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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The Regional Network on AIDS, Livelihoods, and Food Security (RENEWAL) was officially 
launched in 2001 as a joint project of the International Food Policy Research Institute (IFPRI) 
and the International Service for National Agricultural Research (ISNAR), and was operational in 
Malawi, Uganda, Kenya, Zambia, and South Africa through most of 2011. RENEWAL is a 
“network of networks” comprised of national networks of food and nutrition-relevant 
organizations, along with partners in AIDS and public health practitioners. Its overarching goal is 
to provide evidence-based research on the linkages between HIV, food security, and nutrition in 
Sub-Saharan Africa that would inform responses to prevent or mitigate the impact and 
consequences of AIDS. RENEWAL’s three main objectives are: (1) to reduce critical gaps in 
understanding how livelihoods, particularly those deriving from agriculture, both contribute to the 
spread of HIV and are affected by HIV and AIDS; (2) to generate new policy-relevant knowledge 
on how households and communities may strengthen both their resistance to HIV transmission 
and their resilience to the impacts of AIDS; and (3) to enable relevant institutions (particularly 
governments) to generate and act upon realistic priorities for responding to the interaction of the 
AIDS epidemic with food and nutrition insecurity. RENEWAL’s strategic approach to achieving 
these goals involved the three core pillars of capacity strengthening, policy communications, and 
action research, and the synergies resulting from their interactions.  
 
This report assesses the impact of RENEWAL activities from 2000 to 2010 and is based on a 
review of products resulting from RENEWAL activities (such as books, policy briefs, workshop 
summaries, reports, and discussion papers), stakeholder perceptions of RENEWAL products and 
activities, and national policy or programming changes resulting from RENEWAL-supported 
action research, capacity strengthening efforts, and policy communications.  
 
RENEWAL had a direct, positive influence on national capacity to address the critical gaps in 
understanding the links between HIV/AIDS, nutrition, and food security, in developing ways to 
respond to these challenges, and in national capacity to respond. RENEWAL capacity-
strengthening activities helped strengthen network members in conducting research, publishing 
the results of that research, and making it accessible to decisionmakers through short, concise 
policy briefs.  
 
IFPRI’s global policy communication strategy includes providing “knowledge relevant to 
decisionmakers both inside and outside the countries in which it undertakes research.” 
RENEWAL’s communications activities included production of 32 policy briefs that were 
considered critical in helping to get “everyone on the same page” in terms of understanding the 
two-way relationship between HIV/AIDS on the one hand and livelihoods, nutrition, and food 
security on the other. The communications strategy also involved the concept of “in-reach”—
forging links between researchers and policymakers, civil society, and community-based groups 
by bringing them all together in the form of National Advisory Panels (NAP). NAPs were 
envisioned as a conduit through which dialogue, discussion, and dissemination of research results 
would flow between researchers and policymakers. The effectiveness of this strategy, however, 
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was limited (in some cases) by the composition of the NAPs, especially the lack of appropriate 
representation of relevant policymakers and other constituents. 
 
RENEWAL research activities have contributed greatly to the body of knowledge regarding the 
two-way interactions between HIV/AIDS and agriculture, nutrition, and food security, and 
particularly in identifying responses that maximize household and community resistance to HIV 
and resilience to the impacts of AIDS. RENEWAL-supported research generated a large number 
of global public goods: over 150 publications—including journal articles, policy briefs, reports, 
and discussion papers—have been produced since 2001. Forty-one publications on research 
sponsored by RENEWAL have been published in peer-reviewed journals, many of which remain 
widely cited. The book AIDS, Poverty and Hunger: Challenges and Responses (Gillespie 2006a) 
remains one of the most cited products to come from RENEWAL initiatives. Accessible online 
through the IFPRI/RENEWAL web pages, these products are highly utilized by a global 
audience: over 100,000 PDFs of RENEWAL products were downloaded between 2006 and 2011, 
and nearly 6000 visits to the web pages occurred during the same timeframe.  
 
RENEWAL was involved with or participated in a score of national and international workshops 
and conferences and helped bring a broader awareness of the importance of food and nutrition in 
the global response to AIDS, reflected in the UN declaration (Article 28) that “all people at all 
times [to] have access to sufficient, safe, and nutritious food … as part of a comprehensive 
response to HIV/AIDS.” Its impact has been equally significant at the national level, where 
RENEWAL’s influence and technical expertise resulted in the development of HIV-sensitive 
sectoral or national policies on HIV/AIDS in all five RENEWAL countries and beyond 
(Mozambique and Tanzania). Although the RENEWAL project did influence government 
policies in several countries, it was clear that the research-policy process was not as effective as it 
could have been in ensuring that research findings reached relevant policymakers, or that new 
policies developed as a result of RENEWAL’s influence were funded and implemented—that is, 
operationalized. This was due in part to the composition of National Advisory Panels (NAPs) 
whose role was both to help develop national research agendas and to serve as the main conduit 
through which the research-policy links would take place. 

Conclusions and Lessons Learned 

RENEWAL has had a significant impact: a large number of publications have been produced; 
many food, nutrition, and agricultural organizations have become aware of the importance of 
HIV/AIDS for their core business and are making explicit attempts to factor these understandings 
into their policy and programming processes; and AIDS policymakers and programmers are 
factoring food and nutrition considerations into their processes. The RENEWAL network-of-
networks approach is considered by many to be a leading model for responding to the interactions 
between AIDS and food security. The conceptual and practical utility of the HIV/AIDS lens is 
well understood and increasingly used, in policy, planning, and program design.  
 
There was strong consensus among stakeholders in the countries where RENEWAL worked that 
the program provided relevant, high-quality, evidence-based research on the reciprocal links 
between HIV/AIDS and nutrition, food security, and livelihoods. The project contributed greatly 
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to the body of knowledge and global public goods and increased stakeholder access to 
information from various sources in the region and from other countries in the world. 
 
Given RENEWAL’s positive impact, this review has identified a number of lessons learned that 
can be drawn from implementation of the project that should be considered in future network 
programs that could further enhance impact. 
 

 Balancing the tensions between carrying out quality research and establishing 
national research capacity. Staff from IFPRI acknowledged that it was difficult to meet 
the high quality research standards for which IFPRI is known by using local researchers 
who did not have the same rigorous training as IFPRI researchers. Although capacity 
development was a major objective of the project, the amount of time and resources put 
into this effort may not have been adequate, given the difference in existing capacity 
levels between IFPRI and national researchers. Nor was institutional capacity-
strengthening a major focus. Part of this is explained by the fact that the incentive 
structure of IFPRI gives very little credit to IFPRI staff for capacity-building compared 
with credit for publications. In the case of RENEWAL, this resulted in a shift in the 
research approach between Phase 2 and 3, such that more IFPRI staff and international 
researchers carried out the research, which produced better quality publications but 
unintentionally disenfranchised many national researchers. Nearly all of the local 
researchers and NAP members interviewed reported feeling disempowered by this 
approach. Though IFPRI cannot be held accountable for the overall quality of research 
capacity developed or achieved in each RENEWAL country, greater emphasis could have 
been given to strengthening national research capacity to help ensure sustainability of the 
networks.  

 
 Balancing national research priorities (locally demand-driven) with research aimed 

at filling a global information gap (supply-driven). In the first two phases of 
RENEWAL, the research was much more demand-driven at the national level. NAPs 
were more involved in selecting research that was to be carried out giving them more 
ownership. In Phase 3, research was more focused on filling global knowledge gaps, 
resulting in a more supply-driven approach. Though NAP members participated in 
national workshops regarding the determination of the research agenda for Phase 3, they 
perceived that their input had little impact on selection of the final research themes. As a 
result, NAPs felt that they were not valued, and participation in meetings dwindled over 
time. In addition, many felt that the research carried out was not a national priority so 
opportunities for influencing policy were also more limited. Ways should be sought to try 
to meet both of these objectives.   

 
 Establishing a governance structure to ensure sustainable networks. The NAPs were 

not set up as independent entities that could hire staff and manage resources. As a result it 
was difficult for NAPs to receive donor resources to support national RENEWAL work 
without going through IFPRI. Thus the NAPs were totally dependent on IFPRI. NAP 
coordinators were not aware of resources available for research or capacity-building 
because there was a lack of funding transparency. The NAPs were not treated as full 
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partners. If greater effort had been focused on strengthening the NAPs as autonomous 
entities (or strengthening existing entities capable of taking on the role of the NAPs), 
with more responsibility over resource management and coordination, it is more likely 
that the networks developed through RENEWAL would be sustainable after the third 
phase of RENEWAL ended.  

 
 Partnering with organizations with good capacity in linking policy to action. 

Although RENEWAL did a good job linking research to policy in a number of countries 
and globally, it is less clear whether policies developed as a result of RENEWAL 
influence were put into action, that is, were operationalized. To complete the research-
policy-action loop, RENEWAL needed to partner with a different set of institutions that 
were less research-focused and more focused on policy outcomes. The types of 
organizations that are selected as partners will depend on the types of policies that are 
being addressed. 

 
 Implementing a viable exit strategy. Although RENEWAL management went through 

a number of exercises to explore alternative strategies for extending RENEWAL, in the 
end it decided to stop RENEWAL after Phase 3, despite the fact that each of the country 
NAPs wanted to continue as independent national NAPs that were linked regionally. 
Much more could have been done to make the NAPs more viable and the networks 
sustainable in order to continuing linking HIV/AIDS research to national policy.  

Recommendations 

Based on this review, five recommendations are proposed for consideration by IFPRI senior 
management. One recommendation has immediate application to the future of RENEWAL and 
the other four have broader implications for IFPRI programs in general. 
 
Specific Recommendation for RENEWAL Exit Strategy 

 A funding proposal should be developed to support a process for a viable exit strategy—
or transition—for RENEWAL. This process, to be implemented in each RENEWAL 
country, would begin with a national workshop facilitated by an external consultant. The 
objective is to re-establish an independent NAP in each country, with a new coordinator 
and new membership, as well as a strategy to identify the key priority research issues to 
focus on, the key actors to move policy, and the areas of capacity development that are 
still needed. Alternatively, existing institutions (e.g., HIV/AIDS Commissions) or entities 
with regional scope or specific expertise in capacity-strengthening or policy 
communications (such as FANRPAN, SADC, or IDASA) could be enlisted to provide the 
same or similar functions as the NAPs, helping to coordinate researchers, donors, 
policymakers, affected communities, and other stakeholders in developing relevant 
national research agendas and facilitating research-policy linkages. Technical support 
would be provided to help the new or existing entity develop a funding proposal to pay 
for the research, policy work, and capacity development required to deal with funding 
challenges, emerging threats, and a generally changed landscape from when RENEWAL 
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first began over 10 years ago. IFPRI would play a support role by periodically providing 
advice and technical support. This proposal needs to be developed in the near future to 
keep the remaining momentum accrued from 10 years of RENEWAL. While such a 
proposal may not be feasible or desirable for IFPRI at this time, IFPRI should also 
consider providing a legal framework to allow use of the RENEWAL “brand” by national 
entities wishing to continue on their own with RENEWAL-type activities. 
 

General Recommendations for Future Networking Programs 

 IFPRI needs to conduct an internal review on its approach to capacity development. 
Although it is one of the main objectives in its strategic plan, it is not clear whether it is 
given the amount of attention it deserves in the field. For example, RENEWAL had 
capacity development as one of its main foci; however, the resources provided were 
inadequate, and the staff responsible for managing the program was given very little 
credit for capacity-building efforts. The incentive structures in the organization do not 
seem to give capacity development much weight, even though this could have a huge 
influence on policy change. 
 

 Recognizing that there are differences in the quality of research carried out by IFPRI 
researchers and by national researchers, more consideration should be given to the kind 
of research that can be carried out by local researchers that would still have applicability 
and credibility. Descriptive research can have utility for influencing national policy 
processes. For example, the national researchers that worked with RENEWAL could 
carry out applied research that would help inform national policies. 
 

 More emphasis should be given to the overall policy change cycle. IFPRI is very good at 
linking research to policy but not as good at translating policy into action. There are a 
number of good policies on the shelf that never get implemented. IFPRI needs to 
understand that other institutions (other than research organizations) may have a 
comparative advantage in this arena and should be identified as viable partners. For 
example, in RENEWAL, the mix of NAP members did not include some of the key 
organizations that are better at translating policy into action. Southern Africa HIV and 
AIDS Information Dissemination Service (SAfAIDS) is one example of an institution 
with this type of comparative advantage.  
 

 A monitoring and evaluation system for systematically measuring and evaluating 
achievements in capacity strengthening and policy change needs to be implemented in 
future programs. Phase 3 of RENEWAL included such a system, though it was never 
implemented. Results of a mid-term evaluation might have helped identify some of the 
governance and institutional issues with NAPs early on, providing time to develop 
improvements and thus improving the effectiveness of RENEWAL activities. 
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1.  INTRODUCTION 

The Regional Network on AIDS, Livelihoods, and Food Security (RENEWAL), a joint project of the 
International Food Policy Research Institute (IFPRI) and the International Service for National 
Agricultural Research (ISNAR), was launched in Malawi in 2001 in response to the growing impact the 
AIDS epidemic was having on agricultural systems, particularly in eastern and southern Africa, and on 
the people whose livelihoods relied on those systems. RENEWAL was designed as a network to provide 
evidenced-based research on the linkages between HIV, food security, and nutrition in Sub-Saharan 
Africa that would enable agricultural practitioners and institutions to develop strategies and engage in 
programming to prevent or mitigate the impact and consequences of AIDS. Initially targeting Uganda and 
Malawi, RENEWAL was subsequently expanded in later phases to include Zambia, South Africa, and 
Kenya. RENEWAL conducted additional research projects in Zimbabwe, Tanzania, Ethiopia, and 
Namibia.  
 
This evaluation assesses the impacts and outcomes of the RENEWAL program from 2001 to 2010 as 
described in the TOR (Annex A). The assessment includes an extensive review of over 150 RENEWAL 
publications and products, including the IFPRI/RENEWAL website, IFPRI and other reports and 
documents, and email correspondence, as well as field visits to four of the five countries in which 
RENEWAL activities occurred (Kenya, Uganda, Zambia, and South Africa). Over 30 interviews were 
conducted with national stakeholders, donors, IFPRI staff, and government officials, and with other 
individuals who participated in or had knowledge of RENEWAL activities. A list of relevant stakeholders 
and schedule of visits is presented in Annex B. The topical outline is presented in Annex C.   
 
Some of the challenges encountered during the assessment involved the overlap in timing of the interview 
process with annual vacations. We found a number of stakeholders unavailable during the time we were 
in-country; there was a lack of response to initial and repeat inquiries regarding input to the assessment; 
and finally, certain stakeholders were no longer working in the field or interested in participating.  
 
Though a monitoring and evaluation system was developed for Phase 3 (see Annex D), there did not 
appear to be any mid-term evaluations—or reports—available that documented progress apart from 
annual reports and reports to donors. An external review of the Poverty, Health, and Nutrition Division 
(2009), the department in which the RENEWAL project is housed, reported “notable achievements under 
the program in terms of publications, conferences and capacity-building, and some demonstrated impact 
on international organizations’ awareness of the issues and practices” (Glewwe and Levine 2009). In 
2005, an independent consultant produced an assessment of the research component of the RENEWAL 
program in which specific recommendations were made for future research directions (Binswanger 2005). 
Though this assessment (along with a 2006 follow-up assessment) influenced development of the research 
agenda in Phase 3, it did not provide an overall “progress report” of the RENEWAL program itself. Thus, 
there was very limited information available to us on project performance over the years apart from 
activities carried out and documents and publications produced. Similarly, it appears that RENEWAL did 
not conduct follow-up studies or otherwise document the impact(s) of policy changes attributable to 
RENEWAL: i.e., what national strategies or policies were actually influenced by RENEWAL activities, 
and what impact did those “new” policies have on programming or people’s lives? Without such 
information, it was not feasible to conduct a cost/benefit analysis.  
 
Lastly, a lack of “master files” for certain activities or outputs (for example, a list of all capacity-
strengthening activities undertaken over the course of the project, or of all graduate-level students 
supported through RENEWAL, or of all national policies influenced by RENEWAL research activities) 
may also have limited our ability to gain a full and transparent assessment of RENEWAL’s impacts, 
challenges and successes. While we have tried to piece together such information where possible, gaps 
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are likely to remain and could potentially underestimate a positive (or negative) contribution of 
RENEWAL activities to its outputs and impacts.   
 
The report is structured as follows: The first section provides background information on RENEWAL—
its history and objectives, the theoretical framework around which it is modeled, and brief descriptions of 
its three core pillars of operation. The next section presents products and outcomes; it summarizes the 
main research activities conducted by RENEWAL and the global public goods produced as a result of 
those activities, as well as the outcomes and impacts of such research at the policy and programming 
levels. Section 4 presents the perspectives of stakeholders as gleaned through field visits, interviews, 
emails, and other correspondence. The remaining sections include conclusions, lessons learned, and 
recommendations. 
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2.  PROJECT BACKGROUND 

As the magnitude and scope of the AIDS epidemic grew during the 1990s, it transformed the international 
development landscape: HIV/AIDS became a global development issue with socioeconomic implications 
for livelihoods, rather than an isolated health issue. Sub-Saharan Africa remains the most HIV-affected 
region in the world: an estimated 22.4 million people live with HIV in Sub-Saharan Africa.  
 
IFPRI’s work in 2000 on AIDS and food security led to the formation of a partnership in 2001 between 
IFPRI and ISNAR that resulted in RENEWAL (IFPRI 2009). At that time, the RENEWAL initiative was 
part of the Global Initiative on HIV/AIDS, Agriculture, Food and Nutrition Security (GIAAFS) being 
proposed by the Consultative Group on International Agricultural Research (CGIAR) (ISNAR, IFPRI, 
and FAO 2002). GIAAFS was never funded, at least partly due to the reluctance of the Science Council to 
consider HIV/AIDS as more than a health issue (that is, as a livelihoods or food security issue) and 
therefore appropriate relative to CGIAR’s mandate. RENEWAL was successfully launched in 2001. Like 
the GIAAFS before it, early RENEWAL efforts focused primarily on the needs of agricultural R&D 
institutions, which were cognizant of the negative implications of the AIDS epidemic for livelihoods but 
were limited by a lack of relevant evidence on the relationship between the spread of HIV through 
agricultural systems and the impacts of AIDS on agriculturally-based livelihoods. There was wide 
acceptance of the impact of AIDS beyond the health sector, but there was also a notable lack of 
“evidence-based guidance on how and where institutions in sectors like agriculture can make an effective 
contribution to preventing the spread of HIV infection or mitigating the impacts of AIDS.” Other 
important objectives of both programs were the critical examination of existing policies and programs in 
terms of effects—positive and negative—on HIV transmission, and examination of the impacts of AIDS 
on households and communities. Though RENEWAL and GIAAFS were independent of each other, 
RENEWAL evolved out of that early initiative, adapting and honing its rationale and goals accordingly 
and building on the strengths of the CGIAR system. 

Objective 

The primary objectives of the RENEWAL program have remained remarkably consistent over the years, 
though they were streamlined from four to three objectives between Phases 1 and 3. The objectives are: 

 To reduce critical gaps in understanding how livelihoods, particularly those deriving from 
agriculture (a) contribute to the spread of HIV and (b) are affected by HIV and AIDS. 

 To generate new policy-relevant knowledge on how households and communities may strengthen 
both their resistance to HIV transmission and their resilience to the impacts of AIDS. 

 To enable relevant institutions (particularly governments) to generate and act upon realistic 
priorities for responding to the interaction of the AIDS epidemic with food and nutrition 
insecurity. 

