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Board for International Food and Agricultural Development (BIFAD) will convene a public meeting,
Agricultural Growth, Economic Transformation, and the Journey to Self-Reliance: Implications for USAID
Programming, on October 13, 2020 from 1:00 pm to 3:30 EDT online. A public comment period is
scheduled from 3:00 to 3:20 pm EDT. The meeting will be livestreamed via Zoom (registration required)
and accessible at
http://www.aplu.org/projects-and-initiatives/international-programs/bifad/bifad-meetings.html. The U.S.
Agency for International Development (USAID) is reorienting its strategies, partnership models, and
program practices to achieve greater development outcomes and strive toward a future where foreign
assistance is no longer necessary. The approach, outlined in the Agency’s Policy Framework,
emphasizes the concept of “self-reliance”—defined as the capacity and commitment of a country to plan,
finance, and implement solutions to solve its own development challenges in an effective, inclusive, and
accountable way. The BIFAD will convene the meeting to better understand the concept of economic
transformation—how underdeveloped and agrarian-based countries shift from subsistence agriculture to
a commercially oriented economy with diverse agricultural, manufacturing, and service sectors—and
how it contributes to a country’s resilience to shocks, such as COVID-19, and its progression toward
self-reliance. Authors of a BIFAD-commissioned study will share preliminary findings and lessons
learned on emerging success stories in agricultural productivity-led economic transformation and will
discuss the implications of this evidence for USAID’s agricultural and food security development and
social safety net priorities and programming. On the basis of testimony, including public comments,
shared at the meeting, BIFAD will provide formal findings, conclusions, and recommendations to the
Agency on best-bet operational and programmatic investments for catalyzing agricultural productivity
and economic transformation.
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20a. How does the Committee accomplish its purpose?

The Committee (BIFAD) assists USAID in the administration of programs authorized by
Title XII. More specifically, this includes participating in the planning, development and
implementation of, initiating recommendations for, and monitoring of the Section 297
program components of Title XII through U.S. public universities and their public/private
partners. Title XIl Section 297 activities support agricultural development in developing
countries by: 1) building institutional capacity and human resource skills, 2)providing
long-term U.S. university program support for global collaborative research and learning,
3) involving U.S. universities more fully in the international network of agricultural science,
and 4) providing program support for international agricultural research centers, special



research problems and national research systems. The Committee accomplishes its
purpose by convening public meetings 2-3 times a year and commissioning reports. The
BIFAD members focus on higher-level. strategically oriented issues and the BIFAD
subordinate units focus on operational planning and implementation issues. All BIFAD
activities are coordinated through the BIFAD secretariat located in the Bureau for
Resilience and Food Security. To facilitate BIFAD's access to U.S. public university and
college expertise, the BIFAD secretariat collaborates closely with the Association of Public
and Land Grant Universities (APLU). The BIFAD Secretariat draws upon other U.S.
agency expertise as appropriate.

20b. How does the Committee balance its membership?
The membership is drawn from US public universities, US agro-industry and non-profit
organizations concerned with international agricultural development.

20c. How frequent and relevant are the Committee Meetings?

There are two or three public meetings a year to exchange information, to advise the
Agency of developments in the academic and private sectors, and to respond to issues
raised by the Agency.

20d. Why can't the advice or information this committee provides be obtained
elsewhere?

BIFAD is legislatively mandated to provide USAID a unigue point of access and strategic
cooperation with U.S. universities and colleges that are implementing their own
international agricultural development programs based on domestic regional, state and
local security and economic prosperity imperatives. BIFAD coordination not only provides
USAID systematic access to the top level scientific, technical and institutional expertise to
address critical international food, climate and agriculture development challenges, but it
also enables USAID to lead a truly whole of U.S. government response to global food
security by enlisting the support of not only our federal government partners but our state
and local government partners as well.

20e. Why is it necessary to close and/or partially closed committee meetings?
There are no closed meetings. However, BIFAD does hold administrative meetings in
conjunction with its regular meetings for planning purposes or to gather information.
BIFAD also holds periodic teleconferences in between its public meetings as appropriate
to update members on BIFAD secretariat activities and to plan upcoming meetings.

