procurement criteria in developing countries tend to favor price over quality. Dutch suppliers are more competitive when quality is given more weight. Water aid may in fact rather open doors to agribusiness, or port development, or contracts in the manufacturing industry, etc. In most transition countries, the NL aid budgets show a declining trend. But no reliable information is available yet to determine a rising trend in trade volumes. In 2014, a  'trade' baseline will be established for most transition countries against which future developments in the aid & trade balance can be referenced.There is no specific information available about the investments of the Netherlands in the local water sector in developing countries. The only data available is the the Water Export Index (WEI) which determines since 1990 the value of the Dutch Water Sector to all countries. The top sector water has defined the target to double in 2020 the Dutch water export (with respect to the year 2010).  
	2b13: See 4.2a.

	4: 
	2a Result: 
	0: 
	0: 
	0: 7.1 milliard
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1: 
	0: 7.4 milliard
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	2: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 



	1a Baseline: 
	0: 4
	1: 9
	2: 1
	3: 2

	1a Target: 
	0: 20
	1: 25
	2: 40
	3: 15

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

	1a Result 2: 
	0: 19
	1: 38
	2: 22
	3: 12

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

	1a Source: 
	0: Project reports and websites.
	1: Project reports and websites.
	2: Project reports and websites.
	3: Project reports and websites.

	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: 6.7 milliard
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	2a Target: 
	0: 9.0 milliard
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	2a Source: 
	0: De Water Export Index (WEI)
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	2b Baseline: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	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: 

	1a 2 Indicators: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	0: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

