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The Global Alliance for the Future of Food is grateful for the opportunity to participate in the online

consultation on the UN Decade of Action on Nutrition 2016-2025.

We are a strategic alliance of philanthropic foundations collaborating on bold action to transform food

systems. The recommendations expressed in this document are built after years of consultation with our

members and based on strong collaboration with a wide range of partners supporting transformations

towards healthy, equitable, renewable, resilient, inclusive, diverse, and interconnected food systems.

The current consultation proposed inputs and insights on four questions. For clarity, we followed the

suggestion and addressed our points responding to the queries raised.

Q1: What are the top three priority actions on nutrition within each of the six Action Areas that should be
prioritized by stakeholders going forward, in order to make a difference in nutrition and contribute to ending
all forms of malnutrition?

The Global Alliance for the Future of Food believes in the following top priority actions on nutrition for each of
the respective six Action Areas.

1. Sustainable, resilient food systems for healthy diets

a. Promote nutritious, whole-food diets underpinned by sustainable, diversified food production adapted
to local ecosystems and socio-cultural contexts. Create positive food environments that provide
equitable access, dietary guidance, and controls on ultra processed foods. These approaches will
support dietary shifts towards whole-foods and sustainable, minimally processed plant-based, animal
and aquatic proteins, particularly where meat and saturated fat consumption is high or growing at
levels that risk human and/or planetary health;

b. Direct public sector finance and fiscal policy towards regenerative and ecologically-beneficial forms of
farming, healthy food, and resilient livelihoods and communities. Break from harmful subsidy and
incentive programs, initiating well-designed and durable reforms through collaborations between



governments, farmers, banks and corporations, researchers, and other stakeholders. There should be
greater investment in indigenous crops that are locally resilient, nutritious, and have the potential to
deliver more financial, social, and environmental value to smallholder farmers;

c. Create enabling environments for agroecology and regenerative approaches to flourish. Ensure a
systems approach centering on a strong role for local institutions, communities, smallholder farmers,
Indigenous Peoples, and women; the protection and expansion of rights; policy coherence and
coordinated governance; research mobilization; plus investment and funding for infrastructure (like
roads, schools, markets).

2. Aligned health systems providing universal coverage of essential nutrition actions

a. Set health-based goals and robust targets for human, ecological, and animal health and well-being.
Robust targets for good human, ecological, and animal health and well-being need to be aligned with
the allocation of public investment and support for international frameworks and commitments. This
requires identifying a suite of quantitative and qualitative indicators, identifying appropriate metrics
and data sets, and seeking insights from those groups, populations, and communities most impacted by
public policies.

3. Social protection and nutrition education

a. Facilitate the affordability of health-promoting foods and healthy diets, especially for poor households
and vulnerable groups. This includes social protection programs such as vouchers, cash, school feeding,
or food supplement programs. Governments should classify food as a “public good” and make
investments in public infrastructure and social safety-net payments and other support to ensure access
to good nutrition for all;

b. Support local supply chains, informal markets, and micro-, small-, and medium-size enterprises
(MSMEs) in all countries and particularly in low- and middle-income countries where the informal
sector contributes over 80% of all food. This, together with connecting smallholders to new supply
chains, can lead to more resilient supply chains, especially in the face of global food crises.
Governments should improve access to credit/finance, especially for women-led initiatives, create
enabling environments, and invest in technical assistance to develop investment-ready projects.
Governments should focus on developing localized and sustainable forms of production and
consumption, with a focus on healthy and nutritious foods, including fruit and vegetables, legumes,
nuts, and pulses;

c. Recognize the importance of ecological, food, and health literacy in  influencing citizen behaviours and
reconnecting people with food. A range of social, cultural, and ecological determinants influence
people’s motivation and ability to access affordable, healthy, nutritious, sustainable, and culturally
appropriate foods. Governments should promote food literacy with an emphasis on cultural heritage,
culinary skills, nutrition and health education, and the linkages between the ecosystem, food, and
health (for example, through preventative healthcare programs, school curriculum, and the provision of
facilities/services that support food growing and cooking in schools and communities).

