Sustainably Reduce Global

Prevalence of Poverty: Percent of people

ing on less

1) National

_1) M&E contractor pulls
from UN MDG database

Goal| G | and Hunger 41 o $1.23 deye ) Targeted Zane of nfiuence O MaE contractor biennial impact by gendered household type: female no male (FNM); male no female (MNF); male and female (M&F)
collects
Goallg [ustainably Reduce Global AN Prevalence of underweight children under five years of _1) National _1) DHS 1) Disevery fveyears [ Sox
Poverty and Hunger age | 2) Targeted Zone of Influence 2) M&E contractor 2) biennial P:
Key Obje Inclusive Ay Itural W 's E A Iture Ind till
ey deIve |y | e usive Asrieuitural 452 omen's Empowerment in Agriculture Index (1 Targeted Zone of Influence _M&E contractor biennial outcome n/a
- Agriculture Sector Growtl under development)
Key Obje Inclusive Ay Itural Per Capita | ied by ity f USG X
ey Objective ne ustve Agricultural 45[1 er Capita Income (as proxied by expenditures) o Targeted Zone of Influence M&E contractor biennial outcome. by gendered household type: female no male (FNM); male no female (MNF); male and female (M&F)
- Agriculture Sector Growt} targeted beneficiaries. (pending)
Key Objecti Inclusive Agricultural M&E contractor, from host ly, if data
ey Opjective) - (Inclusive Agricultural 45(3 Percent change in agricultural GDP National contractor, from host | annualy,if data are impact None
- Agriculture Sector Growtt government sources available
Key Objective Improved Nutritional 1) National 1) DHS 1) DHS every five years
e N [status Especially of 3|2 Prevalence of stunted children under five years of age 2) Targeted Zone of nfluence 2) MBE contractor ) benninl impact Sex
Women and Children
) Improved Nutritional
Key Objective _1) National _1) DHS _1) DHS every five years
e IN - [status Especially of 3|3 Prevalence of wasted children under five years of age 2) Targeted Zone of nfluence 2) MBE contractor ) benninl impact Sex
Women and Children
Improved Nutritional
1) National _1) DHS _1) DHS every five years
Status Especially of 34 Prevalence of underweight women 2) Targeted Zone of nfluence 2) MBE contractor ) benninl impact None
Women and Children
N N biennial (required); annual _Targeted commodity (type of crop, type of animal, or type of fish - freshwater or marine)
I d Ag Itural Gros it of land 1 of selected T: ted benefi T ted
IRf1 mproved Agricultural 45(4 ToSs MArgin per unit of tand oranimal of selecte argeted beneficaries, Targete Implementing Partners | (recommended where outcome. _by gendered household type: female no male (FNM); male no female (MNF); male and female (M&F)
Productivity product (crops/animals selected varies by country) commodities nosible) nin-fed v. irrisated areas
Number of institutions/organizations that, as a result of
USG assistance, are in one of these five stages of
imnroved insitutional canacitv:
Stage 10f 5
Number of institutions/organization undergoing
capacity/competency assessments as a result of USG
assistance
Stage 2 of 5
Enhanced human and Number of institutions /organization with
institutional capacity assessments presented for consultation as a result _by type of institution:
of USG assistance Targeted beneficiaries with USG “—Public institution (.. Ministry of Health)
SubIR[ 1.1 Impl iting Partr l; Outc
! increased sustainable Stage 3 of § assistance mplementing Partners  |annually utcome ~—Private for-profit institution or firm
agricultural sector 4sils Number of institutions/organization undertaking ~—Private non-profit organization
productivity capacity/competency strengthening as a result of
LISG assistance.
Stage 4 of 5
asals Number of institutions/organization making
: significant improvements as a result of USG
assistance
Stage 5
45.1|6 Number of institutions/organization that are
mature/viable as a result of USG assistance
Sex,
“Type of person:
Enhanced human and “Producers (farmers,fishers, pastoralists, ranchers, etc)
institutional capacity “People in government
Number of farmers and others who have applied new ~People in firms, e.g. processors, service providers, manufacturers
development for ' Targeted beneficiarics with USG ) !
SubIR| 1.1 452[5 technologies or management practices as a result of X b Implementing Partners | annually outcome ~Other rural people (i. rural people that are not producers or in firms)
increased sustainable sa i assistance
agricultural scctor