	1b 2 Indicators: 
	0: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 

	1b 2 Baseline: 
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	Results 3: The budget cuts on development cooperation have accumulated over the past years, affecting the scope and ambition levels for our programmes . This has led to the decision to extend the timeframe for reaching the drinking water target (25 mln people) to 2018
	Implications 3: Progress in WASH is measured against the targets to provide 25 million additional people with access to improved sanitation in 2011-2015 and provide 25 million people with access to clean drinking water in the period 2011-2018. Based on current figures, we have reached 7,8 million people with improved access to drinking water and 13,5 million people with improved sanitation since 2011. Based on current commitments, the projected total number of people reached by the target date is 29,0 million for sanitation (2015) and 17,7 million people for drinking water (2018). This has important implications for planning.  For drinking water, however, the current Dutch commitment will not suffice; additional investments in drinking water projects are needed in the period 2014-2018. (Note: the target and these figures include results obtained through programmes managed by the embassies).
	Result 3: 
	2a: On the global level there has been a growing realization that WASH and IWRM are interdependent. Additionally, there is a greater acknowledgment that treating water issues in silo's (drinking water, water for production, waste water, and water management) is not sustainable. The 2013 World Water Day was celebrated in The Hague, and the outcome of the meeting signaled the importance of improved water management practices globally in order to secure water service delivery and reduce disaster related risks. The Sanitation and Water for All (SWA) initiative has realized the importance of involvement of the private sector at an early stage. The SWA 2013 High Level Meeting, hosted by the World Bank in Washington, underlined the importance of improved asset management and the need of involving the private sector in service delivery. UN-HABITAT has set up a Global Water Operator Partnership secretariat in Barcelona in order to bring drinking water utilities from the North into contact with utilities from the South. The objective of this was a learning experience that would allow the drinking water utilities in the South to improve their performance (e.g. reduce non-revenue water). The discussion around the new SDGs has drawn the same conclusion and now promotes a focus on one water target which combines all elements (Big Water). An important result in this regard is that a completely worked-out and internationally agreed upon results-framework has been developed by UN-Water/JMP. This shows that the water sector is far ahead in comparison to other sectors and will provide a strong input for further decision-making on the SDGs.
	1a: On a daily basis, thousands of people gain access to an improved drinking water source and sanitation services and thus experience an increase in their quality of life. The effort that is put into this becomes clear from the fact that the MDG target on drinking water has already been met on the global level in 2012.In that year, 94 million people gained access to an improved drinking water source (JMP, 2013 & JMP, 2014). It is significant to note that especially in Sub-Saharan Africa progress has been immense, as 50.000 people on average per day have gained access to an improved drinking water source since 2000 (JMP, 2014). In the area of sanitation, significant improvements have been made as well: 68 million people obtained access to improved sanitation services in 2012 alone. Additionally, the open defecation rate dropped from 15% in 2011 to 14% in 2012. The issue of open defecation was effectively put on the global agenda thanks to the 'call to action on sanitation' that was made by the Deputy Secretary-General of the UN, Jan Eliasson. An important cross-cutting theme in the field of drinking water and sanitation is sustainability. Sustainability of WASH services has increasingly been on the global agenda. This also resonates in practice: the recognition of high levels of non-functionality in WASH services has led to an increased application of the service delivery approach in program planning and management, meaning that the provision of safe water and access to improved sanitation is ensured and that facilities will continue to deliver a basic level of service for all people over time (thus including an adequate budget for post-reconstruction support, capital repairs, and operation and maintenance) (Moriarity, Smits, Butterworth, & Franceys, 2013). Another important, positive development is the progress that is made on the post-2015 SDGs. In the run-up to the official negotiations, water in general and WASH in particular have been effectively put on the global agenda. This recognition of the importance of WASH is unprecedented in history. This is largely due to the fact that the sector is highly organized (especially through SWA, WSP, UNSGAB, UN-WATER, etc.), which allowed for an effective consultative process with more online discussions and entries during the global consultation process than any of the other themes for the SDGs.As becomes clear from the previous analysis, great progress is made in the area of WASH provision. There are, however, many challenges ahead. In 2012, there were still 748 million people worldwide (compared to 768 million people in 2011) who lacked access to clean drinking water and 2.54 billion people who did not make use of improved sanitation facilities (40 million more than in 2011) (JMP, 2013 & JMP, 2014). Four main challenges can be identified when it comes to the provision of WASH services: population growth, regional inequality, inequality between rural and urban areas and the drop in global expenditure in global expenditure on development cooperation. (The MDG Report, 2013).