21. Remarks
In FY20 BIFAD held the following meetings (see https://www.usaid.gov/bifad/documents



for all meeting materials, findings, conclusions, and recommendations, and agency
responses): October 15, 2019 Public Meeting with two sessions: 1) BIFAD-commissioned
study, "How the United States Benefits from Agricultural Development and Food Security
Investments in Developing Countries"”; and (2) Agriculture and Food Security in Fragile
and Conflict-Affected Contexts June 4, 2020 BIFAD Public Meeting on Food Security and
Nutrition in the Context of COVID-19: Impacts and Interventions September 14, 2020
BIFAD Public Meeting: COVID-19 and Nutrition: Impacts, Field Innovations, and the Way
Forward The following recommendation was transmitted to the Agency from the October
15, 2019 Public Meeting on the BIFAD Study, "How the United States Benefits from
Agricultural and Food Security in Developing Countries” 1) The BIFAD recommends that
foreign agricultural assistance be sustained to strengthen food and agricultural systems in
developing countries The following recommendations were transmitted to the Agency
from the October 15, 2019 Public Meeting on Agriculture and Food Security in Fragile and
Conflict-Affected Contexts: Recognizing that USAID has been a thought leader on
technical tools and approaches related to conflict, political economy, local systems and
adaptive management, these recommendations to USAID build on this strong foundation
and emphasize the importance of wholesale adoption/mainstreaming across the Agency.
1. Recognize that conflict zones are always food insecure. Focus on agriculture, food
systems, agriculture-linked livelihoods and resilience as essential determinants of survival
and recovery in conflict-affected areas. 2. Promote conflict sensitivity. Understand the
context and the dynamics that fuel conflict, especially as they affect agriculture, the food
system, and different groups. Then design and adaptively manage interventions
accordingly. 2.1. Analyzing Conflict 2.1.1. In partnership with relevant USG agencies,
support improved conflict analytics and measurement approaches. Explore the potential
for satellite data to contribute, given the difficulty in gathering on-the-ground data in a
conflict zone. 2.1.2. In partnership with relevant USG agencies, invest in early warning
tools and systems to predict conflict and to support national security environment
monitoring and societal crisis management. 2.2. Conflict Sensitivity 2.2.1. Widely adopt
and mainstream conflict sensitivity and Do No Harm approaches among its country
partners, implementing partners, and personnel. Design investments with conflict in mind,;
interventions should be tailored to the context and the unique features of each conflict.
2.2.2. Support approaches that leverage what is working well in a place, including
engagement of the private sector, or trusted, local leaders. 2.2.3. Use political economy
analysis routinely in conflict settings to identify the key actors and stakeholders in different
value chains, leverage community and private sector joint ownership, cultivate
accountability, and prevent elite capture. 2.2.4. Support the involvement of a broad range
of actors to reach affected populations, including non-traditional actors. 2.3. Adaptive
Management 2.3.1. In protracted crises, support intervention at the system-level, for
longer time frames, and more flexible operational aspects. 2.3.2. Support practitioner