 
Figure 1 represents the livelihood approach adopted by RENEWAL to organize key HIV/AIDS and 
livelihood interactions at the household, community, and institutional levels. Modified to include the 
elements of susceptibility, vulnerability, resistance, and resilience, this framework captures the “diversity 
of interactions and different scales” at which HIV and AIDS affect and are affected by people’s 
livelihoods, and provides a frame of reference for effective communication between researchers and 
practitioners from various disciplines. The risks of exposure to and infection by HIV are determined at the 
macro level by the degree of susceptibility of the livelihood system on which people depend. How and to 
what degree HIV and AIDS impact household and community assets will depend partly on institutional 
capacity and programming available to support household resistance to HIV, or resilience to the effects of 
the AIDS epidemic. The effectiveness (or lack) of these strategies then conditions future susceptibility 
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and vulnerability, thus feeding back to affect susceptibility and vulnerability at the macro level of the 
framework. 
 

Figure 1—Livelihoods framework adapted to HIV/AIDS 

 

 

Source: RENEWAL 2006. 
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Strategy 

RENEWAL’s strategic approach was centered on the interactions between the three core pillars of 
locally-prioritized action research, capacity strengthening, and policy communications, where synergies 
were expected to enhance impact.  
 

Figure 2—RENEWAL modus operandi 

 

Source: RENEWAL 2006.  

By using a strategic approach that emphasized an interactive and synergistic process, RENEWAL sought 
to “enhance and sustain policy impact through pro-actively establishing links between locally-prioritized 
research, capacity strengthening and policy communications.”   

Capacity Strengthening 

The RENEWAL objective for capacity strengthening was twofold: (1) to improve national capacity to 
conduct analysis on the links between HIV/AIDS and agriculture; and (2) to allow staff and practitioners 
in agricultural research, development, and extension institutions to make use of that information in 
designing and implementing institutional responses on HIV prevention and AIDS mitigation.  
 
In consultation with national partners and stakeholders, five core areas were identified as needing 
capacity-strengthening support: (1) thematic and technical knowledge of partners; (2) quality and 
relevance of research; (3) impact in the policy and program domains; (4) network development and 
function; and (5) project sustainability. RENEWAL’s capacity-strengthening strategy was developed in 
line with the Capacity Strengthening and Learning Program at IFPRI. According to the RENEWAL 
capacity-strengthening business plan,1 stakeholders from the national networks of relevant food and 
nutrition organizations, as well as from the HIV/AIDS and public health sectors, would have a better 
understanding of the following:  

 Thematic areas regarding the interactions of HIV/AIDS with food and nutrition security; 
 The ability to better influence the implementation of actions that respond to the three principles of 

prevention, care and treatment, and mitigation; 

                                                      
1An electronic version of the “RENEWAL Capacity Strengthening Program: 2008 Activities and Business Plan” was provided by 
S. Drimie. 
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 The new, emerging, and innovative research methods to understand the interactions between 
HIV/AIDS and food and nutrition security, as well as methodological challenges and data 
analysis techniques; 

 How to write action research proposals; 
 How to develop scientific writing for publications and other audiences; and 
 How to develop tools and strategies to address emerging challenges and opportunities. 

 
RENEWAL activities in capacity strengthening were intended to empower individuals and institutions 
through “knowledge enhancement and experience.” RENEWAL activities would not only address 
research capacity but also the skills required to employ the results of such research through “targeted 
advocacy and communications” (IFPRI 2006)  

Policy Communications  

Central to RENEWAL’s strategic approach to communications was the concept of “in-reach”—bringing 
decisionmakers, researchers, and communities into the process at the beginning in order to engage with 
“local stakeholders to actively identify key research priorities, interact with research teams to develop and 
strengthen methods, ensure cross-site comparability in research design as well as policy relevance, and 
provide a conduit for ongoing advocacy and communications” (IFPRI 2009).  
 
A variety of means would be utilized to communicate widely the information from RENEWAL research 
activities, both within countries and at the regional level. RENEWAL would also help partners to “better 
access” information from international sources. Innovative approaches would be used to communicate 
results of action research activities to relevant policymakers, including such innovations as “encouraging 
direct experience” (ISNAR, IFPRI, and FAO 2002). 
 
With the launch of RENEWAL in Malawi, a communication strategy was envisioned that would improve 
both the horizontal and vertical flow of information between stakeholders and would identify institutional 
needs, capacities, and opportunities for inter-institutional communication (ISNAR, IFPRI, and FAO 
2002). Information dissemination strategies might include: periodic meetings among project participants; 
study visits between institutions; newsletters and reports disseminated through email, internet, and other 
sources; production of directories and catalogues highlighting what was being done where and by whom; 
field agriculture shows; use of mass media (including radio, television, internet, and newspapers); local 
and national workshops; key decisionmaker visits to project activities; policy seminars and public forums; 
strategic campaigns; and development of materials for college and other school curricula. This basic 
strategy is supported in subsequent proposals for renewing RENEWAL activities through Phase 3 as well 
as RENEWAL documents describing the program and its goals and objectives generally.  
 
The capacity-strengthening and policy communications strategies described in RENEWAL documents 
suggest a somewhat comprehensive approach to building national capacity to develop and implement 
policies and programming to effectively address the impacts of the AIDS epidemic on livelihoods, 
nutrition, and food security. Accomplishments of the RENEWAL capacity-strengthening and policy 
communications strategies are presented in Section III.  

Action Research 

As originally designed, development of the RENEWAL research agenda involved several phases (IFPRI 
2006). The inception phase helped define the research and stakeholder landscape through networking, 
reviews of literature, and institutional mapping. “Think Tank” workshops—composed of practitioners, 
policymakers, and other stakeholders involved in agricultural R&D and AIDS prevention and treatment 
(identified during the inception phase)—were responsible for developing locally relevant priorities for 
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action research. The second phase of the research process involved implementation of research activities 
in combination with capacity-strengthening and communications activities. Active engagement of 
relevant stakeholders (including policymakers and practitioners) throughout the entire process allowed for 
review and adjustment, in an iterative process that would provide opportunities for incorporation of 
lessons learned in real time.  
 
A critical element in the research development process was the formation of interdisciplinary National 
Advisory Panels (NAPs) composed of a National Coordinator (NC), researchers, policymakers, 
institutions, nongovernmental organizations (NGOs), and others. Composition of the NAPs would play a 
large role in determining the direction of national research priorities. NAPs would not only help develop 
national research agendas, but would also serve as the main conduit for the research-policy links. 
Proposals addressing national priority research areas were selected through a competitive peer-review 
process overseen by the NAPs. Calls for proposals in the first two phases of RENEWAL2 yielded a large 
number of prospective studies; eight and nine of these were selected for funding in Phases 1 and 2 
respectively. This demand-driven approach was a keystone of the RENEWAL research development 
process for Phases 1 and 2.  
 
Phase 3 was designed to bring a “macro perspective” to the HIV-hunger nexus in order to ensure that 
knowledge gaps at the global level would also be addressed, where feasible. Thus, calls for proposals 
were more narrowly focused, in terms of both the research priorities to be addressed and the groups 
invited to address them. International researchers and consultants, along with IFPRI staff, conducted 
much of the action research undertaken during Phase 3. Nine studies were initiated in Phase 3. 
 
Research Priorities: As one of the three core pillars upon which RENEWAL is based, locally-prioritized 
action research has played a critical and central role in RENEWAL activities over the life of the project. 
Early research priorities for RENEWAL derived largely from the objectives originally outlined in the 
GIAAFS proposal and from “Think Tank” and stakeholder workshops held in Malawi (2001) and Uganda 
(2002). Based on these recommendations, the HIV/AIDS lens could be used to examine how different 
livelihood systems impose more/less risk of exposure to HIV and how existing policies and programs 
contribute to or mitigate susceptibility to HIV as well as household and community vulnerability/resilien-
cy to the impacts of the AIDS epidemic. Findings from such evidenced-based research could then be used 
to develop multisectoral, HIV-sensitive policies and programming to “strengthen agriculture-based 
livelihood systems and R&D institutions faced with current or future HIV/AIDS impacts.” 
 
Thus, RENEWAL research activities in Phase 1 (2004–2005) focused largely on the two-way interactions 
and impacts of AIDS and agriculture: how agriculture contributed to the spread of HIV/AIDS and how 
the AIDS epidemic affected livelihoods. Studies conducted during the first phase would include: 
identifying situations in which certain livelihoods might promote transmission of HIV (so called 
“situations of risk”); innovation and community-level mechanisms of social protection; land reform and 
changes in land use; and HIV/AIDS’ impact on household poverty, asset stripping, the flow of 
agricultural knowledge between and within generations, and labor. 
 
In Phase 2, focus shifted to more policy-relevant research, that is, how to improve the “HIV-
responsiveness” of food and nutrition policies and programs. Priority action research themes identified in 
Phase 2 (2005–2007) were loosely organized around susceptibility/resistance to HIV and vulnerability/re-
silience to the impacts of AIDS (Loevinsohn and Gillespie 2003a). Phase 2 emphasized resiliency and 
targeted actions at both the community and systems levels, including studies on: household and 
community-level ability to deal with HIV/AIDS morbidity and mortality; effects of HIV/AIDS-related 
                                                      
2 For the purposes of this report, RENEWAL phases are classified according to RENEWAL documentation: RENEWAL Launch 
(2001–2003); Phase 1 (2004–2005); Phase 2 (2005–2007); and Phase 3 (2007–2010). 
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morbidity and mortality on land use, particularly among HIV-affected women; the future well-being of 
children in households affected by HIV/AIDS; discrimination, gender, and food security in the context of 
HIV/AIDS; and the importance of nutrition programming for patients receiving AIDS treatments.  
 
The research agenda for Phase 3 of RENEWAL was characterized as a “more targeted approach aimed at 
addressing key remaining research questions in various themes” (IFPRI 2006). The caveat was that the 
research questions under consideration in Phase 3 “may not figure among the first priorities of any single 
constituency.” As will be seen later in this report, many national members of the RENEWAL network felt 
a fundamental shift in approach during Phase 3. This shift may have resulted, in part, from the 2005 and 
2006 research assessments previously mentioned, which included recommendations for a more supply-
driven approach focused on HIV/AIDS research at a global level, i.e., the recommendations targeted 
IFPRI’s overall international research strategy regarding HIV rather than RENEWAL’s goals and 
objectives per se.3 
 
According to the proposal for Phase 3 of RENEWAL, as the body of knowledge grew regarding the inter-
connectedness between HIV/AIDS and livelihoods, health, and food and nutrition security, a shift in 
emphasis to more operational and evaluative research would be critical. Ultimately, this type of research 
would provide the evidence base for linking research findings to policy and program reform. Thus, based 
on consideration of RENEWAL/IFPRI’s comparative advantage, and the goals and objectives relative to 
remaining gaps in knowledge and previous research activities—combined with recommendations from 
special roundtable meetings convened with relevant national stakeholders in each of the RENEWAL 
countries—three themes emerged as priorities for the Phase 3 research agenda: AIDS, Agriculture, and 
Livelihood Security; AIDS, Community Resilience, and Social Protection; and AIDS and Nutrition 
Security. Each theme was coordinated by a leader and supported by a major research project. In all, nine 
studies addressing issues related to the three priority research themes were commissioned by RENEWAL 
during Phase 3. 
  

                                                      
3 Though aspirations for “going global” with the RENEWAL model existed, RENEWAL was first and foremost an African-
based project at this time.  
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3.  PROJECT OUTPUTS AND OUTCOMES 

Outputs are the products resulting from RENEWAL research, capacity-strengthening, and policy 
communications activities, such as publications, workshops, conferences, trainings, policy briefs, and 
media releases. Outcomes are changes in thinking or behavior resulting from use of the various outputs. 
The primary outcomes of interest to the current assessment are (1) increased knowledge and 
understanding of the links between HIV and food and nutrition security; (2) improved research capacity 
and communications abilities of national and particularly government institutions; and (3) policies and 
programs that provide multisectoral and cost-effective interventions for mitigating the impacts of 
HIV/AIDS on food and nutrition security in eastern and southern Africa. 

Outputs 

Global Public Goods from Research 

As an international research institution, IFPRI is “committed to providing global food policy knowledge 
as an international public good.”4 The RENEWAL project included as one of its three core pillars the 
provision of evidence-based research findings to policy- and decisionmakers in order to inform the 
development of effective policies and programming to combat the impact of HIV/AIDS on livelihoods 
and food security for the most vulnerable. With a clear mandate for producing global public goods, 
RENEWAL was hugely successful.  
 
Over 150 publications—including journal articles, policy briefs, reports, and discussion papers—have 
resulted from RENEWAL since 2001. An IFPRI analysis of documents produced as a result of 
RENEWAL activities lists 152 publications and is presented in Annex E.5 Table 1 shows how many types 
of publications were produced in each year of the RENEWAL program. These global goods are available 
through the IFPRI/RENEWAL website (www.ifpri.org/renewal).  
 
Table 1—Type of RENEWAL publications by year available on the IFPRI/RENEWAL website 

 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 Total 
Books 0 0 0 0  0  1 0  0  0  3 0  4 
Book chapters 0 0 0 0   1†  3 0  2  0  5 1 12 
Journal articles 1 0 0  2†  3  3 4  6 10  8 4 41 
Briefs (policy, working, 
discussion papers) 

1 0 1 2  0  8 0 19  1  0 0 32 

IFPRI Discussion 
Papers 

1 0 2 1  0  0 1  3  1  0 0  9 

IFPRI Reports (Annual, 
conference, workshop) 

   3†† 4 1 0  2  3 1  1  1  1 0 17 

RENEWAL Working 
Papers 

0 0 0 3  6  7 0  8 11  0 0 35 

Total by year 6 4 4 8 12 25 6 39 24 17 5 150 
†Includes HIV/AIDS in India. †† Includes Arabic publication.  
 

                                                      
4 http://www.ifpri.org/ourwork/about  

5 Two of the 152 studies have been eliminated from the current analysis as they represent clear duplications of other products (a 
compilation of all 18 policy briefs, each of which is available individually; and a review of 73 RENEWAL publications, each of 
which is also individually available). 
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Food insecurity, especially as the result of shocks to agriculturally-based livelihood systems, coexists 
with AIDS, interacting in a cyclical fashion with each negatively affecting the other (Niehof et al. 2010; 
Gillespie 2006a; Loevinsohn and Gillespie 2003b). The prevalence of HIV infection is heightened by 
food insecurity and malnutrition, leading to AIDS-related illness and death, which increases food 
insecurity and vulnerability. Understanding the interactions between HIV/AIDS and agricultural 
livelihood systems was a major research priority during the early phases of RENEWAL and generated a 
wave of general “synthesis” publications on understanding the issues linking HIV/AIDS with food and 
nutrition security: what we know, what we need to know, how to respond; the need for linking research to 
response; impacts; what can be done; and so forth. In 2005 and 2006 alone, 37 publications were 
produced, including the widely cited book by Gillespie (2006a), “AIDS, Poverty and Hunger: Challenges 
and Responses.”  
 
RENEWAL research activities included studies on a wide range of topics, as noted in more detail later in 
this report (see Action Research). Using the general research themes identified in Phase 3 of 
RENEWAL, Table 2 shows a breakout of publications by research area for each of the four phases of 
RENEWAL (including the launch).  
 
Table 2—Number of publications by research theme available on the IFPRI/RENEWAL website 

 

Number of 
studies 
initiated 

AIDS, 
agriculture, 

food security 
and 

livelihoods 

AIDS, 
vulnerability, 
community 

resilience and 
social protection 

AIDS, 
health and 
nutrition 
security 

Reports, 
reviews, 

workshop 
notes, etc. 

Total by 
Phase 

RENEWAL Launch 
    (2001–2003) 

na  6  2  3  3  14 

Phase 1 (2004–2005)  8  6 11  1  3  21 
Phase 2 (2005–2007)  9 15 10  2  6  33 
Phase 3 (2007–2010)  9 18 51  8  5  82 
Total by theme 26 45 74 14 17 150 

Note: The number of publications may include but is not limited to research funded during each phase. 
 
Admittedly, these categories are not discrete but are rather overlapping and interrelated; many studies 
could be categorized in a different theme than they are currently. We have tried to group publications 
using as guidelines the descriptions of ongoing and proposed research activities provided in the proposal 
for the third phase of RENEWAL. As noted in that document, certain studies are cross-listed under more 
than one theme (though they are only counted once in this analysis).  
 
Under which research themes individual studies were carried out may be of little import, however. The 
main observation to be made from the above table is the large increase in the number of overall 
publications produced during Phase 3 compared to the previous phases; 55 percent of the total number of 
publications produced over the life of the project was published during Phase 3.6 The general sense from 
stakeholder interviews was that a fundamental shift in approach occurred during Phase 3—a shift that 
interviewees perceived as being away from engagement with African researchers7 and NAP members in 

                                                      
6 IFPRI publications typically involve working or discussion papers that are often subsequently published as policy briefs and/or 
journal articles. In Phase 3, 12 of the 82 total publications represent “duplicates,” that is, the work was published more than once 
(for example, as a working paper and a policy brief). Eight of the total publications produced in Phase 2 and three each in the 
Launch Phase and Phase 1 represent the same type of duplication. Thus, even without duplications, the degree of productivity in 
Phase 3 outstrips that in any of the other phases by a wide margin. 

7 For the purposes of this assessment, “African researchers” refers to those whose lineages are indigenous to Africa.  
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particular, to far greater engagement with external consultants and/or IFPRI staff, focused heavily on 
publishing. 
 
The larger total number of publications occurring during Phase 3 could in part be due to the lag time 
between conducting research, analyzing data, and producing a manuscript, followed by the lag time 
between submission of a manuscript and its publication. At least six of the nine studies initiated in Phase 
2 were still ongoing in Phase 3. Thus, it might be expected that more publications would be produced 
during Phase 3 than in earlier phases, as earlier studies were completed, the data analyzed, and 
manuscripts submitted for publication. Of the 82 total global goods published in Phase 3, 39 were 
published in 2008, 24 in 2009, 17 in 2010, and 4 in 2011 (2 are currently under review).8 From this 
distribution, it might be entirely reasonable to attribute the increased publication numbers during Phase 3 
to an artifact of the time required to obtain, analyze, and submit for publication the results of research 
studies.  
 
Alternatively, a number of RENEWAL members suggested that the increase in publications during  
Phase 3—along with the lack of involvement by the NAPs in determining the national research agendas—
was strategic on the part of IFPRI, in order to “publish or perish” before the program ended. Table 3 
shows the distribution of publications by author and reveals far more publications authored by IFPRI 
and/or RENEWAL staff, with or without consultants, than by any other type of author, particularly during  
Phase 3.  
 
Table 3—Total number of publications by author group 

 RENEWAL 
Launch 

(2000–2003) 
Phase 1 

(2004–2005) 
Phase 2 

(2005–2007) 

 
Phase 3 

(2007–2010) 
Total by 
Author 

African researchers* with/without 
RENEWAL/IFPRI staff 

  1  3   4 17  25 

Graduate students supported by 
RENEWAL 

  0  4   9 10  23 

IFPRI/RENEWAL staff only 11   9† 10 24  54 
IFPRI/RENEWAL staff with 
researchers**/consultants       2††   2†   7 24  35 

Researchers**/consultants only   0  3   3   7  13 
Total by Phase 14 21 33 82 150 

* African researchers from Kenya, Uganda, Zambia, Malawi, Zimbabwe, and Namibia. ** South African or international 
researchers. †Includes HIV/AIDS in India. †† Includes Arabic publication. 
 
Of the total number of publications generated over the 10-year timeframe of RENEWAL, 36 percent were 
authored solely by IFPRI/RENEWAL staff; 59 percent were authored by IFPRI/RENEWAL staff either 
solely or in partnership with non-indigenous African researchers. Of the 82 total publications authored 
during Phase 3, 32 percent included indigenous African researchers and/or graduate students among the 
authors, whereas 68 percent included no indigenous African researchers and/or graduate students. As one 
RENEWAL NAP member indicated, “capacity never gets built because investments are never directed to 
Africans.”  
 
