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Report of the Nutrition Partners Kick-
off Meeting 
14 and 15 December 2010 in FAO HQ, Rome

Sponsors: The Governments of Germany and France 

Executive Summary
Rational and objectives

Currently there is momentum for nutrition globally, with a clear increase in interest and 
attention to nutrition. In November 2009 the UNSCN and the European Commission (EC) 
convened a meeting in Brussels to put nutrition higher on the agenda of both high-burden and 
donor countries and to develop basic principles to guide country nutrition action. The Brussels 
meeting provided initial directions to the reform of the UNSCN. Since then, much progress has 
been seen in nutrition globally. Among others, the Scaling Up Nutrition (SUN) Road Map has 
been developed and many actions are continually taking place to ensure its implementation, 
more countries have been adopting the REACH approach, and the reform of the UNSCN is 
coming to completion.  

To respond to the momentum, the UNSCN would like to organize a Meeting of Nutrition Partners 
in its 36th Annual Session in 2011 to announce its reform and have key nutrition stakeholders 
agreeing on ways to work together within the reformed UNSCN to further harmonize and 
bring coherence to global nutrition.  It will also be an opportunity for partners to take stock 
on progress in scaling up nutrition and further identify ways to support the development of 
country capacities.  

The UNSCN convened representatives of all key nutrition stakeholders in FAO, z, on 14th 
and 15th December 2010 to kick-off the process of organizing the 2011 Nutrition Partners 
Meeting. The specific objectives were: 1) to report on progress on the UNSCN reform, one 
year after the Brussels meeting, and receive further insights from key nutrition stakeholders 
for its completion; 2) to report on progress on SUN Road Map implementation arrangements 
that assure Scaling Up Nutrition (SUN) implementation and the UNSCN reform are mutually 
reinforcing; 3) to agree on the Nutrition Partners Meeting taking place in 2011 and on processes 
to be undertaken in advance. 

On 14 December, low- and middle-income countries (LMIC) and Brazil, India and China (BRIC) 
representatives met in a preparatory working session to share their experiences and insights 
on effective processes and challenges for institutional strengthening, for building country 
leadership and management capacity, for creating multi-stakeholder platforms at the country 
level, and to discuss how best the global players could support their efforts so that nutrition 
action can be scaled up effectively. These insights will be useful for informing processes to be 
undertaken in advance of the 2011 Nutrition Partners meeting and will be crucial for informing 
the ongoing discussions on the UNSCN reform. 
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In advance of the meeting

Participants from low- and middle-income and BRIC countries were advised that they were not 
expected to make presentations about their countries. They were requested to review the SUN 
Road Map before the meeting and actively engage in open and in-depth discussions, based on 
their personal experiences with policy processes at the country level. Participants were also 
advised to take a few hours in advance of the meeting to reflect on the following points and 
elaborate their ideas, which will be shared with others. 

How to galvanize political commitment at the appropriate high level?1. 
What can trigger the right champions?  How can the national (and global) nutrition community 2. 
best support these champions? 
In addition to champions, who are the most effective advocates and behind-the-scenes 3. 
“movers and shakers”? How to gain their support, bring them into the nutrition movement 
and support their efforts? 
Implementation capacity for nutrition is said to be low across the board. What are the most 4. 
effective mechanisms for identifying and developing endogenous capacities in countries?
Institutional arrangements for convening, coordinating, overseeing progress, overall 5. 
monitoring and evaluation processes (M&E), accountability: what are the success factors 
and bottle-necks? How to overcome those?
After effectively setting up mechanisms for convening multi-stakeholders, how to reach 6. 
consensus on priorities and share roles and responsibilities? 
How to move from policy and strategy formulation to robust programming with investment 7. 
plans able to generate action? 
How to make funding and support more sustainable? 8. 

Participants

During the Working session with LMIC and BRICs (14 December), a full day of intense 
discussions took place among representatives of  the Governments of Brazil, China, India, 
Lao People’s Democratic Republic,  Mozambique, Nepal, United Republic of Tanzania and 
Uganda. To enrich the discussion, Helen Keller International (HKI) -Cambodia was also 
invited.  An output document was prepared and presented to the larger group of stakeholders 
on 15 December. 

During the Dialogue with key nutrition stakeholders (15 December), 62 representatives from 
LMIC, BRIC and countries engaged in international development cooperation in nutrition,  
NGOs, CSOs, academic institutions, business corporations and the UN agencies discussed the 
relevance of a Nutrition Partners Meeting, achievements to date and future plans for Scaling 
Up Nutrition (SUN), and ways to advance and complete the UNSCN reform.  
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Conclusions

There is a broad consensus on the need for a reformed UNSCN, but that reform means that 1. 
a clear added value must be demonstrated. 
The reporting line to the United Nations Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC) needs to 2. 
be re-established. Reporting to other intergovernmental processes needs to be established or 
strengthened. The UNSCN should concentrate on global issues. 
Progress has been made on linkages with intergovernmental processes, especially 3. 
with the Committee on World Food Security (CFS). This work needs to continue. 
Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs), Civil Society Organizations (CSOs), 4. 
research communities, international financial institutions and the business sector should all 
have observer status in the reformed governance structure of the UNSCN. 
The UN agencies will work even closer together at the highest level in order to 5. 
provide a strong and visible platform for nutrition action. 
There is a clear need for networking and information-sharing in the nutrition sector. 6. 
The UNSCN annual meetings, based on very clearly defined participation, will continue 
to exist in the form of a Forum of Nutrition Partners to enhance the dialogue among 
constituencies and nutrition stakeholders.  The annual meetings should not be for decision-
making on harmonized UN policies or for UN coordination. 
Scaling Up Nutrition (SUN) is an important new movement in nutrition and is building a 7. 
strong momentum.  The technical support provided by the UNSCN Secretariat was essential 
for developing the SUN Road Map during the summer of 2010. This support will continue 
to be essential for the SUN Road Map implementation. Resources will have to be mobilized 
so that the UNSCN Secretariat can (i) continue providing input to SUN and (ii) engage more 
players while ensuring transparency of the process.

Two open questions therefore remain:

Should the Chair of the UNSCN be: (a) from one of the four core UN agencies on a rotational 8. 
basis; or (b) transferred to the UNSG Special Representative for Food Security and Nutrition? 
More discussions on this point are needed.
No final conclusion has been reached on the role of member countries in a reformed UNSCN 9. 
Executive Group. The Chair will continue discussing this matter with the Group of Four in 
order to reach a conclusion.

Alexander Müller’s mandate ended at the end of 2010. However, he kindly agreed to continue 
his Chairmanship for about 6 more months in order to ensure that the first seven points are 
implemented and the two open questions are answered so that the reform is successfully 
concluded. His availability was highly appreciated. 
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Day 1 - 14 December 2010
Working session with LMIC and BRICs

Opening remarks 
Alexander Müller, UNSCN Chair

I should first like to warmly thank you for having accepted our invitation and travelled all 
the way from Asia (Cambodia, China, India, Lao and Nepal), Africa (Malawi, Tanzania and 
Uganda) and Latin America (Brazil) to dialogue with us. I also thank the Governments of 
Germany and France for providing the financial support for this meeting and allowing the 
UNSCN to bring you here today.  This is a very important meeting for the UNSCN and I hope 
that it will also turn out to be an important meeting for the nutrition community. The UNSCN 
is under reform, although it continues to be the best place to bring the UN agencies together 
to harmonize their approaches, to bring stakeholders together to converge their actions and, 
moreover, to bring countries together to exchange views and to guide us on what is really 
needed. I want to listen to you, as you know best what is needed in your countries and how best 
international support can be delivered. I want to hear your success stories. 

What is happening now for nutrition has not happened for a long time: nutrition is back on the 
agenda. This momentum has to be used to bring the different initiatives together in order to 
provide the best coordinated support to countries in their efforts to improve nutrition. This is 
also the ultimate task of the UNSCN reform: to strengthen this existing UN platform and to 
bring in new stakeholders and initiatives, such as Scaling Up Nutrition (SUN) and REACH, in 
order to better support countries in their own efforts. 

Nutrition is a very clear development indicator. The UNSCN will never be in competition with 
others; there is space enough for all.  The UNSCN wants to harmonize and have the UN acting 
as One. I am convinced that within the coming months the UNSCN will be restructured as the 
UN Coordinating Body for Nutrition, reporting directly to the ECOSOC.  

You will be in the good hands of two facilitators: Bjorn Ljungkvist (REACH Coordinator) and 
David Pelletier (Mainstreaming Nutrition Initiative, Cornell University). I would like to see by 
the end of the day an output document summarizing your insights and suggestions on support 
systems to your efforts at the country level and on the global governance mechanism to sustain 
all this. Your vision will influence the UNSCN reform.  

Thank you
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Scaling Up Nutrition - Strengthening action at the 
country level
Chair: Denise Coitinho Delmuè, UNSCN Executive Secretary

Presentations

The workshop Chair clarified that the aims of the workshop were two-fold: to collect the 
insights of country participants 1) on scale-up challenges and effective global support systems 
to their efforts; and 2) on the global governance mechanism and institutional arrangements for 
nutrition that can best link up such support systems. In this way, the  country representatives’ 
guidance and insights will be directly influencing the UNSCN reform. The Chair noted that 
three short presentations would follow to “set the scene” and facilitate the discussions. 

Scaling Up Nutrition (SUN) - A Road Map for action1.

Matthew Cousins, Office of Secretary–General, Special Representative 
for Food Security and Nutrition

The presenter provided an overview of the Scaling Up Nutrition (SUN) framework and 
SUN Road Map, including its rationale, history and progress so far. He recognized what had 
already been achieved by countries and that SUN was not a new concept. More information 
on the presentation can be found in the 15 December  report, and the presentation itself can be 
downloaded from the UNSCN website. 

Reactions from country representatives followed. The UNSCN Executive Secretary commented 
that the SUN effort is a huge enterprise that should really unite all stakeholders. There has 
never been so much traction to promote nutrition. SUN concerns the creation of a movement, 
converging towards a common goal with a loose architecture.  At the core of this effort are the 
countries.  The SUN Task Forces have not yet started work, but the UNSCN Executive Secretary 
made an appeal to the country representatives to join them.  The Nepal representative asked 
whether member countries were advised to create parallel task forces at country level. Matthew 
Cousins replied that countries could consider establishing such mechanisms if they would help 
countries to achieve the aims of the SUN movement. The UNSCN Executive Secretary further 
suggested that Task Force (TF) A, in particular, will support the country-led action, and she 
suggested the country representatives to join that TF.

Multi-stakeholder platforms in countries to advance nutrition: 2.
Lessons learned by the Mainstreaming Nutrition Initiative (MNI) 

David Pelletier, MNI Coordinator, Cornell University 

David Pelletier thanked participants for attending this meeting and remarked that the 
Mainstreaming Nutrition Initiative (MNI) is another example of trying to learn from countries’ 
experiences.  There is a central theme in all the presentations so far, which is real recognition 
of the need to learn from country experiences: their successes, challenges and strategies used to 
gain success and furthermore build that into global initiatives.  The MNI was a 3-year project 

http://www.unscn.org/en/sessions/scn-sessions-2010/?conference=5
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funded by the World Bank, designed to learn from country experiences. The prime contractor 
was ICDDRB, with the University of Cornell as a subcontractor. The objective was to develop 
approaches and experiences in moving nutrition from the status of a marginal issue with time-
limited funding to a  permanent feature on policy agendas.

More information on the presentation can be found in the 15 December report and the 
presentation itself can be downloaded from the UNSCN website. 

The UNSCN Executive Secretary then invited participants to reflect on the previously received 
eight questions (listed in the Executive Summary) and at the end of the day produce a systematic 
summary of the vision of this group on what are the main points around these questions. During 
the discussion, the representative from Germany (Suzanne Nãumann) joined and addressed 
participants. She said that Germany is very positive about the increased attention to nutrition 
and feels that UNSCN has an important role to play. Nutrition needs a home like the UNSCN 
to make progress in the fight against hunger and undernutrition. She thanked participants for 
coming and for working together.  

Evidence-based programming at the country level to advance 3.
nutrition

Bjorn Ljungqvist, REACH Global Coordinator, hosted by WFP 

The REACH coordinator gave a presentation on the three-stage process envisaged by the SUN 
Road Map for scaling up nutrition action and shared examples of countries undertaking such 
a process by utilizing the REACH approach and tools. The REACH coordinator recognized 
his predecessor as the coordinator, namely Denise Coitinho. Much of what he is sharing was 
her accomplishment.  He also presented the other members of the REACH team present. 
The REACH coordinator further explained that he has been working for 40 years in nutrition 
but always at the country level; his current position is his first working at the global level. 
He is also a co-facilitator for the SUN Task Force A, in charge of establishing good support 
mechanisms at the country level.  He thinks it would be excellent if the Kick-off Meeting 
country representatives could be in some sort of SUN reference group.  