Foductivity New/Continuing
P ~-New = This reporting year is the first year the person applied the new technology or management practice
‘ontinuing = The person first applied the new technology or management practice in the previous year and continues to apply it
Enhanced human and
o |
institutional capacity Number of individuals who have received USG .
development for Targeted beneficiaries with USG .
SubIR|[1.1 | ! 452(6 supported long-term agricultural sector productivity or ! Implementing Partners  |annually output Sex
increased sustainable assistance
: food security training
agricultural sector
nraducivity
Enhanced human and Sex
o |
L"::;‘;“x‘:n::;““y Number of individuals who have received USG argeted beneficiaries with USG Type of individual:
SsubIR| 1.1 iwm‘;  eustamable 452|7 supported short-term agricultural sector productivity X assigmnce Implementing Partners  |annually output «-Producers (farmers, fishers, pastoralists, ranchers, etc.)
gricaltural sector or food security training « -People in government (e.g. policy makers, government officials)
\gfoduaiv\ «-People in firms, e.g. processors, service providers, manufacturers
P ity « -Other rural neanle rural neanle that are not nroducers or in firme)
Enhanced a N N - ; N
Institutional canmcity Number of private enterprises, producers Type of organization (see indicator title for principal types)
dovelopment i organizations, water users associations, women's Targeted beneficiaries with USG
SubIR| 1.1 P 452|110 groups, trade and business associations, and X e Implementing Partners  |annually output New/Continuing:
increased sustainable ! y . assistance ¢ " .
e community-based organizations (CBOs) receiving USG ~New = the entity is receiving USG assistance for the first time during the reporting year
8! assistance ~-Continuing = the entity received USG assistance in the previous year and continues to receive it in the reporting year
Enhanced h d - . rother
nhancec numan ah _Sex of member, type of organization (producer organization, CBO or “other")
institutional capacity ’
development for Number of members of producer organizations and Targeted beneficiarics with USG
SubIR| 1.1 452|27 community based organizations receiving USG b Implementing Partners | annually output New/Continuing (members)
increased sustainable assistance e . . )
assistance ~New = the member joined the organization or CBO for the first time during the reporting year
agricultural sector : .
" —Continuing = the member joined in a previous year and continues to be a member in the reporting year
Enhanced human and Number of private enterprises, producers . — -
institutional capacity organizations, water users associations, women's -Type of organization (see indicator title for principal types)
, trade and busi i Targeted benefici th USG . -
SubIR|1.1 | H 452[28 BroUps, frade anc bus ness assocanio X argeted heneticlaries wil Implementing Partners  |annually outcome _New vs. Continuing:
increased sustainable assistance e ) ) ; )
: : ~New = the entity applied the targeted new technologies/management practices for the first time during the reporting year
agricultural sector new technologies or management practices as a result ! ped the ! e ! .
" hse —Continuing = the entity applied the targeted new technologies/management practices in a previous year and continues to apply them in the reporting year
Enhanced human and
institutional capacity
development f Number of stakehold limate information i Targeted benefici th USG . . .
subIR[1.1 [Sevelopment for 452(32 Lmiber @ sta (Eho CErS Using ¢ mats 'narmation in argeted heneticlaries wil Implementing Partners |annually output Sex of stakeholder (stakeholder = policy-maker, decision-maker)
increased sustainable their decision making as a result of USG assistance assistance
agricultural sector
Enhanced human and
o mm:?:'r““" Number of stakeholders implementing risk-reducing
SubIR[11  [develoP ! 452(34 practices/actions to improve reilience to climate Targeted hectares under USG assistance | Implementing Partners |annually output None
increased sustainable
: change as a result of USG assistance
agricultural sector
Enhanced Technology
Development, : .
SubIR[12 |Dissemination, 45|21 Number of limate vulnerabilty assessments Targeted beneficiaries with USG Implementing Partners  |annually output None
conducted as a result of USG assistance assistance
Management and

