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Background

It is widely accepted that improving nutrition outcomes relies on sufficient financial resources to scale up and
support high-quality nutrition-specific and nutrition-sensitive programming. However, measurement, analysis, and
monitoring of financial resources for nutrition is a complex process. The 2014 Global Nutrition Report emphasized
the importance of countries being able to track and monitor their domestic nutrition spending, since this
information has important implications for policymaking, planning, budget monitoring, and advocacy.

As of 2015, 30 countries were able to report preliminary estimates of the proportion of national budget that is
dedicated to nutrition in the Global Nutrition Report. Of these, 16 conducted the data gathering activity by
themselves; 10 were supported by the Global Nutrition Report (GNR) secretariat; two by the Results for
Development Institute (R4D); and two by the USAID-funded Strengthening Partnerships, Results, and Innovation in
Nutrition Globally (SPRING) project. During a series of regional budget analysis workshops in 2015 that were
supported by UNICEF on behalf of the UN Network for the SUN Movement, it was found that the countries
conducting nutritional financial analysis used very different methods of data collection and analysis. The countries
involved in the workshops requested technical support to standardize the terminology and methodology to
improve the quality and comparability of nutrition financial data.

Objectives of the Technical Consultation on Nutrition Financial Analysis

1 Facilitate global information sharing on budget analysis and expenditure tracking to estimate government
investments on nutrition.
Harmonize technical assistance/guidance for tracking nutrition budget allocations and expenditures related to—
e terminology
P e categorizing and weighting programs
e documentation of types of funding included
e documentation of levels of analysis (global, national, district).
3 Discuss guidelines and tools for governments (policy makers and technical advisers), donors, and researchers
responsible for analyzing nutrition financing.
4 Discuss policy implications and coordinated actions for this work.

Technical Consultation

Recognizing the important role of financial analysis for nutrition, SPRING partnered with the SUN Movement, R4D,
and MQSUN to organize a technical consultation to harmonize guidance for researchers and countries wishing to
conduct a nutrition financial analysis (additional objectives in the text box to the right).
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The consultation consisted of three meetings, attended by experts in nutrition financial analysis and
representatives from countries that have undertaken nutrition budgeting and expenditure tracking.

Meeting #1

The first meeting was held in conjunction with the SUN Global Gathering in October 2015 in Milan, Italy. Meeting
attendees included representatives from SPRING, SUN, R4D, Save the Children (UK), OPM, ACF, AIR, and WB (see
annex 1). In this is one-hour session, the 13 participants—

1. agreed to conduct two more meetings in the consultation series
2. began to develop the concept note for the series

3. began to define topic areas and parameters for global harmonization.

Meeting #2

The second meeting was held at SPRING's headquarters in Washington, DC, in November 2015. This two-day
meeting included participants at the October meeting and others working directly on nutrition costing and
financing estimation. The 22 participants included representatives from SPRING, SUN, R4D, Save the Children (UK),
OPM, AIR, USAID, and the World Bank (see annex 1).

The meeting began with a stock-taking of relevant data on nutrition financial analysis. Participants discussed the
current work in Nepal and Uganda, where SPRING is conducting Pathways to Better Nutrition case studies; several
countries that have used SUN's three-step approach to budget analysis; countries with live nutrition monitoring
systems such as Guatemala and Peru; Save the Children case study countries of Malawi and Zambia;, the World
Health Organization's efforts to analyze national health accounts data; and Results for Development's case study
in Rajasthan.

Meeting participants discussed differences in the nutrition data collection and analysis methods currently
employed by the various practitioners. They agreed that some variation across countries and projects is
acceptable; but that certain areas (discussed below), require consensus. In addition, important questions about
whether current financial analysis data can or should be compared on a global level, and whether it will be
possible to formulate a comprehensive set of guidelines for this work, were posed.

Key topics discussed at this meeting were—
1. disaggregating data for integrated line items
2. identifying and categorizing nutrition-sensitive programs
3. weighting nutrition-sensitive programs
4. tracking personnel costs
5. communication of budget estimates for policy impact
6. harmonizing government budget data with external sources
7. tracking nutrition budget allocation and expenditures at a sub-national level.

