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UNSCN Dialogue on Nutrition Sensitive Development 
28

th
 September 2012 in UNICEF HQ, New York 

 

Summary Notes 

 

Background  

The United Nations System Standing Committee on Nutrition (UNSCN) is the 
interagency platform furthering, coordinating, and supporting joint efforts on 
nutrition across the UN System.  

The UNSCN Secretariat in close collaboration with its member agencies will conduct 
a number of case studies on nutrition-sensitive development in 5 to 7 countries in 
Africa, thanks to funding by Germany. This work will start quite soon and will take 
about one year to complete. These country case studies are designed in the context 
of the Committee on World Food Security (CFS), the global governance body for food 
security and the SUN Movement 
 

In this way, the UNSCN will  contribute to the sharing of lessons learned in countries 
on nutrition-sensitive development. The results will be disseminated widely 
including through a Member State mechanism like the Committee on World Food 
Security (CFS), the SUN country network, through electronic platforms and face-to-
face sharing in a regional workshop. 
 

Objectives 

The UNSCN convened SUN country focal points and representatives of key nutrition 

stakeholders in UNICEF, New York, on 28
th

 September 2012 to an informal dialogue and 

information sharing on current initiatives on nutrition-sensitive development.  

Specific objectives: 

• To introduce the forthcoming UNSCN project on nutrition-sensitive development 

case studies to the SUN country Focal Points 

• To find out how this project can best serve the SUN Country teams 

• To understand what is ongoing in SUN countries and by different stakeholders on 

nutrition sensitive development in order 

– To assess interest from SUN Countries to participate in the project; 

– To avoid duplication; and  

– To identify how best to add value 

 

 



 

 2 

Participants 
SUN focal points and representatives of Indonesia, Benin, Burkina Faso, Ethiopia, 

Guatemala, Madagascar, Mali, Mozambique, Senegal, Sierra Leone, The Gambia and 

Haïti attended the meeting as well as representatives from FAO, Action Against Hunger, 

The World Bank, REACH and NEPAD (list of participants in annex).  

 

Introduction 
Dr Francesco Branca, Executive Secretary of the UNSCN, introduced the UNSCN 

Secretariat team as well as the REACH coordinator and gave a short introduction. The 

UNSCN and REACH want to contribute to the expansion of the knowledge base of how 

agriculture projects are looking at nutrition and this will also contribute to the work of the 

SUN Movement. Dr Branca briefly explained the project which will be implemented in 

5-7 countries and which will be funded by Germany. He asked participants to share what 

is already ongoing in countries for making development activities - and agriculture in 

particular - more nutrition-sensitive. This exercise is also important in the context of the 

work of the Committee on World Food Security, an intergovernmental and multi 

stakeholder body for food security (CFS). 

 

Dialogue 
 UNSCN is member of the Advisory Group of the CFS and particularly involved 

in strengthening the linkages of nutrition with the food security discussion taking 

place in the CFS. The UNSCN is organizing a side-event on this topic during the 

CFS39 Annual Session in Rome (on 17 October 2012).  

 Sierra Leone shared their positive experience of attending a CAADP workshop by 

a multisectoral team on how to mainstream nutrition into Agriculture Investment 

Plans. The in-country REACH facilitator has been instrumental for the 

coordination of the different sectors. The country’s Agriculture Investment Plan 

now includes nutrition targets and indicators.  

 NEPAD: CAADP Nutrition multi sector workshops are geared towards better 

integrating nutrition into agriculture investment plans as well as in national 

development plans. These workshops revealed that there were glaring capacity 

gaps and countries have been able to design and seek support for training on 

nutrition planning and on how to harness internal resources for nutrition. In 

Burkina Faso and Nigeria, CAADP trainers help the interagency group. 

 Senegal: talked about opportunities and a bottom-up approach (SMART survey to 

assess determinants of malnutrition): 

o has the CLM (multisectoral body attached to the Prime Minister’s office); 

o has a network in place from the national to decentralized level where 

different line ministry representatives meet. 

o local governments are the entry points for nutrition action on the ground. 

 FAO: MDG Fund supports UN joint programming (in Niger, Mali, Mauretania, 

Senegal, Ethiopia, Guinea Bissau and Mozambique). At least 4 line ministries 

work together, supported by 4 UN Agencies (WFP, WHO, FAO and UNICEF). A 
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current review on how these programmes are mainstreaming nutrition revealed 

the following preliminary results: 

o Increased impact of nutrition interventions delivered by different agencies; 

o MDG-F programme is a learning experience for both UN and ministries to 

work together; 

o Development of coordination at all levels (up to the village level); 

o Good acceptability of the program by the community (with integrated 

package of interventions); 

o Improved UN Leadership 

o Improved interrelationship with Civil Society, UN, Government and local 

level bodies. 

 World Bank: 

o Guidelines will be published on bringing the nutrition perspective into 

health, social protection, agriculture (What is the evidence? How to 

measure? How to do no harm?). Short and long edition will be available in 

different languages.  

o Knowledge Platform SecureNutrition: 

https://www.securenutritionplatform.org/Pages/Home.aspx 

o Country South South Peer Review programme (Senegal, Ghana and The 

Gambia): useful in terms of direct sharing (moving beyond PowerPoints) 

 The Gambia shared experience of South South Peer Review. A(multi sectoral 

country team visited Ghana and reviewed policies at the National level as well as 

conducted  field visits). The Ministry of Finance country team member pledged to 

ensure funds were budgeted for nutrition. 