development of operational plans and strategies for unpredictable and fast-changing
environments over the life-of-project, including tactics for activity management when field
sites are not accessible or when working with newly displaced people. 2.3.3. Encourage
development partners to think more systematically about displacement of populations
during design and implementation. 3. Develop technical guidance and research for
conflict-affected and fragile settings. Use a systems lens to assess conflict-affected
contexts in order to (1) understand the relationship between conflict and key factors in
building and maintaining food security (e.g., seeds, supply chains, crop management,
storage, and markets) and (2) identify related opportunities for research, programming
and technical guidance. 3.1. Technical Guidance for Conflict-affected Areas 3.1.1.
Develop sector-specific technical advice for conflict areas to determine what can be done
in what kinds of conflict, for example, in sectors such as seeds, pests management, or
storage (e.g., uninterrupted stability for planting or harvesting, or the labor intensity of crop
management). 3.1.2. Assess the risks and, when appropriate, invest in commercialization
of advanced agricultural technologies and innovations that are adapted to and relevant to
conflict and consistent with host government policy. 3.1.3. Refine conflict typologies linked
to agricultural interventions (e.g., appropriate pest management approaches or planting
and harvesting schedules for existing conditions). 3.2. Research Needs Document what is
working well, despite the challenging conditions, and why, to learn from the shocks and
inform future investments and actions. Continue to fund research and researchers on
conflict and fragile settings, to achieve a deeper understanding of the following areas:
3.2.1. The differential impacts of conflict on women and children. 3.2.2. The implications
of conflict for agricultural input and output markets, value chains, sales networks, support
programs, extension services, internal and international trade, global food prices, and
human rights. 3.2.3. The agricultural economy in those places that have been abandoned
because of conflict and what future opportunities might exist in those areas. 3.2.4.
Consumer demand, especially among vulnerable populations. 3.2.5. Sector-specific
advice (e.g., seeds, pests, storage for conflict settings). 3.2.6. High-level evaluation of the
impact of interventions. 3.2.7. Resettlement patterns for people displaced by conflict.
3.2.8. Resilience of displaced populations and evidence on how to program to key
sources of resilience in a context of displacement. 4. Work with and through local food
systems. Build capacity and engage with diverse local partners—from farmers, community
leaders, women, men, and youth to government officials, traders and the private
sector—with special attention to strengthening social cohesion and the relationship
between citizens and their government. Explore opportunities to engage the diaspora and
regional efforts. 4.1. Support capacity development of the public sector and civil society in
conflict settings. 4.2. Prioritize interventions that maintain food systems during resurgence
of violence; re-build food systems quickly; and rebuild food systems “better”, i.e., so they
are more inclusive and prevent fueling further conflicts. 4.3. While creating employment



opportunities is difficult in conflict settings, when violence lessens and opportunities
emerge, partner with private sector entities and value chain actors in conflict settings to
create employment, build capacity, and introduce new technologies and innovations. 4.4.
Focus on youth in efforts to scale up employment and job creation opportunities. 4.5.
Understand the gendered dimensions of conflict when addressing the needs of, and
opportunities for, men, women, boys, and girls. 4.6. Leverage the private sector and other
donor investments through strategic partnerships. 4.7. Explore opportunities to engage
the diaspora in conflict environments and leverage diaspora investments. 4.8. Considering
how conflicts often spill across borders, support the integration of regional efforts and
initiatives, particularly cross-boundary and regional initiatives. 5. Leverage formal and
informal markets. Scan for inclusive and creative opportunities to leverage what is working
well despite challenging conditions. 5.1. Select markets with care for inclusivity and
increased resilience, understanding who is impacted and to what extent, including
displaced and vulnerable groups (women and youth), and selecting and shifting
interventions with flexibility and agility based on levels of violence and freedom of
movement. 5.2. Avoid commaodities that are susceptible to fueling further conflicts and
thefts (e.g., cabbages or livestock are more vulnerable to theft and quick sale by militia
groups). 5.3. Make greater investments in productive sectors in conflict countries,
especially leveraging informal, local markets and large-scale traders, who are conflict
savvy and routinely move large volumes in and out of high-risk areas. 5.4. Leverage
formal markets but carefully choose the companies with which aid organizations work.
Formal sector companies should have wide crop variety portfolios, routinely serve and be
committed to an area, and be conflict savvy. 6. Seek Humanitarian-Development-Peace
coherence. Maximize the impact of agriculture and food security investments by
coordinating across other development sectors as well as humanitarian and peacebuilding
efforts from across the interagency—in pursuit of collective outcomes when possible. 6.1.
Promote an integrated and multi-sectoral understanding and approach to programming in
conflict-affected areas across kinds of assistance. 6.2. Support the development of
strategies for sequencing, layering, and integration of both humanitarian, development,
and peace assistance activities together towards collective outcomes when possible. 6.3.
Encourage collaboration across food security and national security experts to explore the
potential for food security to prevent U.S. national security problems. 6.4. Invest in
long-term development in fragile or conflict-affected areas that strengthens resilience and
eventually moves beneficiaries away from humanitarian assistance. The following
recommendations were transmitted to the Agency from the June 4, 2020 BIFAD Public
Meeting on Food Security and Nutrition in the Context of COVID-19: Impacts and
Interventions: 1. Bolster Economic Recovery Programming 1.1. USAID should advocate
for and support efforts by international lenders to provide economic stimulus and debt
relief for poor countries. 2. Support Nutrition 2.1. USAID should support the maintenance