The three stages of the process to scale up nutrition are: (i) the situation analysis; (ii) the action 
planning; and (iii) the “operationalization”.

More information on the presentation can be found in the 15 December  report and the 
presentation itself can be downloaded from the UNSCN website. 

The discussion continued on the eight questions.  In closing the discussion, the facilitator 
thanked all participants for their contributions and commended them.

The Uganda representative was selected to present, on behalf of participants, the findings from 
the day’s session at the following day’s meeting. More information on the presentation can 
be found in the 15 December report and the presentation itself can be downloaded from the 
UNSCN website. 

http://www.unscn.org/en/sessions/scn-sessions-2010/?conference=5
http://www.unscn.org/en/sessions/scn-sessions-2010/?conference=5
http://www.unscn.org/en/sessions/scn-sessions-2010/?conference=5
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The UNSCN Executive Secretary invited the Chair of the UNSCN bilateral group (Hanns-
Christoph Eiden) to address the participants. Returning to the subject of the UNSCN reform, 
she referred to the three constituencies (UN, NGO/CSO and the bilateral group).  The reform 
aims at getting the UN better organized and having a stronger ONE UN focus and approach to 
nutrition. The other part of the reform is to create rules of engagement for the other constituencies 
and for the different stakeholders (Member States - not only donor countries, NGO/CSOs, the 
private sector and the academic community). Looking outside the nutrition box, there is a 
need to see what can be learned from other movements in the health sector and beyond (HIV/
AIDS, women’s rights, education for all, landmines, etc.) to build a strong nutrition movement: 
(i) good UN coordination, (ii) including stakeholders in an organized way, (iii) looking at 
nutrition in a broad sense (undernutrition and overnutrition, climate change, etc.). She invited 
participants to provide answers to three questions:

Is it relevant to have a Nutrition Partners Meeting in 2011?1. 
If it is relevant, what would be the best way to continue working from now until the meeting 2. 
to aggregate more countries and to keep you as a group?
Would you value having an electronic platform that links you together and continue the 3. 
dialogue?

In summary, participants thought it would be useful to have a Nutrition Partners Meeting, on 
condition that there were very clearly defined goals. It would need careful preparation, but 
would be a positive move. It was suggested to select a theme. 
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Day 2 - 15 December 2010
Dialogue with key nutrition stakeholders

Opening Session
Alexander Müller, UNSCN Chair.

A warm welcome to all participants, with my sincere hope that the discussions today will help the 
UN Standing Committee on Nutrition to complete its reform. I am thankful to the Governments 
of Germany and France for having provided the financial support for the meeting, which allows 
the momentum existing at the international level in nutrition to be used to convene this group 
of nutrition stakeholders for a frank and open debate. 

One year ago, thanks to the support of the European Commission, a commitment was made in 
Brussels during the High-level Meeting on Nutrition to reform the UNSCN in order to ensure 
UN coordination delivering as ONE and the effective engagement and collaboration of all 
key stakeholders in this process. The reform process has revitalized the UNSCN over recent 
months, despite working under very difficult financial conditions. In May 2010 WHO kindly 
agreed to reassign Denise Coitinho Delmuè, for a period of one year, to the role of Executive 
Secretary for helping the UNSCN Chair and the Steering Committee to conduct the reform. 

Since the Brussels Meeting, a lot has been achieved: 

The UNSCN Steering Committee looked at several reform papers and in October 2010 • 
agreed that the four UN agencies (WHO, WFP, UNICEF and FAO) responsible for providing 
over 85% of the core budget of the UNSCN should take the lead and make decisions on the 
reform.  A group of Senior Executives of these four agencies has been established – the 
“Group of Four” - and has been working on the reform ever since. 

The Committee on World Food Security (CFS) decided during the its 36• th Session on 15 
October 2010 to include the UNSCN as a member of its Advisory Group to strengthen the 
links between food security and nutrition. 

New important knowledge products were launched by the UNSCN: the 6• th World Nutrition 
Report and the Policy Brief on Nutrition and Climate Change, among others. This policy 
brief is yet another very positive example of how productively the global nutrition players 
can work together when a focused goal is shared. The advocacy paper on Climate Change 
and Nutrition Security was successfully presented at the COP16 in Mexico last week. 

Last, but not least, the UNSCN Secretariat has been firmly engaged in the Scaling Up • 
Nutrition (SUN) initiative and provided support to the development of the SUN Road Map 
during summer 2010. The Secretariat was requested to continue to provide support towards 
its implementation and will do so. 
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Despite all these, a lot still needs to be accomplished to complete the reform and I would 
like to hear your further inputs for the reform, especially for the final decisions by the Group 
of Four on a new governance structure of the UNSCN that strengthens UN coordination in 
nutrition but also promotes a broader dialogue and partnership with other key stakeholders and 
constituencies. 

Never during the last ten years was nutrition so high on the political agenda. We have to build 
on this momentum and make the best use of it in order to support countries to drastically 
reduce undernutrition among the most vulnerable while also addressing new challenges, like 
the impact of climate change on nutrition, obesity and diet-related chronic diseases. 

A first dialogue between interested bilateral partners and me on the UNSCN reform was 
organized on 7 July 2010 in Rome. This meeting continues that dialogue and expands it to 
other groups of key stakeholders – low- and middle-income countries, NGOs, CSOs, academic 
institutions and the business sector. I count on you to provide recommendations for the reform of 
the UNSCN in order to identify new, innovative and effective ways to implement the ECOSOC 
request for a “point of convergence in harmonizing nutrition policies and activities and 
providing initiative in the development and harmonization of concepts, policies, strategies 
and programmes in response to nutritional needs of countries (ECOSOC, 1977)”. 

Thank you
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Session 1: Bringing partners together 
to advance nutrition
Co-chaired by Ted Greiner and Hanns-Christoph Eiden

This session aimed at addressing two questions: Is there a need for a Nutrition Partners Meeting? 
And if yes, how best to prepare for it? 

Session 1a: Towards a Nutrition Partners 
Meeting
Chair: Hanns-Christoph Eiden, Germany

Presentations

Why have a Nutrition Partners Meeting next year? Which 1.
questions would we like to see answered then? 

Ezzeddine Boutrif, FAO

Nutrition is on top of the international political agenda right now. A reflection is the recent CFS 
decision to include the UNSCN as a member of its Advisory Board. Other important recent 
developments are the WHO Resolution on Infant and Young Child Nutrition, new nutrition 
initiatives and projects like REACH, the UN Joint Programme on Nutrition, the Spanish MDG 
Fund for Food Security and Nutrition, and more recently the very engaging Scaling Up Nutrition 
(SUN) movement chaired by David Nabarro. 

There are numerous stakeholders in the nutrition arena, which confirms the special need for a 
mechanism that brings actors together, like the UNSCN. There are more than 14 UN entities, 
5 international financial institutions, 15 Regional Cooperation Programmes, 30 international 
NGOs, 20 countries engaged in bilateral cooperation in nutrition as donors, 12 transnational 
commercial food companies and a immense number of other businesses, and many universities 
and academic institutions that are all working on improving nutrition. 

There has not been a fully fledged UNSCN Annual Session since 2008, and there is a high 
demand for one. At the same time, we hear frustrations that the reform is not moving fast 
enough. FAO proposes that the 2011 UNSCN Annual Session should have two main functions: 
(i) information exchange and networking, to be separated and clearly distinguished from (ii) 
governance, decision-making and UN joint planning. 

For the first function of information exchange and networking, the following topics could be 
addressed:

links between agriculture, nutrition and health (WG on household food security); • 
Infant and Young Child Feeding information exchange and networking; • 
indicators and impact assessment for harmonization; • 
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school-based approaches; • 
nutrition in emergencies,; • 
human rights approaches for nutrition programming.• 

The second function of governance, decision-making and UN joint planning could focus 
on reaching agreements on how best to enhance capacity development, nutrition advocacy, 
accountability and effective engagement with other stakeholders, as FAO believes that all key 
nutrition stakeholders should be involved in the UNSCN. 

Thank you

Country mapping2.

Francesco Branca, Director NHD/WHO

The 63rd World Health Assembly, in May 2010, approved Resolution 63/28 on Infant and 
Young Child (IYC) Nutrition, by which all 193 WHO Member States committed to engage in 
scaling up nutrition actions. This means that in the next two WHAs debates and deliberations 
on nutrition will take place at the highest level within the global health constituency. 

The recently approved resolution requests the WHO Director-General to develop a comprehensive 
implementation plan on IYC nutrition as a critical component of a global multisectoral nutrition 
action framework. This plan will be aligned and will address the main elements described in 
the SUN Road Map: (i) creating a supportive environment; (ii) adopting efficient strategies; 
(iii) stimulating the implementation of non-health interventions with impact on nutrition; (iv) 
ensuring adequate human and financial resources; and (v) mapping, monitoring and evaluating 
the implementation of nutrition policies and programmes. 

Why do we need nutrition mapping? Because we need to understand where countries are in the 
implementation of their nutrition policies and programmes. We need to benchmark with goal 
setting and monitor progress with a clear set of indicators. Moreover, mapping is important 
for promoting a constructive dialogue with countries on what they expect to achieve, beyond 
numbers. It is an exercise to improve our understanding of the specific needs of individual 
countries and better deliver the support they need from us. 

In country mapping, indicators of health and food security outcomes need to be included. Health 
outcomes should refer not only to maternal and child underweight but also to overweight. 
Although many micronutrient indicators are often included in priority lists, there are limited 
data and understanding of the real micronutrient situation in a country. 

Food security outcomes should reflect the percentage of the population consuming its minimum 
dietary energy requirement, the availability of major food groups related to the quality of the 
diet, dietary diversity scores, expenditures on food and poverty-related indicators and the global 
hunger index. 
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Complexity comes in when mapping policy and programmes.  What is feasible and collectable? 
Not all nutrition interventions proposed by the SUN Road Map have readily available coverage 
indicators. Information systems will have to be strengthened. At the same time we need policy 
indicators, including national nutrition policies, level of political commitment measured by 
proxies such as budget, skilled staff at different levels, and integration of nutrition in other 
policies (e.g. HIV, social protection). 

Policy and systems indicators, when looked at together, could define the level of Country 
Readiness to Act. This is a complex analysis that has to include an element of self-perception, 
i.e. how countries perceive themselves. Health System capacity, governance and expenditure 
are all important elements that influence the level of readiness and therefore of what is needed 
to complement capacities. WHO developed this analysis for the 36 countries with highest 
burdens of stunting. 

Open questions remain: which indicators to select? What about donors’ investment, systems 
indicators and capacities? These discussions will take place in SUN Task Forces like in TF 
A, D and F. Do we need to be more specific about capacities?  How to set goals: the need for 
feasible and meaningful goals, who is going to do this? How are we going to do it? What is the 
information flow? Who will generate and analyse it? How to ensure a transparent process? An 
owned process?

These are very important questions that should be addressed by the key nutrition stakeholders 
within on-going processes:  the SUN Road Map Implementation, the consultations leading 
to the IYC nutrition implementation plan to be submitted to the 63rd WHA, as well as the 
development of the food security and nutrition strategic framework by the CFS. The results 
framework and mapping evolving from all these processes could then be presented to the key 
nutrition stakeholders at the 2011 Nutrition Partner’s Meeting for further discussion. 

Thank you

Building country leadership and management capacity - lessons 3.
learned and best practices

David Pelletier, Cornell University 

Yesterday, with the colleagues from low and middle income countries, we had a very interesting 
discussions on leadership and other skills that are needed for scaling up nutrition. You will hear 
a summary of it soon from the representative of Uganda, Dr. Elisabeth Madraa. In preparation 
for the discussions that will follow, I was requested to present findings and lessons learned 
from the Mainstreaming Nutrition Initiative, a three years research project funded by the 
World Bank (2006 - 2008) and implemented in collaboration with the ICDDRB Bangladesh 
as prime investigator and Cornell University as sub contractor. The objective of MNI was to 
learn from country experiences on how to advance the nutrition agenda, including generating 
commitment, formulating policy and implementation of effective actions.  We wanted to learn 
about successes, challenges and strategies.  

Three types of studies were carried out: cross country studies (based on interviews with 30 
people from the global community and countries), in-depth studies in five focal countries 
(Bolivia Guatemala, Peru, Vietnam and Bangladesh) and follow-on studies in two countries 
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related to disagreements during the policy formulation stage.  In the cross-national study, where 
participants were asked to “tell the story of how nutrition has moved, or not, over the past 10-
30 years, the findings could be grouped into five main categories: Societal Condition, Catalytic 
Events, Structural Factors, Points of Contention, and Strategies and Tactics. Some countries 
were more effective than others in taking advantage of windows of opportunity (created by 
societal conditions and catalytic events) and in dealing with the challenges (related to structural 
factors and points of contention).  