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	1b: 
	2b: 
	3b: 
	1b12: The Dutch spending on centrally managed programs is directly responsible for the provision of improved sanitation facilities for 1.46mln people in developing countries. Additionally, these programs led to 657.000 people gaining access to safe drinking water in 2013 (note: these numbers are provisional as not all reports have been received from the implementing agencies yet; data based on DME's MDG7 monitoring dataset). Important progress is also made on eliminating open defecation, as 6,756 communities/schools have been declared open defecation free. This greater success than last year is especially due to the work of the Global Sanitation Fund (as part of WSSCC), through which the Dutch contribution was able to secure ODF status of over 5,630 communities. Considering the current investments, it is highly likely that we will meet our 2015 target to reach 25 million people with sanitation. Our drinking water target to reach 25 million with access to safe water supply by 2015 has been moved to 2018 because of budgetary constraints, but will need continued investments if we want to reach the target. Our centrally funded programs (like our other programs) have had a strong focus on increasing the access of WASH services for rural populations, as the JMP has shown that these areas are in most need of additional access to WASH.Access to institutional facilities is not counted as part of the MDG progress. There are, however, important centrally funded projects that contribute to drinking water and sanitation facilities in schools and health centers. Notable among these are the 'Frisian Urban Sanitation Project II', the 'UNICEF ESARO WASH Program', and the 'UNICEF WCARO WASH Program'. Through these programmes 410 schools and health centers were provided with sanitation and water facilities. A very important ingredient to achieve the desired health outcomes of WASH facilities is behavioral change. Many of our centrally funded programs contribute to this (most notably again the GSF, FUSP II, WCARO, and ESARO, but also the PLAN.nl 'Empowering self-help sanitation programme') and in 2013, 780 schools and communities as well as 2.94 million people were reached with education programs regarding sanitation and hygienic behavior. Plan NL reported that their awareness and education programs on sanitation have led to the construction of 142,027 new latrines by rural households in their target countries in Sub-Sahara Africa. Furthermore, UNICEF WCARO is largely engaged in training of local staff, specifically so that they can continue to promote hygiene, independently maintain water points, and manage and monitor their status.The Netherlands has also played an active role in putting WASH on the global agenda. Hosting the World Water Day of 2013 was an important event in this regard, which drew renewed attention to the water issue and showed the Dutch commitment. Together with the Swiss government and Dutch water sector partners, notably NGOs like SIMAVI, we have been the leaders in the thematic consultations for the post-2015 SDGs.A large focus has been on sustainability in 2013. This is especially visible from the fact that the sustainability checks and -compact are now compulsory for SWF funded programmes.. Additionally, we have implemented the sustainability clause in  new contracts that were signed with UNICEF and WSSCC.  This clause will guarantee that the partner is responsible for 100% functionality of the WASH services they deliver to third countries. This clause is gradually also adopted by other partners in their arrangement with third parties. More awareness on the importance of sustainability, evidence on effectiveness and tools for monitoring it has been raised during the World Water Week in Stockholm and the IRC organized WASH Monitoring & Evaluation meeting in Addis Ababa.
	2b13: In 2013, 12 DGIS-supported WASH PPPs were active. There is a growing realization that complex water issues cannot be solved by single actors. The new Dutch policy on foreign trade and development cooperation reflects this and stimulates the role of the private sector. This comes from the realization that the private sector brings innovative thinking in terms of sustainable business models and in terms of technical innovations. In 2012, the Sustainable Water Fund (SWF) was established to promote public private partnerships in the water sector (including WASH) and in 2013, the first projects were started. An important component of the SWF requirements is that integrated water management is promoted and that the applicants are encouraged to think about an integrated and sustainable approach to solving issues related to water. Through the SWF, 9 WASH PPPs were established in 8 different countries, leveraging almost EUR 50 million from the private sector. These partnerships focus for example on transfer of knowledge to local water utilities, often combining this with attention to water resource management. This is the case in the new partnership between Vitens Evides International, Meta Meta, Dutch water boards and several local authorities in Addis Abeba and Adema town in Ethiopia. Additionally, 2 other WASH PPPs were active in 2013. The first is the Football for Water partnership with the Dutch Royal Soccer Association (KNVB) and the second was the Frisian Urban Sanitation Project (FUSP) in Mozambique.  It is also important to note that knowledge institutions are increasingly recognized as partner as well. An example of this is the partnership that was developed between Global Water Operator Partnership Alliance (GWOPA) and UNESCO-IHE. This partnership allows for linking water utility practice with academic know-how and educational skills. The World Water Day was again an important event in the light of integration of water management as the meeting greatly contributed to an increased awareness of the importance of improved water management and the realization of a dedicated water goal for the SDGs.