Lonovation




_New vs. Continuing:
~—New = this is the first year the hectare came under improved technologies or management practices

Enhanced Technology ~—Continuing = the hectare being counted continues to be under improved technologies or management practices from the previous year
Development, Number of hectares under improved technologies or
12 | Dissemination, o i Targeted hectares under USG assistance | Implementing Partners |annually outcome _Sex of the adopter of these n the hectares being counted: male, female, or association-applied
Management and P
Innovation _Technology type:
crop genetics (including nutritional animal genetics, pest disease soil-related (fertility and conservation, including tillage), water
p handling and storage, processing, climate mitigation or adaptation, fishing gear/technique, and other
Number of new technologies of management practices in
one of the following phases of development:
Phase 1of3
Co dit
Enhanced Technology Number of new technologies or management practices _Commodity
under research as a result of USG assistance
Targeted technologies/practices under _Technology type:
12 fa':;:me':‘e';“t';“ 4 Phase 2 of 3 USG assistance Implementing Partners  |annually output crop genetics (including nutritional animal genetics, disease soil-related (fertility and conservation, including tillage), water
. Number of new technologies or management practices p ing and storage, processing, climate mitigation or adaptation, fishing gear/technique, and other
under field testing as a result of USG assistance
Phase 3 0f 3
Number of new technologies or management practices
‘made available for transfer as a result of USG
assistance
by gendered household type: female no male (FNM); male no female (MNF); male and female (M&F)
Enbh; d Technol
D:vzl":“me:f nology by Continuing vs. New households: Rural households reported as benefiting should be those benefiting in the current reporting year. Any households that benefited in a previous
evelopment, Number of rural households benefiting directly from Targeted beneficiaries with USG ) year but not benefiting in the reporting year should not be included. Taking the example of a benefit derived from technology adoption, ifa houschold adopted last year an
12 |Dissemination, Implementing Partners  |annually output
USG interventions assistance agricultural technology provided under a USG program and continued to use that technology in the current (reporting) year, then that household should be counted. If the
Management and
e household adopted the technology last year but was not using it during the current (reporting) year, then the houschold should not be included. Any household that benefited in
the previous year and continues to benefitin the reporting year should be counted under “Continuing” Any household that benefited for the first time during the current
rennrting vear shonld he counted under “New” No honsehold shuld he counted under hath “Cantinino” and “New ”
Enhanced Technology by the following improved technologies or management practices:
Development, Number of hectares of agricultural land (fields, Targeted beneficiaries with USG Implementing Partners or « No/low till
12 |Dissemination, rangeland, agro-forests) showing improved biophysical assietance host government. biennally outcome « Permanent soil cover
Management and jons as a result of USG assistance institutions, if applicable « Integration of perennials into farming system
Innavatinn « Water harvesting
Enhanced Technology
Development,
evelopmer Number of water resources sustainability assessments Targeted beneficiaries with USG ) _Scale (basin-level, sub-basin level, field level)
12 |Dissemination, Implementing Partners  |annually outcome
undertaken assistance _Transboundary vs. national basins
Management and
Innovation
Improved Agricultural
13 Policy Environment. Ease of Doing Business rank National (WB Doing Business report) M&E contractor annually outcome each of the 9 components (rank will be reported for each component)
