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Theme 3: Ending hunger
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Theme 3: Ending hunger
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Alignment with the SDGs and Agenda 2063
• Compliant with agriculture and food security indicators.

• Gaps identified.

• Some countries adopted a more progressive approach.

• Strengthening of the BR.



Conclusion & Recommendations
• Development planning at country, continental and global level still 

seems confined to silos.

• A balance between outputs, outcomes & impacts indicators.

• Lack of appreciation of the full scope of food security.

• Composition of the M&E drafting team.

• Training of the NAIP drafting team.




