
 Online Consultation, V0 Draft HLPE Report 17 
 Contribution of the Global Alliance for the Future of Food 

 Dear HLPE Steering Committee and the Project Team, 

 Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the V0 Draft of the report “Data collection and analysis tools 
 for food security and nutrition”. 

 The Global Alliance for the Future of Food would like to suggest resources and references that could 
 enhance the content of the report, particularly by contributing to: 

 ●  #3: reviews of existing FSN data collection and analysis tools; 
 ●  #8: gaps in the V0-draft, topics under- or over-represented, and; 
 ●  #7, f. additional references with respect to qualitative data and/or g. data representing traditional 

 knowledge. 

 We make specific reference to two recent research pieces published by our Alliance that discusses the role 
 of data, knowledge, and evidence for food security and nutrition: 

 1)  The compendium “  The Politics of Knowledge: Understanding the evidence for agroecology, 
 regenerative approaches, and indigenous foodways  ” (GA 2021a); 

 2)  The report  True Value: Revealing the Positive Impacts of Food Systems Transformation  (GA 2021b). 

 The compendium  The Politics of Knowledge  (GA 2021a) engaged 17 contributing teams representing 
 geographic, institutional, sectoral, gender, and racial diversity. The authors seek to better understand, 
 synthesize, and mobilize the evidence base to create enabling environments for agroecology, regenerative 
 approaches, and Indigenous foodways. 

 Though focusing more intensively on the role of evidence for agroecology, we believe this compendium 
 offers interesting insights to enrich the HLPE forthcoming report on “data collection”, particularly by raising 
 important issues around the meaning of evidence, the power and politics that shape and infuse our 
 understanding of evidence, what counts as evidence, the broad range of ways evidence is documented, 

https://futureoffood.org/insights/the-politics-of-knowledge-compendium/
https://futureoffood.org/insights/the-politics-of-knowledge-compendium/
https://futureoffood.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/11/GA-True-Value-Revealing-Positive-Impacts.pdf


 and the historical, epistemological roots that shape our understanding of objectivity, validity, equity, 
 among other issues. 

 As an example, on addressing the questions of “whose evidence counts? Why does some evidence take 
 precedence over others? What are the assumptions and choices behind this? And what can evidence 
 reveal or conceal?”, it points to a number of factors that inhibit more diverse evidence to be prominently 
 considered in data collection and analysis, such as different hierarchies of evidence, distrust of science, 
 language bias, power and legitimacy, among others (GA 2021a: p.25-28). 

 Responding to #7 g. (data representing traditional knowledge), the compendium presents a number of 
 knowledge-based initiatives that seeks to establish a dialogue between scientific knowledge, Indigenous 
 knowledge, farmer and traditional knowledge, the knowledge held by civil society and community-based 
 organizations, and lived experience (GA 2021a: p.18-25). These include but are not limited to the McKnight 
 Foundation’s Collaborative Crop Research Program (CCRP) and its Farmer Research Network’s (FRN); the 
 Soils, Food and Health Communities (SFHC) in Malawi; the works of Centro Latinoamericano de 
 Investigaciones Agroecológicas (CELIA) and Agroecology Research-Action Collective (ARC); and the 
 emerging Grassroots Evidence for Agroecology (GEA) initiative of the Statistics for Sustainable 
 Development (Stats4SD). 

 Additionally, the compendium contains a number of case studies (GA 2021a: p.38-39, p.43-45, p.47, p.49, 
 p.52, p.56, p.59-61, p.63-64, p.72, p.74) that demonstrate how these issues are dealt with by a number of 
 initiatives and organizations that acknowledge diversity of knowledge and evidence as rich assets to be 
 taken into account. 

 Also related to the Compendium, we strongly suggest that the Project Team visit our list of  Supplementary 
 List of References  (GA 2021c), with more 400 hundred scientific sources consulted in producing this study, 
 demonstrating that the scientific literature addressing these issues is vast and in continued expansion. 

 Furthermore, the report  True Value  (GA 2021b) demonstrates that truly comprehensive and complete 
 assessments require the integration of holistic and inclusive measurements and metrics available through 
 the inclusion of qualitative variables. We believe this is in line with request “#7, f. additional references 
 with respect to qualitative data” of this e-consultation. 

 True Value  digs into a growing area of study in comprehensive metrics for food security, nutrition, and 
 sustainability. It starts by pointing out that quantitative measures might be limited in their ability to assess 
 and provide insights on the full diversity of impacts and conditions important to sustainable food systems. 
 This is particularly true for social impacts and human well-being. Adopting a food systems approach, as 
 advocated by numerous HLPE studies, requires using qualitative data and assessment approaches 
 alongside quantitative, enabling us to more clearly describe the interlinkages between actions and 
 impacts, which is important to systems thinking and understanding the connections between systems 
 elements. 

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1mwiG6keiwkUBYvKTX6_eGiaZS6T8NxMKWQ0XtsAUgwM/edit#gid=0
https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1mwiG6keiwkUBYvKTX6_eGiaZS6T8NxMKWQ0XtsAUgwM/edit#gid=0


 As examples, the report describes how qualitative surveys of farmers who had joined the Andhra Pradesh 
 Community-managed Natural Farming network and adopted their natural farming methods revealed 
 improvements to mental health and occupational pride, as well as dramatic reductions in feelings of 
 hardship and suffering. This trend – revealed through qualitative assessment – allowed for new and early 
 insights towards addressing the epidemic crisis of farmer suicide in India (GA 2021b, p. 63-70; Eigenraam 
 et al., 2020). The joy and the satisfaction that a farmer has from a successful harvest or the stress relief 
 that comes from a full fridge are qualitative experiences. Focusing on quantitative data alone excludes 
 these very real impacts. 

 Besides the above mentioned case from India, the report  True Value  contains case studies from other five 
 substantially different contexts in Zambia, Philippines, United States of America, Nigeria, and Malawi, 
 demonstrating that systemic metrics of food systems outcomes can be applied to a variety of situations, 
 proving a meaningful sources of data and evidence for policy guidance. Similarly to the  Politics of 
 Knowledge  compendium, the  True Value  report contains a significant list of scientific references that might 
 be worth exploring, including the UN Environment Programme’s Scientific and Economic Foundations 
 Report (2018), which provides useful guidance on assessing food systems activities and impacts using a 
 diversity of metrics. 

 We understand that the widening of approaches and sources of knowledge and evidence further increase 
 the complexity of issues already identified in the Draft 0, such as data principles, data protection rules, 
 transparency, governance, capacity, emerging technological trends, among many others already indicated 
 in the Draft. It would also entail widening the scope of the Report, and potentially opening a different 
 chapter to deal with these issues comprehensively. 

 Nevertheless, as the growing and extensive literature on the subject suggests, the issues mentioned above 
 referring to data in FSN are deeply embedded and connected to this broader debate on knowledge, 
 power, evidence, and systemic metrics of food systems outcomes. Therefore, to not take these discussions 
 into account would signify a missing opportunity for this key HLPE Report. 

 We deeply believe that the co-creation, exchange, and mobilization of knowledge and evidence creates 
 new entry points to systemic transformation and needs to be harnessed to facilitate action across food 
 systems. 

 We are confident that the HLPE Steering Committee and the Project Team will be able to review and 
 include these discussions in such an important study. We remain at your disposal to provide further 
 detailed information on the references mentioned above, in case needed. 

 Thank you for your consideration, 

 Global Alliance for the Future of Food 
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