Participants met in small groups to work through these and other key issues, identify areas of consensus or
contention, and formulate initial recommendations on topics such as as minimum quality data standards,
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terminology, and balancing country and global nutrition financial analysis priorities. The results of these breakout
sessions were reported to the full group in a plenary discussion toward the end of the meeting.

Amanda Pomeroy-Stevens drafted a slide deck that summarizes group consensus on the key questions, provides
guidance to improve nutrition financial analysis, and describes outstanding issues with harmonization (annex 2).
The organizers of the technical consultation series reviewed and approved the slide deck.

Meeting #3

The Technical Consultation Series culminated in a February 2016 meeting at R4D’s headquarters. At this meeting,
participants presented findings to regional stakeholders, donors, and UN representatives. The 32 participants
included representatives from SPRING, SUN, R4D, Save the Children (UK), OPM, AIR, WB, UNICEF, FANTA, FHI 360,
PATH, Development Gateway, USAID, FAOQ, ICF International, Action Against Hunger UK, and Guthrie Consulting
(see annex 1).

The day-long meeting began with a review of the consultation series process and the outcomes of the first two
meetings in October and November. After Ms. Pomeroy-Stevens presented the aforementioned slide deck,
participants talked about how budget analysis and expenditure tracking information from India, Ethiopia, Uganda,
Nepal, and Malawi could influence nutrition policy and programming within countries.

This technical consultation series should move the topic of nutrition financing forward by providing answers to
key challenges with estimating and tracking nutrition budget and expenditures. Findings from this series are
informing the current round of technical consultations by SUN as countries continue to collect and refine these
data.

Key Outcomes/Products

e Powerpoint summarizing group consensus on key question areas, which can guide future SUN budget
workshops and other technical assistance on budgeting and expenditure (annex 2).

e SPRING news item (annex 3, published online November 2015).

e Panel describing the consultation, to be published in the 2016 Global Nutrition Report.

Meeting Report: Technical Consultation on Nutrition Financial Analysis | 3



Participants at the second meeting of the Technical Consultation Series on Nutrition Financial Analysis.
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Annex 1: Participant Lists

Participants at the three technical consultation meetings

Amanda Pomeroy-Stevens, SPRING

Carolyn Hart, SPRING

Clara Picanyol, Oxford Policy and Management
Hugh Bagnall-Oakeley, Save the Children (UK)
Helen Connolly, AIR

Jakub Jan Kakietek, World Bank

Mary D'Alimonte, Results for Development
Patrizia Fracassi, SUN Secretariat

Robert Greener, Oxford Policy and Management
Robert Hecht, Results for Development