	Results 2: The Netherlands made rather good progress in the field of watermanagement. Several new policies, laws and plans have been developed and implementation of water management plans advanced well. Four major river basin organizations in Africa and Asia made progress, but developing these organizations requires a long term engagement. A new program with the World Bank, Cooperation on International Water in Africa (CIWA) started.
	Implications 2: It is necessary to continue the support to the important global players in the field of watermanagement and the specific river basin organizations. A big share of the African population lives in the catchment areas of the big transboundary rivers (Nile, Zambezi, Senegal, Niger) and benefits from the support of the Netherlands to the river basin organizations..
	Result 2: 
	2a: Worldwide there are 276 transboundary river basins, of which 64 are in Africa and 60 are in Asia. 148 countries include territory within one or more transboundary river basins.  60% of the world's 276 international river basins lack any type of cooperative management system.  (Source: UN-Water).In 2012 UN water carried out a survey on transboundary cooperation with the following results. At the global level, 38% of the countries have reached an advanced stage in the implementation of transboundary water resources management agreements for specific river basins. For the Low Human Development Index Countries, the reported number (42%) seems to be far too high. There are no new survey data available for the year 2013.(Source: Status Report on the Application of Integrated Approaches to Water Resources Management, UN-water, 2012).
	1a: Water resources management requires good water policies, water legislation and water resources planning. Countries report improvements to the institutional framework together with improved policies, laws and systems over the past 20 years. This has led to better water resources management practices bringing important socio-economic benefits, like better health of the population and higher agricultural production due to irrigation. Integrated approaches to water resources management and development are critical towards a green economy and adaptation to climate change.In 2012 UN WATER carried out a survey about the progress on water management.  From the group of Low Human Development Index Countries, 29% of the countries have reached an advanced stage in the development of integrated water policies, 36% have reached an advanced stage of implementation of water laws and 15 % have reached an advanced stage in the implementation of water management plans. These low numbers mean that these countries are not well prepared for sustainable water management and adaptation to climate change.  (Source: Status Report on the Application of Integrated Approaches to Water Resources Management, UN-water, 2012).
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	bbb: Joint donor support to the Global Water Partnership (GWP) has contributed to the approval of the West Africa regional water policy action plan, the adoption of the Kazakhstan State Water Management Programme, the approval of the integrated management plan of the Xiang River Basin and revision of the Vietnam water law. GWP built capacity of government officials to adapt to climate change in two provinces in China and supported Peru on water resources management.The Water-OS/Water Mondiaal programs supported the government of Mozambique to formulate a recovery strategy and implement an emergency rehabilitation program for the Limpopo and Zambezi deltas. The city of Beira developed a master plan enhancing the city's resilience against water and climate related stress like flooding and salt water intrusion.  The World Bank's Water Partnership Program has contributed to the Mekong Delta Plan for the sustainable development in times of climate change. The Dutch support to UNESCO-IHE has contributed to research and capacity development on IWRM in a.o. Bangladesh, China, Colombia, Cuba, Egypt, Ethiopia, Indonesia and Myanmar.(Source: Global Water Partnership annual report, annual reports  Water OS/ Water Mondiaal, Worldbank Water Partnership Program annual report, UNESCO-IHE annual report)
	2bb: The Netherlands supported the cooperation and information sharing in the transboundary water systems of the Incomati, Nile, Senegal and Zambezi river. Joint Water infrastructure development has advanced substantially in the upstream part of the Nile Basin (Equatorial Lakes Region). The DUPC-program with UNESCO-IHE has contributed to research and capacity development in the basins of the Incomati, Mekong, Nile and Zambezi river. (Sources: World Bank, Mozambique Ministry of Public Works and Housing, UNESCO-IHE).