Again, the publication record may not be surprising in itself, given the time required for the research-
publication process and given that RENEWAL was an IFPRI-supported project whose staff were engaged 

                                                      
8 It should be noted that RENEWAL-supported studies continue to generate publications, including two that were provided to the 
evaluation team between submission of the draft report and receipt of reviewer’s comments. More publications are expected as 
several studies on-going at the time of the assessment wrap-up and their results finalized.  
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in RENEWAL activities. While the record does not allow conclusions to be drawn on whether IFPRI 
intentionally “left out” African researchers during Phase 3, it may, however, help explain the feelings of 
marginalization and disempowerment expressed by some RENEWAL members regarding the last years 
of RENEWAL. That is, it provides some “evidence” suggesting why many national researchers might 
have felt that way, regardless of IFPRI’s intention. 
 
For better or worse, publish or perish remains strong as a motivating factor for many, including within 
IFPRI. The pressure to publish was mentioned by several IFPRI staff members interviewed during the 
course of this assessment, particularly in relation to trying to balance the need for publications (the 
measure by which they would be evaluated professionally) with RENEWAL activities in capacity 
building, a core pillar within both RENEWAL and IFPRI.  
 
Of the 150 publications attributable to RENEWAL between 2001 and 2011, 41 have been published9 in 
what can be considered a peer-reviewed journal, the typical “gold standard” by which the publications 
records of academics and researchers are often measured. Table 4 shows the distribution of authorship of 
RENEWAL products in peer-reviewed journals over the life of the project and supports the perception of 
a possible bias toward IFPRI and RENEWAL staff, along with external consultants, compared to 
indigenous African members of the network during the third phase of RENEWAL.  
 
Table 4—Number of publications in peer-reviewed journals by author  

 RENEWAL 
Launch 

(2000–2003) 
Phase 1 

(2004–2005) 
Phase 2 

(2005–2007) 

 
Phase 3 

(2007–2010) 
Total by 
Author 

African researchers* with/without 
RENEWAL/IFPRI staff 

  1   3  4 

Graduate students supported by 
RENEWAL 

  4   2  6 

IFPRI/RENEWAL staff only 1 4 1   6 12 
IFPRI/RENEWAL staff with 
researchers**/consultants     1† 2 15 18 

Researchers**/consultants only      1  1 

Total by Phase 1 5 8 27 41 

* African researchers from Kenya, Uganda, Zambia, Malawi, Zimbabwe, and Namibia. ** South African and international 
researchers. †Includes HIV/AIDS in India. 

 
Intentional or not, the publication record reinforces the perception by African members that Phase 3 had a 
distinctly more “IFPRI-centric” focus than previous phases. In this sense, the peer-reviewed journal 
record from RENEWAL activities could be interpreted as supporting the “publish or perish” motivation to 
which IFPRI and university-based researchers may feel subject, though it does not allow irrefutable 
conclusions to be drawn that Phase 3 was all about “publish or perish” or intended to be detrimental to 
African researcher’s publication records. Rather, the overall publication record and that for peer-reviewed 
journals are used as proxies for examining who was conducting national research. African researchers 
indicating they felt “left out” in Phase 3 were not concerned that they weren’t publishing as much as 
IFPRI staff or external consultants. They were dismayed by not being more involved in national research 
efforts—research that might be both of interest to them professionally and of benefit to their own 
families, communities, and country. They saw it as a lost opportunity to collaborate with and learn from 
other researchers.  
                                                      
9 Publications from RENEWAL-supported activities continue to be produced, including in peer-reviewed journals. This 
assessment primarily involves only those accessible through the IFPRI/RENEWAL website before or during the course of this 
evaluation. Thus, it does not include many publications from 2011. 
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Production of global public goods, whether peer-reviewed or not,10 is a clear mandate for IFPRI; and staff 
promotion (or lack thereof) may depend largely on the strength of their publication record within peer-
reviewed journals, providing strong motivation to publish. Perhaps the more relevant question is this: 
Why does there appear to be such a paucity of publication generally from national sources, given the 
emphasis placed throughout the RENEWAL program on capacity strengthening of national institutions to 
conduct evidence-based research useful to policymakers and practitioners? As suggested by some 
stakeholders, the quality of research being conducted by national researchers, particularly during the early 
phases of the program, may not have been at a level consistent with IFPRI’s standards. This would help 
explain an apparent “bias” toward external consultants and IFPRI staff both in conducting research and in 
publishing during the last phase.  
 
In addition to numbers of publications, professional evaluation and promotion processes also typically 
emphasize researchers’ influence in a field of expertise, as shown for example by citations of their work. 
Research influence is often evaluated by the number of times individual publications are cited by others. 
Clearly, IFPRI is a world-class research institute, well known for quality research in food security, 
livelihoods, and nutrition among other fields. Table 5 shows the citation record for RENEWAL products 
taken from various sources.   
 
Table 5—Citations and downloads of global public goods produced through RENEWAL 

 Number of Citations 

Google Scholar (2001–2010) 479  

ISI Web of Science (2006–2010) 77  

Journal articles RePEc (2001–2009) 
  File downloads 
  Pages viewed 

 
88 

340

 

Working papers RePEc (2001–2010) 
  File downloads 
  Abstract views 

 
626 

2,656

 

Google Books  
  Visits 
  Pages viewed 

 
6,562 

106,642

 

 

Google Scholar searches across a wide diversity of disciplines and sources for articles, books, abstracts, 
theses, and the like, from academic publishers, professional societies, online sources, university, and other 
web sites.11 The ISI Web of Science is a citation indexing and search service for scientific and academic 
journals. RePEc and Google Books include more “grey literature,” including working papers and 
conference proceedings and reports, which make up a large part of RENEWAL publications. As noted 
from the Google Scholar search, RENEWAL publications (including all types) have been well-cited over 
the last ten years. With 137 citations, the 2001 article by Haddad and Gillespie on effective food and 
nutrition policy responses to HIV ranks as the most cited publication according to the Google Scholar 
search. The 41 journal articles published as a result of RENEWAL research activities have been well 
cited, as seen through both the Web of Science and RePEc search engine results. RENEWAL’s working 
papers are also well cited, with 626 downloads and 2,656 abstract views. The Google Book citation is for 
a single book: “AIDS, Poverty and Hunger: Challenges and Responses” (Gillespie 2006a). A full listing 

                                                      
10 To IFPRI’s credit, their “internal” documents are also peer-reviewed by outside reviewers in the relevant areas of expertise.  
11 http://scholar.google.com/intl/en/scholar/about.html  
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of RENEWAL research products from each type of search with citation numbers for individual 
publications is presented in Annex F. 
 
Analysis of RENEWAL documents downloaded as PDFs by users also indicates significant utilization of 
RENEWAL public goods. Figure 3 shows the number of times a document was downloaded from the 
IFPRI website12 between 2006 and 2010, for the top 21 documents.  
 
Figure 3—Top PDF downloads from the IFPRI website (2006–2010) 

 

A total of 71,717 PDFs were downloaded over the five years represented in Figure 3. On average, 14,343 
PDFs were downloaded each year during that timeframe. Due to changes in hosting of the IFPRI website 
in 2009, RENEWAL documents became globally accessible through a separate URL at 
www.programs.ifpri.org/renewal. Thus, after 2009, PDFs could be downloaded via both the IFPRI and 
RENEWAL URLs. Figure 4 provides the number of downloaded PDFs from the RENEWAL site 
between August 2009 and July 2011, when the analysis was conducted.  
 

                                                      
12 www.ifpri.org/renewal   
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Figure 4—Top PDF downloads from the RENEWAL site (2009–2011) 

 

Over this two-year period, a total of 36,285 PDFs were downloaded from the RENEWAL site, for an 
average of 18,143 downloads per year, an average increase of nearly 4,000 per year from the IFPRI site. 
Obviously, RENEWAL-generated publications are being widely used.  
 
Based on the Google Analytics analysis provided by IFPRI, Figure 5 shows the geographical distribution 
of visitors to the IFPRI website (www.ifpri.org/renewal) accessing global public goods produced through 
RENEWAL between 2010 and 2011. According to the map, over 3,800 visits were made to the 
RENEWAL pages, with the most visits coming from the U.S., followed by South Africa, the United 
Kingdom, and Canada. An average of 8.6 RENEWAL pages was viewed per visit, higher than that 
viewed on the IFPRI site itself. Nearly 70 percent of all visits were “new” visits; that is, 70 percent of 
those visiting the site had not done so before, at least not from their current IP address. The low bounce 
rate also suggests interest in RENEWAL: only 38 percent of visitors left the site without looking at more 
than one page, and visitors spent an average of 8 minutes on the site.  
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Figure 5—Visitors accession of RENEWAL public goods via the IFPRI main site 

 

Figure 6 represents the geographical distribution of visitors directly accessing the RENEWAL site 
(www.programs.ifpri.org/renewal) after web hosting changes were made in 2009. Data presented are for 
the period between August 1, 2010 and July 31, 2011. The total number of visits made directly to the 
RENEWAL site was approximately half of those made to the RENEWAL pages accessed through the 
main IFPRI website (1,960 compared to 3,884). This is likely due to greater familiarity with the main 
IFPRI website address (www.ifpri.org/renewal) than with the new hosting address 
(www.programs.ifpri.org/renewal) launched in 2009.   
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Figure 6—Visitors accessing RENEWAL public goods via the RENEWAL site 

 

As evidenced in both maps, RENEWAL global public goods are being accessed by users worldwide. 
Interestingly, the number of pages viewed per visit was approximately two when accessed directly 
through the RENEWAL site, compared to eight pages per visit when accessed through the IFPRI website. 
Likewise, visitors spent less time on the site when accessing through the RENEWAL site instead of the 
IFPRI site. Regardless of how visitors arrived, there is clearly great interest in RENEWAL and use of its 
global public goods.  
 
Capacity Strengthening  

As one of the three core pillars in the RENEWAL program, capacity strengthening was integral to the 
overall success of RENEWAL, given that national capacity to conduct and transfer the results of action 
research to the policy arena would be critical to ownership and thus to long-term sustainability of the 
networks. The RENEWAL capacity-strengthening strategy was described as “multi-dimensional, 
stressing the importance of empowering individuals and institutions through thematic and technical 
knowledge and experience” (IFPRI 2006). Stakeholders overwhelmingly expressed gratitude for the skills 
they had learned as a result of capacity-strengthening activities provided through RENEWAL, such as 
learning how to write policy briefs, publishing, and net-mapping. Others noted how they had applied 
those skills in capacity-strengthening opportunities beyond the immediate RENEWAL network. 
RENEWAL also greatly improved stakeholders’ access to information from global sources, helping to 
improve national research capacity and the quality of reports. Thus, RENEWAL has had a direct, positive 
influence on national capacity to understand the relationships between HIV/AIDS and food and nutrition 
security, and to develop appropriate strategies to reduce the negative impact of the AIDS epidemic.  
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Throughout the RENEWAL project, and particularly during the first two phases, capacity strengthening 
relied, in part, on the strategy of “experience,” in the form of national researchers working alongside 
international experts and attending regional workshops and international conferences in order to network 
with other RENEWAL stakeholders and facilitate discussion. Throughout the life of the project, national 
networks facilitated NAP meetings in each country, where issues could be discussed and debated among 
stakeholders representing government, international and local NGOs, donors, civil society, and the private 
sector. There were a total of 10 regional RENEWAL workshops or meetings held to facilitate such 
exchanges among network stakeholders (discussed below). RENEWAL workshops were held in Blantyre, 
Malawi in October, 2003, and in Pretoria, South Africa in August, 2004; a meeting for all key regional 

partners was held in Durban, South Africa in April, 2005; the 
RENEWAL regional workshop was held in Nairobi, Kenya in 
July 2005; key partner meetings occurred in Lusaka, Zambia in 
2006 (alongside the Africa Forum) and in Toronto, Canada 
(alongside the 2006 International AIDS Conference); the 
RENEWAL 3 Regional Workshop was held at the Heia Safari 
Lodge, South Africa in 2007; the RENEWAL Regional 
Workshop was held at Glenburn Lodge, Muldersdrift, South 
Africa in April, 2009; and “A Decade of Work on HIV, food and 
nutrition security” took place at the Protea Breakwater Lodge, 
Waterfront, Cape Town, South Africa in November 2009. NCs 
from all five RENEWAL countries participated in the 
International AIDS Conferences in Toronto (2006), Mexico City 
(2008), and Vienna (2010).  
 
Capacity strengthening took on a much more visible role during 
Phase 3, when efforts were stepped up to provide training in 
specific technical areas. The 2008 Capacity Strengthening Plan 

for RENEWAL identified a set of five core activities that would address critical gaps: in understanding 
the links between HIV/AIDS, nutrition, and food security; in understanding how to respond; and in 
national capacity to respond. These activities were: a thematic knowledge workshop; a research methods 
and data analysis workshop; a proposal writing e-course; a scientific writing e-course; and learning 
grants. The following is a summary of some of the additional capacity-strengthening activities conducted 
over the life of RENEWAL. 

 A three-day regional workshop on Methods and Indicators was held in Jinja, Uganda, in 2002, to 
strengthen and harmonize the research methods that would be utilized for the network’s first 
research activities, identified during Think Tanks in Uganda and Malawi. Workshop participants 
included approximately 40 people from Uganda, Malawi, Zambia, Mozambique, Kenya, the 
United Kingdom, the United States, Canada, and the Netherlands. The workshop was organized 
and facilitated by the National Agricultural Advisory Services (NAADS), the National 
Agricultural Research Organization (NARO) in Uganda, ISNAR, and IFPRI.  

 In July, 2008, National Coordinators attended a 10-day capacity-strengthening workshop in 
Washington, D.C. It included sessions in research design, quantitative and qualitative 
methodologies, development of case studies and lessons learned, net-mapping, mentoring on 
academic writing, understanding and developing policy briefs, and administrative and financial 
issues.  

 A five-day workshop on “HIV/AIDS, Food Security, and Livelihoods: Assessment, Analysis, and 
Action” was held in October 2008 at the Africa Centre for Food Security at the University of 
KwaZulu-Natal. The workshop provided participants with an in-depth look at: the interactions of 
HIV/AIDS with food and nutrition security; what action responses have been used at various 

RENEWAL Malawi has been very 
successful expanding the impact 

of capacity-strengthening 
workshops by providing national 

workshops for the Ministry of 
Agriculture and Food Security. 
RENEWAL Malawi conducted a 

series of training sessions for 
officers, directors, program 

managers, technical managers, 
and AIDS and Gender desk staff. 
In conjunction with the University 
of Malawi, RENEWAL provided 

similar training to representatives 
of SADC countries. 

– Stakeholder comment 
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scales; and their implications on design, implementation, monitoring, and evaluation of food- and 
nutrition-relevant programming. Invited participants included 13 members of government 
ministries, HIV/AIDS, food and nutrition practitioners, and national coordinators from Malawi, 
Kenya, Zambia, Uganda, and South Africa. Workshop evaluations revealed that the workshop 
was very highly regarded in terms of both content and delivery.  

 A five-day “Research Methods and Data Analysis Skills Workshop” for analysis of food security 
and HIV/AIDS was held in conjunction with the University of KwaZulu-Natal. Invited 
stakeholders from Malawi, Kenya, Zambia, Uganda, and South Africa were in attendance. 
Participants included 14 members of the RENEWAL networks in Malawi, Kenya, Zambia, 
Uganda, and South Africa. Workshop evaluations again revealed that again, the workshop was 
very highly regarded in terms of both content and delivery.  

 
Comparison of the participant lists from the thematic knowledge and research methods 
workshops indicates that NAP members were taking advantage of RENEWAL’s capacity-
strengthening workshops, in particular the NCs; that representatives from certain institutions 
might be serving as “conduits of knowledge” by attending multiple workshops and were 
hopefully transferring that knowledge within their own institutions; not all the same participants 
attended each workshop—that is, a diversity of stakeholders attended, helping to spread the 
impact; and that students were attending.     

 Net-mapping and policy communications workshops were conducted in Uganda and Kenya in 
2008; and in South Africa (two workshops), Malawi, and Zambia in 2009. These were greatly 
appreciated by NAP members and network partners. A report on the 2010 workshop in South 
Africa said that participants noted being able to apply the skills learned during these workshops to 
organize additional country-level workshops, and that gains had been made in incorporating 
livelihoods as a key component in certain sector strategies as a direct result (Hagerman 2010). 
Some NAP members felt that, while the NC had the opportunity to attend these workshops, they 
did not effectively pass on the skills or lessons learned to fellow network members. Other 
participants perceived the net-mapping exercise as primarily supply-driven and lamented that it 
did not provide hands-on experience for participants in identifying existing and potential partners 
for the RENEWAL networks.  

 E-courses on writing proposals and scientific writing for publication were developed in 2009 to 
provide hands-on technical assistance in developing research proposals and in writing for 
publication in scientific journals. These online modules were implemented using appropriate 
Learning Management Systems and were accessible to the National Coordinators and other 
members of the RENEWAL network, as well as to participants from NGO and government 
entities, researchers, and academics.  

 
These learning modules have been so successful that their use has been extended in several 
RENEWAL countries to continue building capacity of national stakeholders. For example, the 
modules have been used by the Africa Centre for Food Security at the University of KwaZulu-
Natal in South Africa in hopes that individual country networks might continue to make them 
available to interested parties. Additionally, a module developed as part of the M.Sc. program in 
Rural Sociology at Makerere University in Uganda is modeled on the RENEWAL e-courses. 

 
Feedback from stakeholders in two countries suggested that the online courses were technically 
problematic, in that users’ inboxes would fill with listserv notifications and clog up their 
computer systems. Several members also cited as a drawback the lack of opportunity to actually 
put into practice the skills they were learning, as there were no hands-on practical experiences 
associated with the modules. They felt it was only a direct reading experience, with no 
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opportunity for information exchange as part of the learning process. Regardless of specific 
concerns expressed by some, all felt they had learned something from the exercise and that it was 
of benefit overall. 

 The RENEWAL network in Malawi facilitated additional capacity-strengthening activities: a 
research dissemination workshop; the HIV/AIDS, Food, Nutrition, and Livelihoods for Senior 
Managers in the Agriculture-Sector Workshop; and the regional workshop on HIV, Food, 
Nutrition, and Livelihoods conducted in partnership with the Centre for Agricultural Research 
and Development (CARD) and Chancellor College.  

 Learning grants were available in order to provide opportunities for the NCs to pursue formal 
training in an area of interest that supports the RENEWAL mission and activities. The NC in 
Zambia was the only NC able to take advantage of the learning grant opportunity; and he pursued 
his M.Sc. in Holland.  

 In collaboration with Wageningen International, RENEWAL research and materials were 
incorporated into the module on “Food and Nutrition Security in the Context of HIV/AIDS” that 
was part of an 11-week certificate course on food and nutrition security offered through 
Wageningen in 2008.  
 

All stakeholders interviewed for this assessment were generally quite positive overall regarding 
RENEWAL capacity-strengthening activities and were especially appreciative of the opportunities 
presented. Many African network members, however, indicated they felt a lack of opportunities 
specifically targeting national researchers—to meet to discuss ongoing research, findings from previous 
research, methods and analysis, future research needs, and other issues of most relevance to them. They 
felt this represented a missed opportunity for RENEWAL to build national research capacity for 
undertaking action research on the HIV-hunger nexus. There was also some thought that such 
opportunities might have resulted in stronger linkages between researchers in different countries that 
would also have helped to build the network.  
 
The basic tenet embedded in the RENEWAL strategy for strengthening national research capacity was 
essentially that national research capacity would be strengthened through the “experience” of working 
alongside international consultants (ISNAR, IFPRI, and FAO 2002). Such a strategy assumes, first, that 
the international consultant has the skills required to mentor a researcher from a developing country; and 
second, that the shared experiences lend themselves to appropriate mentoring in research methodology, 
scientific writing, data analysis, publishing, or any other of the skills identified as part of the five core 
areas needing strengthening. This strategy may be most appropriate when applied to graduate students. 
According to available information,13 several Master’s and Ph.D. level students were supported by or 
participated in RENEWAL research activities, or both (Table 7). 
 