Early on it was realized that there were disagreements among key actors at country levels, related 
to the choosing of key interventions, priority target groups, implementation strategies, delivery 
mechanism, and so on. There seems to be no shortage of points of contention that nutrition 
stakeholders can disagree about. The in-depth also looked also at these disagreements, how 
they were managed and what the outcome of that was. One very important point of contention 
was recurrent in all 5 cases: donors did not act as a group due to differing agendas, interests 
and perspectives on the problem. 

When it comes to the category of Strategies and Tactics we learned that the challenges that face 
all countries can lead either to enhanced or diminished commitment, coherence, coordination 
and support for the national nutrition agenda, depending on how they were managed.  We noted 
that in some countries they were able to use effective strategies and tactics to deal with the 
challenges and in other countries they did not.  This lead us to coin the concept of “Strategic 
Capacity” which is the human and institutional capacity needed to strengthen commitments, 
broker agreements, resolve conflicts, build relationships and communicate effectively, all of 
which are necessary to advance the national nutrition agenda. 

On agenda setting we learned that there are different routes to set an agenda at the highest 
political level, often a useful step to achieve results: in the 3 LAC countries (Peru Bolivia 
and Guatemala) electoral processes played an important role. In Vietnam and Bangladesh the 
technical route (via the MOH) was used. In all cases skilled people were present to foster 
and back up the agenda setting processes, sometime acting in the background and behind the 
scenes.  More specifically, in Peru a coalition of UN agencies and international NGOs lobbied 
the presidential candidates to embrace the goal of reducing stunting by five points in five years.  
They created a bandwagon effect in which all candidates signed on, and after President Garcia 
was elected he made good on his promise by establishing structures to develop a multisectoral 
strategy.  In Bolivia it was the newly appointed Minister of Health and the lead nutritionist 
in the MOH who envisioned a national Zero Malnutrition Program, convinced the newly 
elected Evo Morales to support that effort and overcame competing agendas in the Ministry of 
Planning to get nutrition high in the official development plan.  In Guatemala it was largely the 
efforts of a prominent business man, who “discovered” the magnitude of malnutrition in his 
country and then convinced the president and vice-president to address it.  In all three cases the 
presidents established multisectoral structures for the creation of strategies to reduce chronic 
malnutrition.  In Vietnam a small coalition of external organizations formed a partnership and 
used their various connections to ultimately get the MOH to develop and adopt a national 
stunting reduction strategy.  And in Bangladesh nutrition leaders in ICDDR,B took advantage 
of a front-page media report on the high prevalence of anemia, to inform policy makers of 
the nature of this problem and the available solutions, leading to the formation of a steering 
committee to address this issue.  In summary, there are many routes and openings for agenda 
setting but all of them require the presence of skilled and dedicated entrepreneurs who can spot 
(or create) these openings and move the agenda forward.   
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With nutrition being place high on the political agenda in some of these countries the green 
light was given to formulate policies and strategies. This is where progress slowed down. 
There seems to be an important gap in “strategic capacity” to continue moving the agenda 
forward by forging agreement among stakeholders on the key interventions, strategies, roles, 
responsibilities, leadership, and so on.  On the other side of the coin, there appears to be a gap 
in the willingness and ability of the various stakeholders to be more flexible and seek common 
ground with others.  

We learned that there is the need to differentiate among political attention, political commitment 
and system commitment to ensure that political openings get translated into strong policies and 
effective  implementation.   In some of the countries we studies, politicians gave the green 
light for nutrition but  not maintain oversight and accountability to ensure that the mid-level 
actors were resolving their differences, allocating sufficient time and resources to policy 
formulation and moving the agenda forward.  Thus, once the process got bogged down, there 
was no one with authority to get it unstuck.  Political commitment at the national level, when 
it was observed, is not necessarily translated into commitment from all line ministries that are 
needed, especially ministries as agriculture.  System wide commitment, which refers to all the 
implementers at lower levels, right down to front line workers and local governments, is yet 
another challenge.  

In summary, there is almost no end to the number and variety of challenges that can arise in the 
process of generating commitment, setting the agenda for nutrition, formulating strong policies 
and strategies, and implementing effective actions.  However, all of these can be resolved 
and have been resolved through the exercise of strategic capacity.  The most important take 
home message from the Mainstreaming Nutrition Initiative is that countries and their partners 
should give high priority to strengthening strategic capacities at the individual and institutional 
levels. 

Thank you 

Summary of the working session of country representatives on 4.
day 1

Elisabeth Madraa, Uganda

Yesterday we had a full day of very intense and interesting discussions involving representatives 
of the Governments of Brazil, China, India, Lao, Mozambique, Nepal, Tanzania, and my country, 
Uganda,  about the efforts, challenges and opportunities to scale up nutrition in our  respective 
countries. A colleague from HKI based in Cambodia and working with several countries in that 
region also joined us. 

Very rich experiences were shared. We looked at and discussed issues around political 
commitment, political support to interventions, institutional arrangements needed to bring 
nutrition action to national scale and current implementation capacity. We also discussed our 
views on a Nutrition Partners Meeting in 2011, to be organized by the UNSCN.

I am proud of having been asked by the group to represent all, and, on behalf of the group, I will 
briefly summarize our conclusions. Other members of our group may wish to add their views, 
as well, at the end of my presentation. 
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High-level government-wide political commitment is a key piece of the puzzle  for multisectoral 
implementation of nutrition actions at scale. A good example of that is HIV/AIDs. Political 
leadership from the highest level of the presidency was observed not only in Uganda but 
also in many other countries. Getting high-level commitment  includes the identification and 
mobilization of high-level nutrition champions. Nutrition champions are people who are non-
political but well-respected and cross-cutting. They are able to act as catalysts.

The identification of stakeholders at local level to really act on interventions delivery was found 
to be equally important. Many countries have successfully developed multisectoral policies 
and plans. In all countries, structures exist for formulating national development plans that are 
all multisectoral. However, there are often important gaps down to community and grassroots 
levels to actually take plans out of their “papers” and transform them in real action. 

Informal arrangements are not enough. A legal and binding framework for nutrition is needed 
for multisectoral coordination and programming at the country level. Without it, implementation 
from national to community level is problematic. There are some gaps in structure that need 
strengthening, such as the effective use of information for decision-making: there are gaps in 
data collection, interpretation and use. A Demographic and Health Survey (DHS) is conducted 
only once every five years. Other tools for nutrition profiles like surveillance systems, sentinel 
sites that are important for nutrition advocacy, are often lacking. 

Civil society and the private sector are important activists to move forward and implement 
activities at community level. For example HIVAIDS provides a lesson on how the civil society 
can be an activist to promote the treatment agenda and other interventions and to reach out 
directly to the people in need. 

The challenge of political commitment is how to sustain it, how to keep nutrition on the radar 
screen, and how to provide the needed financing in a sustainable way. Political commitment 
needs to be translated into accountability. In many countries we do not get our political leaders 
accountable, even with regard to high-level events like the World Health Assembly, where they 
adopt and sign resolutions. Everybody would need to be measured against achievements. What 
country representatives sign and adopt in the name of the country should be measured against 
the implementation at country level. All stakeholders should be held accountable for the results 
obtained. They should also act together to hold one another accountable for joint results. This 
applies to policy-makers, political leaders, implementers and others.

Nutritional indicators need to be introduced into national development plans. For key players 
in the social and economic development areas, nutrition is not very marketable unless it is 
quantified. Therefore, data and information are crucially important and needed to place nutrition 
high on the political agenda and to have evidence of demonstrated impact. 

Institutional arrangements depend on the country-specific context. Multi-stakeholder platforms 
can have different meanings for different people. They can also have different purposes. 
Whatever countries are doing in their own context needs to cut across sections and include 
different stakeholders, such as civil society and the private sector. It has to be inclusive within 
the country-specific context. The institutional home of multisectoral coordination needs to be 
defined. If it is the Office of the President/Prime Minister, it can coordinate across sectors.
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One of the most important consensus points among the group was that the approach is important. 
A good process is more likely to generate good outcomes. This includes participatory processes, 
adequate information mechanisms and relationship building in order to generate buy-in and 
to clarify specific roles. Significant time is needed to build trust in processes to tackle key 
problems and set priorities. Equally essential is the right skill set for the people helping to move 
the processes. 

Public-private partnerships have great potential for achieving scale and sustainability. However, 
challenges remain within the private sector. We normally think of the private sector as the big 
food companies, but this reductionist view should be avoided. For example, farmers are part 
of the private sector but they are never involved in the planning process. The same is true for 
many other private sector stakeholder groups. They need to be involved. Moreover, we need 
not only to look at the production site but also at the marketing and the consumer sides of the 
complex food chain (marketing for health benefits). A model that defines both benefits and 
risks needs to be constructed. 

The government has a clear role to play in setting standards for the private sector. 

There is a need for capacity-building in the fields of management, implementation and M&E, 
and a need for developing community capacity to demand for services.

Capacity-building has to move beyond training. Important is institutional capacity development 
and the capitalization of local resources, cultural, social and political, but also financial, and 
opportunities for resource mobilization. Innovative models for capacity development need to be 
identified that can create a demand for nutrition improvement at community level. Communities 
have to be empowered to demand their rights.

Regarding the 2011 Nutrition Partners Meeting to be organized by the UNSCN, the group 
felt strongly that there is a real need for a global platform bringing together nutrition actors, 
including government representatives at its core. Face-to-face meetings are valuable but they 
need clear established objectives and outcomes. Electronic platforms are also valuable tools to 
link nutrition actors. Before proceeding with the Meeting, the participation of a larger number 
of countries should be assured. Food security should be looked at as well, as countries have a 
lot to contribute to this issue and country ownership needs to be respected. 

In conclusion, the group agreed that we need support to move forward, especially in developing 
the existing in-country capacities on the skills needed to strategically manage all the areas 
presented in this summary. In addition, guidance on how to engage the private sector in the 
fight against malnutrition should be provided to countries. The private sector is important and 
it would be most helpful if their potential role could be better understood.

Thank you 
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Working with countries from now on to prepare for the meeting 5.

Bjorn Ljungkvist, REACH Coordinator 

It is difficult to follow Elisabeth Madraa’s outstanding presentation, so I will be very brief.  
Indeed, yesterday’s discussion with colleagues from the Governments of Brazil, Cambodia, 
China, India, Lao PDR, Mozambique, Nepal, Tanzania, and Uganda was eye-opening. It is 
evident that support systems introduced for scaling up nutrition action have to develop and 
strengthen endogenous capacity in countries.

In this sense, capacity development is the core element at the country level that must take 
place to support the scale-up of nutrition action. We know what to do, but all the interventions 
together are quite expensive. If we add the nutrition-sensitive programmes to the list, costs 
increase further. So, how can we help to ensure that those people in need will receive quality 
support, implemented in a sustainable manner?  How can we help to ensure that the links 
between sectors are identified and functional? 

Multiple stakeholders are involved; there can never be too many actors. Capacity has to be 
developed to facilitate work between different stakeholders with different functions for different 
interventions. 

In Mauritania, the questions of who is doing what, where and how were addressed up front, as 
a key requirement to enhance the capacity to coordinate. Any established system needs to have 
a manageable structure. Ways have to be identified to ensure that the most critical decision-
makers have the required tools to act. They need to know what to focus on and what needs to be 
done in order to make informed decisions. High-level decision-makers do not have the time to 
sit around the table to attend meetings, etc. They need other means to access key information. 

As Elizabeth Madraa’s presentation (delivered on behalf of the group) made clear, it is critical 
to develop functional capacities so that services can be delivered and good information systems 
are in place to support the ‘right’ decisions. Technical capacity is also important and may be 
strengthened through more traditional training schemes. 

From now up to the 2011 Nutrition Partners Meeting, and going beyond that, a concerted and 
continuous effort is needed to develop capacity at the country level and keep that capacity in-
country.  This should be our collective priority.  When gathering together in 2011, we should 
take stock of our progress and renew our commitment to continue on the same route. 

Thank you 
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Session 1a: Towards a Nutrition Partners 
Meeting
Plenary discussions
The Chair of the session, Mr Hanns-Christoph Eiden, invited the participants to reflect on 
the following points: how can we best address the need for enhancement in country strategic 
capacity for dealing with governance issues, fostering harmonization and joint work between 
actors? Do we need a Nutrition Partner Meeting and if so how should it look? What should be 
the focus of the discussions so that it helps addressing needs? 