(increase productivity)
NUMBER OF POLICIES / REGULATIONS /
IDMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURES in each of the
|following stages of development as a result of USG
assistance in each case:
Stage 1 of 5
Number of policies / regulations / adminitstrative
procedures analyzed
Stage 2 of 5
Number of policies / regulations / adminitstrative Sect
procedures drafted and presented for « Inputs (e.g. seed, fertilizer)
Stages 18&2 = N "
) public/stakeholder consultation « Outputs (e.g rice, maize)
Improved Agricultural Output « Macroeconomic (c.g. exchange rate)
13 [Policy Environment Targeted policies under USG assistance | Implementing Partners  |annually ‘ e 5
e i) Stages 3,4, &5 |* Agricultural sector-wide (e.g wage rate for ag labor)
P ty) Stage3of5 ) ) > Oimm'“e' « Research, extension, information, and other public service
Number of poliies / regulations / adminitstrative = « Food security /vulnerable (e safety net)
procedures presented for legislation/decree « Climate change adaptation or natural resource management (NRM) (ag-related)
Stage 4 of 5
Number of policies / regulations / adminitstrative
procedures prepared with USG assistance
a a
Stage 5 of 5
Number of policies / regulations / adminitstrative
procedures passed for which implementation has
begun
Expanding Markets and Value of incremental sales (collected at farm- level) Targeted beneficiarics, Targeted ) .
2 Impl P: l; T: I 1l
T ributed o FTF implementation e ien implementing Partners |annually outcome argeted agricultural products
Pe h i Il f -1 1l i Regional USAID Mi i
Expanding Markets and ercent change in value of ntra-regional trade in National/Regionl leve, Targeted egional USAID Missions, _by commodity
LR targeted agricultural commodities (for regional Jne from applicable trade data |annually outcome
missions) sources for their region _exporting country
_by Commodity
E ling Marke Val f f icult |
2 Tf:;:d'"g arkets and e aresult ot l?;coa:z:sg:;ecdea[g:lrcl:lta“tzala:r'\?smsi:'i’sl;es ibutable, Targeted Partners  [annually outcome _by Regional trade (value of exports sent within the region)
by Nomregionl i (alue ofexportsgoing awtsideof regior) - Missons an use this disogaregate o helpreport o indicator #45.2-17 "Peroent change n value of
international exnarts of tareeted asriculmral Avesnir
51 |Enhanced Agricultural Average number of days required to trade goods across National M contractor, from WB | sutcome None
L | Trade borders (average of export/import time) Doing Business Report v
Property Rights to Land Implementing Partners, ?emxa‘l):;ao"rdl‘;vmﬁ:sv?ftzﬁee;u;m;:::\i?d:gt‘s.‘rnrm owned, use sex of proprietorship)
22 |and Other Productive Number of households with formalized land Targeted hectares under USG assistance | from host government | annually outcome. Y 4 prop! P.
; . -to both, |lreg\stered o both a male and female (e.g, married couple)
Assets Strengthened National Cadastral Service .
-or “firm-owned” is unknown or
Implementing Partners, Sex of registrant, i.e. # of hectares registered:
Property Rights to Land ’mi‘ et mimmm d - to males or females, if owned by individuals; (if firm-owned, use sex of proprictorship)
22 |and Other Productive Number of rural hectares mapped and adjudicated Targeted hectares under USG assisance | ey |annuatly outcome +t0 both, i registered o both a male and female (e.5 marricd cnuplc)
Assets Strengthened 8] -or “firm-owned” if ip is unknown or i
Service)
Improved Market . . . Targeted beneficiaries with USG . _Dry storage
23 | oney Total increase in installed storage capactiy R Implementing Partners | annually outcome o storage
Improved Market . - Implementing Partners
23 | oney Market discount of targeted agriculture commodities Targeted commodities e EE Core annually outcome Commodities
I d Market . . . I
23 |Mmproved Marke Kilometers of roads improved or constructed Targeted roads under USG assistance Implementing Partners  |annually output -Improvef
_Constructed (new)