                                                      
13 Given the lack of a “Master List” of graduate/post-doc students supported through RENEWAL, this is likely only a partial 
listing. Information was available only piecemeal, and we regret any omissions or errors.   
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Table 6—Degree-seeking students associated with RENEWAL  

Student University Degree 
Amy Norman University of Calgary Ph.D. 
Jo Vearey University of Witwatersrand Ph.D. 
Muatale Chileshe University of Cape Town Ph.D. 
Busi Mugazi University of Zambia M.Sc. 
E Wairimu Mwangi The Ohio State University Ph.D. 
Kees Swaan VU University, Amsterdam Ph.D. 
Marisa Casale University of KwaZulu-Natal Ph.D. 
Petan Hamazakaza The Netherlands M.Sc. 
Jacques Bezuidenhout The Netherlands Medical Student  
Nedson Pophiwa University of Witwatersrand M.Sc. 
Betsy Finley Tulane University M.Sc. 
Jon Rivers Tulane University Ph.D. 
Suneetha Kadiyala Tufts University Ph.D. 
Phylis Ressler SOAS M.Sc. 

 
Obviously, a multitude of capacity-strengthening activities took place under RENEWAL and they were 
considered of high value by participants, as expressed in workshop evaluations and interviews. It is of 
note, however, that most “hands-on” types of capacity-strengthening activities occurred during Phase 3, in 
2008 or later. This may be partly the result of difficulty obtaining funds for capacity strengthening from 
donors during the early phases of RENEWAL (S. Gillespie, personal communication). In contrast, several 
donors involved with later phases of RENEWAL indicated great interest in capacity strengthening and in 
fact expressed some concern at what they considered to be the apparent lack of a systematic approach to 
improving national capacity in conducting relevant research and translating research findings into 
effective policy. In any case, there was a concerted effort on the part of IFPRI to provide high-quality 
capacity-strengthening opportunities during Phase 3—albeit late in the process, given the original launch 
of RENEWAL in 2001.  
 
To have a long-lasting impact on national research capacity, many more such opportunities might have 
been needed. This raises the question whether RENEWAL itself had the capacity (including staffing and 
skill set) to conduct capacity-strengthening activities sufficient to achieve their stated goals. This is not a 
criticism of RENEWAL or the IFPRI staff involved with capacity strengthening under RENEWAL. On 
the contrary, it suggests that this activity may have been under-resourced; additional staff with expertise 
in capacity strengthening (whether from IFPRI or another entity) might have been required to help 
provide sufficient capacity-strengthening opportunities to national RENEWAL partners and networks. 
According to the limited financial information available for this assessment, the indicative budget for 
capacity strengthening during the third phase of RENEWAL (2007–2010) was estimated at $210,000 per 
year; this represents just 12 percent of the average annual budget during Phase 3.14 Financial expenditure 
information for 2006–2011 provided for this assessment15 revealed that capacity-strengthening 
expenditures for 2008, 2009, and 2010 (the only years showing such expenditures for the reporting period 
2006–2011) accounted for only $168,767 of the total RENEWAL budget of $7,754,900 between 2006 
and 2011 (see Annex G). As it is unclear whether the line items in the budget and expense sheets are 
composed of the same types of expenses, a direct comparison may not be possible.  
 

                                                      
14 S. Gillespie (2011), Personal communication. 
15 Ibid. 



- 22 - 

The summary of expenditures (2006–2011) in Annex G provides a gauge with which to examine the level 
of budgeting priority given to the various program activities. Expenses identifiable as capacity 
strengthening (including workshop expenses) make up approximately 7 percent of total program expenses 
during this timeframe. Expenses attributable to local action research make up just over 20 percent, while 
those for policy communications (including publications, communications services, and facilities) appear 
to represent about 8 percent of total expenses. Clearly, more money went to research activities than to 
either capacity strengthening or policy communications, though this may be an apples-to-oranges 
comparison. Capacity strengthening and policy communications may not require as much funding as 
research in order to accomplish stated goals. Alternatively, there may simply not have been sufficient 
investment in capacity strengthening16 or policy communications, two of the three core pillars in 
RENEWAL.   
 
To IFPRI’s credit, it should also be noted that difficulties existed related to building capacity, including 
the high rate of turnover of network partners and staff in partner institutions, and within the NAPs 
themselves. Notwithstanding these challenges, more—and possibly more targeted—workshops were 
likely required in order to build ownership and thus sustainability at the national level. Strengthening 
institutional capacity requires more than simply building the capacity of individual staff; it requires 
institutionalizing the importance of such strategies and the funding for them.   
 
A common concern expressed by stakeholders during this assessment was whether IFPRI had the mindset 
or the capacity itself to invest in the scale and scope of capacity strengthening that RENEWAL network 
members felt was necessary—and that RENEWAL promoted as priorities. There was strong agreement 
from IFPRI staff members themselves that capacity-strengthening activities compete with the allocation 
of time for their research activities, and moreover, they are not rewarded professionally for any time put 
into capacity-strengthening activities. This seems in marked contrast to IFPRI’s own strategic visioning 
that considers research, policy communications, and capacity strengthening for policy and research as 
“the cornerstones of IFPRI’s work.”17 Whether IFPRI should be in the business of capacity strengthening 
as a core priority is a matter for internal discussion and beyond the scope of this evaluation. However, to 
the degree it makes capacity strengthening a cornerstone of its various programs, it needs to determine 
what types of capacity strengthening are required for given objectives and whether IFPRI represents the 
best-placed entity to deliver on those requirements or whether strategic partnerships might be more 
effective. Additionally, objectives for capacity-strengthening activities need to be clearly articulated: what 
are capacity-strengthening activities expected to achieve, and what are appropriate indicators of success? 
The number of participants attending a workshop or the number of workshops an individual attended do 
not necessarily demonstrate that capacity has actually been built.  
 
Policy Communications  

At the global level, IFPRI’s mission includes “actively engaging in policy communications, making 
research results available to all those in a position to apply or use them, and carrying out dialogues with 
those users to link research and policy action.”18 Its strategy includes providing “knowledge relevant to 
decisionmakers both inside and outside the countries in which it undertakes research.” Thus, it seeks to 
“produce results applicable to many countries—that is, international or global public goods.”19 As 
previously noted, the RENEWAL project has been highly successful at the production of global public 
goods, including those with a more international or global perspective.  

                                                      
16 Based on IFPRI’s own classification of what constitutes capacity strengthening and includes workshop and training expenses. 

17 http://www.ifpri.org/publication/ifpris-strategy-toward-food-and-nutrition-security  
18 http://www.ifpri.org/ourwork/about  
19 http://www.ifpri.org/publication/ifpris-strategy-toward-food-and-nutrition-security 
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Developed in conjunction with IFPRI’s Communications Division, the communication strategy employed 
over the course of the RENEWAL project comprised: (1) targeted dissemination of research results and 
methods to promote capacity strengthening, fill gaps in research, and encourage policy change; (2) 
targeting of key stakeholders in research, civil society, and government for communications 
dissemination; and (3) using a variety of tools for translating research results from scientific publications 
to policy briefs.  
 
One of the main thrusts of RENEWAL was linking action research to policy and decisionmakers. While 
research is critical to understanding the issues, it needs to be transferred into policy and programming in 
order to make a difference on the ground. Thus, the primary focus of the communications pillar was 
making research findings available and accessible to those making the decisions about policies and 
programs. 
 
A total of 32 briefs were published from RENEWAL research activities, in an effort to provide 
decisionmakers with an easily understood and concise assessment of the research findings and their 
implications for policy. As mentioned in stakeholder interviews, these briefs were considered critical in 
helping to get “everyone on the same page” in terms of understanding the two-way relationship between 
HIV/AIDS on the one hand and livelihoods, nutrition, and food security on the other. The briefs were 
highly valued and widely used at the country level by, among others, UN agencies (including WFP, 
UNICEF, and UNAIDS) for improving operational responses in food aid and other programming. 
 
As pointed out by several stakeholders interviewed during the assessment, publishing policy and other 
briefs to provide relevant information to those affecting policy and programming decisions is only part of 
the picture. In order to have an impact, that information must inform, be used in policies and 
programming, to fund, and finally implement, recommended interventions. While the policy briefs were 
widely hailed in some countries, in other countries it is unclear what, if any, impact they were having—or 
even if they were reaching their target audience. The role of NAPs as conduits through which research 
results would flow into the policy arena was clearly not functioning as intended. [RENEWAL’s “in-
reach” approach for influencing policy consisted of “continued engagement of policymakers from the 
outset and through the research process,” to be achieved, in part, through the NAPs (Gillespie 2010).20] 
Lack of leadership on the part of NCs, as well as the composition of the NAPs themselves—lacking 
appropriate representation from relevant decisionmaking bodies—likely impeded progress along the 
research-policy continuum. A systematic monitoring system was needed to track the process of bringing 
research results to the attention of those able to act on the information, as well as how that information 
was then used to inform policy. This might have helped identify some of these issues early on, providing 
time to improve practices, and thus, effectiveness.  
 
The findings of RENEWAL research activities were also communicated through the attendance of 
network members and/or RENEWAL and IFPRI staff at national and international conferences, meetings, 
and workshops. Members of the RENEWAL network (including IFPRI staff) participated in a wide range 
of conferences, seminars, and other arenas for presenting work from the RENEWAL program. Those 
were too numerous to provide a complete list, but the following is a small sampling of RENEWAL’s 
national presence in the region: 

 a panel discussion and debate at the 8th International Conference of Urban Health in Nairobi 
 facilitating livelihoods analysis of regional hunger at a regional workshop with the Common 

Market for Eastern and Southern Africa (COMESA) 
 the African Union Regional Experts meeting on Social Protection 

                                                      
20Gillespie, S. 2010.  
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 the Comprehensive African Agriculture Development Program (CAADP) Framework for 
Africa’s Food Security Inter-Pillar Workshop in 2009 

 the COMESA CAADP Pillar 3 meeting in Livingstone, Zambia 
 collaborated with the African Centre for Food Security at the University of KwaZulu-Natal to 

host two RENEWAL workshops and the e-learning modules for use by other countries 
 

Though RENEWAL was primarily focused on Africa, its global communications activities included 
several publications on HIV/AIDS in India (Kadiyala and Barnett 2004, 2005) and a global overview on 
HIV/AIDS and food and nutrition security (Gillespie and Kadiyala 2005), part of a national consultation 
on nutrition and HIV/AIDS sponsored by the Government of India and WFP. A paper prepared for the 
28th session of the 2002 ACC/SCN Symposium on nutrition and HIV/AIDS (Gillespie, Haddad, and 
Jackson 2001) was published in Arabic, French, and Spanish.  
 
RENEWAL’s influence at the international level is also highlighted by its degree of involvement in 
HIV/AIDS conferences, including: the International Conference on HIV/AIDS and Food and Nutrition 
Security, Durban (2005); the XVI International AIDS Conference, Toronto (2006)—at which RENEWAL 
planned and participated in eight sessions; the XVII International AIDS Conference, Mexico City (2008); 
and the XVIII International AIDS Conference, Vienna (2010).  
 
In particular, the Durban conference in 2005 may be one of RENEWAL’s greatest accomplishments, 
certainly at the time. Demand was extremely high; nearly 300 submissions followed the call for abstracts, 
with 1,300 requests for invitations to the 200 participant event. The conference yielded the book AIDS, 
Poverty and Hunger (Gillespie 2006a), which continues to be among the most requested public goods 
from IFPRI.  
 
The 2006 International AIDS conference in Toronto was another turning point, particularly in terms of the 
global response to the AIDS epidemic and the recognition of food and nutrition security as critical issues 
(IFPRI 2009). RENEWAL was a key contributor, organizing sessions chaired by the UN Special Envoy 
on HIV/AIDS and presenting papers that helped shape international thought about the importance of food 
and nutrition in HIV/AIDS program responses. 
 
The RENEWAL network has been engaged in the research–policy process by means other than “direct 
communication,” through briefs, workshops, and conference proceedings. It has built relationships and 
collaborations with institutions, and provided technical expertise and support in the following ways: 

 RENEWAL participated in, and played a critical role in helping to organize, the WFP-sponsored 
expert consultation in Johannesburg (2003) on measuring vulnerability in light of the HIV/AIDS 
pandemic. Topics included how HIV/AIDS was being integrated into definitions of vulnerability, 
how the link between HIV/AIDS and vulnerability was being measured, and identification of 
potential indicators and methods for measuring the impact of HIV/AIDS on vulnerability 
assessments.  

 Helped the Southern African Development Community (SADC) HIV and AIDS Unit to draft 
their HIV/AIDS Strategic Framework (2009–2015) and to develop a social protection framework 
for the region. 

 Collaborated with NAP+SAR to successfully submit abstracts for regional conferences in 2009, 
led a session on operations research, and presented the research at SADC Partners Forum and 
UNAIDS in Geneva in 2009. 

 Participated in an assessment of Junior Farmer Field and Life Schools and took the lead role in 
developing the synthesis report and facilitating a dissemination workshop with FAO and the 
Wahenga Institute. 
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 In Kenya, served as chair of the Steering Committee on Monitoring and Coordination Group 
(MCG 3) at National AIDS Control Council (NACC) and continues to provide guidance to 
NACC.  

 In South Africa, RENEWAL has increased communication between RENEWAL members and 
the Africa Centre for Food Security, the National Department of Agriculture, the Geography 
Department at the University of Witwatersrand, and the Food Insecurity and Vulnerability 
Information Management System (FIVIMS). 

 Engaged with the WFP Regional HIV/AIDS technical support team. 
 RENEWAL initiated a review of “best practices” for livelihoods-based social protection of 

orphans and vulnerable children (OVC). It was a multicountry study involving collaboration 
between UNICEF, FAO, WFP, and several ministries responsible for OVC.21 

 In South Africa, RENEWAL provided input on policy and technical issues (such as Food 
Insecurity and Vulnerability Information Management System (FIVIMS) indicators) for the 
Departments of Agriculture (Food Security Directorate) and Health (Gillespie 2007). 
 

Part of the RENEWAL communications strategy involved the concept of “in-reach”—forging links 
between researchers and policymakers, civil society, and community-based groups by bringing them all 
together in the form of the National Advisory Panels. NAPs were envisioned as a conduit through which 
dialogue, discussion, and dissemination of research results would flow between researchers and 
policymakers. The effectiveness of such a strategy, however, would depend in large part on the 
composition of the NAPs. There was general consensus among network members interviewed that the 
NAPs were not sufficiently inclusive in membership and that NAP membership did not evolve over time, 
although the research needs clearly did. 
 
The national research agendas, as overseen by the NAPs in Phases 1 and 2, would only have represented 
the interests of those present on the NAPs at the time and not necessarily the full spectrum of interests 
required for a truly multisectoral approach to the AIDS epidemic. To have a truly effective “in-reach” 
process, NAPs would need to be composed of constituents from all the major sectors implicated in the 
HIV-hunger nexus—agriculture, HIV/AIDS, health, nutrition, and food security, as well as NGOs, 
affected communities, related government offices (for example, the Bureau of Statistics), communications 
and media experts, and financial institutes and cooperatives. Additionally, the level of policymaker 
targeted was highly relevant to the likelihood of success in each country; some RENEWAL networks 
highlighted the need for low-level policymakers (the decisionmakers “who determine where services go 
within communities”), while others saw the need for “big names” in the policy arena. These represent two 
very different strategies that required great flexibility on the part of the NAPs in terms of their 
membership. Still others identified the participation of individuals with access to the policy arena as 
equally or perhaps more important than policymakers themselves.  
 
Evolution of the NAPs (or lack thereof) proved to be an issue for a majority of stakeholders interviewed. 
With the exception of South Africa, national stakeholders felt the NAPs were too static, both in terms of 
general membership and specifically in terms of the chair (NC). The vast majority of those interviewed 
felt that governance overall was lacking, that the NC should rotate, and that NAP members should have 
specific job descriptions with performance expectations and periodic performance reviews. Interestingly, 
the governance structure was thoroughly described in the proposal for RENEWAL 3 as well as in the 
MOUs between IFPRI and host institutions. Though guidance was provided for making changes to NAP 
personnel, it was clear from interviews that no one really knew how this might be accomplished or who 
was responsible for facilitating such changes. Essentially, no one wanted to take responsibility for 
stewarding the NAP development process, a process critical to the ultimate success of RENEWAL. 

                                                      
21 S. Bota (2011), Personal communication. 
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Building an effective research-policy link is perhaps the most complex activity the RENEWAL project 
sought to achieve. Effecting policy change is a long-term process, highly susceptible to changing and 
sometimes volatile political environments. Generally, however, the effectiveness of the research-policy 
continuum will be limited by its weakest link. It would have required the appropriate composition of 
stakeholders on the NAPs—researchers, sector-specific policymakers, communications and media 
experts, practitioners, NGOs, and affected communities; and it would have required including the 
appropriate level of stakeholders—that is, those who report to decisionmakers or who make decisions, as 
well as those who design or implement programs. The results of research, and the implications of those 
results, might then have been more effectively communicated through the continuum to those in a 
position to change policy, creating opportunities for implementing that policy in on-the-ground 
programming. While a clear need remains for ensuring that research results continue to flow “into the 
policy dialogue and inform policy decisions” (Gillespie 2010b), it is clear that RENEWAL research did 
have some impact at both the national and international levels, as detailed in Section III.B. 
 
Action Research  

RENEWAL research activities have contributed greatly to the body of knowledge on several issues: the 
two-way interactions between HIV/AIDS and agriculture, nutrition, and food security; understanding 
what types of responses might maximize household and community resistance to HIV and resilience to 
the impacts of AIDS; and lesser (though still important) contributions to shaping institutional and 
government policies or programs that can best deliver cost-effective interventions for responding to the 
AIDS epidemic and its impact on food and nutrition security.  
 
RENEWAL research was highly regarded by national members of the networks as well as by donors and 
governments. IFPRI’s reputation as a first-class research institute brought visibility and credibility to the 
RENEWAL initiative. Members benefitted professionally from their involvement with RENEWAL 
research and by extension with the sphere of IFPRI’s influence and connections. In particular, national 
researchers welcomed the opportunity to engage with IFPRI scientists and learn new skills and techniques 
to improve the quality of their own and their colleagues’ research capacity and understanding. 
 
The value or usefulness of RENEWAL-sponsored research is perhaps best demonstrated by the degree to 
which it is used by others in the field and beyond. As previously noted, RENEWAL research products are 
highly sought through the IFPRI/ RENEWAL website and have been used to inform both policy and 
programming responses in RENEWAL countries. Country-
specific research provided compelling evidence for 
developing HIV-relevant national policies and programs, 
while regional research was more conducive to 
understanding issues and developing appropriate responses 
at the regional or international rather than national level. 
Regional research studies also serve as a source of ideas for 
context-specific research at the national level.  
 
Criticisms of national research conducted early in the 
program suggest that proposals did not focus on key 
unresolved issues in the literature and that most studies 
proposed small-scale data-gathering strategies, with few links to interdisciplinary or long-term data 
collection efforts (Binswanger 2005). It was suggested that RENEWAL did not provide sufficient 
“opportunities to IFPRI to promote the collection of representative panel data sets with multi-disciplinary 
coverage” and that this would impede progress of IFPRI’s agenda. The current assessment does not agree 
with this earlier critique. 