 Action contre la Faim advocated for involvement of civil society in the proposed 

project (advocacy and “practice-based evidence”) 

 FAO: Stunting as an indicator for agriculture will not work; improving production 

is not enough; there is need to show that consumption at the household level 

improves (e.g. measured by dietary diversity score). 

 NEPAD mentioned that Botswana has lessons to share (production of 

complementary food based on sorghum, school feeding program funded by the 

country) 

 

Conclusions 
 There are different approaches used at different levels by different stakeholders. 

How can we identify a common way to describe this wealth of in-country 

experience and make them available? Dr Branca proposes the approach that is 

also used by DFID: which is nutrition audits of agricultural policies and 

programmes in a sub-set of countries. How to do this could include the following 

aspects: 

i. Identify whether there are nutrition outcomes and whether they are 

made explicit: e.g. stunting, wasting, micronutrient deficiencies, 

dietary diversity score (DDS). The UNSCN could work with 

countries and do this type of mapping of policies and programmes, 
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and assess if they have produced any nutrition impact. This could 

be a first part of the assessment. 

ii. Investigate what is the impact of investments in agricultureon: 1) 

changes in income and income distribution; 2) changes in 

availability and access to food; 3) changes in food prices; and 4) 

changes in women’s time and control of resources. 

iii. Look at different categories of programmes, including1)  

programmes mainly intended to increase productivity and income; 

2) programmes meant to improve household food security; 3) 

programmes producing better quality of foods (including animal 

sources, biofortification). 

iv. Look at primary production, but to consider other stages of the  

value chain (VC). We should also consider the beneficiaries of 

food production and understand the nutrition implications of land 

grabbing. Are there are national policies preventing land grabbing?  

v. Look at the performance of other sectors as a background. If we 

look at nutrition outcomes, we should also be looking to what is 

happening in health, education, water etc. 

vi. Look at the way a programme is delivered. A good programme 

poorly delivered will not produce the same impact.  

 

In Summary 

 There should be a stock taking of analysis and evaluations already being done or 

planned in the near future. It is important to connect the different groups (Feed the 

Future, European Union, World Bank, CAADP, MDG F etc.) 

 The purpose of the exercise should be to describe in very clear operational terms 

what could be the programmatic options for countries in different scenarios. . 

 The following countries expressed their interest to continue this dialogue: Benin, 

Burkina Faso, The Gambia, Mali, Mozambique, Senegal, Sierra Leone, and 

Madagascar. The following organizations expressed their interest to contribute the 

dialogue: NEPAD, FAO, REACH, ACF, World Bank. 

 FAO already has a regional platform including USAID, UN; NGOs which is 

discussing the integration of nutrition into agriculture. A consultant has been 

engaged for 3 months to look into the operationalization of the work. 

 NEPAD announcement: celebrate Africa Food and Nutrition Security day on 30 

October. Celebrations planned in Addis Ababa. 

 

 

Dr Branca thanked all for their contributions. The meeting ended at 15.30hrs. 
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Annex: List of Participants 

 

 
Country 

 

 
e-mail 

 
Participants 

Indonesia nina@bappenas.go.id  Nina Sardjunani  
Benin tossa_jean@yahoo.fr Jean Cokou Tossa 
Burkina Faso stapsoba@unicef.org Sylvestre Tapsoba 
Ethiopia lferew@gmail.com  Ferew Lemma 
Guatemala luisenriquemonterroso@sesan.gob.gt Luis Enrique Monterosso 
Lao pbounfeng@gmail.com  Bounfeng 

Phoummalaysith 
Madagascar abennaim@unicef.org  

jfr@onn.mg 
Amal Bennaim and Jean 
Francois 

Mali diarramodi2000@gmail.com  Modibo Diara 
Mozambique ednapossolo@gmail.com 

mlibombo@setsan.org.mz 
Edna Possolo 
Marcella Libombo 

Senegal abdoulaye.clm@gmail.com  Abdoulaye Ka 
Sierra Leone shamitamin@gmail.com  Ami Shamit Koroma 
The Gambia modoucheyassinphall@yahoo.com 

bakaryjallow24@yahoo.co.uk 
Bakary Jallow 
Modouyassin Phall 

Haiti joselinemarhone@yahoo.fr Dr  Joseline Marone 
 nk.sethi@nic.in N.K. Sethi 
 emorn.was@mahidol.ac.th Emorn Wasantwisut 
ACF sbreysse@actioncontrelafaim.org Serge Breysse 
NEPAD bibig@nepad.org Bibi Giyose 
REACH nancy.walters@wfp.org Nancy Walters 
The World Bank lelder@worldbank.org Lesley Elder 
FAO Florence.egal@fao.org 

Mohamed.AgBendech@fao.org 
Florence Egal 
Mohamed Ag Bendech 

UNSCN brancaf@who.int 
wüstefeldm@who.int 
mahyl@who.int 

Francesco Branca 
Marzella Wüstefeld 
Lina Mahy 
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