4. Trade and investment for improved nutrition

a. Assess the health and food safety implications of international trade agreements and policies. Policy
instruments that reduce the price of natural, nutrient-rich foods, improve animal welfare standards, and
regenerate ecosystems must be a priority. Providing the trade policy incentives that enable shorter
supply chains, and prioritizing the procurement of foods with high sustainability and animal welfare
standards, will boost local economies, build resilience, and reconnect food producers to consumers;

b. Unlock investment opportunities in sustainable food systems and align private, philanthropic, and
multilateral funders with national actors for greater impact. Redirect financial flows of philanthropy,
investors, banks, and donor agencies away from harmful practices and towards initiatives that are
incentivizing, accelerating, and amplifying food systems transformations;



c. Recognize the environmental, social, and health impacts of food systems policies and practices, and use
this understanding to inform decision-making. Mainstream and strengthen True Cost Accounting and
other impact assessment tools and methodologies to mitigate risk and increase accountability. These
approaches will provide transparent, consistent guidance for governments, investors, farmers,
corporations, and other stakeholders.

5. Safe and supportive environments for nutrition at all ages

a. Use multiple policies to create enabling food environments, ensuring citizens have access to affordable,
culturally relevant, and healthy foods where they live. Planning and economic development policies
should enable citizens to grow, purchase, prepare, and cook a diverse range of healthy foods, including
fresh produce, within any given food environment. A coherent approach is required across planning,
zoning schemes, regulations, and by-laws to promote the emergence of healthy food environments.
This should include restricting the marketing and sales of ultra-processed foods that are high in calories
and with minimal nutritional value;

b. Develop culturally appropriate, sustainable, and health-promoting food-based sustainable dietary
guidelines (FBSDGs) and ensure public food procurement standards align with these, promoting safe,
healthy, sustainable, and nutritious foods within and around public institutions, including schools and
healthcare facilities (hospitals, medical centres, care centres, prisons, social protection programs, etc.).
National governments should reflect human, animal, and ecological health within their FBSDGs and
with specific recommendations focusing on adequate consumption of fresh fruits, vegetables,
wholegrains, legumes, nuts, etc. FBSDGs should discourage the consumption of ultra-processed foods
high in unhealthy fat, sugars, and salt/sodium. Livestock products should be sourced using the highest
animal welfare standards;

c. The precautionary principle must be at the heart of the health research and innovation agenda.
Governments need to manage complexities across the food and health systems, weigh the collective
evidence on risk factors, and act accordingly to protect health. Where research and innovation is
proposed and scientifically plausible hazards are identified but the risk of them occurring cannot be
quantified, the precautionary principle should be applied: research and innovation must prove that no
harm to health will be done as a result.

6. Strengthened governance and accountability for nutrition

a. Ensure participatory, integrated, rights-based approaches to governance at all levels in order to address
the structural inequities in food systems. Build processes and policy platforms on principles of
transparency, inclusive participation, and shared power. This will ensure policies are driven not only by
evidence, but ethics and public interest;

b. Assess all existing food-health policies and implement mandatory health impact assessment for all
future policymaking to ensure all policies deliver on multiple health outcomes. There is a need for
governments to conduct cross-ministry, cross-sector, and cross-silo impact evaluations to ensure
positive health outcomes for people, animals, and ecosystems, focusing on the full range of
determinants of health that can be influenced through a variety of health, food, and other pathways.
Focus needs to be given to reducing health inequalities while reflecting local realities and priorities.
These need to be underpinned by national-, regional-, and local-level health and nutrition plans and
accountable public reporting of progress;

c. Promote and encourage dialogue, collaboration, and action among all actors directly and indirectly
involved in and impacted by food systems. This includes farmers; businesses; local producers; trade
unions; the health sector; food, citizens, and civil society organizations; academia; and investors.



Q2: Priority focus areas are being tentatively proposed as per the table below. Please indicate if any key
elements are missing. Please note that the online survey inquires more specifically about the priority focus
areas.

From our analysis, some elements were felt missing in promoting transformations that would lead us towards
healthy, equitable, renewable, resilient, just, inclusive, and culturally diverse food systems, respectively:

1. Missing elements in Action Area #1:
a. Lack of reference to support for regenerative agriculture and ecologically beneficial forms of farming as

a key determinant of human health;
b. Lack of reference to the need for a common definition and controls on ultra-processed foods;
c. Lack of reference to the need for dietary shifts towards whole-foods and sustainable, minimally

processed plant-based, animal and aquatic proteins, particularly where meat and saturated fat
consumption is high or growing at levels that risk human and/or planetary health.

