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Comments on CFS Annual Meeting 2010 Documents

Save the Children UK, Action Against Hunger and Concern Worldwide, on behalf of Nutrition Action Group would like to make the following comments on the various documents made available for feedback.

1. Policy Roundtables Guidelines

· It is important that the discussions consider food security and nutrition policy convergence beyond the CFS, and highlight the linkages with relevant global initiatives that also aim to strengthen policy coherence around food security and nutrition issues (for example, Comprehensive Framework for Action and Scaling Up Nutrition Framework), but also identify ways of fostering policy convergence across existing and new policy frameworks. 
· The discussion topics must have a clearer focus on nutritional challenges and opportunities; while it is mentioned in the introduction, it is lost in the topics section.
· The second key outcome expected from the sessions should specifically state: “ways to promote policy convergence, coherence and joint action among all food security and nutrition stakeholders”. 

· In terms of the format, each policy roundtable should be facilitated by two Chairs which has been the model used in other global food security and nutrition meetings (CFA, Berlin) who are able to pick up the discussions’ different perspectives and summarise accordingly. The two Chairs should have different areas of expertise and backgrounds (including nutrition) 
2. Policy Roundtable on Managing Risk and Vulnerability

· The Concept Note should highlight the importance of implementing agriculture-related interventions alongside safety net programmes targeted at the poorest households, to allow them to cover their most essential needs and to enable them to engage and invest in their own productive activities that they could not have initiated and/or sustained without the safety net support. Managing risk and highlighting opportunity are both necessary to see progress. An integrated policy approach offers them a real chance to progressively graduate from poverty and decrease their dependency on aid. A focus on vulnerability and risk may also be a neat link into some debates around protective (i.e. nutritional) safety nets vs. transformative (i.e. productive) safety nets.  
· We think that the sentence "Safety nets for the hungry poor and direct interventions to improve nutrition must feature prominently in vulnerability and risk management regimes" should be reworded and read as follows: "safety nets - including social cash transfers, nutrition friendly food security interventions and direct nutrition interventions must feature prominently in vulnerability and risk management regimes".
· We are concerned with the section on examples, particularly around the specific reference to school meals at the detriment of social cash transfers.  Evidence of impact on mothers’ and young children’s’ undernutrition should be the starting point for deciding which approaches are recommended. Unfortunately institutional interests continue to gain precedence over evidence (e.g. the Lancet) in relation to school feeding where the nutritional benefits, compared to other types of investments are low, particularly for the most food and nutritionally insecure.  In fact, the contribution of school meals programs is primarily in terms of increased school attendance rather preventing the developmental consequences of undernutrition. The empirical evidence suggests that such programs have a positive impact on school participation in areas where initial indicators of school participation are low. Both in-school meals programs and take-home rations have been shown to have small impacts on attendance rates for children already enrolled in school. In addition, international funding for school feeding runs a serious risk of diverting funding towards a lower impact approach as regards nutritional impact. We would therefore strongly recommend that emphasis should be put on social cash transfers, whose use in a systematic manner by governments and agencies, remains very low (typically less than 5% coverage in Africa) despite their impact on nutritional status. Save the Children’s Hungry for Change and Lasting Benefits reports provide details on successful hunger programmes and the key elements that should be part of SCT. We would be happy to provide you with more information and help with the revision of this section. 
· The paper currently fails to emphasise the need for a comprehensive approach to the reduction of risk and vulnerability, which in addition to safety nets and direct interventions should include reference to early warning systems. Establishing better coordination of early warning, information and monitoring systems is paramount to the management of risk and vulnerability. These information systems should provide the basis for long-term planning (design of safety nets, emergency preparedness and risk-reduction strategies that cross government departments) and for rapid response in times of emergency as well as foster coordination amongst stakeholders. We would like to highlight the Integrated Food Security Phase Classification (IPC) which is an innovative tool for improving food security analysis and decision-making. It is a standardised scale that integrates food security, nutrition and livelihood information into a clear statement about the nature and severity of a crisis and implications for strategic response.
· In addition, there are now methods that enable a better understanding of what makes families / livelihoods vulnerable and our understanding of household access to food such as the Household Economic Approach and Cost of the Diet methods. We would like to highlight the relevance and uniqueness of the Cost of the Diet (CoD), which is a new tool developed by Save the Children, as part of our work to reduce child undernutrition. The CoD calculates the cost of the cheapest diet that meets the nutritional requirements of families using just the foods available locally. This data is combined with income and contextual information gathered from the Household Economy Approach assessments. It can also be used to estimate the proportion of households in a region that are unable to afford a nutritious diet, as well as the size of the gap between current income and the amount of money needed to meet the needs of a household. It provides a unique perspective on seasonal changes in nutrition security and can be used to highlight which vitamins and minerals are lacking in the diets of poor families. 

· Save the Children UK and ACF have an interested in getting directly involved in this policy roundtable.
· We would like to recommend that the Regional Hunger and Vulnerability Programme be part of the panel. Their recent paper on social protection in Africa is very insightful and highlights the importance of working at a national level to build political will.

 
3. Concept Note Global Initiatives 
· Although the Note does not refer to which initiatives will be considered, from the summary discussions it seems that the 4 initiatives to be considered are MDG Review, AFSI-follow up, WB Trust Fund, CGIAR Reform; which means that no nutrition related initiatives would be discussed. We would therefore like to recommend that the UN Standing Committee on Nutrition and Scaling Up Nutrition framework be considered. In particular, although the SUN Framework acknowledges the need for a comprehensive and cross-sectoral approach to malnutrition reduction, its emphasis is primarily on direct interventions. It is therefore complementary to the scope of the CFS, which focuses on a food security angle to malnutrition reduction. Similarly the SCN is going through a reform process itself, which provides a unique opportunity for the two bodies to define relationship and complementarity. It was actually one of the key outcomes of the High level meeting in Berlin, and an issue that we have recently emphasised when we put forward a proposal for a seat for the SCN on the CFS AG.

· There should be an additional objective around mapping gaps /overlaps in the new global architecture. The current objectives read as if the key issue is coordination without acknowledging that the new system that has evolved since 2008 might still require adjusting in order to be ‘fit for purpose’.
· We also suggest including a discussion on how existing, new and reformed initiatives contribute to the stated global objective of the CFS to promote accountability and share best practices at all levels.

· Finally with three different sessions looking at global, regional and national initiatives, it would be useful to ensure that adequate time be given to reflect on the discussions but also to initiate a cross-level architecture "framework" encompassing these initiatives.

 

4. Concept note regional initiatives

· The discussion would benefit from looking at impact and measures against indicators. The emphasis should be on the impact on the ground and how this is going to be measured.
