
 

 
 
 
APPENDIX 4 
Assessment of the Global Nutrition Report 2014 
 

Table A4.1 Responses to the Global Nutrition Report (GNR) 2014 recommendations 

GNR 2014 recommendations What happened? 

Message 1: People with good nutrition are key to sustainable development. 

The nutrition community should continue to advocate strongly 
for nutrition within the Sustainable Development Goals (SDG) 
framework. We recommend finding ways of embedding all six 
World Health Assembly (WHA) nutrition indicators within the 
SDG framework. 

In addition, we recommend identifying and advocating for 
indicators and targets across all SDGs that are clearly important 
for tracking nutritional outcomes, drivers, and consequences, 
even when they are not labeled as nutrition indicators. 

Twenty or so organizations developed a consensus request to 
insert a set of indicators into the SDG political process. This set 
is made up of the six WHA indicators plus women’s dietary 
diversity and nutrition spending. The organizations engaged 
with several different SDG processes, including the SDSN 
recommendations. Several players stepped up to raise the 
profile of the above consensus request. The GNR provided 
input and participated in the political process.  

Influential players within the nutrition community should 
intensify their engagement with nutrition in the SDG process. 

Message 2: We need to commit to improving nutrition faster and build this goal into the SDG targets for 2030. 

The UN agencies should lead a brief but open and consultative 
process to establish a consensus on SDG nutrition targets for 
2030. This process should be completed by the end of the first 
quarter of 2015. 

A proposal was published by UN Standing Committee on 
Nutrition (UNSCN) in SCN News. The GNR team provided input 
for the proposal. 

A decision needs to be made on how to align WHA 2025 targets 
with new 2030 targets. 

Message 3: The world is currently not on course to meet the global nutrition targets set by the WHA, but many countries are 
making good progress in the target indicators. 

Research funders and research journals should commission a 
series of high-quality country case studies to understand how 
progress has and has not been achieved, to identify 
bottlenecks, to guide further action, and to inform and inspire 
related efforts in other countries. These should be led by 
researchers from the case study countries, should include 
countries from all parts of the world, and should meet agreed-
upon standards of quality. 

Children’s Investment Fund Foundation (CIFF), the UK 
Department for International Development, and the CGIAR 
Research Program on Agriculture for Nutrition and Health have 
commissioned a series of case studies called “Stories of 
Change.”  

  



 

GNR 2014 recommendations What happened? 

Message 4:  Dealing with different, overlapping forms of malnutrition is the “new normal.” 

Nutrition-related institutions—national and international, 
public and private—need to better align their capacity and 
expertise with the evolving nature of malnutrition. Groups that 
work on undernutrition issues need to reach out to groups 
within their organizations that work on overweight, obesity, 
and noncommunicable diseases. 

The outcomes are not clear. 

International partners who work on only one dimension of 
malnutrition should consider whether their approach reflects a 
deliberate strategic focus or simply an easy default. 

The outcomes are not clear.  

In the disbursement of awards, funders should encourage the 
development of simple tools to help develop and refresh 
country and subnational plans for improving nutrition status, 
focusing on prioritization, sequencing, and trade-offs. 

The outcomes are not clear. 

Message 5: We need to extend coverage of nutrition-specific programs to more of the people who need them. 

The GNR 2015 will help the relevant agencies do more to 
document and analyze the stock of available data on program 
coverage. We aim to expand the report’s focus on programs to 
address overweight and obesity. 

See the GNR 2015. 

 

As programs scale up to national levels, data on coverage must 
be scaled up in ways that promote international comparisons. 

No evidence is noted. 

In future calls for research, a greater emphasis should be 
placed on implementation research. 

No evidence is noted. 

Message 6: A greater share of the investments to improve the underlying determinants of nutrition should be designed to have 
a larger impact on nutritional outcomes. 