2. Missing elements in Action Area #2:
a. Lack of reference to the need to develop and integrate targets and indicators related to animal health

and ecological health, as key determinants of human health.

3. Missing elements in Action Area #3:
a. Lack of reference to support ecologically beneficial forms of agricultural production;
b. Lack of reference to the need to develop food-based sustainable dietary guidelines and use these

guidelines as the basis for nutrition standards for school meals. Expand the recommendation beyond
educational institutions to all publicly funded institutions such as healthcare facilities.

4. Missing elements in Action Area #4:
a. Lack of reference to the need for public investments in ecologically beneficial forms of agricultural

production as a determinant of human health and nutrition;
b. Lack of reference to integrating data and indicators related to ecological and animal health as

determinants of human health and nutrition.

5. Missing elements in Action Area #5:
a. Lack of reference to sustainability alongside nutrition as a requirement in public procurement criteria;
b. Lack of reference to the application of the precautionary principle in the setting and implementation of

regulatory instruments.

6. Missing elements in Action Area #6:
a. Lack of reference to the importance of cross-sectoral dialogue and collaboration to strengthen

accountability;
b. Lack of reference to the importance of inclusive, participatory governance processes, particularly

engaging underrepresented and vulnerable communities in policymaking and policy implementation.

Q3: Which are key cross-cutting actions that would facilitate interlinkages and create synergies between
Action Areas?

The Global Alliance for the Future of Food believe in the following key cross-cutting actions to facilitate linkages
and synergies between the proposed Action Areas:

1. Recognize the environmental, social, and health impacts of food systems policies and practices, and
use this understanding to inform decision-making. Mainstream and strengthen True Cost Accounting



and other impact assessment tools and methodologies to mitigate risk and increase accountability;
2. Promote and encourage dialogue, collaboration, and action among all actors directly and indirectly

involved and impacted in and by food systems. This includes farmers; businesses; local producers;
trade unions; the health sector; food, citizens, and civil society organizations; academia; and investors;

3. Take an integrated and inclusive approach to ensure that policies relating to food, food safety and
quality, environment, trade, and agriculture and nutrition promote human, ecological, and animal
health and well-being. This means aligning mutually reinforcing policies across all sectors that span
traditional departmental responsibilities within government. It means removing the silos that can exist
between agriculture, environment, water, health, climate, trade, finance, international development,
employment, education, and social welfare (protection).

Q4: What do you think are the top three emerging issues and/or trends likely to hamper the achievement of
the global nutrition targets? What would you like to see done to address them?

1. A prevailing narrative focused on the quantity of food and calories produced to “feed the world” through
export oriented models. Health impacts on people and the planet are considered secondary and usually under
the jurisdiction of a different ministry or department.

→ A new narrative is needed based on nourishing a growing population well while ensuring human,
ecological, and animal health and well-being. The new narrative focuses on the quality of food
produced so that it contributes toward healthy, equitable, renewable, resilient, just, inclusive, and
culturally diverse food systems.

2. Siloed approaches to policy making.
→ Take an integrated and inclusive approach to ensure that policies relating to food, food safety and
quality, environment, trade, and agriculture and nutrition promote human, ecological, and animal
health and well-being. This means aligning mutually reinforcing policies across all sectors that span
traditional departmental responsibilities within government. It means removing the silos that can exist
between agriculture, environment, water, health, climate, trade, finance, international development,
employment, education, and social welfare (protection).

3. Undue influence of multinational agribusiness and food companies on trade and investment policies which
prioritize economic productivity and revenue over human and planetary health.

→ Ensure participatory, integrated, rights-based approaches to governance in order to address the
structural inequities in food systems. Build processes and policy platforms on principles of
transparency, inclusive participation, and shared power. This will ensure policies are driven not only by
evidence, but ethics and public interest.

We reinforce our gratitude for the opportunity to provide comments for this consultation and we look

forward to continued collaboration with this organization in this crucial policy process.

Respectfully,

Ruth Richardson

Executive Director