The representative of the Government of France stated that France supports the UNSCN 
reform process because it sees the need to advance nutrition. The answers have to be global 
and therefore France considers the UNSCN and its wider membership as a useful tool and a 
platform to address global nutrition.  The representative recalled that there are many ongoing 
initiatives and recent developments in nutrition and that the general perception seems to be 
that - as it stands today - the UNSCN is not able to properly engage in these international 
initiatives. The representative further clarified that France supports an ambitious reform that 
transforms the global nutrition governance so that stakeholders work together more effectively, 
and that discussions around the 2011 meeting can only take place after completing the reform, 
as without reform there can be no future UNSCN meetings. 

The representative also noted that it is not satisfactory that only individuals from the UNSCN 
Secretariat are engaged in SUN. France favours a convergence between SUN and the UNSCN 
with its wider membership constituency, so that a functional mechanism is set up. 

The representative from the European Commission supported France’s position and noted 
that clarity on global nutrition governance mechanism is urgently needed. The representative 
recalled the High-level Nutrition Meeting in Brussels 23-24 November 2009 and urged the 
reform to be completed bringing SUN and UNSCN to a convergence and referred to the 
information provided by the SRSG that the SUN Transition Team should work only until mid-
2011. Regarding the work with countries, the representative reminded that it is essential to 
include in a mapping exercise a solid stakeholder’s analysis to know what are the driving forces 
behind processes, the level of existing commitments and institutional set-ups, among others, 
as all of these determine the sustainability of the nutrition agenda. Also, having a clear picture 
of the political economy is key to fostering progress at the community level: who will lose and 
who is gaining from a strong and ambitious nutrition policy agenda? Is the business sector on 
board? What might be the stumbling blocks? 

The representative added that capacity development along the lines described by the countries 
is needed. Financial support without adequate capacity in place is not a good investment. 
Also, developing in-country capacities to make linkages with other sectors can help mobilize 
resources already available, maximizing their impact. 

The EC representative concluded by suggesting that success stories regarding the input of 
political will, networking mechanisms and coordinating mechanisms within the government 
are systematically reviewed. 
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The representative of the Government of India highlighted that to help generate results at the 
country level mechanisms and systems to support country efforts need to be designed and 
managed properly by a governance structure that includes the countries themselves at its core. 
Also, governance mechanisms need to bring convergence of partners as there is a need for joint 
country specific assessment and situation analysis for identifying actions. 

Referring to the country mapping, the Brazilian representative underlined the importance of 
monitoring not only impact but also implementation processes in a  human rights perspective. 
Mapping questions should therefore also include issues such as: are roles and responsibilities 
clearly defined? Do remedies exist in case of violation of human rights? Are programme-
targeting criteria transparent? Is information accessible to the participants of the programme? 
Are there discriminatory practices or processes in place to avoid them? The representative noted 
that in Brazil efforts were also made to monitor the quality of the implementation process. With 
regards to the challenges in scaling up, the representative highlighted that Brazil has put in 
place and maintains important multisectoral institutional frameworks and mechanisms - such 
as the National Food and Nutrition Security Council - CONSEA - with representatives of all 
key stakeholders. Together with generating results, such mechanisms are important elements 
for maintaining and increasing political commitment and buy-in. The greatest challenge, 
however, is to make things happen in a sustainable way at the local and service delivery level. 
Adopting a human rights approach has proven to be valuable to address this challenge. The 
representative also agreed with the other speakers on the need for similar governance and 
institutional mechanisms at the global level that are inclusive. 

The representative of the Government of Mozambique explained that some lessons on how to 
scale up nutrition actions can be drawn from the Mozambique experience. It started with good 
political commitment at a high-level with a focused goal to reduce stunting. Good strategic 
planning took place and good linkages are being made with the country strategy to tackle 
food security. However, the real challenge is to sustain the political commitment, which will 
require concrete results to be generated in the short term. Mobilizing resources (technical and 
financial) remains a big challenge as well as building  capacity at the different levels. Although 
in the policy documents and discourse all sectors are mentioned and linkages are made, there 
is still a long way to go to implement and integrate interventions of different sectors at the 
operational level. International guidance and assistance are not currently addressing these very 
concrete operational questions. The representative was very supportive of having a governance 
mechanism for nutrition globally that brings all stakeholders together with their different 
perspectives. However, the relevant sectors should also be brought in to discuss how best to 
improve nutrition. The representative noted that for nutrition managers and policy formulators 
of a country like Mozambique it is crucial to have a space and forum to maintain a dialogue 
with other countries and stakeholders. This builds capacity, empowers and strengthens their 
ability to act back in their country. 

Other participants commented that there are also many countries that have a high burden of 
malnutrition but no high-level political commitment to tackle it. On the other hand, there are 
countries that do not classify as high-burden countries but may want to deal with the problem 
of malnutrition. There have been many attempts to bring different sectors together to tackle 
malnutrition. Already 30 countries are working along these lines, like the UN Joint Programme 
on Nutrition. 
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The Action Contre la Faim (ACF) representative gave an NGO’s perspective to the discussion. 
In the opinion of ACF, a core group for nutrition is important in order to avoid fragmentation. 
At the moment the nutrition group is very fragmented with the UNSCN, SUN and REACH 
initiative. This is an opportunity to re-think and to have all these initiatives facilitated by one 
nutrition leader, which could be the UNSCN or equivalent.  The advantage of a reform is that it 
links different actors in a unique forum for nutrition. Groups of stakeholders should also have 
their own fora, by constituency, but the global discussion should be inclusive. The challenge 
for the UNSCN reform is how the structure that evolves can provide strong leadership and act 
as a catalyst. A very strong and  successful example is the SUN initiative under the leadership 
of David Nabarro, which brings nutrition high on the political agenda. Governance needs to 
be addressed in the discussions about the UNSCN reform this afternoon. ACF thinks that this 
is an opportunity to identify the best way to promote nutrition rather than the interests of our 
individual agencies. 

The UNSCN Chair thanked all for their insightful comments and noted that leadership and 
institutional and human capacity development are all needed. Social science research would be 
helpful to increase the understanding of the conditions under which current constraints can be 
overcome. The broader partnership that the UNSCN aims at building  needs to involve people 
with expertise that can help address these knowledge gaps and also enhance the awareness of 
social development and protection stakeholders on their linkages with nutrition. The same goes 
for agricultural research, which needs to include nutrition indicators as one key measure of 
success. The same logic also applies to health and education research. 
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Session 1b: Achievements and future plans for 
Scaling Up Nutrition 
Chair: Ted Greiner

Presentations

Scaling Up Nutrition (SUN); next steps arrangements1.

David Nabarro, SRSG Food Security and Nutrition and Chair of the SUN Transition 
Team 

The Scaling Up Nutrition framework, which many of you were involved in developing, calls 
for a scaling up of efforts against rising undernutrition within a coordinated multi-stakeholder 
approach.  There are three main reasons for action: firstly, the renewed international focus on 
human rights and equity as the basis for economic, social and human development. Secondly, the 
evidence on the impact of undernutrition on infant and young child mortality is extraordinary.  
And thirdly, there is a widespread recognition that we have a series of well tested and low-cost 
interventions to address undernutrition. There is really no excuse. You know that, but we need 
to say it again and again. The messaging that many of us take for granted is messaging that we 
need to share with people at all times. 

The Scaling Up Nutrition Road Map was developed during the summer of 2010 as a result of a 
commission given to several of us at a meeting organized by WFP bringing together a number 
of nutrition stakeholders on 31 May and 1 June. The MDG Summit was coming up at the end of 
September and the appalling performance on MDG1 was upsetting a number of world leaders. 
It was necessary to have something ready and on the table in 60 days, in time for that event. 

This Road Map is designed to help national authorities obtain some easy, predictable and 
coherent access to technical and financial support and to feel that they are part of a movement 
that is linking us all together in solidarity around the effort to scale up nutrition. SUN is an open 
system: anybody can come into the ideas that are on this Road Map. We are after an evidence-
based country-led effort. Each country will approach things differently, so there is no single 
prescription or top-down control. We need to ensure that outside support is coordinated and 
responsive to what countries ask for and need. 

A major and political side-event in the MDG Summit (in September 2010) created a very 
powerful political moment for nutrition.  A room-full of people said that “Nutrition’s time 
has come”.  World leaders, including Hillary Clinton and Minister Martin called for real 
improvements in nutrition within 1000 days, and the UN Secretary-General committed himself 
as a nutrition leader to see an improvement in nutrition within the next 1000 days. On 24 
September 2010, a number of development partners got together and committed to work 
together in giving support to countries over the next 1000 days. That work was taken forward 
in Ottawa, at the end of November. The Canadian International Development Agency (CIDA) 
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brought together senior officials from development agencies to spend 2 days analysing how 
they will put nutrition higher up and on a more consistent basis within their development 
programmes. Senior participants from developing countries were also there saying what they 
needed if that was going to work. 

Things are starting to move, and the idea of SUN is that we simply provide extra energy, 
lubrication and force so that existing processes work better but, most importantly,  demonstrate 
measurable results within 1000 days. We will not get extra support and extra political engagement 
if we do not show that we are able to get measurable results. We do expect that there will be 
some country-level processes within these 1000 days. Many of the people sitting in this room 
are participants in this process, so we are the SUN, if there is any doubt about it. 

Several nutrition-specific interventions for women and children are at the heart of this work, 
but they are not all. The second requirement is to ensure that each development programme 
is sensitive to nutrition and focused on nutrition outcomes. With relatively small shifts in 
emphasis of programming in agriculture, social protection, safety nets, maternal, new born 
and child health, education, employment, rural development and emergency response, it is 
possible to make them incredibly potent at improving nutrition. Brazil’s experience shows that 
it was nutrition-focused development around Hunger Zero that yielded massive reductions in 
stunting. But we see that also in many other countries, where governments are making sure 
that their development programmes are sensitive to and focused on nutrition. There is a third 
feature that we must not forget. If we need to have food, nutrition and health security as part of 
the framework for social policy, this is where the human rights framework can be so helpful. 
As countries give more attention to the right to food and right to health, they are better able to 
include nutrition within their development programming. 

Back to things we know but that we need to keep reminding ourselves of and telling others: 
proven and cost-effective interventions are available. There is the Copenhagen consensus and 
other data. We have to make sure that when people talk about nutrition they realize they are 
putting people, especially women and children, at the centre of all considerations. People need 
to understand that nutrition improvements are about people, not about anything else. Around 
that we need to build actions in countries, which you are all doing.  

In the SUN Road Map we identified mechanisms that need to span different level of action: 
actions in countries, capacity development, support functions, financing pathways and 
governance are all there, and within each of these we have a number of different elements.

But we also realized that as well as having the pieces of work that need to be done, something 
much more important has to be there, which is a commitment to ensure inclusive multi-
stakeholder actions, coordinated at all levels. The only way we can do this is by portraying 
what is going on as a movement with clear vision, goals and key actors. The leaders must be 
national governments but there is a place for all other actors there as well, and at all levels.

In order to get the scaling-up going, we need a combination of science and emotion. The 
emotion is about bringing ourselves together with shared vision and joint working, trusting each 
other and believing in what it is that we have got to do. Minimizing our conflicts, especially 
our conflicts of interest, and generating excitement for a common goal. At the same time, the 
science has to be there and research is key. A combination of joint working and robust decisions 
with evidence-based action: that is what the SUN is all about.
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To advance this Road Map we have a Transition Team. After the end of September 2010, it was 
clear that we needed to do something, but there was discussion about whether or not having a 
transition team that was not anchored in some kind of global institution was legitimate. Then, it 
was clear we needed to link together the UNSCN secretariat and a number of other stakeholders 
in order to make sure that we had a way of moving forward. But we put a very tight time limit 
on it. At the end of June 2011, we have to find an institutional home for the SUN work. 

The Transition Team’s job is to encourage country leadership, multi-stakeholder platforms, 
regular stocktaking and mapping, planning for scaling up, ways of responding to country needs, 
and development of capacity and capability. But we are also trying to do it by bringing together 
the different stakeholders in international action to focus on nutrition-sensitive development 
and nutrition-specific interventions. At the centre of this is civil society, the people. Businesses 
will have a key role to play. There are multiple government departments, especially Ministers 
of Finance, research groups, donor agencies, development banks, foundations and others. 

I am chairing this group in the name of the UN SG as a temporary arrangement. We are meeting 
monthly and we are under the patronage of the chair of the UNSCN. The group includes 13 
individuals from different constituencies. There is a strong role in this process for FAO, WHO, 
WFP and UNICEF. We also have the offices of the High Commission on Human Rights,  
UNDP, World Bank and others, and we need to make sure they keep “inside the house”. We are 
strongly linked to the governing bodies - CFS, WHA, ECOSOC - and we have to recognize that 
they are governance. We are supported by the Executive Secretary and the Secretariat of the 
UNSCN. We are responsible for advancing the SUN Road Map. There are six facilitated task 
forces establishing themselves. Each task force will link to its broader constituency.  We have a 
high-level tracking framework. This is simply a way to see what is happening in a snapshot. 