“The research studies that [had] 
less involvement of the locals or 

[were] mainly driven by 
international or regional 

researchers did not have the same 
policy impact as those done by the 

locals supported by or in 
collaboration with regional or 

international researchers.” 
– Stakeholder comment 
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RENEWAL’s action research agenda aimed to inform policy by working with stakeholders to generate 
“locally-relevant priorities for action and for research,” an aim which may or may not have coincided 
with “unresolved issues in the literature” but which clearly aligns with IFPRI’s core mandate of 
“providing policy solutions that reduce poverty and end hunger and malnutrition.”22 According to the 
Binswanger report (2005), “the most important research issues” IFPRI should be focused on were those 
“emerging from the review” itself, but it noted that they “depart significantly” from RENEWAL’s 
research strategy.23 Thus it appears that an internal conflict regarding RENEWAL goals and objectives 
(that is, what the program was actually intent on achieving) may have developed during Phase 2; this may 
help explain the shift in approach between the first two phases of RENEWAL and Phase 3, when a more 
supply-driven approach supplanted the demand-driven locally-relevant approach of Phases 1 and 2. 
Unfortunately, this supply-driven approach may not have held as much relevance for members of the 
national networks, as country-specific research would better provide the policy-relevant information 
required by sector-specific decisionmakers. Thus, it is perhaps not surprising that national interest in and 
ownership of RENEWAL waned during Phase 3. 
 
Research conducted under the banner of the RENEWAL project has been accomplished by a number of 
different individuals, institutions, and partnerships, using a variety of methodologies. Research has been 
conducted by or through collaborations involving: IFPRI and RENEWAL staff; African24 researchers, 
consultants, and NGOs; researchers from the U.S. and other countries; international consultants, NGOs, 
and UN entities. In South Africa, stakeholders and partners also included African and other researchers, 
consultants, and NGOs. A wide range of methodologies have been used, including literature reviews and 
policy analyses, panel studies, longitudinal studies, anthropological field work, use of data from 
demographic and other previously published studies, qualitative surveys, and case studies. A brief 
summary of activities from over 10 years of evidence-based research follows. 
 
At least 26 studies were commissioned directly through the RENEWAL research development process, 
with additional studies commissioned by specific partners—for example, the effect of the food price 
crises on the AIDS response (Gillespie 2008), done in collaboration with UNAIDS, the Southern African 
Network of People Living with HIV (NAP+SAR), and the East African Network of People Living with 
HIV (NAP+EAR).  
 
Given the country-specific nature of research priorities established by the NAPs during Phases 1 and 2 of 
RENEWAL, it is instructive to consider what research was conducted in each country and how that might 
translate to a regional perspective. In Zambia, three context-specific studies were conducted overall, 
including two on the effects of HIV/AIDS on agricultural production systems and on government 
agricultural extension services. A third study examined the food and nutrition policy implications for 
community resilience to HIV/AIDS. RENEWAL Malawi also took part in the study involving 
agricultural extension services, demonstrating that the study was directly applicable across more than one 
country context. 
 
Due to early institutional challenges within the national network in Uganda, no studies were initiated 
there until Phase 2, when studies were conducted on the links between gender and food and nutrition 
security for IDP populations, and on land use and land ownership among women affected by HIV. The 
Uganda studies are also very context-specific, and results may have limited applicability in other 

                                                      
22 http://www.ifpri.org/ourwork/about  

23 H. Binswanger and S. Gillespie, email correspondence (December 2006). 

24 “African” specifically refers to indigenous African researchers from Kenya, Uganda, Zambia, Malawi, Zimbabwe, Ethiopia 
and Namibia. 
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countries or at a regional level. However, the issues of gender, landownership, and land reform are 
broadly relevant in terms of HIV-sensitive research themes and implications for policy. While gender was 
considered generally in a number of studies, only three other studies involved a specific gender 
component: a study in Ethiopia on stigma and discrimination; a study on the effects of cash transfers on 
young women in South Africa; and a study of the effects of the AIDS epidemic and mortality on marriage 
behavior of women in Malawi.  
 
Later studies with The AIDS Support Organization (TASO) in Uganda (ongoing at the time of this 
assessment) were more operational in nature than earlier studies; they involved examination of the use of 
supplemental foods in HIV/AIDS care and treatment interventions. The results of some of these studies, 
only now being published, should provide valuable insights into operationalizing such interventions. 
According to sources at IFPRI, the collaboration with TASO represents “ground-breaking work” and has 
had “some of the most profound impact on the HIV community of anything we have done.” Interviews 
with TASO were quite positive regarding RENEWAL activities overall, though they did not specifically 
mention this particular work. Only one other study, conducted in Kenya, involved examining the role of 
improved nutrition in HIV treatments and the specific use of supplemental foods. Though the Academic 
Model Providing Access to Healthcare (AMPATH) study provided some practical lessons for future 
programming, there is wide consensus among practitioners on the need for more HIV and nutrition 
policy-relevant research. Especially critical are programmatic issues related to eligibility (targeting ART 
patients only versus vulnerable households generally, including seasonally vulnerable households); 
transportation costs; stigma associated with collecting food aid; and transitioning clients off food 
supplementation. Nutrition and health are now considered “a primary goal and quantifiable endpoint of 
food systems” (Pinstrup-Andersen 2011), and their impact on operationalizing HIV treatment 
interventions is considered “the next research frontier” in any future iteration of a similar project (J. Koch, 
personal communication), were there to be a future for RENEWAL. Research on these and other issues 
will provide practitioners and policymakers alike with clear guidelines on how to successfully implement 
nutrition-relevant strategies within the context of HIV/AIDS interventions.   
 
In addition to the nutrition and HIV study mentioned above, 
RENEWAL Kenya initiated a study on labor market 
dynamics in slums in Nairobi. Unfortunately, a third study in 
which RENEWAL Kenya had been involved was terminated. 
Facilitated by the African Medical Research Foundation 
(AMREF) and commissioned by the East African 
Community (EAC) under the Lake Victoria Basin 
Commission, the study involved examining the spread of 
HIV and effectiveness of HIV responses in mobile 
agricultural populations around Lake Victoria. Ultimately, RENEWAL withdrew from the study.  
 
In Malawi, four independent studies were initiated during Phases 1 and 2 of RENEWAL: rural 
livelihoods and depeasantization; knowledge flow between generations; farming systems and resilience; 
and effects of rural livelihoods on the rate of HIV/AIDS-related illness and death. Malawi was also part of 
a two-country study (along with Zambia) on HIV and agricultural extension services during Phase 3. As 
the first country in the RENEWAL network, Malawi has been involved in a wide range of HIV/AIDS 
studies conducted during the pre-phase and within the region, including action research, literature 
reviews, and case studies on marriage behavior, schooling outcomes, vulnerability of and targeting 
services to orphans, social learning, and community responses at different stages of the disease.      
 
RENEWAL South Africa initiated five studies during the course of the RENEWAL project, and had 
considerably more involvement at the regional and sub-continent levels. South Africa initiated studies on 
agricultural innovations, understanding and responding to HIV/AIDS and food insecurity, and the role of 

“The work we commissioned 
had some impact on 

programming, though maybe 
not policy; we changed from 

giving money to people on ART 
to food production.” 

 
– Stakeholder comment, 2011 
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natural resources in the context of HIV/AIDS and food insecurity. Along with Uganda, RENEWAL 
South Africa also initiated a study involving land reform and HIV/AIDS.  
 
RENEWAL initiated regional and larger-scale studies across Sub-Saharan Africa in order to examine 
more widely relevant issues such as vulnerability (how parents deal with their children’s futures), 
migration, urban-rural linkages and food security, interactions of other diseases such as TB on the HIV-
hunger nexus, and the potential of certain social protections (such as cash transfers) to help mitigate the 
impacts of AIDS. Three regional studies were initiated in Phase 2 and an additional five studies initiated 
in Phase 3.  
 
Development of national research agendas requires different approaches than regional research programs. 
Country-level research is highly context-specific: the results of which are applicable only to the study 
contexts and may have only limited applicability across a wider region, depending on the context. 
However, country-specific studies are the most relevant to the national policy process. Likewise, it is 
difficult to synthesize findings from the various country-specific studies into a single body of policy-
relevant information on HIV/AIDS for eastern and southern Africa or Sub-Saharan Africa. A regional 
study is also context-specific, though it presumably accounts for a wider spectrum of socioeconomic, 
cultural, gender, religious, and other contexts than a national study and can therefore be more broadly 
applied.  
 
As previously mentioned, Phase 3 was perceived by network members as representing a shift in approach 
to research. Of the eight studies initiated in Phase 3, five were conducted as regional studies, that is, they 
took place in more than one country. Only Kenya, Uganda, and South Africa initiated country-specific 
studies during Phase 3. Of the five regional studies conducted in Phase 3, all except the Zambia/Malawi 
study on agricultural workers involved IFPRI staff, university-based researchers from South Africa, or 
international NGOs and centers of research.  
 
Individuals and institutions from South Africa dominated the regional and larger-scale studies conducted 
in Phases 2 and 3: research affiliations included the universities of Cape Town, KwaZula-Natal, 
Stellenbosch, and Witwatersrand in South Africa; the University Teaching Hospital in Zambia; and the 
University of Namibia. Additional partners included both international and African-based institutions, 
such as the Joint Learning Initiative on Children and HIV/AIDS (JLICA), AMREF, Lake Victoria 
Partnership, World Potato Centre Global Mountain Program, and the Southern African Migration Project 
(SAMP).  
 
The shift in approach articulated in the proposal for Phase 3 of RENEWAL was seen as a logical next 
step in moving toward international relevance. Plans to implement the RENEWAL model in India were 
being considered at IFPRI, for example. Raising the visibility of RENEWAL to the international level 
would require engagement of international researchers, stakeholders, and donors.25 At the same time, 
IFPRI had its own concerns regarding the quality of research being conducted at national levels 
(Binswanger 2005), as well as about the limited sense of ownership expressed by national networks and a 
perceived lack of leadership by the NAPs. It is of note that IFPRI’s interest in global applications of the 
RENEWAL program appear to have converged with concerns regarding the quality of national research at 
this time. The most that can be inferred is that an obvious difference in expectations existed between 
IFPRI and national RENEWAL networks, exacerbated during Phase 3. It was, however, incumbent on 
IFPRI to communicate effectively with its national partners regarding the roles and expectations of all 
involved.  
 

                                                      
25 As previously noted, donor interest often influences program direction and approach. Though no stakeholders interviewed 
mentioned it, the possibility exists that donor interest influenced the research focus and approach for Phase 3.  
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Clearly, a wealth of information has been produced by RENEWAL and IFPRI regarding the links 
between—and reciprocal impacts of—HIV/AIDS on the one hand and food security, livelihoods, and 
nutrition on the other, as well as the household, community, and institutional responses that help mitigate 
both the spread of HIV and the impacts of AIDS. Based on the degree to which RENEWAL research has 
been cited (see Section III.A. Global Public Goods and Annex F), it is also clear that action research 
conducted through RENEWAL has significantly increased global understanding of the importance of 
food and nutrition security to HIV prevention and AIDS treatment. Stakeholders consistently mentioned 
the value added from the RENEWAL network in terms of the attention it drew to research on the mutual 
effects of HIV/AIDS and food security, nutrition, and agriculture through RENEWAL-supported 
research. IFPRI’s world-class reputation as a credible, independent research institution carried great 
weight with network members, partners, and donors. Stakeholders, particularly NCs, felt they had 
benefitted professionally and personally from their association with RENEWAL. RENEWAL research 
activities brought the relevant issues, practitioners, and institutions together around HIV, nutrition, and 
food security, and helped ensure that relevant stakeholders were “on the same page.”  

Outcomes and Impacts 

The outcomes and impacts of the RENEWAL project reflect the effect of RENEWAL outputs on 
research, capacity strengthening, and policy communications, as noted above. A theory of change model 
has been developed as part of this assessment, to track how outputs were supposed to link to outcomes 
and eventually to impacts. This model also identifies a number of underlying assumptions needed in order 
for these changes to come about (Figure 7). 
 
This section is informed by stakeholder interviews and other correspondence with individuals having 
knowledge of or direct experience with RENEWAL activities. Three main sets of queries formed the 
basis of the interviews and correspondence: 

 To what extent did RENEWAL increase awareness and understanding of the issues surrounding 
the two-way interactions between HIV/AIDS and nutrition and food security? Have RENEWAL 
activities helped change thinking or transformed actions within the agriculture, food, and nutrition 
communities? 

 Can RENEWAL be identified with any specific policy or program changes at a country or 
regional level that have had a measurable impact? How well did RENEWAL-sponsored research 
provide for the information needs of policymakers regarding HIV/AIDS, nutrition, and food 
security programming? 

 
To what extent did RENEWAL build or strengthen national capacity in relevant research and 
communications? What was the level and nature of exchange among RENEWAL partners? Were national 
or regional networks developed that will likely be sustained after the life of the project? 
 
We have seen both program-based and sector-wide approaches to integrating HIV/AIDS-relevant policies 
into national strategies or frameworks (or both), in all RENEWAL countries and beyond. The following is 
a summary of the outcomes of RENEWAL activities with regard to national policies as well as at regional 
and international levels, over the life of the program.  
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Figure 7—RENEWAL theory of change 
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A.  National 
 AIDS focal points or desk officers were established in several countries (including 

Malawi, Zimbabwe, and Uganda) to raise awareness of and provide information on HIV 
in the workplace (Remme et al. 2010). Though a major step forward, certain limitations 
of this system prompted the development of fully-authorized HIV/AIDS coordinators or 
committees. Establishment of such units in ministries of agriculture (such as Malawi and 
Mozambique) represents a major positive advance for the incorporation of HIV/AIDS 
concerns in policy and operations.  

 RENEWAL Kenya provided a powerful voice in advocating for food and nutrition 
security to be implemented within HIV/AIDS programs and policies. The National AIDS 
Strategic Plan (KNASP) (2009/10–2012/13) now includes food and nutrition security as 
key components, based on the influence of RENEWAL Kenya. RENEWAL Kenya also 
helped the agriculture sector develop its research agenda and mainstream nutrition 
elements into its sector strategy. Recommendations for studies on high food prices and 
their impact on HIV were adopted by the Kenya Food Security Steering Group. 
RENEWAL also provided input on the National AIDS Control Council (NACC) National 
HIV/AIDS Monitoring and Evaluation Framework (Gillespie 2006b). 

 The agriculture sector strategy for HIV/AIDS and other chronic illnesses was launched in 
Tanzania in 2006 and is currently being implemented (Remme et al. 2010). 

 Launched in 2006, the Agricultural HIV/AIDS Strategic Plan (2006–2010) in 
Mozambique was implemented and is under evaluation, prior to revision (Remme et al. 
2010). 

 In Malawi, several strategic plans have incorporated HIV/AIDS-relevant policies, 
including the agricultural sector HIV/AIDS policy/strategy (2003–2008), the Fisheries 
HIV/AIDS Strategy (2007–2011), and the Forestry HIV/AIDS Strategy (2007–2011) 
(Remme et al. 2010). The Agriculture-SWAp in Malawi has identified HIV/AIDS and 
gender inequality as needing to be mainstreamed into programming. The National 
Smallholder Farmers’ Association of Malawi (NASFAM) has developed its own action 
plans, using the sector strategy as a model. At the request of the Deputy Director of 
Agricultural Extension Services responsible for Agricultural Gender Roles and Extension 
Support Services, RENEWAL has worked with members of the department in 
understanding the implications of the research findings on agricultural extension 
(Gillespie 2010). The Ministry of Agriculture and Food Security has recently supported 
additional funding for training of extension workers, particularly in HIV/AIDS education 
(S. Bota, personal communication). 

 Uganda has a longer history of response to the HIV/AIDS epidemic than most other 
African countries. A fisheries sector HIV/AIDS strategy was initiated in 2005, and the 
Ministry of Agriculture, Animal Sciences and Fisheries is currently developing an 
agricultural sector HIV/AIDS strategy (Remme et al. 2010). RENEWAL has been 
credited by the Ugandan AIDS Commission with introducing food and nutrition into the 
National Strategic Plan (NSP), though this remains to be budgeted and implemented 
(Gillespie 2010). 

 In Zimbabwe, the agricultural sector Strategy Plan on HIV/AIDS (2006–2010) was 
initiated in 2006 and is currently under implementation. An HIV/AIDS policy was also 
developed for the Zimbabwe Farmers’ Union for its members and employees. 

 Under the leadership of the Ministry of Agriculture, the Government of South Africa is 
currently developing a sector strategy on HIV/AIDS (Remme et al. 2010). In 2006, 
RENEWAL engaged with the Departments of Social Development and Health on policy 
and technical initiatives as part of the Social Cluster Information Expert Working 
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Group.26 The government supported the RENEWAL land reform project, providing funds 
and establishing a ministerial task team to interact directly with researchers (Gillespie 
2006b). As a result of relationship building with the host institution for RENEWAL in 
South Africa (the Human Sciences Research Council), the FAO office in Harare 
developed a research and advocacy agenda on women and children’s property rights 
(Atekyereza et al. 2010). 

 In Zambia, RENEWAL provided technical input into the HIV/AIDS Strategic Plan 
(2006–2010) and the Zambia National Response to AIDS under NAC, and interacted 
with the Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives and the Zambia Agriculture Research 
Institute (ZARI) (Gillespie 2006b). 

 
B.  Regional 

 RENEWAL researchers have engaged with numerous regional institutions and entities 
(for example, by serving on advisory committees or providing inputs into strategic 
direction), including the Southern African Development Community (SADC) HIV/AIDS 
Unit, the Health Economics and AIDS Research Division (HEARD) of the University of 
KwaZulu-Natal, the Southern African AIDS Trust (SAT) (Gillespie 2010), and the 
Regional AIDS Initiative in Southern Africa (RAISA) (Gillespie 2006b). 

 RENEWAL has collaborated with WFP, FAO, and UNICEF on action research in the 
region (Gillespie 2006b) and provided significant input to the UN and Partner’s OVC and 
Livelihood Alliance and to the DFID-funded Regional Hunger and Vulnerability Program 
(RHVP) (Gillespie 2007).  

 
C.  Global 

 RENEWAL has been directly involved with drafting food and nutrition guidelines for the 
Global Fund to Fight AIDS, TB, and Malaria (GFATM) (Gillespie 2006b). 

 RENEWAL was involved with drafting a nutrition strategy for the U.S. Presidential 
Emergency Plan for AIDS Relief (PEPFAR) (Gillespie 2006b). 

 The WHO Assembly resolution WHA57.14 identifies IFPRI as the source for their call to 
integrate “nutrition into a comprehensive response to HIV/AIDS” (Gillespie 2006b). 

 As a result of RENEWAL efforts and influence—particularly during the 2006 conference 
in Toronto—Article 28 of the June, 2006 UN Political Declaration on AIDS recognized 
food and nutrition as an important part of the global AIDS response, such that “all people 
at all times have access to sufficient, safe, and nutritious food … as part of a 
comprehensive response to HIV/AIDS” (IFPRI 2009). 

 RENEWAL-supported work served as “the primary evidence base for a key policy 
recommendation by JLICA on social protection,” that is, the use of income transfers for 
vulnerable children and families (IFPRI 2009). According to IFPRI (2009), the 
RENEWAL publication by Adato and Bassett (2008) strongly influenced policy 
statements by DFID, UNICEF, the African Union’s policy platform on social protection, 
SADC, and CAADP.  

 RENEWAL was influential in the UNAIDS decision to devote their 2010 Program 
Coordination Board (PCB) meeting to “HIV, food and nutrition security.” RENEWAL 
actively participated in three of the four panel sessions at the December 2010 meeting.  

 
Based on the previous discussion, it is clear that RENEWAL increased awareness and 
understanding of the HIV-hunger nexus to help change thinking within the agriculture, nutrition, 
and food security communities sufficiently to have had an impact on polices in a number of 

                                                      
26 CGIAR, performance assessment of RENEWAL, 2006. 
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countries and globally as well. HIV/AIDS country strategies have been developed in a number of 
countries where none existed before; agriculture and other sector policies in most target countries 
now include HIV/AIDS-relevant strategies; food and nutrition security interventions have been 
incorporated into several national HIV/AIDS strategies; and food and nutrition security has been 
recognized in the 2006 UN Declaration as an important part of the global response to AIDS. 
However, it is not clear that all of the policies that have been adopted will be adequately 
implemented. For example, the national strategic plans on AIDS in both Kenya and Uganda 
include food and nutrition security as a result of RENEWAL activities but await 
operationalization. National stakeholders in both countries routinely complained of budgeting 
constraints and lack of implementation of new policies. Policy follow-through may not have been 
given enough attention. As one stakeholder questioned, “What good is a good policy if it never 
sees the light of day?”  
 