of critical health and nutrition services while reducing disease transmission, including
reviving community-based social and behavioral communication campaigns on
breastfeeding and complementary feeding for nutritious infant diets, support for pregnant
and lactating mothers, and food fortification. 2.2. USAID programming should prioritize,
both in the short and long term, building nutrition quality, not just quantity of food in the
food system, supporting policies that promote safe access to fresh food markets, and
supporting producers, processors and sellers of nutritious foods. 2.3. USAID’s severe
acute malnutrition treatment programs should be modified to assure less contact. 2.4.
USAID should strengthen and expand social protection programs during the pandemic
and during the recovery period to ensure uptake of nutritious foods and access to nutrition
services. 3. Support Social Safety Nets - Food Assistance 3.1. USAID should support
generation of real-time data to identify new hotspots of food insecurity to support countries
in better targeting social safety net programs. 3.2. USAID should continue to support
social programs and safety net programs, assuring that relief programs to sustain the food
supply chain do not replace the food supply chain with government services or block
activities that can be done by the private sector, especially in inputs and food supply
chains. 3.3. USAID should require and support clear and transparent mechanisms to
ensure cash transfer programs get to intended beneficiaries. USAID should support
balanced combinations of cash transfer and food assistance programming. 3.4. USAID
should invest in innovative mechanisms to compensate farmers and link the distribution of
nutrient-dense foods to markets and to social safety net programs for the most vulnerable.
4. Support Policy Influence 4.1. USAID should help countries maintain and strengthen
policy and decision-making systems. Particularly important is strengthening the capacity
for inclusive, evidence-based decision making including the capacity to represent
marginalized populations including women and children, and the capacity to generate and
use objective evidence around needs and solutions. 4.2. USAID should encourage
host-country partners to support policies and programs for economic stimulus and to
eliminate counterproductive measures, including export bans and non-tariff barriers,
especially around food safety. 4.3. USAID should encourage host country partners to
establish “green lanes” for food, inputs, and labor movement (with health protections,
including transportation and testing, at blockage points like border crossings) in order to
mitigate the impact of restrictions on internal and international food movement. 4.4.
USAID should encourage host country partners to focus explicitly on gender and nutrition
issues in their policy response. 5. Support Markets and Supply Chains 5.1. USAID should
support food processing and formal and informal market functioning by keeping workers
and traders healthy through training, behavioral incentives, social distancing, improved
health services, and market infrastructure improvement. 5.2. USAID should continue to
support the functioning, and rebuilding, where needed, of global, regional, and domestic
supply chains to promote country resilience. 5.3. USAID should support programming to



resolve smallholder liquidity challenges, e.g., through loan guarantees. 5.4. USAID should
continue to support trade and market access, including through facilitation of intraregional
trade. 5.5. USAID should support food safety standards given they play a crucial role in
reducing non-tariff barriers at the regional and global level. 5.6. USAID should support
access to transparent information on global stocks and markets 5.7. USAID should
support the processing and packaging industry in modified logistics, automation, robotics,
storage facility construction, and e-commerce. USAID should target women and minorities
in the COVID-19 response and recovery effort. 5.8. USAID should focus on institutional
innovations with new technology to address supply chain disruption. 5.9. USAID should
promote smart social distancing and food system innovations to restructure value chains.
5.10. USAID should promote practical approaches to improving fresh food markets
without jeopardizing human health, food security or resilience. Using a One Health
approach, USAID should enable a risk-based, not a hazard-based, approach to controlling
disease in markets, supporting co-creation of tailored solutions and regulations (e.g.,
training, cutting boards, disinfectants, safe containers, market certification, and selective
banning of wildlife, but not livestock, from markets). 6. Support Long-Term and
Institutional Arrangements 6.1. USAID should support research on innovation,
preparedness, and food supply chains in developing countries and should encourage
partnerships with local research institutions and networks of researchers to provide data
and evidence to address COVID-19 food security challenges and guide policy responses.
6.2. USAID should continue to support global disease surveillance predictive platforms to
inform early warning and early action. 6.3. In the long term, USAID should build
relationships with and strengthen the capacity of policy advisory systems in partner
countries to develop a critical mass of human capital and organizational capacity to
address COVID-19 and other challenges. USAID should encourage partner governments
to include local food policy organizations at the table, in addition to health and disaster
management ministries, to strengthen their policy responses. 6.4. USAID should continue
to allocate resources for economic growth-promoting strategies, including agricultural
research, universities, and extension. 6.5. USAID should promote a One Health approach
integrating human, animal, and environmental health within the Agency’s organization and
among country partners. 6.6. USAID should encourage local partners to coordinate
across national and subnational levels. The following recommendations were transmitted
to the Agency from the September 14, 2020 public meeting on COVID-19 and Nutrition:
Impacts, Field Innovations, and the Way Forward BIFAD recommends that USAID build
on a strong foundation of nutrition leadership and programming and use the COVID-19
crisis as an opportunity. 1. Examine and Strengthen Food Systems: Support the
identification of vulnerable components of food systems and strengthen them for greater
resilience to shocks and stressors, using USAID’s influence and reach to examine the
systemic elements of local and global food systems that failed during the pandemic.