The big challenge is how to converge and energize actions for nutrition without precipitating 
discord. We cannot have discord, there is too much at stake. We need to ensure that the technical 
support comes together at all levels, and everybody in this room knows how hard that is to do. We 
need to provide a clear, tangible, open and credible intuitional framework within which action 
is taken forward. If the donors are going to come up with significant additional resources, they 
need to believe that we have something that is  credible and is not are going to fall apart within 
a few weeks or months. Lastly, we need to ensure sustained engagement of these development 
partners and political leaders. When people start asking questions on our progress, we need 
to ensure we are passing the same message and that it comes through that we are all working 
together. We are not quite there yet (an explanation of the six task forces followed).

Last point: the SUN Transition Team trying to help this process move forward does not focus 
on governance.  But it would like to encourage studies of governance options that create the 
energy and excitement and, at the same time, has the credibility talked about this morning.  And 
processes, also, that lead to the emergence and empowerment of nutrition leaders because, in 
the end, it is leadership that will help us to get somewhere, particularly by 2015.

Thank you 
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Reactions from the plenary

FAO noted that it supports the SUN process as it sees it as a unique opportunity to advance 
nutrition. However, it would like to see that among the nutrition-specific interventions others 
that are not related to public health or delivered by the health sector are included, such as 
nutrition education for diet diversification. 

The Ugandan representative recalled the discussions that took place in the previous session 
and asked what is the role of the UNSCN in the middle of all this. She noted that when David 
Nabarro mentions that the Transition Team is time-bound somebody needs to take it forward. 
In the case of HIV/AIDS, the transition period brought a lot of confusion at the country level 
until the respective roles of implementers (WHO and others) and the coordinator (UNAIDS) 
became clearer.  We need an oversight for nutrition and a reporting line. How can we strengthen 
the UNSCN for when the transition period ends?

The head of the EC delegation noted that the three elements that making the success of SUN 
were clear in David Nabarro’s presentation: strong political leadership,  inclusiveness of partners 
and flexibility of the structures. These elements need to be preserved in any given structure of 
the UNSCN in the future. The representative also noted that the presentation was clear on the 
point that nutrition is not only about specific interventions but it needs to be streamlined in 
other policies (e.g. agriculture). Also, nutrition is part of each and every organization and it 
is not exclusive of any UN organization. This is why a UN entity that coordinates and fosters 
agreements on common objectives that go beyond those of each individual UN agency is 
so important. Also, the key actors are not the donors or the agencies, but rather they are the 
countries themselves that need to be in the driver’s seat. In a reformed UNSCN, the countries 
from the South need to be at the centre and must have a very strong voice. 

The representative of Canada noted that whatever comes next must be action- and results-
oriented, have the same sense of urgency and have a very light bureaucracy. Also, seconding 
FAO, the representative suggested adding some more linkages with agricultural actions, e.g. 
biofortification. 

A second EC representative supported comments from Uganda and others that 6 months is 
a very short period of time, which brings concerns about still looking at options. Clarity is 
needed now on what is going to happen. Another concern is how to ensure that a country that 
already has a good plan and is not among the “early risers” will have access to support. 

The representative of France noted that his dream is that there is a convergence between the 
UNSCN and the SUN process beyond the current patronage or engagement of some members 
of the Secretariat in supporting the process. When in June 2011 the deadline for the Transition 
Team comes, the UNSCN reform should have been completed, and everyone recognizes that 
the reformed UNSCN is the one structure that has been legitimated to carry forward this whole 
initiative and process. The key words are convergence and inclusiveness. Malnutrition is a 
global challenge; there must be a global answer and not efforts in selected countries only. SUN 
is a coalition of the willing. France is among the willing, and supports and is engaged in the 
SUN. But this is now a self-designated mechanism where those willing can join. However, 
the most legitimate institutional anchor for a process like this would be a reformed UNSCN. 
There is a need for leadership and SUN brought this about. We want to incorporate this into 
the UNSCN reform. Finally, integration is also key. Our approach to improving nutrition is 
comprehensive and not limited to the supply of some inputs.  Nutrition has to be tackled in an 
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intersectoral manner and be incorporated into the work of all agencies.  A nutrition-sensitive 
approach has to be adopted for all programming of policies that may have an impact on the 
reduction of malnutrition. This is why a link of the reformed UNSCN with other structures, e.g. 
CFS, WHA, agricultural research, is so important.  What we need is a “CILLI approach” which 
stands for Convergence, Inclusiveness, Legitimacy, Leadership and Integration. 

Reply from the SRSG for Food Security and Nutrition 

The Scale Up Nutrition effort is a product of a lot of people who wanted to try to respond 
to the political energy, without spending a huge amount of time negotiating governance 
arrangements, and move ahead quickly in a situation where governance in unresolved. We 
will need to use the next 6 months to try to resolve the governance. In other cases (e.g. HIV/
AIDS, Malaria, Maternal and Child Health) this notion of transition is helpful as long as 
everybody knows what is happening. I repeat my encouragement to have options looked at, 
even by commissioning a study, before finalizing everything. There is too much at stake. 

Secondly, we have at the moment a list of countries that have indicated they want to move 
forward, and in several of those countries we have development partners indicating they are 
prepared to take the initiative to encourage their forward movement. We called them “early 
riser” countries. But this list is still unresolved. The issue is: are we going to be able to find 
development partners to champion these countries? For the beginning stages of SUN we are 
having to broker a relationship between national authorities and development partners. Task 
force A in SUN has a key role in this “match-making”. We anticipate that there will be a build-
up of support over time. 

I would like to suggest that we maintain the flexibility and ensure that all actors have a place 
but that countries feel they have a key voice in SUN. Also, FAO is right: there are many 
activities taking place outside the health sector that are nutrition-specific interventions - that 
was a mistake on my part.

Last point: I agree with the representative of France that it would be great if wherever this 
UNSCN reform process leads that we have a well-developed proper institutional home for 
the SUN movement by the second half of 2011. I agree that Convergence, Inclusiveness, 
Legitimacy, Leadership and Integration are all desirable, but most importantly I  would suggest 
that the term Flexibility also needs to be included, if possible. 

(the SRSG for Food Security and Nutrition had to leave the plenary before the end of 
the discussions)

Planned SUN implementation support (SUN IS)2.

Denise Coitinho Delmuè, UNSCN Executive Secretary 

I would like to inform you and clarify the UNSCN Secretariat’s role in the SUN process. 
At the May/June 2010 meeting hosted by WFP in Rome, the SUN Framework had come to 
completion and as a group we were struggling with the next steps. Many of us were there. It 
was at that meeting where Francesca Mosca, rightly so, suggested and requested for David 
Nabarro to take the leadership role in developing a Road Map for Scaling Up Nutrition. This 
was the right decision, triggered by her suggestion. 
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You will recall that it took two years to develop the SUN Framework (ex-Global Action Plan 
(GAP)) and reach an agreement on how to advance nutrition. It was still a very fragile agreement 
although we had the SUN Framework endorsed by a certain number of institutions. 

When David Nabarro accepted his leadership role, he requested the Chair of the UNSCN to 
support him and it was agreed that the UNSCN Secretariat would provide support to take SUN 
to the next level. The 60-day count-down process started and turned a policy document - the  
SUN Framework - into a living and organic Road Map for Scaling Up Nutrition. A process was 
set in motion by all of us and that process brought SUN to life. It was not just writing a paper or 
a Road Map. It was an amazing job that united many of us around a common objective during 
the summer of 2010 and for which the UNSCN Secretariat provided crucial support.

The UNSCN Secretariat had the capacity to set up very quickly electronic means of 
communication among groups. The dialogue thus far was still considered very restricted, with 
few developing countries participating. Also, the engagement of many more stakeholders from 
different constituencies was required. Five SUN Road Map Development Working Groups 
were set up and, thanks to the broad UNSCN network of nutrition partners, that allowed us 
to bring in quickly and engage more people and forces into this dialogue. With the UNSCN 
Secretariat’s capacity working under very effective leadership, we got where we are today. 

It is important to note that we, from the UNSCN Secretariat, provided continuous and solid 
support to this process in a low-profile way and in the background. We knew that many of 
the SUN stakeholders did not want to see the UNSCN as a core player in this process, but 
we believed in its potential and thought that helping was the right thing to do. As Executive 
Secretary of the UNSCN, I am very proud that our team was able to engage effectively and 
help, and I am convinced that this was the right decision for the UNSCN. 

Meanwhile, the UNSCN reform process was not put on hold. We continued developing, refining 
and negotiating the reform proposal in a way that adequate mechanisms could evolve from 
both processes and eventually converge into one unified and more robust governance structure 
for global nutrition. This can take the form of a reformed UNSCN or of something new that 
evolves out of its reform process. 

We made a concrete effort to bring under the SUN the UNSCN membership by contacting by 
phone large numbers of people and asking them to join and contribute to the SUN Working 
Groups.  Some joined, while many declined, but all appreciated the opportunity that our 
reaching out to people has created. 

We received some criticism. Some of our partners believed that the UNSCN Secretariat should 
have focused on its own reform process rather than providing support to the SUN Road Map 
development. I do not agree. I am convinced that the UNSCN engagement in SUN has helped 
bringing it to where it is today and advancing nutrition. After all, this is what the UNSCN 
should be all about. 

Now we are in the SUN Road Map implementation phase and transitional arrangements for the 
SUN Road Map implementation are in place. The UNSCN Secretariat will provide the same 
support that it has provided during the SUN Road Map development. This has been agreed 
between the Agencies. 
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As you all know, during the past months the Secretariat struggled with the financial situation 
of the UNSCN to a point that it was not even sure whether the UNSCN could be maintained.  
The Government of Ireland provided financial support to make sure the Secretariat was able to 
provide implementation support to SUN, including the hosting of the six Task Forces’ electronic 
platforms. 

We will monitor progress closely as we go along to see whether 6 months will be enough to set 
in place robust mechanisms that can evolve the current UNSCN into a solid anchor for global 
nutrition efforts in general and for SUN in particular. 

The current momentum is far too important, there is a lot at stake and it is our collective 
responsibility to work on both the UNSCN reform and on the SUN Road Map implementation. 
We will need to see what is the right time for both processes to come together into one. 

Thank you
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Session 1b: Achievements and future plans for 
Scaling Up Nutrition 
Plenary discussions
Several questions were put to the SRSG for Food Security and Nutrition in his absence: 

USA -  How could the UNSCN entertain the governance issues around the TF and TT?

Belgium - What are the concrete obstacles for the UNSCN to become the institutional home of 
SUN? How can these obstacles be removed? 

MSF - We have to recognize that the process has advanced without an institution behind it 
and this is commendable. However, the roles of countries and the space they have 
within SUN is not yet clear despite much been said about SUN promoting a country-led 
process. There is still a lack of visibility on the part of donors for nutrition investments. 
How is SUN going to have this improved? Can clearer funding mechanisms be put in 
place so that countries know what to do and where to go to apply for funding? 

FAO - The Task Forces proposed overlap with UNSCN working groups and task forces. Why 
cannot the current structures be used? What is the relationship between REACH and 
SUN and how can this be better connected? Country selection criteria need to be clearer 
and the selection process more transparent. Also, SUN should be an inclusive process 
with something for all countries that want support. How can this be ensured by SUN?

Germany - We need to know more clearly where the UNSCN is in this process. This question 
was posed by the developing countries themselves, not by donors. We need to give a 
good answer. Also, long-term strategies and a sustainable home for these efforts are 
missing. SUN is successful now but how to make it really legitimate, inclusive and 
sustainable? The UNSCN Secretariat has provided a huge amount of support to SUN, 
why can’t the UNSCN be the long-term anchor for SUN? What are the real obstacles? 

EC - It seems clear that SUN benefited from the UNSCN institutional backing and capacity 
to convene stakeholders and share information. We need an institutional home for 
nutrition and I would also like to have a reply from David Nabarro on what are the 
concrete obstacles for the UNSCN to be the home of SUN. 

The UNSCN Executive Secretary addressed the questions on obstacles for the UNSCN to be 
the institutional anchor of SUN, recalling earlier discussions on the need for the right process 
to generate the right outcome, and explained that there are processes that still need to take place 
within the UNSCN reform to make sure the reformed structure is robust enough to anchor 
SUN. The Executive Secretary also highlighted that SUN is being collectively built and that 
the UNSCN has played a crucial role in its development thus far, as recognized by many of the 
SUN stakeholders. 
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Session 2: Advancing and completing the 
UNSCN reform
Chaired: Francesco Branca (WHO)

Presentations

Towards one UN in nutrition1.