Efficiency




Improved access to
business development
and sound and affordable
financial and risk
management services

Value of Agricultural and Rural Loans

Targeted beneficiaries with USG
assistance

Implementing Partners

annually

outcome

_Continuing/New: Recipients reported as benefiting should be those benefiting in the current reporting year. Any recipients that benefited in a previous year but not benefiting in
the reporting year should not be included. Any recipient that benefited in the previous year and continues to benefitin the reporting year should be counted under “Continuing.”
Ifa recipient received last year a loan facilitated under IEHA and continued to benefit from that capital and/or continued to access credit with the same lender in the current
(reporting) year, then that recipient should be counted. If the recipient accessed credit last year, e.g, as working capital, and repaid that loan and is not accessing credit facilitated
by IEHA during the current (reporting) year, then the recipient should not be included. Any recipient that benefited for the first time during the current reporting year should be
counted under “New.” No recipient should be counted under both “Continuing” and “New.

_Type of loan recipient: producers, local 1 and others.

Improved access to
business development

Number of MSMES receiving USG assistance to access

Targeted beneficiaries with USG

_Sex of owner of MSME

SubIR[24  |and sound and affordable 452(30 e ot R Implementing Partners | annually output
financial and risk size of MSME (micro, small, or medium)
_Sex of enterprise owner(s): Most enterprises are likely to be small (or very small), probably single proprietorships, in which case the sex of the proprietor should be used for
classification. For larger enterprises, the majority ownership should be used. When this cannot be ascertained, the majority of the senior management should be used.
Improved access to _Size of enterprise: micro, small, or medium, as defined above
business development
SubIR[2.4 |and sound and affordable 452(37 Number of MSMES receiving business development Targeted beneficiaries with USG Implementing Partners  |annually output _Type of enterprise: ag. producer, input supplier, trader, output processor, non ag, other
services from USG assisted sources assistance
financial and risk
management services _Continuing/New: Enterprises reported as benefiting should be those benefiting in the ear. Any enterprises ina previous year
in the reporting year should not be included. Any enterprise that benefited in the previous year and continues to benefit in the reporting year should be counted under
“Continuing” Any enterprise that benefited for the first time during the current reporting year should be counted under “New.” No enterprise should be counted under both
“Continuing” and “New.”
Type of partnership (refer to the primary focus of the partnership)
-agricultural production
Increased Investment in Number of public-private partnerships formed as a -agricultural post harvest transformation
IR|3  |Agriculture and Nutrition- 452|12 public-private partnership: Partnerships formed with USG assistance | Implementing Partners  |annually output 8! pos §
related Activities result of FtF assistance -nutrition
Vi ~other (do not use this for multi-focus partnerships)
-multi-farns fuse this if there are several fthe ahave sectors in the.
Increased Investment in Value of new private sector investment in the argeted firms or businesses with USG
IR[3  [Agriculture and Nutrition- 452(38 agriculture sector or food chain leveraged by FTF Targeed s orbusinesses Implementing Partners | annually outcome None
related Activities implementation s
I d Public Sect M&E Contractc ith host.
SubIR|31 | nereased PublicSector 315 Percentage of national budget invested in nutrition National s contracior WOt | annually outcome None
Investment nation budget data
I d P M&E Contractc ith host.
SubIR|31 | ereased 45(10 Percentage of national budget invested in agriculture National s contracior WOt | annually outcome None
Investment nation budget data
Disaggregated by type of entity (irm or CS0) and level of protability:
For firms,
_# of firms that were operating at a loss (costs>revenue) in the last business cycle before USG assistance
_# of firms that were already operating profitably in the business cycle, but are now operating more profitably because of USG assistance (costs<revenue)
Number of firms (excluding farms) or CSOs engaged in For CSOs,
I Jated g .
SubIR|32 |Mmereased Private Sector 452|39 Targeted firms/CSOs with USG ass Implementing Partners  |annually outcome There are 2 phases of CSO capacity,/self-sufficiency:
Investment and services now operating more profitably (at or 1. Operational self-sufficiency (as defined above)
above cost) because of USG assistance 2. Financial self-sufficiency (as defined above)
Disaggregate by where in the 2 phases the CSO is during the reporting year:
- of C50s that were operating below the evel ofoperational sl suffcency (see accounting classificatons above)inthe lastfscalyear before USG assistance
_# of CSOs that were operating above the level of operational t below financial s in the last fiscal year before USG assistance
# f COs that were already at inancial self-sufficency but which have ncreased their scope ofoperations o rduced their relance upon third-party donor support o oherwise
ot e o
“Sox of jabholder: (i one FTE is spht by a male and a female, them 1 would be 0.5 FTE for fermales and 0.5 FTE for males)
Imcreased employment _Urban/rural [luLa n of jo
Targeted benef firms with USG .