Programming should pursue policy and private sector strategies to make food systems
more resilient and coherent to support achieving sustainable nutritious diets for more
people and ending malnutrition in all its forms. 2. Examine and Strengthen Health
Systems: Support the identification of the most vulnerable components of the health
system and strengthen them for more systematic delivery of nutrition-specific services,
and particularly focus on strengthening the community health worker components. 3.
Influence Political Commitment: Use USAID’s strong leadership and influence to increase
investment in and political commitment to nutrition, especially in advance of the UN Food
Systems Summit and the Nutrition for Growth Summit, both scheduled for 2021. USAID's
commitment to elevating nutrition to a higher level of policy attention is commendable, but
we need to continue reaching higher and raise our expectations of what is possible. 4.
Encourage Multi-Sectoral Approach: Continue to encourage a strong multisectoral
foundation in the programming that USAID supports. This current crisis has underscored
the interdependent roles of government, civil society, and business that should be
leveraged to build sustainable solutions. 5. Scale Up Data, Research, and
Evidence-Based Policymaking: Scale up efforts to collect and disseminate nutrition data
and look beyond more readily available nutrition data for children and pregnant and
lactating women. More data are needed for other vulnerable population groups, such as
adolescents, to better inform the design of nutrition programming and to support modeling
of nutrition outcomes. USAID should support public agricultural programming, R&D, and
public-private partnerships to shape strong policies, improved programming, and better
preparation for future crises. 6. Accelerate Leveraging Digital Technologies: Examine the
multiple adaptations of digital technologies for social and behavior change, real-time data
collection, remote supervision, and transmission of key public health information to inform
future investments that will bring efficiencies and scale to current programs as well as
prepare for future crises. Where necessary, develop affordable and appropriate digital
technologies in order to expand coverage to marginalized populations and provide them
access to digital platforms and services.
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Narrative Description

Title X1l food and agricultural development programs implemented through U.S. public
universities and colleges represent an important segment of the U.S. Feed the Future
strategic food security programming. BIFAD provides recommendations on Title XII
aspects of Feed the Future, specifically related to collaborative research and capacity
development. BIFAD also coordinates more full and robust utilization of U.S. public
university and colleges and their private/public partners to address agricultural
development challenges facing the developing countries under Feed the Future.

What are the most significant program outcomes associated with this committee?
Checked if Applies
Improvements to health or safety v
Trust in government
Major policy changes
Advance in scientific research
Effective grant making
Improved service delivery
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Increased customer satisfaction
Implementation of laws or regulatory requirements
Other

Outcome Comments
Not Applicable
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Checked if Applies
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$500,001 - $1,000,000
$1,000,001 - $5,000,000
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Cost Savings Other

Cost Savings Comments

BIFAD does not review specific projects or agency initiatives whereby a cost-saving
analysis would occur. BIFAD focuses its attention at the policy and strategic level as
related to USAID's food security and agricultural programs.