As difficult as it may be, nutrition investors—whether 
governments, civil society organizations, businesses, or 
international partners—need to persist with their efforts to 
assess nutrition-sensitive spending. 

Some donors and countries have done this.  See the GNR 2015. 

A review of evidence on how to make health systems and 
interventions on water, sanitation, and hygiene more nutrition 
sensitive needs to be commissioned. 

The outcomes are not clear. 

The relative absence of evidence on the nutrition impacts of 
nutrition-sensitive programs and approaches means that 
efforts to improve nutrition sensitivity should be evaluated in a 
rigorous way. 

Evaluations are ongoing. It is not clear if there is any evidence 
on new research. 
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Message 7: More must be done to hold countries, donors, and agencies accountable for meeting their commitments to improve 
nutrition. 

As a matter of urgency, the Joint Child Malnutrition Monitoring 
group (consisting of UNICEF, the World Health Organization, 
and the World Bank) should establish rules for determining 
whether countries are on or off course for meeting global goals 
on low birth weight and exclusive breastfeeding. 

Rules for exclusive breastfeeding have been decided. Rules on 
low birth weight are waiting for more analytical work to be 
done. This work should be ready for the GNR 2016. 

Targets for nutrition spending should be developed in both 
domestic budgets and donor budgets and accompanied by 
better tracking data on spending to ensure that the quantity 
and quality of spending are improved. The GNR 2015 will 
include new work in this area. 

The civil society group International Coalition on Advocating for 
Nutrition (ICAN) is working on this.  

Nutrition for Growth (N4G) signatories need to see themselves 
as champions of accountability—investing in accountability 
mechanisms within their own organizations and helping others 
to become more accountable. 

The response rate for N4G signatories declined in 2015 (see 
Chapter 3 of GNR 2015). 

The development, piloting, and evaluation of new 
accountability mechanisms by all nutrition actors should be 
encouraged and supported. Approaches that engage citizens 
and national civil society organizations are particularly 
important. 

The outcomes are not clear. 

The GNR 2014 places insufficient emphasis on business and 
private sector accountability. The GNR 2015 will rectify this 
shortcoming. 

See the GNR 2015. 

Message 8: Tracking spending on nutrition is currently challenging, making it difficult to hold responsible parties accountable. 

Countries should be supported by a wide range of stakeholders 
to undertake basic data-gathering exercises on nutrition-
relevant budget allocations. The data can then be categorized 
into nutrition-specific and nutrition-sensitive categories using 
national or international definitions and published in an open 
data format. The GNR 2015 will aim to provide a platform for 
countries to highlight their work in this domain. 

Scaling Up Nutrition (SUN) and the GNR 2015 are working with 
countries to do this.  

Other nutrition actors—such as UN agencies, large civil society 
organizations, intergovernmental organizations, and large 
companies—should be encouraged to undertake similar 
financial tracking exercises and to make the data freely 
available. 

The outcomes are not clear. 
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Message 9: Nutrition needs a data revolution. 

Because there are many data gaps, it is vital to prioritize which 
gaps to fill. Given the imminent finalization of the SDGs, we 
need to be prepared for a possible increase in spending on data 
gathering. Regional workshops should be held in the next 12 
months to identify key data gaps to be filled. 

There are plans for this.  

Nutrition investors—both domestic and international—should 
be prepared to invest in the capacity to conduct consistent and 
comparable national nutrition surveys so that they are 
available every three to four years. 

The GNR 2015 summarizes recent estimates of gaps. 

High-income countries need to do more to make their data on 
progress on World Health Assembly nutrition targets 
internationally comparable. Future GNRs will track the rates of 
inclusion of data from these countries, which are mainly in 
Europe. 

The Netherlands is doing this.   

Too little is spent on updating and maintaining national and 
global databases on nutrition. Governments and donors must 
start investing more in this essential component of 
accountability. 

The GNR 2015 will attempt to analyze current levels of 
investment in relation to need. 