Sandra Mutuma, ACF

Shan Soe-Lin, Results for Development

Abhi Goyal, SPRING

Alexis D'Agostino, SPRING
Amanda Pomeroy-Stevens, SPRING
Anupama Dathan, R4D

Carolyn Hart, SPRING

Clara Picanyol, OPML

Dylan Walters, World Bank Group
Gwyneth Cotes, SPRING

Helen Connolly, AIR

Hilary Rogers, R4D

Hugh Bagnall-Oakeley, Save UK
Jakub Jan Kakietek, WB

Julia Dayton Eberwein, World Bank Group
Kaia Engesveen, WHO

Mary D'Alimonte, R4D

Monica Kothari, MQSUN, PATH
Nathalie Van de Maele, WHO
Patrizia Fracassi, SUN

Rachel Kagel, MQSUN, PATH
Robert Greener, OPML

Robert Hecht, R4D

Sandra Mutuma, ACF

Sascha Lamstein, SPRING

Scott Ickes, AidData

Shan Soe-Lin, R4D

Taryn Davis, Dev Gateway/Aid Management Portal
Theresa Ryckman, R4D

Albertha Nyaku, PATH

Alexis D'Agostino, SPRING

Alina Lipcan, OPM

Amanda Pomeroy-Stevens, JSI/SPRING
Anne Peniston, USAID

Anupama Dathan, R4D

Bailey McWilliams, R4D

Caroline Deman, FAO

Carolyn Hart, JSI, SPRING Project

Clara Picanyol, OPM

Dylan David Walters, WB

Elaine Gray, USAID

Engesveen, Kaia, WHO

Gwyneth Cotes, SPRING

Hallie Eilerts, SPRING

Helen Connolly, American Institutes for Research
Hilary Rogers, R4D

Hugh Bagnall-Oakeley, Save the Children (UK)
Ifeatu Nnodu, OPM

Jakub Jan Kakietek, WB

Julia Dayton Eberwein, WB

Leopold Ghins, FAO

Marjorie Volege, UNICEF/MOH Kenya
Mary D'Alimonte, R4D

Meghan O'Connell, R4D

Monica Kothari, PATH (MQSUN)
Pamela Velez-Vega, FANTA/FHI 360
Patrizia Fracassi, SUN Secretariat
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Priyanka Kanth, WB

Rachel Kagel, ICF International
Rifaiyat Mahbub, R4D

Robert Greener, OPM

Robert Hecht, R4D

Sandra Mutuma, ACF

Sascha Lamstein, SPRING

Saul Guerrero, Action Against Hunger UK
Shan Soe-Lin, R4D

Stephanie Allan, OPM

Stephanie Heung, R4D

Sujata Bose, FANTA/FHI360

Taryn Davis, Development Gateway
Teresa Guthrie, Guthrie Consulting
Theresa Ryckman, R4D

Nathalie van de Maele, WHO
William Knechtel, UNDP
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Annex 2: Slide Document Detailing Findings from Meeting 2

Global Harmonization of Budget and
Expenditure Analysis Methods for Nutrition

CONSULTATION SERIES

SUMMARY OF PROCEED|MN MOVEMBER 3-4, 2015
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Objectives of the consultation series

Facilitate global information sharing on budget analysis & expenditure
tracking to estimate government investments on nutrition

Harmaonize technical assistancefguidance for tracking nutrition budget
allacations and expenditures related to:

*  Terminology

* Categorizing and weighting programs

+  Documentation of types of funding included

+ Documentation of levels of analysis [global, national, district)

Discuss guidelines & tools for governments [policy makers and technical
advisers), donors, and researchers responsible for analyzing nutrition
financing

Discuss policy implications and coordinated actions for this work

The process of tracking nutrition financing is important for
all levels of the policy and budget management cycle
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Terminology

+  Integratednutrition budget fine: The budget fine includes a number of activities, and the nutrition-
relevant activity & only a portion of the total amount rellected in the budget fine fie., it &
aggregated and it may nol be padsible 1o 16l how nuch B nutritian-relevant).

*  Stand-alone nutrition budg et line: The budget line & an enticely nutrition-relsted budgel fine OR &
disagg regated at activityintervention level and cannot be disentangled further

*  Integration percentage | or functional “weight "): Needed 1o disagsregate integrated nutrition
budget fines. Reflects information that identifies what percentage of the lfine to count toward
nutrition — for instance, if a workpdan & given for a Ministry of Educa tion line that shows 25% of
Tundks go to school feeding, and the rest Lo non-nutrition relevant activitie, this 25% & the
integration percentage. This pevr.emge dnes m! diflerentiate between specilic and semitive
activities. Can be ted budget iine that is fikely allocated to the
nutrition-relevant activity, seleammed \hmgn dacwment review, key infor mant interview, .

1{ 1& ght: These are the weights called for in Step 3 of the 3-Step Apy

Tmer ‘refleet the theedieal contributian of nutriirperiie vs. —semite acthitiss, and can
within the nutrition-sengitive category bated on the empinical evidence on finkages of that activity
1o nutritional outcomes. Can be defined as: Proportion of 2 budget item that & theoretically

nartrition — applhes to nuirition-sensitive activities. In current budget exercies, 25% was oflen used
a3 atheoretical weght.