What is the approximate Number of recommendations produced by this committee
for the life of the committee?
7

Number of Recommendations Comments
BIFAD made 7 programmatic recommendations in FY 2020. BIFAD has made 12
recommendations in FY 2021.

What is the approximate Percentage of these recommendations that have been or
will be Fully implemented by the agency?
0%

% of Recommendations Fully Implemented Comments
NA

What is the approximate Percentage of these recommendations that have been or
will be Partially implemented by the agency?
100%

% of Recommendations Partially Implemented Comments

From the October 15, 2019 BIFAD-commissioned study on US benefits of agricultural
development and food security investments in developing countries: 1) The BIFAD
recommends that foreign agricultural assistance be sustained to strengthen food and
agricultural systems in developing countries From the June 4, 2020 BIFAD Public Meeting
on Food Security and Nutrition in the Context of COVID-19: Impacts and Interventions: 1.
Bolster Economic Recovery Programming 1.1. USAID should advocate for and support
efforts by international lenders to provide economic stimulus and debt relief for poor
countries. 2. Support Nutrition 2.1. USAID should support the maintenance of critical
health and nutrition services while reducing disease transmission, including reviving
community-based social and behavioral communication campaigns on breastfeeding and
complementary feeding for nutritious infant diets, support for pregnant and lactating
mothers, and food fortification. 2.2. USAID programming should prioritize, both in the



short and long term, building nutrition quality, not just quantity of food in the food system,
supporting policies that promote safe access to fresh food markets, and supporting
producers, processors and sellers of nutritious foods. 2.3. USAID’s severe acute
malnutrition treatment programs should be modified to assure less contact. 2.4. USAID
should strengthen and expand social protection programs during the pandemic and during
the recovery period to ensure uptake of nutritious foods and access to nutrition services.
3. Support Social Safety Nets - Food Assistance 3.1. USAID should support generation of
real-time data to identify new hotspots of food insecurity to support countries in better
targeting social safety net programs. 3.2. USAID should continue to support social
programs and safety net programs, assuring that relief programs to sustain the food
supply chain do not replace the food supply chain with government services or block
activities that can be done by the private sector, especially in inputs and food supply
chains. 3.3. USAID should require and support clear and transparent mechanisms to
ensure cash transfer programs get to intended beneficiaries. USAID should support
balanced combinations of cash transfer and food assistance programming. 3.4. USAID
should invest in innovative mechanisms to compensate farmers and link the distribution of
nutrient-dense foods to markets and to social safety net programs for the most vulnerable.
4. Support Policy Influence 4.1. USAID should help countries maintain and strengthen
policy and decision-making systems. Particularly important is strengthening the capacity
for inclusive, evidence-based decision making including the capacity to represent
marginalized populations including women and children, and the capacity to generate and
use objective evidence around needs and solutions. 4.2. USAID should encourage
host-country partners to support policies and programs for economic stimulus and to
eliminate counterproductive measures, including export bans and non-tariff barriers,
especially around food safety. 4.3. USAID should encourage host country partners to
establish “green lanes” for food, inputs, and labor movement (with health protections,
including transportation and testing, at blockage points like border crossings) in order to
mitigate the impact of restrictions on internal and international food movement. 4.4.
USAID should encourage host country partners to focus explicitly on gender and nutrition
issues in their policy response. 5. Support Markets and Supply Chains 5.1. USAID should
support food processing and formal and informal market functioning by keeping workers
and traders healthy through training, behavioral incentives, social distancing, improved
health services, and market infrastructure improvement. 5.2. USAID should continue to
support the functioning, and rebuilding, where needed, of global, regional, and domestic
supply chains to promote country resilience. 5.3. USAID should support programming to
resolve smallholder liquidity challenges, e.g., through loan guarantees. 5.4. USAID should
continue to support trade and market access, including through facilitation of intraregional
trade. 5.5. USAID should support food safety standards given they play a crucial role in
reducing non-tariff barriers at the regional and global level. 5.6. USAID should support