	Results 1: The individual programmes have achieved results in terms of actions (i.e. soil water conservation and retention structures and techniques) and training to achieve efficient use in agriculture.   
	Implications 1: The major challenge will now be to scale up all the local/regional level initiatives to national level and use uniform indicators to measure efficient use of water. We will have to develop measurements for indicators such as Water productivity, including how this definition/measurement is accepted and used by national governments. To develop the indicators is now ongoing in close cooperation with FAO, UNESCO/IHE and IWMI.A second challenge for 2014 is to quantify the sustainability topic in the water productivity en water efficiency related activities.
	Result 1: 
	1a: Land productivity for the cereal crops has improved in West Africa in 2012 from the low yield in 2011 (which was the same as in 2004) to the level as it was in 2010.  For East Africa, after the increase which started in 2010, the yield remained stable until 2012 without any increase. As before also in 2012 East Africa performed better than West Africa with approximately 25 %. One of the exceptions in East Africa is Ethiopia where there is a stable yearly increase of approximately 4-5 %.For the crop water-yield consumption ratio the data is still hardly available, but individual studies indicate that the ration is still low and varies strongly. Looking to the main stable crop prevailing in the country we see for rice in Bangladesh, Mali and Indonesia a stable trend with Indonesia as the overall best performer. For Maize which is the main crop in Benin, Ethiopia, Ghana, Kenya, Mozambique and Rwanda we observe wide variation between the countries ranging from 1.14 m3/ton to 7.21 m3/ton. Best performer here is Ethiopia, while Mozambique as an exception shows a negative trend . In Yemen and South Sudan, with Sorghum as the main crop we notice in both countries wide variations with a more positive result for Yemen. There is note of caution as all the calculations presented are based on statistical data. We hope 2015 to show the first results of verifying the data with actual geo data based on remote sensing.
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	Baseline 1: 1,699
	Taget 1: n.a.
	Source 1: FAO
	Baseline 2: 1,223
	Taget 2: n.a.
	Source 2: FAO
	Baseline 3: 3.2 (2009)
	Taget 3: 2.4
	Source 3: FAO
	Baseline 4: 2.3(2009)
	Taget 4: 1.7
	Source 4: FAO
	Taget 1b: 100,000(2020)
	Resultb: Projects in target areas focus on ways to improve the efficient use of water use in agriculture which is measured in many ways depending on the country systems. Ways of improvements consists of soil water conservation techniques and water retention techniques using small amounts of fertilizer and good farm management, conserving soil moisture. One is the Agricultural Smallholder Adaptation Program (ASAP), implemented by IFAD. It deals with strengthening farmers' capacity to (re)act on climate change by improving water efficiency, water conservation, introduction of climate resilient crops, better soil management and link these with better access to markets. Project covers 10 partner countries and aims at 8 million farmers in 2020 of which 50% female. In 2015 farmers will implement better land and water practices on 270.000 ha and use technologies that are climate resilient. Water availability and water efficiency for agriculture will both be improved with 15% and 30% respectively in 2015 and 2020;Second one is Senegal River Basin Authority (OMVS), implemented by The World Bank in a partnership with Waterschap Rivierenland ;With moderate management intensity there is a potential of more than 25 percent water productivity.  Data on water use and crop yield, water productivity, is hardly available as countries hardly collect and present this information despite its importance.FAO as a UN agency is the only agency that provides data for certain countries on main crops, i.e. for water productivity for wheat in Yemen and Egypt. In Yemen there was no improvement with water productivity ranging 4473 litre/kg in 2009 en 4722 litre/kg in 2012, while for Egypt there was an improvement of1015 litre/kg (2009) and 985 litre/kg in 2012.  One of the reasons is that only recently water productivity has become a monitoring tool for addressing water-scarcity. there are still many challenges ahead.
	Baseline 1b: 0(2012)
	Baseline 2b: 0(2007)
	Source 1b: ASAP Progress Reporting
	Baseline 3b: 
	Taget 3b: 
	Taget 2b: 
	Taget 4b: 
	Baseline 4b: 
	Source 3b: 
	Source 2b: OMVS Reporting
	Source 4b: 
	Organisation: Environment, Water, Climate and Energy DepartmentMinistry of Foreign Affairs NL
	Date: August 2014
	Reporting period: 2013
	a Activity number 1: 25865
	a Activity name 1: DME/OMVS Support 2013-2017
	a Actual expenditure 1: 133.909,00
	a Name organisation 1: OMVS-ORG Pour La Mise en 
	a Channel 1: [Government]
	a Mitigation 1: [Adaptation]
	a Significant 1: [Principal]
	a Significant 1b: [Significant]
	a Activity number 2: 25285
	a Activity name 2: MEDRC
	a Actual expenditure 2: 172.051,20
	a Name organisation 2: MEDRC
	a Channel 2: [Research institute and  companies]
	a Mitigation 2: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 2: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 2b: [Significant]
	a Activity number 5: 23522
	a Activity name 5: DME/GWP Strategy 2011-2013
	a Actual expenditure 5: 1.550.000,00
	a Name organisation 5: GWP
	a Channel 5: [Multilateral organization]
	a Mitigation 5: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 5: [Not applicable]
	a Significant 5b: [Not applicable]
	b Mitigation 1: 
	2: [Not applicable]
	3: [Not applicable]
	5: [Not applicable]
	6: [Adaptation]
	7: [Not applicable]
	8: [Adaptation]
	9: [Not applicable]
	11: [Not applicable]
	12: [Not applicable]
	13: [Not applicable]
	14: [Not applicable]
	15: [Not applicable]
	16: [Adaptation]
	17: [Not applicable]
	18: [Not applicable]
	19: [Not applicable]
	20: [Not applicable]
	0: [Adaptation]
	1: [Adaptation]