Additional térms but nat i They will be defi inthe Cansultation Nate

nutrition-relevant based on whether the program i thought to be dominantly or partially related to

Key questions for this group largely came out of guidance
requests from countries & on-the-ground experiences

Key question areas discussed:

Di ing data for int: d line items

Kentifying and categarizing nutrition-sensitive programs

Weighting nutrition-sensitive programs

Tracking personnel costs

Communication of budget estimates for policy impact

Harmonizing government budget data with external sources

Tracking nutrition budget allocation and expenditures at a sub-national level

bl U R o

Our approach toanswering key questions:
Stock taking and teminology discussion to ensure geneml norms and understanding

= Small group breakout sessians to work through question sets and areas of consensus ar
cantention

= Report-out final resutts in larger group

Fullfisting of Key Gue stiars is inclded in Eansaltation Nate
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Considerations for establishing
guidance on key questions

How to improve reporting of nutrition-specific budget lines

* Stand-alone nutrition-=specific budget lines are straightforward to track. BUT, this
level of disaggrogated data is often unavailable.
*  Hard to decipher intervention-evel allocation and spending within
integratedbudget ines {i.e., wider Maternal and Child Health Pragramme)
+  Disaggregating data for nutrition- spedific budget line items is crucial for defining
the financial gap (more money for nutrition)

Recommendations for guidelines {nutrition-specific budgetlines)

+ Weighting is NOT required if the budget structure is highly disaggregated (e.g. the
budget lines are disaggregated at activity/intervention level)
If all you have data for is an integrated budget line, estimatean integration
percentage:
= Estimate the proportionof the budget line likely dedicated to nutrition
activityfintervention using document review, key informant interviews,
mapping to plan, etc.
+  Assesswhether aguantitative assessment is possible: based on #
commadities, benefidaries, etc.{this may be the approach taken by NHA)

N0 | SUN A S S0 B iaT

Identifying nutrition sensitive budget lines

*  Mutrition-specific: Interven tions targeting the immediste caoses of malnutrition, such a2 Lanc=t high impact andjor
ntensentions towands the Globa | Nutrition Targets and diet-re bted Global NCD Tange t= {WHA]

+  Countries that partiipated in the 3-step approach requested mans guida nce in the area of identifying and
categarizing nutritian-sensitive budget fines

*  Becauwse of mmext and imited bat ewobding evidence we can’ tidentify a foe d set of nutrition-sen sthve adians

Recommendations for guide: dentification)

*  Inclusion of s nutrition-sensitive badget line can be based on the fallowing parame tars:

*  The budgst = neflects progems/ intene ntians factivities that are included in the national nutritian plan or
in the agresd comman nesults framewark for increas ed impact an nutrition.

*  The baudiget = t=m includes & measurable autoame with =vidence of imipsct an the adult, adalescant and
child nutriion status {focus on the Glabal thrmun'h rgﬂ:'l S.nc h actions ane Isted in the WHO Global
Hutrition Tangsts palicy briefs |

e it Exirigle s Wichad e iEreams d cowe ahige of CIFTR Rromunichtin, o e o cove e oF

Jmm:liu:l drinking-water sources®

+  The budget line em incldes a clearky identifid targetgraup:

»  Dirsct hensficaries: strong case for both strict 1,000 days windew AND adding 35 year ads,
Adalescents and Women of B ducties Ags - nesd nifi msion of 1,000 days window with
larger graup

*  [Indirect hensficdaries: houssholds and cymimunites: (segmentation by velihoods, vulnerability, =tc ]

*  Hnone ofthe above parameters can be satsfied, #t s recommended to leawe the badget fine temout of the

anshais.

ok b Ao por T oo 1 200M,/07 ) Cout ry Profiic Sedican cen-Tabli pat

Weighting nutrition sensitive budget lines

Considerations

*  Mpplication of a theoreticel welght & not intuit ve & straightforwarnd for monitoring and
advocacy

= Whatis the poficy meaning?