R[4 s in targeted 452 Number of jobs at plementation o g eliciaries or firms wi Implementing Partners  |annually outcome New vs. Continui
value chains - Newthis s the st time the person holds  job created by FTF
Conti the nerson continues to hold a ioh from a nrevious fiscal vear created by FTF
Increased resilience of i
R[5 |vulnerable communities 3|s Prevalence of houscholds with moderate or severe -1) National -1) DHS 1) DHS every five years iy o by gendered household type: female no male (FNM); male no female (MNF); male and female (M&F)
hunger _2) Targeted Zone of Influence _2) M&E contractor _2) biennial
and households
—ex
_Type of Asset strengthened: community assets, human assets/capital, and houschold assets,
Increased resilier
o Number of USG social assistance beneficiarics Targeted beneficiaries with USG )
R[5 vulnerable communities 333(15 L . Implementing Partners  |annually output .
and households. participating in productive safety nets assistance _New vs. Continuing:
~New = this is the first year the beneficiary participated in a productive safety net
~—Continuing = this beneficiary may have participated in the year prior, but participated again this fiscal year
by gendered household type: female no male (FNM); male no female (MNF); male and female (M&F),
by Continuing vs. New households: Vulnerable households reported as benefiting should be those benefiting in the current reporting year. Any vulnerable households that
Increased resilience of Nuraber of vulnerabie houscholds benefitng direcly Targeted beneficaries with USG ) benefited in a previous year but not benefiting in the reporting year should not be included. Taking the example ofa benefit derived from technology adoption,ifa vulnerable
R[5 |vulnerable communities 452[14 B 56 ntomventions o Implementing Partners  |annually output household adopted last year an agricultural technology provided under a USG program and continued to use that technology in the current (reporting) year, then that household
and households should be counted. If the vulnerable household adopted the technology last year but was not using it during the current (reporting) year, then the household should not be
included. Any vulnerable household that benefited in the previous year and continues to benefit in the reporting year should be counted under “Continuing." Any vulnerable
household that benefited for the first time during the current reporting year should be counted under “New:” No vulnerable household should be counted under both
“Continuing” and “New "
Increased resilience of Nuraber of people with  savings accountor [nsurance Targeted beneficiaries with USG ) _Sex of account owner or policy holder (male, female, or jointly-held)
R[5 |vulnerable communities 452(25 b Implementing Partners  |annually outcome
policy as a result of USG assistance assistance e (savims i
and households _type of account-policy (savings, insurance)
rle |mproved Access o 3102 Prevalence of children 6-23 months receiving a )N _1) DHS module DS every fiveyears | Sox
Diverse and Quality Foods ! ‘minimum acceptable diet 2) Targeted Zone of Influence _2) M&E contractor 2) biennial
Improved Access to Women's Dietary Diversity: Mean number of food _1) National _1) DHS module 1) DHS every five years
IR[6 . 3.19|12 o . B It Urb: . Rural
Diverse and Quality Foods groups consumed by women of reproductive age _2) Targeted Zone of Influence _2) M&E contractor _2) biennial outcome roam vs. Rurd
|y |mproved nutrition- 210le Prevalence of exclusive breastfeeding of children under _1) National _1) DHS module DS every fiveyears | o Sox
related behaviors ! six months of age _2) Targeted Zone of Influence _2) M&E contractor 2) biennial
Improved utilization of .
IR|8 |maternal and child health 319|1 Number of people trained in child health and nutrition Targeted Zone of Influence Implementing Partners  |annually output Sex
o through USG-supported programs
“Pregnant Women
I d utilization of : ' ’ -
mproved utilization of Prevalence of anemia among women of reproductive _1) National _1) DHS module 1) DHS every five years -Non-pregnant Women
IR|8  |maternal and child health 31916 age 2) Targeted Zone of Influence 2) M&E contractor 2) biennial outcome
and nutrition services ® -2) Tare - - **Note that this disaggregation is a post-stratification, e. the collected data is separated into these categories without necessarily having a representative sample size of each.™
Improved utilization of . : .
; Number of health facilities with established t Targeted benefi th USG )
IR|8  |maternal and child health 3.19(7 lumber of health facilities with established capacity to argeted heneticlaries wil Implementing Partners  |annually outcome Urban vs. rural
» manage acute under-nutrition assistance
and nutrition services
Improved utilization of .
- - 1) Nati 1| 1) DHS module 1) DHS fir
IR|8  |maternal and child health 3.19(9 Prevalence of anemia among children 6-59 months -1) National -1) DHS module -1) DHS every five years outcome Sex

and nutrition services

_2) Targeted Zone of Influence

_2) M&E contractor

_2) biennial




Improved utilization of

Number of children under fivc years of age who Targeted beneficiaries with USG

IR maternal and child health 3.19[10 receivel vitamin A from USG-oapported rograms R Implementing Partners | annually output Sex
and nutrition services
Improved utilization of .

IR| maternal and child health 3.19[11 Number of children under five reached by USG- Targeted beneficiaries with USG Implementing Partners  |annually output Sex

and nutrition services

supported nutrition programs assistance