	b Significant 1: 
	2: [Not applicable]
	3: [Not applicable]
	5: [Not applicable]
	6: [Significant]
	7: [Not applicable]
	8: [Significant]
	9: [Not applicable]
	11: [Not applicable]
	12: [Not applicable]
	13: [Not applicable]
	14: [Not applicable]
	15: [Not applicable]
	16: [Significant]
	17: [Not applicable]
	18: [Not applicable]
	19: [Not applicable]
	20: [Not applicable]
	0: [Significant]
	1: [Significant]

	b Significant 1b: 
	2: [Not applicable]
	3: [Not applicable]
	5: [Not applicable]
	6: [Not applicable]
	7: [Not applicable]
	8: [Significant]
	9: [Not applicable]
	11: [Not applicable]
	12: [Not applicable]
	13: [Not applicable]
	14: [Not applicable]
	15: [Significant]
	16: [Significant]
	17: [Not applicable]
	18: [Not applicable]
	19: [Not applicable]
	20: [Not applicable]
	0: [Not applicable]
	1: [Significant]

	b Activity number 3: 26104
	b Activity name 3: DME TI 2nd suppl. Core 2013
	b Actual expenditure 3: 400.000,00
	b Name organisation 3: TRANSPARENCY INTERNATIONAL
	b Channel 3: [NGO]
	b Activity number 4: 25287
	b Activity name 4: DME PPP NWP YEP fase I
	b Actual expenditure 4: 1.607.430,00
	b Name organisation 4: NWP
	b Channel 4: [PPP or network]
	b Activity number 6: 18485
	b Activity name 6: DMW-Crossing Boundaries Water
	b Actual expenditure 6: 188.822,00
	b Name organisation 6: Wageningen Universiteit
	b Channel 6: [Research institute and  companies]
	b Activity number 7: 17133
	b Activity name 7: DMW Progr. onderst. UNESCO-IHE
	b Actual expenditure 7: 3.410.000,00
	b Name organisation 7: UNESCO
	b Channel 7: [Multilateral organization]
	b Activity number 8: 14570
	b Activity name 8: UNICEF WASH Programme / Fase 1
	b Actual expenditure 8: 754.067,19
	b Name organisation 8: UNICEF
	b Channel 8: [Multilateral organization]
	b Activity number 9: 26020
	b Activity name 9: DME WSSCC, Phase II
	b Actual expenditure 9: 7.500.000,00
	b Name organisation 9: UNOPS
	b Channel 9: [Multilateral organization]
	b Activity number 10: 21425
	b Activity name 10: DME UNICEF WASH programme 2
	b Actual expenditure 10: 4.094.556,80
	b Name organisation 10: UNICEF
	b Channel 10: [Multilateral organization]
	b Activity number 12: 22961
	b Activity name 12: DME PPP AKVO - phase II
	b Actual expenditure 12: 580.000,00
	b Name organisation 12: STICHTING AKVO
	b Channel 12: [PPP or network]
	b Activity number 13: 23062
	b Activity name 13: DME A4A Building Bridges
	b Actual expenditure 13: 1.446.000,00
	b Name organisation 13: AQUA FOR ALL
	b Channel 13: [NGO]
	b Activity number 14: 23295
	b Activity name 14: DME Sanitation / Water for All
	b Actual expenditure 14: 130.400,00
	b Name organisation 14: UNICEF
	b Channel 14: [Multilateral organization]
	b Activity number 15: 23453
	b Activity name 15: IRC Water Sanitation Centre
	b Actual expenditure 15: 1.260.000,00
	b Name organisation 15: IRC
	b Channel 15: [Research institute and  companies]
	b Activity number 16: 23872
	b Activity name 16: PPP Football for Water - KNVB
	b Actual expenditure 16: 1.031.250,00
	b Name organisation 16: KNVB
	b Channel 16: [PPP or network]
	b Activity number 17: 24799
	b Activity name 17: UNICEF WCARO
	b Actual expenditure 17: 16.009.867,20
	b Name organisation 17: UNICEF
	b Channel 17: [Multilateral organization]
	b Activity number 18: 25167
	b Activity name 18: DME Wereld Water Dag 2013
	b Actual expenditure 18: 505.869,69
	b Name organisation 18: Inner Sense
	b Channel 18: [Research institute and  companies]
	b Activity number 19: 18313
	b Activity name 19: DMW-WANI II
	b Actual expenditure 19: 248.640,00
	b Name organisation 19: IUCN The World Conservati
	b Channel 19: [NGO]
	b Activity number 20: 17169
	b Activity name 20: DMW peri urban sanitation
	b Actual expenditure 20: 780.007,00
	b Name organisation 20: PLAN NEDERLAND
	b Channel 20: [NGO]
	b Activity number 21: 21686
	b Activity name 21: Partnership for urban wat-san
	b Actual expenditure 21: 100.000,00
	b Name organisation 21: Wetterskip Fryslan
	b Channel 21: [Government]