Alexander Müller, UNSCN Chair 

The reform of the UNSCN is progressing. Senior Executives of four UN agencies - FAO, WHO, 
UNICEF and WFP - have met and agreed that the UNSCN mandate remains very relevant, but 
has to be implemented. To ensure the UNSCN is fit for purpose, the Senior Executives agreed 
on the following overall six outcomes of the reform process: 

The UN System will deliver as One in nutrition with periodic reporting to the CEB;• 
All key stakeholders will be engaged in a productive dialogue to advance nutrition,  in • 
organized constituencies with representatives;
Connections will be made (health, education, food security, social protection, etc.)• 
High-level and harmonized periodic reporting on progress in nutrition will be made to the • 
ECOSOC, WHA and CFS;
The UNSCN will have the following structure: a forum of partners led by an Executive • 
Committee supported by a Secretariat;
Output-driven working arrangements will be accountable to the Executive Committee.• 

The six core functions of the reformed UNSCN have also been agreed upon by the four UN 
Agency Senior Executives:

Providing global strategic leadership and advocacy in nutrition;1. 
Enhancing dialogue and linkages, and fostering joint nutrition action;2. 
Harmonization of concepts, including methodologies and guidelines, policies and 3. 
strategies;
Knowledge exchange for better nutrition programming, management, implementation, 4. 
monitoring and evaluation;
Reporting on global trends (information is key);5. 
Engaging and facilitating the dialogue with the other stakeholders across health, food security 6. 
and social protection constituencies (this refers to UNSCN being accepted as a member of 
the CFS Advisory Group) for mainstreaming nutrition into development policies.

Let me elaborate a bit further on what a new governance structure for the UNSCN will look 
like and what are the pending decisions to be made. The UNSCN will be led by an Executive 
Committee (Board) with five core members coming from multilateral organizations with a 
mandate related to nutrition represented by the head of agency /ADG level.  These are FAO, 
WHO, UNICEF and WFP, and one additional seat will be given to a representative from other 
interested UN agencies (such as IFAD, IAEA, UNHCR, UNDP, UNHABITAT) that would 
select their representative. 
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Decision is still pending on the following: 

Additional Members could be invited to join the Executive Committee. These would be • 
UN Member States representatives from the group of countries committed to bilateral 
cooperation in nutrition, from the group of LMICs and from the BRICs. The total number of 
seats needs to be decided. Also, one seat at the Executive Committee could be allocated to a 
representative of the International Financial Institutions. 

In addition to these members, representatives from other stakeholders could be invited as • 
observers, namely, NGOS/CSO (1 seat), business sector and private philanthropic foundations 
active in nutrition (1 seat), established international research institutions and systems (1 
seat).

A decision also needs to be made regarding the Chair of the UNSCN. This could come from the 
UN family (one UN agency head or the UNSG Special Representative for Food Security and 
Nutrition, for example) or from the other members (one bilateral partner, for example).  

Lastly, let me lay out to you what I envisage as the next steps for completing the reform.  While 
we are working hard to finalize the reform, the UNSCN keeps working and several of you have 
been participating. The UNSCN Secretariat has provided support to the Scaling Up Nutrition 
Road Map development. If adequate financial resources are made available, in addition to 
the core contributions from the UN agencies, implementation support can also be provided.  
The UNSCN can support the Transition Team and Task Forces through the engagement of the 
Executive Secretary and the UNSCN Secretariat, and also facilitate effective networking and 
coordination. It can also support the development and dissemination of progress reports of 
People’s Nutrition Situation and facilitate multi-stakeholder processes for communication and 
for building momentum. Other areas of work that the UNSCN can definitely help with are in 
exchanging knowledge of tools, practices, standards and harmonized policies, and in actions 
for global leadership.

 This Kick-off Meeting should provide input and recommendations to the Group of Four, 1. 
who will make the pending decisions and proposed revised institutional arrangements for 
nutrition within the UN system. 
The decisions of the Group of Four, once approved by the Heads of FAO, WHO, UNICEF 2. 
and WFP, will be communicated by the agency heads to the CEB, which will be requested to 
report on these revised arrangements to the ECOSOC at one of the next substantive sessions, 
ideally mid-2011, in Geneva. This reporting will be based on the resolution of E/5968 26 
April 1977.  
The ECOSOC reports to the General Assembly (GA) and thus periodic nutrition reporting 3. 
to the GA could be established.

If these steps are followed quickly, a much strengthened mechanism for moving the nutrition 
agenda forward globally will be put in place. I need your collaboration.
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Developing mechanisms for engaging the different stakeholder 2.
groups

Denise Coitinho Delmuè, UNSCN Executive Secretary.

Let me start by referring to the mandate of UNSCN already presented by the Chair. I would like 
to highlight what is core: the UNSCN is a UN entity and a point of convergence in harmonizing 
nutrition policies and practices. 

The nutrition stakeholders are many and the mechanism to get this machinery working 
smoothly is complex.  Not only different stakeholders (e.g. UN agencies, governments, private 
sector, academia, communities) but also different sectors need to converge, and therefore an 
inclusive platform to support country-led action is needed.  This inclusive platform has one 
unifying goal, i.e. reaching food and nutrition security for all. Mechanisms for engagement of 
the stakeholders and sectors must be created with goals, indicators and benchmarks that we can 
all stand behind in measuring our collective progress.

The UNSCN membership is disorganized. Who are the UNSCN members, who is truly 
representing a constituency? This is being looked at in what we are now calling “Stage 2” of the 
UNSCN reform: streamlining the mechanisms for engagement of all key nutrition stakeholders 
once the core is established by setting up the Executive Committee of initially five members 
from the UN family. If all the energy coming from the UNSCN Annual Sessions could be 
canalized and mobilized into achieving concrete and focused goals, it could be extremely 
powerful to generate lasting improvements in nutrition.

The current working arrangements of the UNSCN are a reflection of the disorganized 
membership. There are Working Groups (WGs) and Task Forces (TFs). The current Working 
Groups are thematic. There have been interesting products, but not all the work of the WGs is 
output-oriented.

The process for the Stage 2 reform is as follows:

start from the agreed functions of the UNSCN;• 
do a nutrition stakeholder mapping and robust analysis;• 
map existing functional mechanisms;• 
look outside of the box at mechanisms used in other areas (other sectors and other • 
partnerships).

Lessons can also be learned from the SUN process (new ways of communicating, engaging 
stakeholders) and hopefully the UNSCN reform and the SUN process will converge and a solid 
institutional arrangement for nutrition globally will emerge.

Thank you
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Assuring connections in a reformed UNSCN: Food Security and 3.
Nutrition

Hugo Verbist, Vice-Chair of the Committee on World Food Security

Thank you for the invitation to joint the UNSCN Kick-off Meeting. I would like to cover four 
points:

What is food security and how does it relate to nutrition?
The CFS and its reform 
What are the possible connections and those already established with UNSCN? 
Conclusions on nutrition governance at global level 

For the CFS: 1. Food security exists when all people at all times have physical, social and 
economic access to sufficient, safe and nutritious food to meet the dietary needs and food 
preferences for an active and healthy life. The nutritional dimension is integral to the concept 
of food security and to the work of the CFS. This definition was adopted in the CFS reform 
document in November 2009, which I will explain shortly. The CFS’s vision on food security 
explains why the CFS is called the Committee on World Food Security without adding “and 
nutrition”. For the CFS, nutrition is an integral part of the concept of food security.

The CFS underwent a major reform in 2009, after the 2008 food crisis.  This lead to the 2. 
adoption of the reform document in November 2009, whereby the committee got a new 
vision statement, some new rules and structures to work with. The vision of the CFS is 
that it will constitute the foremost, inclusive international and intergovernmental platform 
for a broad range of committed stakeholders to work together in a coordinated manner and 
in support of country-led processes towards the elimination of hunger and ensuring food 
security and nutrition for all human beings. There have been six roles identified for the CFS 
with three main ones: (i) coordination at global level by creating a platform for discussion 
on food security and nutrition issues among all stakeholders involved; (ii) to create a place 
where we can come to policy convergence on policies that have international scope; and (iii) 
for the link with the national level, to see how the work of the CFS can actually influence 
what is happening at the national level as well as promoting accountability. New structures 
have been established as well to make sure that the reformed CFS can function throughout 
its intercessional period: an extended Bureau where Member States are represented, an 
Advisory Group, the Secretariat is now a joint Secretariat between FAO, WFP and IFAD, the 
CFS is now “within” FAO, not “of” FAO, with equal participation of the three Rome-based 
agencies, and a High-level Panel of Experts (HLPE) was established providing scientific 
advice to the CFS.

During its 363. th Session in October 2010, the plenary decided to include the UNSCN in the 
Advisory Group (“…has decided to include the UNSCN into the Advisory Group taking into 
account its special nature as a UN coordination mechanism and platform in its own right, 
with its own stakeholder consultation mechanisms”).  There is also the possibility to invite 
the UNSCN (or one of its member organizations) to become part of the joint CFS Secretariat 
as well, but this needs to be finalized. The UNSCN has participated in the last two Advisory 
Group meetings, and it has proven to be very useful.  Is there the suggestion for the Chair of 
the CFS to be a member of the UNSCN Executive Board?  These are the formal links, but 
of course there are other connections as well.  The UNSCN could be reporting in each CFS 
Annual Session on what it is doing. 
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CFS is dealing with food security and nutrition; the UNSCN is a platform for nutrition. 4. 
Creating parallel structures needs to be avoided. Good coordination between these governance 
structures needs to be our aim.  It also needs to be ensured that whatever comes out of the 
UNSCN finds a place in the CFS. 

Thank you

Assuring connections in a reformed UNSCN: the Secretary-4.
General Global Strategy for Women’s and Children’s Health as a 
platform for improving nutrition

Viviana Mangiaterra, Partnerships Coordinator, Department of Making Pregnancy 
Safer, World Health Organization.

Thank you for the invitation to joint the UNSCN Kick-off Meeting. Assuring strong connections 
between nutrition and maternal and child health is crucial for us, working under the new Global 
Strategy for Women’s and Children’s Health.

The Global Strategy for Women’s and Children’s Health is a bold and coordinated effort 
to accelerate progress, deliver results and ensure accountability on the progress towards 
reproductive, maternal, newborn and child health. The strategy aims to:

galvanize commitment and action from global partners;• 
address critical gaps in health care;• 
accelerate the progress on women’s and children’s health;• 
everage ongoing national efforts, financial, human resource and political capital.• 

It is not a new global health initiative, but builds on existing national efforts. 

There are many linkages that need to be strengthened with nutrition. In the strategy there are 
currently some, but yet not sufficient, data on, for instance, maternal mortality and nutrition 
(anaemia), low birth weight, exclusive breastfeeding, and double burden of malnutrition (obesity 
and the complications of pregnancy and delivery).  The Global Policy recommends strengthening 
collaboration in the areas of:

country-led health plans;• 
health system strengthening;• 
integrated health care;• 
coordinated research and innovation.• 

We need to work closer together to ensure that linkages and integration happen at three 
levels:

 individual level (e.g. to address co-morbidity during pregnancy);• 
level of care (in particular the promotion of key family practices);• 
programmatic and policy level.• 
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These linkages can be built through the development of joint action plans at the country 
level. One concrete suggestion and take-away from this meeting is that Scale Up Nutrition 
interventions should be part of this joint effort.

Thank you

The Chair informed that in the interests of time, Dr. Luciene Burlandy had kindly suggested to 
share her presentation on “Assuring connections in a reformed UNSCN:  Social Protection 
and Nutrition” with the participants. She also made herself available for answering questions 
at a later stage.
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Session 2: Advancing and completing the 
UNSCN reform
Plenary discussions
On the need for a reformed UNSCN 

Several participants commented that if there is no reformed UNSCN, internal coordination 
among UN agencies will not happen. Also for the future of SUN, some kind of structure is 
needed and a reformed UNSCN could help move the SUN process.  These participants noted 
that the reform process concerns a new UNSCN with clearer accountabilities, governance 
objectives and a business plan.  One participant asked those who do not want the reform what 
they expected from any structure. One year from now, if there is no reformed UNSCN, who 
will take care of nutrition globally?

One participant noted that the reform process is to be about a new UNSCN with clearer 
accountabilities, governance objectives and a business plan.  If the “pay to play” rule will be 
implemented, more specifics are needed. 

CFS reform was mentioned as an example of a good process that has taken one year and has 
resulted in a open, inclusive, balanced intergovernmental body, ensuring ownership by the 
UN and countries, with entities linked to food security and nutrition, and a high-level panel 
of experts that can provide technical inputs in case of policy impasse.  Others reminded the 
group that the function creates the organ: the institutional setting depends primarily on what is 
needed. If UNSCN is in a position to take over the implementation of the SUN process, it can 
and must be supported.  If the UNSCN remains a talk shop, it should not be supported, and its 
reform should lead to action and results.  In addition, it is important to get it right and to move 
forward quickly. All appropriate bridges and linkages should be in place. Dialogue is complex 
and has been intense during the past few weeks.  