While RENEWAL was identified as influential in transforming national policies, only one 
specific example was provided by stakeholders in noting its impact on programming. In South 
Africa, NAP+SAR indicated it had changed its programming for patients on ART from cash 
transfers to food production (with a particular focus on indigenous foods), as a direct result of 
work it commissioned to study the impact of food  prices on PLHIV. This study was conducted 
by RENEWAL. Other examples of RENEWAL’s impact on programming likely exist but were 
not provided during interviews. Additionally, it may simply require more time—given the 
typically slow progress of the political process—before the full impacts of many RENEWAL-
influenced policies are realized in on-the-ground programming.  
 
This underscores the importance of a mechanism for tracking the impacts of RENEWAL 
activities. In the absence of such a methodology, there is no objective, systematic means for 
determining whether, and where, credit is due to RENEWAL efforts for increasing resistance to 
the spread of HIV and mitigating the impacts of the AIDS epidemic within vulnerable 
communities, through HIV-relevant policies and programming. With few exceptions, 
stakeholders felt RENEWAL had contributed significantly to improving awareness of how 
HIV/AIDS and food and nutrition security impact livelihoods (and vice versa), and felt the 
program should continue—at least at the country level. Was it a good investment or the best use 
of money over that period of time? According to stakeholders interviewed, the answer is an 
unequivocal “yes,” and that is supported by this assessment. It is impossible to determine what 
might have stepped in to fill the void if RENEWAL had not done so, but clearly much progress 
has been made in understanding how HIV/AIDS affects and is affected by livelihood, health, and 
nutrition issues, as well as in government knowledge and capacity to respond.  
 
Though RENEWAL obviously impacted policy at many levels, it is not clear that the networks 
themselves are sustainable, as discussed below. Thus, several assumptions in the theory of change 
model that were critical to long-term sustainable impact may not have been realized. The next 
section discusses stakeholders’ perceptions of RENEWAL’s impact and the major challenges that 
influenced its success. 
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4.  STAKEHOLDER PERSPECTIVES 

The following section includes insights gleaned from stakeholder interviews conducted during 
field visits, email correspondence, and phone interviews. They reflect the perspectives and 
opinions of stakeholders as presented to the evaluation team and do not necessarily reflect those 
of IFPRI or RENEWAL staff, or program intentions. 

RENEWAL Strengths and Successes 

There was a strong consensus among all of the interviewees from the various countries in which 
RENEWAL worked that the program provided relevant, high-quality, evidence-based research on 
the reciprocal links between HIV/AIDS and nutrition, food security, and livelihoods. The project 
contributed greatly to the body of knowledge and global public goods on these reciprocal 
relationships. RENEWAL increased stakeholder access to information from various sources in 
the region and from other countries in the world. This helped improve research capacities and the 
quality of reports. 
 
The project also provided a space or a platform for multi-stakeholder dialogue, improving the 
communication between research and policy. For many people engaged with RENEWAL, it 
provided a unique opportunity to draw together government policymakers, civil society, and 
academia to interact with renowned international experts, researchers, and scientists to discuss 
practical issues. 
 
There was a strong appreciation for IFPRI as the lead institution. IFPRI brought with it a strong 
reputation for quality research and trust with donors that gave credibility to the network. Many 
NAP members indicated that they benefited personally and professionally from their association 
with IFPRI.  
 
In every country, RENEWAL generated findings that had some influence on government policy, 
including the development of national HIV strategies (Kenya), agricultural policies (Malawi and 
Zambia), and IDP policies (Uganda). RENEWAL findings were also shared through regional 
entities such as SADC, NEPAD, FANRPAN, and other regional organizations. UN organizations 
such as WFP found the policy briefs generated by RENEWAL to be very useful for UN 
programming. At the global level, RENEWAL helped bring nutrition and food security issues 
into HIV programming and had a big influence on the UNAIDS Program Coordinating Board’s 
agenda. 
 
Many stakeholders felt that RENEWAL provided support for nationally-prioritized research 
(especially in Phases 1 and 2) and helped build national capacity while simultaneously 
maintaining high standards of quality. RENEWAL was also instrumental in providing training 
opportunities for many graduate students. 

Challenges 

Linking Research to Policy/Programming 

Although RENEWAL did influence government policies in several countries, many stakeholders 
felt that much more could have been done to ensure that research information reached relevant 
policymakers. In fact, this view was also expressed in the draft concept note for a possible fourth 
phase of RENEWAL (Gillespie 2010b). Pursuing a research agenda was not the same as pursuing 
a policy change agenda. For example, it is important to identify what policies need changing and 
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how research could help inform this change prior to initiating actual research. Each country 
differed in its policy formulation process, suggesting a need to engage local players familiar with 
the system. These experts know whom to approach and how, what level of policymaker to 
contact, what the relevant entry points are in the policy cycle, and what will be needed to access 
high-level policy makers (such as sitting fees), and they may have entrée to policy corridors. 
Policy advocates could have been used more effectively to raise public awareness about issues in 
order to bring these issues to the attention of key policymakers. Policy briefs were useful but not 
enough—in all countries—to bring about needed policy changes. Many stakeholders felt that 
IFPRI had the clout to break down barriers between government ministries and could have been 
more active in organizing high-level policy dissemination workshops.  
 
Many stakeholders also made a distinction between the dissemination and utilization of 
information, noting that improved utilization requires different strategies, approaches, and 
timeframes. Many questioned whether the research agenda carried out by RENEWAL ever 
considered how the findings would translate into operational recommendations for program 
implementation. 
 
When RENEWAL moved into Phase 3, several stakeholders in each country felt there was a 
disconnect in the links between country-level research and national policy. Regional and 
international research priorities aimed at filling gaps did not necessarily coincide with national 
priorities, resulting in most national stakeholders’ questioning how demand-driven the research 
agenda was. Many NAP members felt marginalized and disempowered by this perceived shift in 
the research agenda and by the increased involvement of international over national researchers. 
As a result, participation in NAP meetings significantly dropped. 
 
Structure/Governance  

Most national stakeholders interviewed felt NAPs were not set up to be independent, fully-
functioning entities or secretariats, in large part because RENEWAL was never registered in any 
of the individual countries. For their governments, this called into question the legitimacy of the 
NAPs and resulted in confusion on the part of many policymakers regarding the role of the NAPs. 
With the exception of South Africa, NCs were unaware that MOUs had been signed between the 
host institution and IFPRI, and that they included clear expectations and defined roles for the 
NAPs, NCs, host institutions, and IFPRI. Strategic plans were never developed by the NAPs. 
NAPs had no control of funds and were not able to mobilize in-country donor resources to 
support national RENEWAL initiatives.  
 
There was also a perceived lack of financial transparency in the RENEWAL project; NAP 
coordinators were unaware of how much money was available for various project activities. All 
monies for the project were channeled through Washington and subsequently allocated to 
individual countries. Donors wanting to provide funding directly to a national NAP were reluctant 
to do so under such conditions. Thus, there was general concern within the four national networks 
(including NAP members, NCs, implementing partners, and donors) as to whether the NAPs were 
actually designed to be sustainable and whether they were considered full partners by IFPRI. It 
should also be noted, however, that stakeholders did not see this as an intentional goal of the 
RENEWAL design, but rather a shortcoming easily addressed in future programs. 
 
An additional issue with the governance structure identified by almost all stakeholders (including 
many NCs) was the lack of accountability for job performance of the NCs. Many NAP members 
who were interviewed felt that NCs viewed their jobs as permanent (with the exception of South 
Africa) and assumed that they could not be replaced even when under-performing. This was 
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puzzling, considering that the Phase 3 proposal clearly lays out roles and responsibilities of the 
NAP Coordinator, as well as the performance criteria for judging their effectiveness and the 
process to be used for personnel changes related to performance. As previously mentioned, this 
procedure was never implemented.  
 
A third and related issue highlighted by many stakeholders was that most NAP members and NCs 
were never clear about their roles and responsibilities. The composition of the NAPs was not as 
inclusive as it should have been, especially as the research priorities changed over time. During 
Phase 3, NAP members felt that their input was not valued in terms of identifying appropriate 
research priorities, leaving many members feeling disempowered. Membership and participation 
in NAP meetings dwindled during the third phase. 
 
In some cases, the choice of host institution resulted in an impression of exclusiveness by 
RENEWAL. Emphasis was given to national agricultural research institutes, creating the 
impression that RENEWAL was all about agriculture and missing important links between 
HIV/AIDS and other sectors. In places where the host institution was a university, there were 
cumbersome bureaucratic procedures that caused delays in disbursements. The choice of host 
institution was highly influential—both positively and negatively—in RENEWAL’s ability to 
forge policy links.  
 
In terms of regional networking, most African researchers lamented the lack of opportunities to 
network across countries to share information, findings, and experiences outside the regional 
workshops, which were primarily attended by the NCs. Many stakeholders, including 
RENEWAL donors, were not sure who was actually in the network.  
 
In terms of monitoring and evaluation of RENEWAL activities, it was not clear how RENEWAL 
was tracking its impact on policy and programming. There was no system in place to measure 
capacity development, communication effectiveness, and policy change, or to track NC or NAP 
performance so that management adjustments could be made.  
 
Capacity Development 

Although the stakeholders interviewed clearly appreciated capacity development initiatives 
supported by RENEWAL, and a number of graduate students received training as part of the 
program, there was a general feeling that capacity strengthening under RENEWAL was not 
enough. NAP members who did attend workshops spoke highly of these opportunities, but many 
felt there were few occasions to apply the skills that were learned.  
 
Many felt that IFPRI could have done more in strengthening capacity in research with regard to 
methodology, use of statistics, and analysis. Where researcher skills were built, there were few 
opportunities to use these in Phase 3. Researchers also felt that there was very little support and 
follow through in getting national research findings published. Though RENEWAL is not 
responsible overall for the general levels of national capacity in research, most national 
researchers felt that more peer support could have been given in this area.  
 
Exit Strategy 

There was near universal consensus on the part of stakeholders interviewed in each of the four 
countries that the exit strategy used by RENEWAL was weak and poorly executed; national 
stakeholders (including NCs, NAP members, researchers, and donors) felt that RENEWAL 
simply closed up shop with minimal warning. Although there were a number of workshops to 
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discuss what a transition might look like, national network members overwhelmingly felt that 
plans generated by the NAPs for setting up sustainable national and regional networks were never 
taken seriously by IFPRI. Most NAP members felt that the process was not very transparent and 
that IFPRI simply wanted the project to end—even though IFPRI considered the process to have 
been “characterized by transparency, accountability and informed by ‘best practice’ such as 
DFID’s ‘responsible closure’ guidelines.” As one member perceived, “exit[ing] does not mean 
dying.” 
 
In contrast, RENEWAL/IFPRI staff cited a heavy emphasis on “transition” during the last few 
years of the program, particularly in 2010 when a number of planning and “future visioning” 
exercises were conducted. Though IFPRI staff indicated it had been made clear to network 
members as early as 2006 that Phase 3 would be the last phase of RENEWAL to be managed by 
IFPRI; nevertheless, by IFPRI’s own admission there was insufficient preparation during Phase 3 
to help strengthen capacity of national stakeholders in “defining and leading complex networks” 
(Drimie 2010). As noted in Drimie’s 2010 memo following the planning workshop facilitated by 
PICOTEAM, the networks would still need strong centralized leadership. Two exit strategy 
options were presented in that report, neither of which was effectively undertaken. Many of 
RENEWAL’s national stakeholders felt utterly abandoned. Some of those interviewed for this 
assessment (July 2011) were not aware at the time whether RENEWAL was still operating or not.  
 
National plans for a future RENEWAL phase developed by NAP members in Kenya, Uganda, 
Malawi, and Zambia all emphasized continuation of RENEWAL, but with an institutional 
governance structure that would be nationally owned. Rather than being managed by IFPRI, 
NAPs want to establish functioning secretariats that have a physical office and staff, and a bank 
account for depositing donor resources to carry out RENEWAL activities. The NAPs still want 
IFPRI to be involved, though with a reduced role. Rather than continuing management of the 
program, IFPRI could provide technical support to the networks that continue in each country. As 
envisioned by national stakeholders involved with the planning process, a “next phase” would be 
independent of IFPRI. As several national network members noted, after 10 years of operation, 
RENEWAL remains registered as an international entity, rather than as national bodies.  
 
Transparency in RENEWAL funding was considered to be lacking by most all stakeholders 
interviewed across the four countries. Most NCs indicated having no solid information on how 
funds were being allocated between or within countries, though there was some provision of 
funds to each coordinator. It may be that host institutions were more aware of RENEWAL 
financial arrangements than NCs. Network members in at least three RENEWAL countries 
expressed concern over what they perceived as a requirement by IFPRI that all funding for 
country initiatives must first go through IFPRI’s main office in Washington, D.C. In Kenya, 
several members indicated having been approached by donors wishing to directly support 
RENEWAL activities in the country, only to be informed by IFPRI that donations would first 
need to go through their Washington, D.C. office before being made available in country, which 
was unacceptable to the donor. To some degree, this might have been averted through 
establishment of a bank account (which IFPRI cautioned against). In contrast, Malawi received 
funding support directly from local donors on two separate occasions. Thus, it is somewhat 
unclear what the exact guidelines were regarding donor money and whether those guidelines were 
consistently applied across RENEWAL countries; no indication was given whether the Malawi 
funding support was channeled through Washington, D.C. Whether “required” or not, several 
implementing partners and donors (in different countries) suggested that such a policy limits the 
availability of local donor resources and thus increases the reliance of the networks on IFPRI 
funding. It would be unfortunate if this view simply reflected a widely held misunderstanding, as 
it should have been easy to communicate funding guidelines. 
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It should be noted that RENEWAL activities over the life of the program were supported entirely 
from supplementary funds and did not involve use of IFPRI core funding (except occasionally for 
IFPRI staff time). Thus, RENEWAL/IFPRI staff spent considerable effort just seeking funding to 
support RENEWAL activities. It might also be noted that 42 percent of RENEWAL’s direct 
expenses reported for Phase 3 went toward RENEWAL and IFPRI staff wages, benefits, and 
employee welfare expenses. This does not include IFPRI’s indirect expenses allocated from the 
RENEWAL program. This is not a criticism, but rather the reality of donor-funded programming. 
However, it does suggest that any transition to a more nationally-based RENEWAL-type of 
program could eliminate a potentially significant expense. Though other expenses may easily fill 
that void, they are much more likely to represent national objectives (such as staff and 
programming), contributing to a sense of ownership and responsibility for long-term 
sustainability through clear commitment on the part of relevant national entities and government 
offices.  
 
IFPRI concerns regarding a future phase for RENEWAL mostly stem from their assessment that 
the NAPs (as represented by the NCs) lacked the leadership skills and vision required to move 
RENEWAL into a new phase. Plans presented by NCs (after consultation with national 
stakeholders in each country) were categorically seen by RENEWAL as lacking in vision. This 
may, in fact, be true from their perspective. It could be argued, however, that IFPRI’s perception 
of an appropriate vision should not be critical to the long-term success of RENEWAL 
programming, if, in fact, national ownership and relevance is desired. IFPRI perceived—perhaps 
correctly—that national capacity to lead complex networks and to conduct quality research 
remained a challenge for most national networks (with South Africa as a possible exception). 
Thus, a RENEWAL structure as envisioned by the NAPs would likely be more appropriate for 
their needs, given their current level of capacity. What IFPRI perceived as a lack of vision, 
because it failed to go beyond where RENEWAL was currently, may appropriately represent the 
needs on the ground in those countries. This is the main conundrum represented in issues related 
to a transition: IFPRI’s expectations were clearly different than those of the national programs.  
 
If or how RENEWAL continues (whether as a series of more structured, nationally-owned 
entities or as a loosely-affiliated multi-country configuration), its design should reflect the 
needs—and abilities—on the ground. Does IFPRI need to manage a national network spread 
across five or more countries in southern and eastern Africa? Clearly not. Will nationally-owned 
networks produce the same quality of research and outputs as the IFPRI-managed model? Again, 
clearly not. As envisioned by the RENEWAL program itself, the development of national 
research agendas, through engagement of national researchers, policymakers, practitioners, and 
donors, will ultimately lead to the most nationally relevant and implementable policies and 
programming possible for HIV/AIDS interventions in each country. IFPRI has given birth to a 
program that is widely praised and can serve as a model in other places around the world. But that 
program should be allowed to develop according to national needs. It does not necessarily need to 
meet the same standards of quality expected from a world-renowned organization like IFPRI.   
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5.  CONCLUSIONS AND LESSONS LEARNED 

It is obvious that RENEWAL has had a significant impact given the large number of publications 
produced; the number of food, nutrition, and agricultural organizations becoming aware of the 
importance of HIV/AIDS for their core business—and making explicit attempts to factor these 
understandings into their policy and programming processes; and the fact that AIDS 
policymakers and programmers are now factoring food and nutrition considerations into their 
processes. The RENEWAL network of networks approach is considered by many to be a leading 
model for responding to the interactions between AIDS and food security. The conceptual and 
practical utility of the HIV/AIDS lens is well understood, and that lens is increasingly used in 
policy, planning, and program design.  
 
There was strong consensus among stakeholders in the countries where RENEWAL worked that 
the program provided relevant, high-quality, evidence-based research on the reciprocal links 
between HIV/AIDS and nutrition, food security, and livelihoods. The project contributed greatly 
to the body of knowledge and global public goods and increased stakeholder access to 
information from various sources in the region and from other countries in the world. 
 
Given RENEWAL’s positive impact, this review has identified a number of lessons learned 
regarding the implementation of the project that should be considered in future network programs 
to further enhance impact. 

 Balancing the tensions between carrying out quality research and establishing 
national research capacity. Staff from IFPRI acknowledged that it was difficult to meet 
the high quality research standards for which IFPRI is known by using local researchers 
who did not have the same rigorous training as the IFPRI researchers. Although capacity 
development was a major objective of the project, the amount of time and resources put 
into this effort may not have been adequate, given the difference in existing capacity 
levels between IFPRI and national researchers. Nor was institutional capacity 
strengthening a major focus. Part of this is explained by the fact that the incentive 
structure of IFPRI gives very little credit to IFPRI staff for capacity building compared 
with credit for publications. In the case of RENEWAL, this resulted in a shift in the 
research approach between Phases 2 and 3 such that more IFPRI staff and international 
researchers carried out the research, which produced better quality publications but 
unintentionally disenfranchised many national researchers. Nearly all of the local 
researchers and NAP members interviewed reported feeling disempowered by this 
approach. Though IFPRI cannot be held accountable for the overall quality of research 
capacity developed or achieved in each RENEWAL country, greater emphasis could have 
been given to strengthening national research capacity to help ensure sustainability of the 
networks. 

 Balancing national research priorities (locally demand-driven) with research aimed 
at filling a global information gap (supply-driven). In the first two phases of 
RENEWAL, the research was much more demand-driven at the national level. The NAPs 
were much more involved in selecting the research that was to be carried out, giving them 
more ownership. In Phase 3, the research was more focused on filling global knowledge 
gaps, resulting in a more supply-driven approach. Though NAP members participated in 
national workshops regarding determination of research agenda for Phase 3, they 
perceived that their input had little impact on selection of the final research themes. As a 
result, NAPs felt that they were not valued, and participation in meetings dwindled over 
time. In addition, many felt that the research carried out was not a national priority, and 
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so provided only limited opportunities for influencing national policy. Ways should be 
sought to try to meet both of these objectives.   