	Activity number 1: 23283
	Activity name 1: DME Sanitation in emergencies
	Actual expenditure 1: 4.159,26
	Name organisation 1: Red Cross
	Channel 1: [NGO]
	Mitigation 1: [Not applicable]
	Significant 1: [Not applicable]
	Significant 1b: [Not applicable]
	Activity number 2: 19866
	Activity name 2: DMW FINISH
	Actual expenditure 2: 850.000,00
	Name organisation 2: STICHTING WASTE
	Channel 2: [NGO]
	Mitigation 2: [Not applicable]
	Significant 2: [Not applicable]
	Significant 2b: [Not applicable]
	Activity number 3: 20614
	Activity name 3: DMW Empowering Self-help Sanitation
	Actual expenditure 3: 1.509.800,00
	Name organisation 3: PLAN NEDERLAND
	Channel 3: [NGO]
	Mitigation 3: [Not applicable]
	Significant 3: [Not applicable]
	Significant 3b: [Not applicable]
	Activity number 4: 21431
	Activity name 4: DME stichting 2015 Hardenberg
	Actual expenditure 4: 110.000,00
	Name organisation 4: STICHTING 2015
	Channel 4: [NGO]
	Mitigation 4: [Not applicable]
	Significant 4: [Not applicable]
	Significant 4b: [Not applicable]
	Activity number 5: 23710
	Activity name 5: Sustainable Water Fund I
	Actual expenditure 5: 1.575.279,00
	Name organisation 5: RVO
	Channel 5: [PPP or network]
	Mitigation 5: [Adaptation]
	Significant 5: [Significant]
	Significant 5b: [Significant]
	Activity number 6: 24011
	Activity name 6: Sustainable Water Fund II
	Actual expenditure 6: 2.115.576,00
	Name organisation 6: RVO
	Channel 6: [PPP or network]
	Mitigation 6: [Adaptation]
	Significant 6: [Significant]
	Significant 6b: [Significant]
	Activity number 7: 24234
	Activity name 7: FUSP II Frisian Urban Sanitation Project
	Actual expenditure 7: 1.100.000,00
	Name organisation 7: WETTERSKIP FRYSLAN
	Channel 7: [PPP or network]
	Mitigation 7: [Not applicable]
	Significant 7: [Not applicable]
	Significant 7b: [Not applicable]
	Activity number 8: 23152
	Activity name 8: DME Intensivering Water OS
	Actual expenditure 8: 599.807,00
	Name organisation 8: RVO
	Channel 8: [Government]
	Mitigation 8: [Not applicable]
	Significant 8: [Not applicable]
	Significant 8b: [Not applicable]
	Activity number 9: 25588
	Activity name 9: DME Disaster Risk Reduction
	Actual expenditure 9: 977.238,00
	Name organisation 9: RVO
	Channel 9: [PPP or network]
	Mitigation 9: [Mitigation and Adaptation]
	Significant 9: [Principal]
	Significant 9b: [Not applicable]
	Activity number 10: 25548
	Activity name 10: ICRAF Food and Water Security
	Actual expenditure 10: 11.134.415,20
	Name organisation 10: The World Bank
	Channel 10: [Multilateral organization]
	Mitigation 10: [Adaptation]
	Significant 10: [Principal]
	Significant 10b: [Not applicable]
	Activity number 11: 
	Activity name 11: 
	Actual expenditure 11: 
	Name organisation 11: 
	Channel 11: [...]
	Mitigation 11: [...]
	Significant 11: [...]
	Significant 11b: [...]
	Activity number 12: 
	Activity name 12: 
	Actual expenditure 12: 
	Name organisation 12: 
	Channel 12: [...]
	Mitigation 12: [...]
	Significant 12: [...]
	Significant 12b: [...]
	Activity number 13: 
	Activity name 13: 
	Actual expenditure 13: 
	Name organisation 13: 
	Channel 13: [...]
	Mitigation 13: [...]
	Significant 13: [...]
	Significant 13b: [...]
	Activity number 14: 
	Activity name 14: 
	Actual expenditure 14: 
	Name organisation 14: 
	Channel 14: [...]
	Mitigation 14: [...]
	Significant 14: [...]
	Significant 14b: [...]
	Activity number 15: 
	Activity name 15: 
	Actual expenditure 15: 
	Name organisation 15: 
	Channel 15: [...]
	Mitigation 15: [...]
	Significant 15: [...]
	Significant 15b: [...]
	Activity number 16: 
	Activity name 16: 
	Actual expenditure 16: 
	Name organisation 16: 
	Channel 16: [...]
	Mitigation 16: [...]
	Significant 16: [...]
	Significant 16b: [...]
	Activity number 17: 
	Activity name 17: 
	Actual expenditure 17: 
	Name organisation 17: 
	Channel 17: [...]
	Mitigation 17: [...]
	Significant 17: [...]
	Significant 17b: [...]
	Activity number 18: 
	Activity name 18: 
	Actual expenditure 18: 
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