The GNR 2015 summarizes recent estimates of gaps 

Message 10: National nutrition champions need to be recognized, supported, and expanded in number. 

Governments, international partners, and businesses need to 
invest strategically, systematically, and in a sustained manner 
in nutrition leadership programs to scale up the numbers and 
reach of nutrition champions (the African Nutrition Leadership 
Programme is a good example of a program that has the 
potential to scale up). 

The outcomes are not clear.  

Governments, international partners, and businesses need to 
invest strategically, systematically, and in a sustained manner 
in filling frontline vacancies of nutrition practitioners at the 
community, district, and national levels and strengthening the 
incentives and motivation of existing frontline workers. 

The outcomes are not clear. 

Governments, international partners, and businesses need to 
invest strategically, systematically, and in a sustained manner 
in country-led research programs, including not only research 
on the sequencing and prioritization tools that nutrition 
champions need, but also support for their efforts to evaluate 
interventions. 

The outcomes are not clear.  

Source: Authors. 

  



 

Table A4.2 Did the Global Nutrition Report (GNR) 2015 meet the commitments made for it in the GNR 2014? 

Commitments made in the GNR 2014 for the GNR 2015 Status 

Page xvi: Strengthen the N4G target assessment with more data and more 
streamlined processes. 

Completed; see Chapter 3.  

Page 22: Support more within-country analysis (in relation to overlaps of 
malnutrition). 

Not completed. 

Page 38: Increase discussion of overweight and obesity. Completed.  

Page 48: Report donor funding in response to N4G commitments. The response to 
the seven-year commitments will be implemented in financial years 2013–2014 or 
2014–2015, and the reporting on these years will begin to emerge only in 2015.  

Completed; see Chapter 5.  

Page 51: Work with the nutrition community to develop a convincing rationale for 
nutrition spending targets for official development assistance and for domestic 
resource mobilization.  

Work is beginning. 

Page 57: Experience with identifying and tracking N4G commitments may provide 
lessons for tracking similar non-N4G commitments, and the GNR 2015 will explore 
ways of doing this.  

Work is beginning. 

Page 60: Expand the focus on business accountability. The GNR 2015 will attempt 
to follow up on an expanded set of N4G business commitments. 

Completed; see chapter 8. 

Page 63–64: A rating of “on course” (in relation to N4G tracking) can be achieved 
by making and meeting a very modest commitment, while an “off course” rating 
can be achieved by making a challenging commitment and then falling just short of 
it (as happened, for example, with Concern Worldwide). We observed such 
occurrences on several occasions. Evaluating commitments in this way seems 
counter to the spirit of the accountability exercise, and we will explore ways of 
addressing this issue in the GNR 2015. 

No change, but when a 
commitment is very close to 
being met, we indicate so.   

Page 64: Improve the process for soliciting N4G commitment updates. Completed. 

Page 72: Help the relevant agencies do more to document and analyze the stock of 
available data on program coverage. We aim to expand the report’s focus on 
programs to address overweight and obesity. 

Completed; see Chapter 4.  

Page 73: Collect better tracking data on spending to ensure that spending quantity 
and quality are improved.  

Some progress; see Chapter 5.  

Page 73: Increase emphasis on business and private-sector accountability. Completed; see Chapter 8.  

Page 73: Increase government and donor investment in updating and maintaining 
national and global databases on nutrition—such data are an essential component 
of accountability. The GNR 2015 will attempt to analyze current levels of 
investment in relation to need. 

Completed; see Chapter 5. 



 

Page 93 (note 3): Monitor domestic nutrition expenditures in more countries 
(using case studies of Guatemala, Madagascar, and Tanzania).  

Completed. 

Page 94 (note 2): Expand the number of independent reviewers for the N4G 
tracking tables in the GNR 2015. 

Completed. Expanded number 
of reviewers from 2 to 4.  

Source: Self-assessments by Global Nutrition Report cochairs. 
 