 Establishing a governance structure to ensure sustainable networks. The NAPs were 
not set up as independent entities that could hire staff and manage resources. As a result it 
was difficult for NAPs to receive donor resources to support national RENEWAL work 
without going through IFPRI. Thus the NAPs were totally dependent on IFPRI. NAP 
coordinators were not aware of resources available for research or capacity building 
because there was a lack of funding transparency. The NAPs were not treated as full 
partners. If greater effort was focused on strengthening the NAPs as autonomous entities 
(or strengthening existing entities capable of taking on that role) with more responsibility 
over resource management and coordination, these institutions would have been better 
able to become sustainable networks after the third phase of RENEWAL ended. 

 Partnering with organizations with good capacity in linking policy to action. 
Although RENEWAL did a good job of linking research to policy in a number of 
countries and globally, it is less clear whether policies developed as a result of 
RENEWAL influence were put into action, that is, operationalized. To complete the 
research-policy-action loop, RENEWAL needed to partner with a different set of 
institutions that were less research focused and more focused on policy outcomes. The 
type of organizations that are selected as partners will depend on the types of policies that 
are being changed. 

 
 Implementing a viable exit strategy. Although RENEWAL management went through 

a number of exercises to explore alternative strategies for extending RENEWAL, in the 
end it decided to stop RENEWAL after Phase 3—despite the fact that each of the country 
NAPs wanted to continue as independent national NAPs that were linked regionally. 
Much more could have been done to make the NAPs more viable and the networks 
sustainable in order to continuing linking HIV/AIDS research to national policy. 
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6.  RECOMMENDATIONS 

Based on this review, five recommendations are proposed for consideration by IFPRI senior 
management. One recommendation has immediate application to the future of RENEWAL, and 
the other four have broader implications for IFPRI programs in general. 
 
Specific Recommendation for RENEWAL Exit Strategy 

 A funding proposal should be developed to support a process for a viable exit strategy—
or transition—for RENEWAL. This process, to be implemented in each RENEWAL 
country, would begin with a national workshop facilitated by an external consultant, in 
order to reestablish an independent body (such as a NAP) with a new coordinator and 
new membership, as well as a strategy to identify the key priority research issues to be 
focused on, the key actors to move policy, and the areas of capacity development that are 
still needed. Alternatively, existing institutions (such as HIV/AIDS Commissions) or 
entities with regional scope or specific expertise in capacity strengthening or policy 
communications (FANRPAN, SADC, IDASA) could be enlisted to provide the same or 
similar functions as the NAPs, helping to coordinate researchers, donors, policymakers, 
affected communities, and other stakeholders in developing relevant national research 
agendas and facilitating research-policy linkages. Technical support would be provided to 
help this new entity develop a funding proposal to pay for the research, policy work, and 
capacity development required to deal with funding challenges, emerging threats, and a 
generally changed landscape from when RENEWAL first began over 10 years ago. 
IFPRI would play a support role by periodically providing advice and technical support. 
This proposal needs to be developed in the near future so that the remaining momentum 
accrued from 10 years of RENEWAL is not lost. While such a proposal may not be 
feasible or desirable for IFPRI at this time, IFPRI should also consider providing a legal 
framework allowing use of the RENEWAL “name” by national entities wishing to 
continue on their own with RENEWAL-type activities. 

 
General Recommendations for Future Networking Programs 

 IFPRI needs to conduct an internal review on its approach to capacity development. 
Although it is one of the main objectives in its strategic plan, it is not clear whether it is 
given the amount of attention it deserves in the field. For example, RENEWAL had 
capacity development as one of its main foci; however the resources provided were 
inadequate, and the staff responsible for managing the program was given very little 
credit when they did provide it. The incentive structures in the organization do not seem 
to give capacity development much weight, even though this component could have a 
huge influence on policy change. 

 Recognizing that there are differences in the quality of research carried out by IFPRI 
researchers and national researchers, more consideration should be given to the kind of 
research that can be carried out by local researchers that would still have applicability and 
credibility. Descriptive research can have utility for influencing policy processes. For 
example, the national researchers that worked with RENEWAL could carry out applied 
research that would still help inform national policies. 

 More emphasis should be given to the complete policy change cycle. IFPRI is very good 
at linking research to policy but not as good in translating policy into action. There are a 
number of good policies on the shelf that never get implemented. IFPRI needs to 
understand that other institutions that are not research organizations may have 
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comparative advantage in this arena and should be identified as viable partners. For 
example in RENEWAL, the mix of NAP members did not reflect some of the key 
organizations that are better at translating policy into action. Southern Africa HIV and 
AIDS Information Dissemination Service (SAfAIDS) is one example of an institution 
with this type of comparative advantage.  

 
 A monitoring and evaluation system for systematically measuring and evaluating 

achievements in capacity strengthening and policy change needs to be implemented in 
future programs. Phase 3 of RENEWAL included such a system, though it was never 
implemented. Results of a mid-term evaluation might have helped identify some of the 
governance and institutional issues with NAPs early on, providing time to develop 
improvements and thus increase the effectiveness of RENEWAL activities. 
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ANNEX A:  TERMS OF REFERENCE 

I.  Introduction 
 
Since the first case of HIV infection was reported in 1981, the AIDS epidemic has killed 28 
million people around the globe. Of the 40.3 million people living with the virus, 25.8 million 
live in Sub-Saharan Africa and 8.3 million live in Asia.27 Global concern about the impact of the 
AIDS epidemic and its growing effect on broad-based development initiatives led to the 2001 
founding of the Regional Network on HIV/AIDS, Rural Livelihoods and Food Security 
(RENEWAL). Supported by a number of donors, RENEWAL is a “network-of-networks” 
currently active in six countries across Sub-Saharan Africa (Malawi, Zambia, South Africa, 
Kenya, and Uganda). More than “just” a network, RENEWAL is also a process, with the process 
of developing networks both a means and an end. Through enhanced understanding of the two-
way interactions between HIV/AIDS on the one hand and food security, nutrition, agriculture, 
and the environment on the other, RENEWAL aims to improve the effectiveness of food- and 
nutrition-relevant policy and programming in the context of HIV and AIDS. 
 
RENEWAL’s three basic objectives are: 

(1) To reduce critical gaps in understanding how livelihoods, particularly those deriving from 
agriculture: (a) contribute to the further spread of HIV (susceptibility), and (b) are 
affected by HIV and AIDS (vulnerability); 

(2) To generate new policy-relevant knowledge on how households and communities may 
strengthen both their resistance to HIV transmission and their resilience to the impacts of 
AIDS; and  

(3) To enable relevant institutions (in particular governments) to generate and to act upon 
realistic priorities for responding to the interactions of AIDS epidemics with food and 
nutrition insecurity. 

 
RENEWAL has been operational for 10 years, and IFPRI now seeks to conduct an ex-post impact 
assessment of its research, capacity-strengthening, and communications programs relating to the 
linkages between HIV/AIDS and food and nutrition security during the period 2000–2010.  
 
 
II.  Scope of the Impact Assessment  
 
The scope of the review will focus on identifying and reviewing the products (such as books, 
policy briefs, reports, and workshop summaries) from RENEWAL activities, as well as 
stakeholder perceptions of RENEWAL products and the impact of such products on stakeholder 
policies and programs at the international, regional, and national levels. Key questions to be 
developed include: 

 What has been the value added from the RENEWAL network in terms of (a) promoting 
more and better research on HIV, food, and nutrition security issues; (b) increasing 
awareness and understanding of the issues; (c) building relevant research and 
communications capacity and networks; and (d) bringing about changes in national, 
regional, and donor policies and programs?  

 Can RENEWAL be identified with any specific policy or program changes at a country 
or regional level that have had a measurable impact which could be used to calculate a 

                                                      
27 RENEWAL 3: Protecting Livelihoods and ensuring food security in the time of AIDS, 2007–2010.  
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benefit/cost ratio? It may have taken only one successful intervention to generate benefits 
that more than justify the entire cost of RENEWAL. 

 What lessons can be learned about how RENEWAL could work more effectively in the 
future? 

 Was IFPRI the right organization to lead RENEWAL? Could anyone else have done it 
better?     

 
 
III.  Scope and Duration of the Impact Assessment  
 
The scope of the consultancy is to review RENEWAL research, capacity, and communications 
activities since its inception in 2000 and to assess the relevancy and usefulness of the research 
and what, if any, influence it may have had on decisionmaking. TANGO will follow the mixed-
method approach laid out in the terms of reference (TOR).  
 
In order to gather stakeholder perceptions on the impact and value of RENEWAL and associated 
HIV-related work undertaken by IFPRI, the TANGO consultant will travel to four RENEWAL 
countries (Kenya, Uganda, South Africa, and Zambia) to identify and conduct in-person 
interviews with key stakeholders (such as policymakers, donors, and implementing partners). 
Additional interviews may be conducted by telephone/Skype with key stakeholders in Uganda 
and South Africa, where necessary, and facilitated through IFPRI country offices where key 
stakeholders can be provided with direct video/Skype links to the consultant. After conclusion of 
the fieldwork, TANGO will prepare, first, a report outline, and subsequently a draft report to be 
discussed with and reviewed by IFPRI before preparation of the final report.  
 
The proposed evaluation is comprised of 36 person-days of TANGO consultant time. TANGO 
proposes the following tentative schedule of activities which can be revised based on the mutual 
understanding between TANGO and IFPRI.  
 
Based on the TOR, TANGO anticipates the desk review of literature, internal documents, reports, 
data, and so forth will take five total person-days. The stakeholder interviews (including travel) 
are expected to take up to 16 days. An additional 12 total days will be required to develop and 
revise the report. Three days are required for travel and presentation of results.  
 

Activities Tentative Dates 2011 
Review existing literature, policy documents, etc. April 15–20  
Travel (Kenya, Zambia, Uganda, and South Africa)  July 9–24 

Prepare and revise draft report August 1–12 

Submit final report by December 15 

Presentation at IFPRI seminar late December 
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ANNEX B:  SCHEDULE OF FIELD VISITS  
AND STAKEHOLDERS INTERVIEWED 

I.  Interviewed 

Kenya 
July 11 Regina Ombam Director, National AIDS Control Council 
July 12 Samwel Otieno Coordinator, AIDS Control Unit, Ministry 

of Agriculture 
July 12 Calistus Ogol African Union; former NAP member 
July 13 Margaret Akinyi Wagah National Coordinator; Kenyatta 

University; Regional Nutrition Advisor, 
The MDG Centre 

July 16 Margaret Jobita Former National Technical Advisor, 
Alliance of Mayors and Municipal Leaders 
of HIV/AIDS in Africa 

Cancelled Ruth Oniango Executive Director, ROP  
Uganda 
July 14 Peter Atekyereza National Coordinator; Associate Professor, 

University of Makerere 
July 14 Samalie Namukose Senior Nutritionist, Ministry of Health 
July 14 Francis Asiimwe  HIV/AIDS Focal Person, Prime Minister’s 

Office 
July 14 Francis Byekwaso Planning, Monitoring and Evaluation 

Manager, NAADS 
July 15 Daisy Eresu  Ministry of Agriculture 
July 15 Frances Babiyre Program Officer, TASO 
July 15 Hannington Syahuka Former-Executive Director, UNASO; 

Resource Mobilization Advisor, Uganda 
Health Marketing Group 

July 15 Paul Bukuluki Researcher, University of Makerere 
Zambia 
July 18 Davies Chitundu Regional Advisor, SIDA 
July 19 Mukelabai Ndiyoi President, Farming Systems Association of 

Zambia 
July 19 Nkhando Luo Former NAP member; Society for Women 

and AIDS in Africa; ex-Minister of Health 
July 20 Medson Chisi Deputy Director, ZARI 
July 20 Stephen Muliokela Director, GART 
July 20 Ginny Bond Researcher, ZAMBART 
August 26 Petan Hamazakaza ZARI; National Coordinator 
South Africa 
July 21 Anne Anamela Regional HIV and AIDS Advisor, Irish 

Aid 
July 21 Jefter Mxotshwa Executive Director, NAP + SAR 
July 21 Francesca Erdelmann Program Advisor HIV/AIDS, Regional 

Bureau for Southern, Eastern and Central 
Africa, WFP 

July 22 Josee Koch UNICEF 
July 22 Jo Vearney Researcher,  
July 22 Tim Quinlan Research Director, HEARD 
July 23 Scott Drimie Ex-RENEWAL Regional Coordinator 
August 10 Lindiwe Sibanda FANRPAN 
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Malawi 
September 25 Sam Bota National Coordinator 
IFPRI 
August 16 Noora-Lisa Aberman Program Analyst, Poverty, Health and 

Nutrition Division (PHND) 
August 25 Suresh Babu Senior Research Fellow, PHND 
August 29 Marie Ruel Division Director, PHND  
September 4 & 5 Stuart Gillespie Senior Research Fellow, ex-RENEWAL 

Director 
Other 
September 27 Hans Binswanger Consultant 
September 5 Robin Jackson Former Head of HIV/AIDS Unit, WFP, 

Rome 
   
   
II.  Contacted (No Response)  
Kenya 
Joe Muriuki  Executive Director, NAP + EAR 
Seth Ooko  Planning, Monitoring and Evaluation 

Officer, Ministry of Agriculture 
Michael Angaga  Executive Director, Network of People 

Living with HIV/AIDS in Africa 
Eunice Omanga  PhD Student 
Uganda 
Robert Ochai  Executive Director, TASO 
Edward Kirumira  Dean, Faculty of Social Sciences, 

University of Makerere 
Edward Tujunirwe  Research and Policy Analysis, Graduate 

Association, UNCST 
Lillian Tatwebwa  Uganda AIDS Commission 
Dinah Kasangaki  Principal Agriculturalist, MAAIF 
Chris Baryomunsi  Parliamentarian 
Florence Buluba  Board Member, NAFOPHANU 
Lucy Mukanga  HIV/AIDS Desk Officer, PSFU 
Rose Nalwadda  Director, Planning and Monitoring, UAC 
Carol Morgan  Concern Worldwide 
Zambia 
Albert Chalabesa  Ex-Deputy Director, ZARI 
Nancy Drost  Director, CARE 
Amaya Gillespie  Country Director, UNAIDS 
Nicola Brennan  Irish Aid 
Florence Mulenga  HIV/AIDS Program Officer, UNDP 
Gladys Mutangadura  HIV/AIDS Program Officer, UNECA 
Richard Kamona  Deputy Director, Ministry of Agriculture 
Harold Witola  Research Specialist, National AIDS 

Council 
Purnima Kashyap  Deputy Country Director, WFP — unable 

to schedule 
Catherine Sozi  Ex-Country Director, UNAIDS — no 

longer there 
South Africa 
Gilbert Tshitaudzi  National Department of Health 
Mark Collinson  Senior Researcher, University of 

Witwatersrand 
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Milla McLachlan  Director, Division of Human Nutrition, 
Stellenbosch University 

Gareth Haysom  Research Fellow, Sustainable Agriculture 
Programme, Sustainability Institute 

Alan Whiteside  Director, HEARD 
Sheryl Hendriks  Researcher, University of Pretoria 
Malawi 
Vincent O’Neill  Head of Development, Malawi Director of 

Regional Strategy, Southern Africa Irish 
Aid 

Gabriella Chapota  Recommended by S. Bota 
Stella Kankwamba  Recommended by S. Bota 
Jean Mtethiwa  Vice Principal, Natural Resources College 
Bridget Chibwana  Director of Programmes and Policy, 

National AIDS Commission 
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ANNEX C:  TOPICAL OUTLINE 

Interviewee:  
Title:  
Date:  
Location:  
 
 
 What has been the value added from the RENEWAL network in terms of: (a) 

promoting more and better research on HIV, food, and nutrition security issues; (b) 
increasing awareness and understanding of the issues; (c) building relevant research 
and communications capacity and networks; and (d) bringing about changes in 
national, regional and donor policies and programs?  

 
 

1. NAPs were designed as channels to review and spread information from research projects to 
relevant officials and decisionmaking fora within each country. How effective were they in 
this role? How was their effectiveness “monitored”? How/how often were changes made to 
the make-up of the advisory panels? How did feedback on what research topics were likely to 
be of most interest to policy makers get communicated to researchers? 

 
 
2. RENEWAL was described as a “network” and considered networking to be a major strategy 

for bringing together science and policy to develop evidence-based and socially beneficial 
policies and programs. How was this facilitated at the regional or international levels (rather 
than just the national level)? That is, how did nationally-prioritized, context-specific research 
results get translated up to the regional and international policy levels, given the 
involvement/interests of international donors, partners, and stakeholders? 

 
 
3. How well do RENEWAL-sponsored action research activities provide for the information 

needs of policymakers and donors in relation to HIV/AIDS, nutrition, and food security 
programming? 

 
 
4. What (if any) influence has capacity building and communications at the national level had 

on implementation of evidence-based interventions? 
 
 
5. Has RENEWAL been sufficiently inclusive in terms of involving policymakers, partners, 

donors, practitioners, stakeholders, and regional and national actors? Which (if any) 
stakeholders and/or institutions should be added? 

 
 
6. What has been the level and nature of exchange (lessons learned, mentoring/training, peer 

review, and so forth) among RENEWAL partners (such as researchers, donors, stakeholders, 
and policymakers) at the national, regional, and international levels? 
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7. How successfully/effectively have quantitative and qualitative data and results from action 
research been communicated to appropriate sector actors? 

 
 
8. How useful has the RENEWAL system of networks been in enabling exchange and 

utilization of information within a broader regional area? 
 
 
 Can RENEWAL be identified with any specific policy or program changes at a country 

or regional level that have had a measurable impact which could be used to calculate a 
benefit/cost ratio? It may only have taken one successful intervention to generate 
benefits that more than justify the entire cost of RENEWAL. 

 
 
9. How has the RENEWAL program transformed thinking within the health and nutrition sector 

from understanding the importance of food and nutrition security to HIV prevention and 
AIDS treatment to integrating food and nutrition security interventions into HIV/AIDS 
responses? 

 
 
10. How has RENEWAL-supported action research regarding the drivers of HIV transmission 

and subsequent implications of the AIDS epidemic on livelihoods, nutrition, and food 
security transformed the thinking and actions within the agriculture, food, and nutrition 
community? 

 
 
 What lessons can be learned about how RENEWAL could work more effectively in the 

future?   
 

 
11. What factors have contributed to/hindered the effectiveness of the RENEWAL program? 
 
 
12. What have been the most successful components of the RENEWAL program after three 

phases of implementation? 
 
13. How could the RENEWAL program be strengthened? 
 

 
 Was IFPRI the right organization to lead RENEWAL? Could anyone else have done it 

better?     
 
 
14. Have financial and technical resources been sufficient to conduct prioritized action research 

(build the body of knowledge), strengthen capacity of individuals/groups to use such 
knowledge, and to build the trust and relationships among network partners required to drive 
policy changes? 

 
 
15. How has the RENEWAL program helped to build national research capacity? How many 

undergraduate/graduate students have been trained as a result of RENEWAL support? What 
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(if any) impacts have national research agendas had on development of academic programs or 
course curricula at national universities that is relevant to understanding the HIV-Hunger 
nexus? 