access to transparent information on global stocks and markets 5.7. USAID should
support the processing and packaging industry in modified logistics, automation, robotics,
storage facility construction, and e-commerce. USAID should target women and minorities
in the COVID-19 response and recovery effort. 5.8. USAID should focus on institutional
innovations with new technology to address supply chain disruption. 5.9. USAID should
promote smart social distancing and food system innovations to restructure value chains.
5.10. USAID should promote practical approaches to improving fresh food markets
without jeopardizing human health, food security or resilience. Using a One Health
approach, USAID should enable a risk-based, not a hazard-based, approach to controlling
disease in markets, supporting co-creation of tailored solutions and regulations (e.g.,
training, cutting boards, disinfectants, safe containers, market certification, and selective
banning of wildlife, but not livestock, from markets). 6. Support Long-Term and
Institutional Arrangements 6.1. USAID should support research on innovation,
preparedness, and food supply chains in developing countries and should encourage
partnerships with local research institutions and networks of researchers to provide data
and evidence to address COVID-19 food security challenges and guide policy responses.
6.2. USAID should continue to support global disease surveillance predictive platforms to
inform early warning and early action. 6.3. In the long term, USAID should build
relationships with and strengthen the capacity of policy advisory systems in partner
countries to develop a critical mass of human capital and organizational capacity to
address COVID-19 and other challenges. USAID should encourage partner governments
to include local food policy organizations at the table, in addition to health and disaster
management ministries, to strengthen their policy responses. 6.4. USAID should continue
to allocate resources for economic growth-promoting strategies, including agricultural
research, universities, and extension. 6.5. USAID should promote a One Health approach
integrating human, animal, and environmental health within the Agency’s organization and
among country partners. 6.6. USAID should encourage local partners to coordinate
across national and subnational levels.

Does the agency provide the committee with feedback regarding actions taken to
implement recommendations or advice offered?
Yes No ¥ Not Applicable

Agency Feedback Comments

Agency feedback is provided via planning, the public meetings, and formal responses to
recommendations. The Agency response to the October 15, 2019 recommendation from

the BIFAD report, How the United States Benefits from Agricultural and Food Security
Investments in Developing Countries, is available at the following link:
https://www.usaid.gov/bifad/documents/agency-response-bifad-report-how-united-states-benefit:



The Agency response to the June 4, 2020 recommendations from the public meeting,

Food Security and Nutrition in the Context of COVID: Impacts and Interventions, is

available at the following link:
https://www.usaid.gov/bifad/documents/agency-response-bifad-recommendations-june-4-2020-f
The Agency response to the September 14, 2020 recommendations from the public

meeting, COVID-19 and Nutrition: Impacts, Field Innovations, and the Way Forward, is
available at the following link:
https://www.usaid.gov/bifad/documents/agency-response-bifad-recommendations-september-14

What other actions has the agency taken as a result of the committee's advice or
recommendation?

Checked if Applies
Reorganized Priorities v
Reallocated resources v
Issued new regulation
Proposed legislation
Approved grants or other payments v
Other v

Action Comments

BIFAD's FY 2020 work plan included engagement to inform the operationalization of the
Global Food Security Strategy across the areas of resilience, agriculture-led productivity,
and nutrition. This included convening a public meeting on the impacts and programming
implications of agriculture and food security in conflict-affected and fragile environments.
BIFAD also provided credible, quantitative analysis of the US benefits and US capabilities
leveraged from development investments in agriculture and food security through delivery
and launch of a commissioned study and impact briefs. In mid-year, the Board pivoted its
work plan to include advising the Agency to support the COVID-19 food security and
nutrition response and recovery through two public meetings: 1) understanding food
security and nutrition impacts of COVID-19 and promising interventions; and 2) advancing
nutrition outcomes across sectors curing COVID-19 response and recovery. The work
plan also included design and continued work on a commissioned study on the
relationships among agricultural productivity, economic transformation, and resilience,
drawing upon lessons learned from country case studies.

Is the Committee engaged in the review of applications for grants?
No



Grant Review Comments
Not applicable

How is access provided to the information for the Committee's documentation?
Checked if Applies

Contact DFO v
Online Agency Web Site v
Online Committee Web Site

Online GSA FACA Web Site v
Publications v
Other

Access Comments
N/A