On the linkages between SUN and the UNSCN 

It was noted by several that SUN is an important new movement in nutrition globally that is 
building a strong momentum.  The technical support provided by the UNSCN Secretariat was 
essential for developing the SUN Road Map during summer 2010. This support will continue to 
be essential for the SUN Road Map implementation.  One participant reminded the group that 
the success of SUN is that it brings together people from different horizons towards concrete 
goals.  They share their willingness to engage in the process.  Representation is not an issue: 
this is a coalition of the willing. This is a good lesson for the reform of the UNSCN. 

On the reformed UNSCN governance structure

Two strong and antagonistic positions were put forward on this topic. 

Several participants, especially government representatives, made it clear that UN 1. 
Member States should have decision-making authority in a reformed UNSCN and that 
they favour country representation in a new UNSCN Executive Committee, making sure 
that representatives are officially mandated by their government.  It was noted that more 
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participation from representatives of low- and middle-income countries needs to be sought. 
The complex machinery of representation should also consider including regional and local 
government representation (there is a global association of local governments). In addition, 
the participants proposed that a broader, multi-stakeholder and multi-sector forum for 
exchange of views and for debate be set up, as transparency is important and is not something 
to be afraid of.  In this context, having all stakeholders involved in the UNSCN governance 
(maybe as observers) is legitimate.  There was good agreement around the relevance of such 
a forum as a place for a broad group of constituents to meet and discuss.  Its organization was 
felt to be essential, including the determination of who can speak.  More consultation with 
stakeholders is needed to design the most adequate mechanism. 

Two participants mentioned Nutrition and Climate Change as one example of the importance 
of having governments in the governing body of the reformed UNSCN. If nutrition wants to 
be seriously considered by the environmental groups, then Member States have to be in the 
lead of this discussion and on a decision-making role. Furthermore, one participant suggested 
that research findings can help defining structure and governance issues, and researches can 
contribute to capacity-building. Academia can provide consultancies to the governance and 
planning process.  In order to find an adequate representation of the nutrition academia, there 
is no international nutrition research system like there is for agriculture (CGIAR). Therefore a 
panel of nutrition experts might be considered.  

One participant also made it clear that a reformed UNSCN cannot just be a UN coordination 
body, that Member States should be part of the decision-making process, and proposed that the 
UNSG Special Representative for Food Security and Nutrition be requested to be the UNSCN 
Chair.  This proposition was seconded by another participant, who noted that in order to ensure 
leadership in nutrition a structure with high-level representation is needed and that the UNSG 
Special Representative for Food Security and Nutrition has a special legitimacy of its own, 
including have been appointed as the leader of the Transition Team of the SUN.

Other participants were of the opinion that if the reformed UNSCN is moving back to UN 2. 
coordination, then no body besides the UN should be involved in decision-making and the 
wider constituency is not needed.  In that case, participation of other stakeholders in the 
UNSCN would not be for making decisions and therefore representativeness is less of an 
issue. Constituencies could break into smaller groups (e.g. an African representative, one 
academia representative, one NGO representative etc.).  Some recalled that with diminishing 
resources available, there is a need to engage governments in an effective way and a need 
for the UN agencies dealing with nutrition to better coordinate and agree on strategies and 
approaches. UN coordination should be the core function of the UNSCN.  The higher-level 
executives should meet once a year to make decisions. 

The participants stated that the UNSCN should stay a “lean machine” to advance the nutrition 
agenda and coordinate with the CFS working in tandem with its mechanisms. It should be 
UN only with inputs from countries, but not having countries in its governance structure.  
Concerning a fifth UN organization in the Executive Committee, some found it not necessary.  

Finally, participants agreed that the reporting line to the ECOSOC needs to be re-established 
and that other reporting to intergovernmental processes need to be established or strengthened. 
The UNSCN should concentrate on global issues. 
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On linkages with intergovernmental processes

Participants acknowledged that good progress has been made, especially with the Committee on 
World Food Security (CFS). This work needs to continue. There were strong recommendations 
to avoid the creation of parallel structures for food security and nutrition security (e.g. UNSCN 
and CFS). Participants called for the need to analyse all potential synergies between UNSCN 
and the CFS from the two sides, including the costing/need for resources of the UNSCN.

Other participants recalled that nutrition and food security are two different issues: there is a 
wide overlap, but they are different. Therefore a wider engagement with the CFS is desirable 
but one specific forum where nutrition security is addressed is also desirable. In addition, new 
accountability mechanisms that are different from the accountability and governance structures 
of the organizations should not be created.

The Session Chair restated the remaining question from the morning session to the UNSG 
Special Representative for Food Security and Nutrition, i.e. what exactly is the problem for the 
UNSCN to be the host of the SUN initiative?  

SRSG for Food Security and Nutrition

The SUN effort is nothing special: there are countries wanting to move forward on nutrition and 
there are interests globally to act.  A lot of amazing people have come together to put something 
together.  There is a huge demand for getting results in ways that are open, liberating, and full 
of energy. It is an exiting combination of accountability and action for nutrition. There has 
never been an issue of UNSCN versus SUN.  The UN is totally involved in this SUN process.  
The test of whether this has worked will be the reaction of the governors, i.e. the WHA, CFS, 
FAO governing council, ECOSOC and other bodies outside the UN system like the WPHNA, 
AU. These are all entities that govern and they are all able to judge whether or not SUN is 
adding value.  SUN is designed to be a novel way of working in the short term. UNSCN is 
reforming and it should not be rushed. The nutrition world will be different in 9 months from 
what it is now.  Transitions sometimes have to be done slowly, otherwise one can end up with 
something that is not fit for its purpose. SUN is a short-term amplifier and energizer.  There are 
a lot of governance options available, such as CFS and WHA. 
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Summary conclusions
presented by the UNSCN Chair

There is a broad consensus on the need for a reformed UNSCN but that reform means 1. 
showing a clear value added. 
The reporting line to the ECOSOC needs to be re-established. Other reporting to 2. 
intergovernmental processes needs to be established or strengthened. The UNSCN should 
concentrate on global issues. 
Progress has been made on linkages with intergovernmental processes, especially with the 3. 
Committee on World Food Security (CFS). This work needs to continue. 
NGOs, CSOs, research communities, international financial institutions, and the business 4. 
sector should all have observer status in the reformed governance structure of the UNSCN. 
The UN agencies will work even closer together at the highest level in order to provide a 5. 
strong and visible platform for nutrition action. 
There is a clear need for networking and information-sharing in the nutrition sector. The 6. 
UNSCN annual meetings, based on very clearly defined participation, shall continue to exist 
in the form of a Forum of Nutrition Partners to enhance the dialogue among constituencies 
and nutrition stakeholders.  The annual meetings should not be for decision-making on 
harmonized UN policies or for UN coordination. 
SUN is an important new movement in nutrition that is building a strong momentum.  The 7. 
technical support provided by the UNSCN Secretariat was essential for developing the 
SUN Road Map during summer 2010. This support will continue to be essential for the 
SUN Road Map implementation. Resources will have to be mobilized so that the UNSCN 
Secretariat can (i) continue providing input to SUN and (ii) engage more players while 
ensuring transparency of the process.

Two open questions therefore remain:

Should the Chair of the UNSCN be: (a) from one of the four core UN agencies on a 8. 
rotational basis; or (b) transferred to the UNSG Special Representative for Food Security 
and Nutrition? 
No final conclusion has been reached on the role of member countries in a reformed UNSCN 9. 
Executive Group. The Chair will continue discussing this matter with the Group of Four in 
order to reach a conclusion.

Alexander Müller’s mandate ended at the end of 2010. However, he kindly agreed to continue 
his Chairmanship for about 6 more months in order to ensure that the first seven points are 
implemented and the two open questions are answered so that the reform is successfully 
concluded. His availability was highly appreciated. 

The UNSCN Chair thanked the participants of the meeting and acknowledged the important 
contribution to nutrition and the support over the years of Ezzedine Boutrif from FAO, who 
is now retiring. He concluded the Session with very special thanks to the Governments of 
Germany and France, who sponsored this Meeting and made the participation of colleagues 
from developing countries a reality.   

The meeting ended at 17:15 hrs.
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ANNEXES:
ANNEX 1: LIST OF PARTICIPANTS

Surname First name Organization/Agency
Binns Paul Valid International

Boutrif Ezzeddine FAO
Branca Francesco WHO

Burlandy Luciene CONSEA, Brasil

Chunming Chen International Life 
Science Institute

Cogill Bruce USAID
Costa Coitinho 

Delmué Denise UNSCN

Cousins Matthew

Office of the UN 
Secretary-General 

Special Repr. On Food 
Security and Nutrition

Egal Florence FAO

Eiden Hanns-Christoph
Federal Agency for 

Agriculture and 
Nutrition- Germany

Ernoult Nathalie MSF

Goidinho Renato Brazilian Mission to the 
UN agencies in Rome

Grand Jean-Michel Action Against Hunger 
UK

Greiner Ted University of South 
Korea

Guindon Evelyn Micronutrient Initiative
Heuchan Adair CIDA

Israel Anne Dominique Action Contre la Faim 
France

Kangas Suvi UNSCN

Kazimoto Subilaga Edward
Tanzania, Ministry 

of Health and Social 
Welfare 

Kennedy Sean IFAD
Kraemer Klaus Sight and Life

Krawinkel Michael Giessen University, 
Germany

Kvitashvili Elisabeth US  Mission to the UN 
Agencies in Rome

Landis Lauren WFP
Lane Jason EC
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Surname First name Organization/Agency

Lasbennes Florence High Level Task Force 
on Food Security

Ljungqvist Bjorn REACH

Longhurst Richard Institute of Development 
Studies

Madraa Elizabeth Uganda Ministry of 
Health

Mahy Lina UNSCN
Mangiaterra Viviana WHO

Margetts Barrie World Public Health 
Nutrition Association

McDermott Peter Children Investment 
Fund Foundation

Mosca Francesca EC
Müller Alexander UNSCN

Nabarro David
UN SG Special 

Representative for Food 
Security and Nutrition

Näumann Susanne 

Federal Ministry for 
Agriculture , Food and 
Consumer Protection - 

Germany

Ndossi Godwin David Tanzania Food and 
Nutrition Centre

Nguyen H K US - UN Agencies in 
Rome 

O’Connor Jarlath Irish Aid
Pearson Brenda REACH

Pelletier David
Mainstreaming Nutrition 

Initiative/Cornell 
University

Pepping Fré United Nations 
University

Pholsena Khamlien Ministry of Planning, 
Lao

Poniatowski Birgit GAIN

Possolo Edna 
Mozambique Ministry 

of Health - Directory of 
Nutrition

Pradhan Yashovardhan 
Nepal Ministry of Health 
and Population - Director 

General
Rastogi Tanuja WFP

Santarelli Mariana European Delegation
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Surname First name Organization/Agency
Schultink Werner UNICEF

Seam Sujiro Ministry of Foreign and 
European Affairs, France

Sedutto Holly REACH
Sethi N.K. Ministry of Health, India

Tagwireyi Julia

WFP, Zimbabwe/Uganda 
(on her personal capacity 

as former Chair of 
UNSCN AGN)

Talukder Zaman Helen Keller 
International

Torgerson Senoe REACH
Troc Heloise EC

Ulrich Villis Boston Consulting Group
Valette Delphine Save the Children UK

Van Liere Marti GAIN Business Alliance

Verbist Hugo Belgian Mission to the 
UN Agencies in Rome

Villa Alessandro

Delegation of the 
European Union to the 
Holy Seee, to the Order 
of Malta and to the UN 

Agencies in Rome
Wüstefeld Marzella UNSCN
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ANNEX 2: AGENDA
Nutrition Partners Meeting Kick-off meeting

Rome, 14 and 15 December 2010, FAO German Room

1. Background

Currently there is momentum for nutrition globally, with a clear increase in interest and attention 
to nutrition. In November 2009 the UNSCN and the EC convened a meeting in Brussels to put 
nutrition higher on the agenda of both high burden and donor countries, and to develop basic  
principles to guide country nutrition action. The Brussels meeting provided initial directions 
to the reform of the UNSCN. Since then, much progress has been seen in nutrition globally. 
Among others, the Scaling Up Nutrition (SUN) Road Map has been developed and a series of 
actions are continuously taking place to ensure its implementation, more countries have been 
adopting the REACH approach, and the reform of the UNSCN is coming to completion.  