 
 
16. To what extent have RENEWAL capacity-building efforts been “demand driven”? 
 
 
17. To what extent have national, regional, and international partners assumed “ownership” of 

building/maintaining RENEWAL networks? 
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ANNEX D:  RENEWAL MONITORING AND  
EVALUATION FRAMEWORK 2007–2010 

Overview and Rationale 
 
RENEWAL has grown significantly in breadth and depth since its inception in 2001, with an 
accompanying increase in scope of operations that now firmly encompasses the global and local 
agendas of governments and organizations working with the increasingly recognized field of 
HIV, AIDS, livelihoods, and food security. As RENEWAL’s sphere of influence continues to 
expand through the network's rigorous action research, capacity-strengthening, and 
communications strategies, it is increasingly important for RENEWAL to actively monitor and 
evaluate the operations and outcomes of its activities on an ongoing and iterative basis. This 
approach will ensure that RENEWAL continues to demonstrate relevance to the dynamic field of 
AIDS and poverty in which it works, remains at the cutting edge of the knowledge frontier 
through the ongoing production of international public goods, and contributes to the objectives of 
IFPRI.  ·, 
 
In practical terms, the goals of monitoring, evaluating, and assessing the contributions of 
RENEWAL to the policy and programming arenas include: 

1. Improved accountability 
2. Improved quality and relevance of the three core pillars of action research, capacity 

strengthening, and communications 
3. Increased contributions to, and impacts on, knowledge, policy, and programming  
4. Identification of mechanisms and processes to enhance network efficacy 

 
Approach 
 
The approach to monitoring and evaluating RENEWAL and its influence in the field of AIDS, 
food, and nutrition security takes cognizance of the particular core objectives and operational 
parameters of the program, the locally-grounded network model of RENEWAL, and the dynamic 
and evolving development terrain within which RENEWAL operates. These factors are 
summarized as follows: 
 
Integrated Core Strategies—action research, capacity strengthening, and communications 
undertaken in an integrated manner. 
 
Scale and scope of RENEWAL and its anticipated contributions—knowledge and policy and 
program influence at local, national, regional, and international levels. 
 
Time lags and non-linearity of knowledge utilization, policymaking, and policy implementation—
long lead and lag times between knowledge production and policy change and implementation 
suggest the need to focus on influence/contributions as a process approach. 
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DRAFT 

November 2006 
 

 
Choice of indicators—evaluation of quality and quantity of research outputs; effectiveness of 
communicating research outputs at all scales; influence of and technical contributions to 
policies and programs; number and quality of courses and meetings of participant targets. 
 
Methodology 
 
RENEWAL has adopted a mix of quantitative and qualitative methodologies, reflecting the 
complexity and process orientation of the program and the network. Because RENEWAL has 
specific outcomes in its three core pillars of activity, these can be measured quantitatively: for 
example, number of peer-reviewed research publications. In contrast, given that RENEWAL is 
a network approach with multiple actors in various countries and that RENEWAL has 
multiple and overlapping objectives (action research, capacity building, and an “in-reach” 
approach to communications), effectiveness is best assessed using a range of qualitative 
methodologies. These are well suited to describing processes by which research outputs influence 
policy formulation and programming, as well as the development of capacity, and may include 
retrospective narratives and interviews of professional peers, policymakers, their advisers, and 
analysts (Ryan and Garrett 2003). 
 
Quantitative Indicators: 

• Action research projects completed (local, regional) 
• Number and type of publications 
• Number of training courses conducted and numbers of participants 
• Number of outreach events held by RENEWAL (including NAP meetings) 
• Number of conferences, workshops, and professional meetings in which RENEWAL 

core staff and network members participate 
• Website downloads of books and discussion papers 
• Requests from stakeholders for technical assistance in policy and program formulation 
• Use of RENEWAL’s work/publications in university courses 
• Use of RENEWAL’s work/publications in policy debates and roundtables, especially 

in RENEWAL countries 
• Press reports and conferences 

 
Qualitative Indicators: 

• Perceptions of policy makers, donors, NGOs, and other stakeholders 
• Course participants’ evaluations 
• Perceptions of NAP members 

 
Obtaining these indicators will require a mix of recording and sampling techniques. 
Quantitative data will be obtained from records kept of all outputs and includes questionnaire 
surveys. Qualitative data will be derived using in-depth interviews, self-assessment surveys, 
and focus groups, with survey audiences drawn from past and current RENEWAL members, 
other peer researchers and educators not actively involved in the network, policymakers in 
RENEWAL countries, policymakers in the developed countries, important institutions 
(including WFP, FAO, UNICEF, UNAIDS, WHO, and World Bank), and NGOs within 
RENEWAL countries and beyond.  
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Quantitative Indicators 2007–2010 
 

 

Indicators 
 

Targets 
 

Achievements 
 

Policy Responses 
 

Impacts/Contributions
 

Action Research 

Projects completed     
 

Capacity Strengthening 
-·

Training courses 
conducted 

    

Number of participants 
(specify gender) 

    

Technical assistance in 
policy and program 
formulation 

    

Uptake of RENEWAL’s 
work/publications in 
university courses 

    

Uptake of RENEWAL’s 
work/publications  in 
policy debates and 
roundtables 

    

 

Communications 

Publications     
Outreach events held by 
RENEWAL (including 
NAP meetings) 
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Indicators 
 

Targets 
 

Achievements 
 

Policy Responses 
 

Impacts/Contributions

Number of conferences, 
workshops and 
professional meetings in 
which RENEWAL core 
staff and network 
members participate  

    

Website downloads of 
books and discussion 
papers 

    

Press reports and 
conferences 

    

 
 
 
Qualitative Indicators: 2007–2010 

[Narrative with qualitative research results, linked to quantitative indicators and outcomes above] 
 
19 November 2006/DRAFT #1 
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ANNEX E:  RENEWAL PUBLICATIONS 2001–2011 

(Total Publications: 152) 

Annual Report Essays (2) 

Gillespie, Stuart, and Lawrence James Haddad. 2002. Food security as a response to AIDS. 
IFPRI 2001–2002 Annual Report Essay. Washington, D.C.: International Food Policy 
Research Institute (IFPRI).  
http://www.ifpri.org/publication/food-security-response-aids  
http://www.ifpri.org/sites/default/files/publications/ar2001e_essay2.pdf 

 
Piot, Peter, and Per Pinstrup-Andersen. 2002. AIDS: The new challenge to food security. IFPRI 

2001–2002 Annual Report Essay. Washington, D.C.: International Food Policy Research 
Institute (IFPRI).  
http://www.ifpri.org/publication/aids-new-challenge-food-security  
http://www.ifpri.org/sites/default/files/publications/ar2001e_essay1.pdf 

  
Books (4) 

Gillespie, Stuart, ed. 2006. AIDS, poverty, and hunger: Challenges and responses. Washington, 
D.C.: International Food Policy Research Institute (IFPRI).  
http://dx.doi.org/10.2499/0896297586BK  
http://www.ifpri.org/publication/aids-poverty-and-hunger-0  
http://www.ifpri.org/sites/default/files/publications/oc50.pdf 

 
Niehof, Anke, Gabriel Rugalema, and Stuart Gillespie, eds. 2010. AIDS and rural livelihoods: 

Dynamics and diversity in Sub-Saharan Africa. London: Earthscan.  
http://www.ifpri.org/publication/aids-and-rural-livelihoods  
http://public.eblib.com/EBLPublic/PublicView.do?ptiID=605286 

 
Pinstrup-Andersen, Per, ed. 2010. The African food system and its interactions with human 

health and nutrition. Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press; and London: United Nations 
University.  
http://www.cornellpress.cornell.edu/cup_detail.taf?ti_id=9886.  

 
Yamauchi, Futoshi. 2010. Human capital formation: History, expectations, and challenges in 

South Africa. IFPRI Research Monograph. Washington, D.C.: International Food Policy 
Research Institute (IFPRI).  
http://dx.doi.org/10.2499/9780896291805  
http://www.ifpri.org/publication/human-capital-formation  
http://www.ifpri.org/sites/default/files/publications/rr169.pdf 

 
Book Chapters (12) 

Binswanger, Hans P., Stuart Gillespie, and Suneetha Kadiyala. 2006. Scaling up multisectoral 
approaches to combating HIV and AIDS. In AIDS, poverty and hunger: Challenges and 
responses, ed. Stuart Gillespie. Washington, D.C.: International Food Policy Research 
Institute (IFPRI).  
http://www.ifpri.org/publication/aids-poverty-and-hunger-0  
http://www.ifpri.org/sites/default/files/publications/oc50.pdf 
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Friis, Henrik, Stuart Gillespie, and Suzanne Filteau. 2008. Nutrition and HIV. In International 

encyclopedia of public health, Vol. 4, eds. Kris Heggenhougen and Stella Quah. Oxford: 
Academic Press.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/B978-012373960-5.00651-1 

 
Gavian, Sarah, David Galaty, and Gilbert Kombe. 2006. Multisectoral HIV/AIDS approaches in 

Africa: How are they evolving? In AIDS, poverty and hunger: Challenges and responses, ed. 
Stuart Gillespie. Washington, D.C.: International Food Policy Research Institute (IFPRI).  
http://www.ifpri.org/publication/aids-poverty-and-hunger-0 

 
Gillespie, Stuart. 2006. AIDS, poverty and hunger: An overview. In AIDS, poverty and hunger: 

Challenges and responses, ed. Stuart Gillespie. Washington, D.C.: International Food Policy 
Research Institute (IFPRI).  
http://www.ifpri.org/publication/aids-poverty-and-hunger-0  
http://www.ifpri.org/sites/default/files/publications/oc50.pdf 

 
Gillespie, Stuart. 2010. How AIDS epidemics interact with African food systems and how to 

improve the response. In The African food system and its interactions with human health 
and nutrition, ed. Per Pinstrup-Andersen. Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press; and London: 
United Nations University. 

 
Gillespie, Stuart, Suneetha Kadiyala, and Robert Greener. 2011. Is poverty or wealth driving 

HIV transmission? In Global health, eds. R. Labonte, K. Mohindra, T. Schrecker, and K. 
Stroebenau. Sage Library of Health and Social Welfare Series, Vol. 3: Scientific 
consolidation—International health to global health. London: SAGE Publications Ltd.  
http://www.uk.sagepub.com/books/Book235377/toc 

 
Gillespie, Stuart, Anke Niehof, and Gabriel Rugalema. 2010. AIDS in Africa: Dynamics and 

diversity of impacts and response. In AIDS and rural livelihoods: Dynamics and diversity in 
Sub-Saharan Africa, eds. Anke Niehof, Gabriel Rugalema, and Stuart Gillespie. London: 
Earthscan.  
http://www.ifpri.org/publication/aids-and-rural-livelihoods 

 
Gillespie, Stuart, E. Wairimu Mwangi, Anke Nieho, and Gabriel Rugalema. 2010. AIDS and 

livelihoods: What have we learned and where are we heading? In AIDS and rural 
livelihoods: Dynamics and diversity in Sub-Saharan Africa, eds. Anke Niehof, Gabriel 
Rugalema, and Stuart Gillespie. London: Earthscan.  
http://www.ifpri.org/publication/aids-and-rural-livelihoods 

 
Kadiyala, Suneetha, and Tony Barnett. 2005. India’s HIV/AIDS epidemic: Questions of 

responsibility. In No name fever: AIDS in the age of globalization, eds. Maj-Lis Foller and 
Hakan Thorn. Göteborg, Sweden: Göteborg University.  
http://www.amazon.co.uk/No-Name-Fever-AIDS-Globalization/dp/9144036841 

 
Kadiyala, Suneetha, and Anthony Chapoto. 2010. The AIDS epidemic, nutrition, food security, 

and livelihoods: Review of evidence in Africa. In The socioeconomic dimensions of 
HIV/AIDS in Africa, ed. David E. Sahn. Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press.  
http://www.amazon.com/Socioeconomic-Dimensions-Africa-Nations-
University/dp/0801476933 
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Norman, Amy; Suneetha Kadiyala, and Mickey Chopra. 2008. Placing HIV-positive mothers at 
the centre of planning for orphans and vulnerable children: A case study of South Africa. In 
Women and AIDS—A reality check, ed. Michael Vimal Pillai. Hyderabad, India: ICFAI 
University Press.  
http://indianbooksonsociology.com/index.php?p=sr&Uc=5656581711429885395 

 
Binswanger, Hans P., Stuart Gillespie, and Suneetha Kadiyala. 2006. Scaling up multisectoral 

approaches to combating HIV and AIDS. In AIDS, poverty and hunger: Challenges and 
responses, ed. Stuart Gillespie, ch. 11, pp. 199–220. Washington, D.C.: International Food 
Policy Research Institute (IFPRI).  
http://www.ifpri.org/publication/aids-poverty-and-hunger-0  
http://www.ifpri.org/sites/default/files/publications/oc50.pdf 

 
von Braun, Joachim, Marie Ruel, and Stuart Gillespie. 2010. Bridging the gap: Linking 

agriculture and health to achieve the millennium development goals. In The African food 
system and its interactions with human health and nutrition, ed. Per Pinstrup-Andersen. 
Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press. 

 
Book Review (1) 

Kadiyala, Suneetha. 2006. [Review of] Jai P. Narain. 2004. AIDS in Asia: The challenge ahead. 
Sage Publications. Economic and Political Weekly XLI (12): 1187–1188. 

 
Briefs (32) 

Adato, Michelle, and Lucy Bassett. 2008. What is the potential of cash transfers to strengthen 
families affected by HIV and AIDS? A review of the evidence on impacts and key policy 
debates. RENEWAL Policy Brief 10. Washington, D.C.: International Food Policy Research 
Institute (IFPRI). 
http://www.ifpri.org/publication/what-potential-cash-transfers-strengthen-families-affected-
hiv-and-aids 
http://www.ifpri.org/sites/default/files/publications/rfbrief10.pdf 

 
Adato, Michelle, Suneetha Kadiyala, Terence Roopnaraine, Patricia Biermayr-Jenzano, and Amy 

Norman. 2006. Children in the shadow of AIDS: Studies of vulnerable children and orphans 
in three provinces in South Africa. RENEWAL Note. Washington, D.C.: International Food 
Policy Research Institute (IFPRI). 
http://www.ifpri.org/publication/children-shadow-aids-0 
http://www.ifpri.org/sites/default/files/publications/brshadowsa.pdf 

 
Aliber, Michael, Scott Drimie, Kholadi Tlabela, Cherryl Walker, Patrick Masika, Vuyo Mafu, 

Sam Boltina, Bongi Khubeka, Sue Erskine, Tim Quinlan, Marc Wegerif, Tshililo Manenzhe, 
and Ndiadivha Sikhweni. 2006. HIV/AIDS, land-based livelihoods, and land reform in South 
Africa. RENEWAL Note. Washington, D.C.: International Food Policy Research Institute 
(IFPRI). 
http://www.ifpri.org/publication/hivaids-land-based-livelihoods-and-land-reform-south-africa 
http://www.ifpri.org/sites/default/files/publications/brlandreformsa.pdf 
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Bond, Virginia, Mutale Chileshe, Busi Magazi, and Clare Sullivan. 2008. The converging impact 
of tuberculosis, AIDS, and food insecurity in Zambia and South Africa. RENEWAL Policy 
Brief 5. Washington, D.C.: International Food Policy Research Institute (IFPRI). 
http://www.ifpri.org/publication/converging-impact-tuberculosis-aids-and-food-insecurity-
zambia-and-south-africa 
http://www.ifpri.org/sites/default/files/publications/rfbrief05.pdf 

 
Brunelli, Chiara, Eric Kenefick, and Futoshi Yamauchi. 2008. The impacts of adult death on child 

growth and nutrition evidence from five southern African countries. RENEWAL Policy Brief 
12. Washington, D.C.: International Food Policy Research Institute (IFPRI). 
http://www.ifpri.org/publication/impacts-adult-death-child-growth-and-nutrition-evidence-
five-southern-african-countries 
http://www.ifpri.org/sites/default/files/publications/rfbrief12.pdf 

 
Bryceson, Deborah Fahy, Jodie Fonseca, and John Kadzandira. 2006. Social pathways from the 

HIV/AIDS deadlock of disease, denial and desperation in rural Malawi. RENEWAL Working 
Paper Brief. Washington, D.C.: International Food Policy Research Institute (IFPRI). 
http://www.ifpri.org/publication/social-pathways-hivaids-deadlock-disease-denial-and-
desperation-rural-malawi 
http://www.ifpri.org/sites/default/files/publications/brfonseca.pdf 

 
Bukuluki, Paul, Firminus Mugumya, Stella Neema, Agatha Kafuko, and Eric Ochen. 2008. 

Gender, food security, and AIDS in internally displaced people’s camps in Uganda: 
Implications for HIV responsive policy and programming. RENEWAL Policy Brief 17. 
Washington, D.C.: International Food Policy Research Institute (IFPRI). 
http://www.ifpri.org/publication/gender-food-security-and-aids-internally-displaced-people-s-
camps-uganda 
http://www.ifpri.org/sites/default/files/publications/rfbrief17.pdf 

 
Byron, Elizabeth, Stuart Gillespie, and Petan Hamazakaza. 2006. Local perceptions of resistance 

to HIV in southern Zambia and what they imply for broad-based prevention. RENEWAL 
Working Paper Brief. Washington, D.C.: International Food Policy Research Institute 
(IFPRI). 
http://www.ifpri.org/publication/local-perceptions-resistance-hiv-southern-zambia-and-what-
they-imply-broad-based-prevent 
http://www.ifpri.org/sites/default/files/publications/brzambiaresistance.pdf 

 
Byron, Elizabeth, Stuart Gillespie, and Mabel Nangami. 2008. Linking nutritional support with 

treatment of people living with HIV: Lessons being learned in Kenya. RENEWAL Policy 
Brief 2. Washington, D.C.: International Food Policy Research Institute (IFPRI). 
http://www.ifpri.org/publication/linking-nutritional-support-treatment-people-living-hiv 
http://programs.ifpri.org/renewal/pdf/RFbrief02.pdf 

 
Casale, Marisa, Scott Drimie, Stuart Gillespie, Suneetha Kadiyala, Paul Msoma, Tim Quinlan, 

and Gina Ziervogela. 2008. Experiencing vulnerability in southern Africa: The interaction of 
multiple stressors. RENEWAL Policy Brief 6. Washington, D.C.: International Food Policy 
Research Institute (IFPRI). 
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ANNEX G: RENEWAL FINANCIAL INFORMATION 

A.  Summary of expenditures for 2006 through 201128 
 

 

 

B.  Indicative Annual Budget for 2007 with estimated full (2007–2010) costs.29 

Cost Categories US Dollars 
National network coordinators (five countries) — see team in section 5 150,000 

Focal institute running costs (5 country hubs) and National Advisory Panel 
running costs, e.g. travel to local meetings  

50,000 

IFPRI labor (research, capacity, communications, management) — see team in 
section 5 

559,690 

Action research (field costs, local researcher fees, local travel, etc.) on the three 
agreed action research theme areas 

207,500 

Capacity strengthening, workshops, training activities 210,000 

Consultants, including the International Support Group costs (as technical and 
operational resource people) 

40,000 

IFPRI travel to support RENEWAL 65,000 

External publications and Information Dissemination (books, briefs, etc.) 100,000 

Communications, Service Centers 171,866 

Indirect Charges 245,852 

Mean annual total $ 1,799,908 

Total estimated for four years (2007–2010) $ 7,504,826 

 

 

                                                      
28 From the document “Renewal 3 Project Budget June 15, 2010” (provided by S. Gillespie). 
29 The indicative budget provides average annual estimates of “full capacity” costs. (Table provided by  
S. Gillespie.) 

Description 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 Total

Local Networks 

(coordinators, focal institutions)

40,275 78,713 141,050 78,397 83,861 422,296

Local Action Research Costs 9 169,087 258,975 584,568 238,343 334,672 1,585,656

IFPRI Labour 27,726 364,516 448,942 883,065 539,800 449,577 2,713,626

Capacity Strengthening 88,300 60,317 20,150 168,767

Consultants 4,975 12,450 12,100 78,000              (12,709) 68,350 163,166

Travel 18,510 105,880 158,446 103,781 123,269 509,886

Workshops 39,433 47,673 61,230 133,538 57,664 47,000 386,538

Communications, Service 

Centers, Facilities, Publications

8,406 73,358 107,279 191,246 121,020 105,657 606,966

Indirects 12,147 106,837 189,075 364,026 327,690 198,225 1,198,000

TOTAL 92,696 832,706 1,350,494 2,594,257 1,474,136 1,410,612 7,754,900
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