To respond to the momentum, the UNSCN would like to create an opportunity at its next  Annual 
Session for a large group of nutrition partners to take stock on progress in scaling up nutrition 
(SUN) and further identifying ways to support the development of country capacities.  At the 
Meeting of Nutrition Partners (the UNSCN 36th Annual Session), the reformed UNSCN will 
be announced and key nutrition stakeholders are expected to agree on ways to work together 
within the reformed UNSCN to further harmonize and bringing coherence to global nutrition.  

The UNSCN seeks the advice of representatives of all key nutrition stakeholders now to assure 
the successful completion of the UNSCN reform, and to prepare for a substantive Nutrition 
Partners’ Meeting (the UNSCN 36th Annual Session) next year that adds value to the scaling 
up nutrition (SUN) process and further builds momentum for nutrition globally. 

In a kick-off meeting in Rome, representatives of nutrition stakeholders will be updated on the 
on-going reform of the UNSCN and will be requested to provide further insight for completing 
it. They will be informed about the working arrangements between UNSCN and SUN initiative 
for implementation support. Stakeholders will be asked to provide advice on the Meeting 
of Nutrition Partners (the UNSCN 36th Annual Session) taking into consideration results 
achieved at the political High-Level nutrition leadership meeting in Ottawa, Canada, ending 
1st December 2010, and other scheduled nutrition meetings, in order to bring convergence to 
the planned meetings, maximize results and avoid duplications. Videoconferencing facilities 
should be guaranteed for participants wishing to attend from remote.

2. Main objectives of the Kick-off meeting

Objective 1 - To report on progress on the UNSCN reform, one year after Brussels, and receive 
further insights for its completion. 

Objective 2 - To report on progress on SUN Road Map implementation arrangements that 
assure SUN implementation and the UNSCN reform are mutually reinforcing. 

Objective 3 - To agree on the Nutrition Partners Meeting taking place next year and on processes 
to be undertaken in advance. 
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3. Expected outcome of the Kick-off meeting

Participants are updated on the UNSCN reform and on SUN Road Map implementation • 
arrangements and contributions vare received for concluding the reform process.

The convening of a Nutrition §Partners Meeting are agreed upon • 

Day 1 - 14th December 2010 - German Room

LMIC and BRICs representatives will meet in a preparatory working session to share their 
experiences and insights on effective processes for institutional strengthening, for building 
country leadership and management capacity and for creating multi-stakeholder platforms at 
the country level so that nutrition action can be effectively scaled up. These insights will be 
useful to inform the steps to be taken when working with LMI countries from now until the 
full Nutrition Partner’s meeting to assure the full meeting is successful in further building the 
momentum for nutrition globally.   It is expected that a summary document will be  produced, 
presenting their collective thinking and advice to the larger group on 15th December. 

Special attention will be given to the ways connections can be made between health, food 
security and social protection agendas for improved nutrition outcomes. 

Main objectives of the working session

Objective 1 - To share information with LMIC and BRICs representatives on the recent 
developments on global nutrition 

Objective 2 - To distill experiences and insights on effective processes for institutional 
strengthening at the country level, for scaling up nutrition. 

Objective 3 - To get advise on country processes to be undertaken in advance of the Nutrition 
Partner’s meeting to help  build further momentum and nurture a global movement to scale up 
nutrition actions. 

Expected outcomes of the working session

Participants are fully updated on the recent developments in global nutrition and contributions 
are received for further building the momentum. 

An output document with a synthesis of insights and suggestions for how to work with countries 
from now until the Nutrition Partners Meeting is produce, to be presented by one Representative 
on the 15th December. 
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In advance of the meeting

We do not expect participants to make presentations about their countries. However, we wish 
participants to review the SUN Road Map before the meeting and actively engage in open and 
in-dept discussions, based on their personal experiences with policy processes at the country 
level. Particular focus is on the following points that are vital for establishing effective multi-
stakeholders platforms and other processes at the country level, that provide support to scaling 
up nutrition actions. 

1. How to galvanize political commitment at the appropriate high-level ?

2. What can trigger the right champions ?  How can the national (and global) nutrition community 
best support these champions? 

3. In addition to champions, who are the most effective advocates and behind-the-scenes 
“movers and shakers” ? How to gain their support, bring them into the nutrition movement and 
support their efforts? 

4. Implementation capacity for nutrition is said to be low across the board. What are the most 
effective mechanisms for identifying and developing endogenous capacities in countries ?

5. Institutional arrangements for convening, coordinating , overseeing progress, overall M&E, 
accountability: what are the success factors  and bottlenecks ?

6. After effectively setting up mechanisms for convening multi-stakeholders, how to reach 
consensus on priorities, and share roles and responsibilities ? What are the success factors and 
bottlenecks ? How to overcome those ? 

7.  How to move from policy and strategy formulation to a robust programming with investment 
plans able to generate action ? 

8. How to make funding and support more sustainable ? 

We suggest the participants take a few hours in advance to the meeting to reflect about these 
points and elaborate their ideas, that will be shared with others. If participants want to bring 
related material for sharing with others, including power point presentations, they are welcome 
and encouraged to do so. 
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14th  December - German Room
9:30 - 
10:00 Registration of participants 

10:00 
- 

10:10

Welcome remarks, background to the kick-off meeting and 
objectives. Expected outcomes of day 1 working session. 

UNSCN  Chair, Alexander Müller

10:10 
- 

10:40

Scaling Up Nutrition - Strengthening action at the country 
level 

A new momentum for nutrition is rising - Recent 
developments and opportunities in global nutrition. Denise C 

Coitinho Delmuè (UNSCN)

Scaling Up Nutrition - A Road Map for action - Matthew 
Cousins (OSRSG)

The three stage process to scale up nutrition: stock taking, 
evidence based programming, implementing and tracking 

progress - Bjorn Lungqvist (REACH coordinator)

The first two stages -  multi-stakeholder platforms at the 
country level for taking stock and agreeing on priorities, 

roles and responsibilities: Lessons learned by the 
Mainstreaming Nutrition Initiative - David Pelletier (Cornell 

University and MNI coordinator)

10:40 
- 

13:00

Facilitated discussion (The facilitators will be distilling 
inputs from country representatives and refining an  

analytical framework and checklist on country institutional 
arrangements for scaling up nutrition) 

13:00 
- 

14:00
Lunch break

14:00 
- 

16:30

Facilitated discussion  (The facilitators will invite countries 
to look at the framework and fill in the checklist and 

corresponding stock staking instrument  with their additional 
insights. Facilitators will then work on the summary 

document of experiences, views and advice of the group, to 
be presented to the whole group on the next day). 

16:30 
- 

17:30
Discussion and approval of the summary document

17:30 
- 

18:00

Wrap up and conclusion of the day 

UNSCN Chair - Alexander Müller

From 
20:00 

Welcome dinner - from 8pm at Taverna Cestia for all 
participants
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15th  December 2010 - German Room (morning)
8:00 - 
8:20 Registration of participants

8:20 - 
8:30 

Welcome remarks, background to the kick-off 
meeting and objectives.

UNSCN  Chair Alexander Müller

8.30 
-10.45

Item 1 : Bringing partners together to advance 
nutrition

Co-chairs: Ted Greiner and Hanns-Christoph Eiden

Item 1a: Towards a Nutrition Partners Meeting 

Background presentations (max 5 slides each)

Why having a Nutrition Partners Meeting next year? 
Which questions we will like to see answered then? 

Ezzeddine Boutrif, FAO

Towards a country mapping.  Francesco Branca, 
Director NHD/WHO

Building country leadership and management 
capacity - lessons learned and best practices. David 

Pelletier, Cornell University 

Working with countries from now to prepare for the 
meeting. Bjorn Ljungkvist, REACH Coordinator 

and Representative of LMIC. 

Discussion
10:45 

- 
11:00

Coffee break

11:00 
- 

12:30

Item  1b:  Achievements and future plans for 
Scaling Up Nutrition (SUN)

Scaling Up Nutrition (SUN) next steps 
arrangements: SRSG Food Security and Nutrition  

and Chair of the SUN Transition Team, David 
Nabarro 

Planned SUN implementation support (SUN IS): 
Denise Coitinho Delmuè, UNSCN Executive 

Secretary 

Discussion
12:30 

- 
13:30

Lunch break
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15th  December 2010 - German Room (afternoon)

13.30 - 
16.30

13:45 - 
15:00

Item 2: Advancing  and completing the UNSCN 
reform. 

Chair - One representative of the Group of 4

Stage 1: Towards one UN in nutrition  (Alexander 
Müller - UNSCN Chair)

Stage 2: Developing mechanisms for engaging the 
different stakeholder’s groups (Denise Coitinho 

Delmuè - Executive Secretary UNSCN)

Assuring connections in a reformed UNSCN: 

Luciene Burlandy (CONSEA-Brazil) 

Discussion 

13.30 - 
16.30

13:45 - 
15:00

(CONT’d)

Food Security and Nutrition – Mr. Hugo Verbist – 
Counsellor, Alternate Permanent Representative of 

Belgium to the UN agencies in Rome and Vice-Chair 
of the Committee on World Food Security 

“The Secretary General Global Strategy, a platform 
for improving nutrition in women and children”. - 

Dr. Viviana Mangiaterra – Partnerships Coordinator, 
Dept of Making Pregnancy Safer, WHO

Linking social protection and nutrition – a country 
experience

15:00 - 
15:15 Coffee break

15:15 - 
16:30

Discussion and agreements

Chair: Alexander Müller

16.30 – 
17.00

Wrap up, conclusions and next steps

UNSCN Chair, Alexander Müller and SRSG Food 
Security and Nutrition, David Nabarro 
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INVITED PARTICIPANTS

The UNSCN expects to bring together for the kick-off meeting a balanced number of key 
nutrition stakeholders including: 

The Chair of the UNSCNa) 

The Committee on World Food Securityb) 

National governments from LMIC and BRIC c) 

Donor countries engaged in bilateral development cooperation in nutritiond) 

International Financial Institutionse) 

NGOs and organizations representing civil society f) 

Philanthropic foundations and the business communityg) 

 Professional associations and the research communityh) 

The SRSG for Food Security and Nutrition who will also represent the SUN Transition Team i) 
in his capacity as Chair

The Coordinator of the REACH inter-agency team. j) 

The Senior Executives Group of 4 (FAO, WHO, UNICEF and WFP) or their k) 
representatives

Other UN agencies with interest in Nutrition (IFAD, IAEA, UNHCR, UNFPA)l) 
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ANNEX 3: LIST OF PRESENTATIONS
14 December 2010 - Scaling Up Nutrition - Strengthening action at 
the country level

Scaling Up Nutrition (SUN) -  A Road Map for action. Matthew Cousins - Office of the Secretary 
General Special Representative for Food Security and Nutrition

Multi-stakeholder platforms in countries to advance nutrition: Lessons learned by the 
Mainstreaming Nutrition Initiative (MNI). David Pelletier - MNI Coordinator, Cornell 
University

Evidence based programming at the country level to advance nutrition. Bjorn Ljungqvist - 
REACH Global Coordinator

15 December 2010 - Scaling Up Nutrition - Strengthening action at 
the country level

Session 1: Bringing partners together to advance nutrition

Session 1a: Towards a Nutrition Partners Meeting

Why having a Nutrition Partners Meeting next year? Which questions we will like to see 
answered then? Ezzeddine Boutrif - FAO

A country mapping. Francesco Branca - WHO

Building country leadership and management capacity - lessons learned and best practices. 
David Pelletier - MNI Coordinator, Cornell University

Summary of the working session of country representatives on day 1. Elisabeth Madraa

Working with countries from now to prepare for the meeting. Bjorn Ljungkvist - REACH 
Global Coordinator

Session 1b: Achievements and future plans for Scaling Up Nutrition

Scaling Up Nutrition (SUN) next steps arrangements. David Nabarro - SRSG Food Security 
and Nutrition and Chair of the SUN Transition Team

Planned SUN implementation support (SUN IS). Denise Coitinho Delmué - UNSCN Executive 
Secretary

Session 2: Advancing and completing the UNSCN reform

Towards one UN in nutrition. Alexander Müller - UNSCN Chair

Developing mechanisms for engaging the different stakeholder groups. Denise Coitinho 
Delmué - UNSCN Executive Secretary
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Assuring connections in a reformed UNSCN: Food Security and Nutrition. Hugo Verbist - 
Vice-Chair of the Committee on World Food Security

Assuring connections in a reformed UNSCN: the Secretary General Global Strategy for 
Women’s and Children’s Health as a platform for improving nutrition. Viviana Mangiaterra, 
WHO

Assuring connections in a reformed UNSCN: Social Protection and Nutrition. Luciene Burlandy 
- CONSEA, Brazil



UNSCN Secretariat
c/o World Health Organization
20, Avenue Appia
CH-1211 Geneva 27
Switzerland 

Telephone: 
(41-22) 791 04 56

Email: scn@who.int

Web: www.unscn.org

United Nations
System

Standing
Committee on
Nutrition
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