*  Hard ta quantify, can’t awad subjective ju dge ment
*  But, we note it's important to capture the enabling emironment

= While note “over-counting” comtribataons fiom other sectars that can be counted a5 nutrition sensitie
*  Possibility to consider not wekghting

*  Meed amore defined list of nutrition semsitve actions

*  Bemare sslective with Step 1inchesion criters

Recommendati guidelines (weighting)

= Betransparent with the reporting of unweight ed and weighted figures
=  Beclearto countries on the purpose of weighting
+ s oftenusedfor advocscy aither than manttaring parpases
- Country context-speciic decisions on wsighting make the results nat comparable acrass countries. This
& a key paint for global purpeses. it i less pertinent for in-country compars ans aver time as kang as
the awumptians and the lewe] of sgsregstion in the budget remain the syme.
+  Reamessihe use afintegrationpercentages to diaggrogats dawn 1o what you're inte rested in tacking.
Hesd tobetter unde s tand assumptions wsed by the Natianal Health Accoun to splitexpend tures.
*  Note the implicationsof applying welghtings to track nutrition sensitive
*  Policy and planning, Advocacy, Manitaring, impact) outcmes

Categorizing nutrition sensitive budget lines, cont'd
Considerations

- Countries that participated in the 3step approach requested mare gui dance an haw ta categorize 3 mmbst
af cammantydentifiabie budgst fine items in terms of being nutritian-speciic nar nutritiam sems itve

Recommendations for guidelines [categorization)

- Dmhna{mmakhr inchusion of programs & inchide in the guidance nate:
Matemnal, Neonatal and Child Health: Mostly specific®. Recommended to dig for dentification of
n..nnm n-spscrn: |mememuvs.fx_tmh= n;mtqumn'l a these can alsobe large budgst fine items

- planmiing: Mestly sensitve *. Recommended ta dig far
identification af nutrition-s pecific interoe ntions & bywithin Hatal d Safe Defvery].

*  Child immunization: Sensitee®

*  Obesty, sig t, MNan-Ci i Spedfic and ssnsitiee. Interaentions cantributing

tewand the Global Nutrition Targets and diet-re bsbed G lobal NED Targets, such as thass fisted in the
16N Framewark Far Actian.

« Infectious disease induding HIV/AIDs, TB and malaria: Semitive". impartancs ta dicuss the deign of
HINAIDs, TB and rrastaria programines in terms af bensficiaries and types of activities -

Foad Safety/Cuality: Sensitive *_ linparta nce of food safetyin relbstion to Aflataxin and Ecof

Food Sid: Sensitve™. Noted that donors hawe pushed for specific, but careful that food daesn’t equal

nutrition.

SchoalFeeding: Semitive". impartance todiscuss on the design of schoal feeding prgrams in berms of

agegmups and types of faad

- £ i sthoud

Sensitre=®, thaugh pure nutrition sducation may

be cons idere d specific.

*  Promotion of WASH: Sensitnes *. This refiers to the “Soft” omponent of the WASH proge ms and & often
under the health sectoc

§ “Resuilts of the data analys from 30 countries + confirmed though discussion

Tracking personnel allocation and expenditure

Considerations

+ This indudes investmentsin human resources needed to deliver nutrition -relevant
programs (i.e., health system personnel)

+ Some countries tracking nutrition financing include personnel figures

+ Depends on the budget structure

+ Country-dependent based on the link up to the costed plan, availability of data,
and goals of exercise

*  Noclear guidance on whether countries should or should not include personnel
figures

Recommendations for guidelines

* Inclusion may depend on the purpose of the exercise. Strong case for including
these figures in most cases to ensure more realistic totals, increase comparability
to off-budget funding (and costing, if personnal costs were included there), and as
a measure of efficiency.

+ Country case studies can include personnel figures, where data allow

+  Methodology refinement is forthcoming
Documentclearly whether personnel figures are included in all estimates
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Communicati on of budget estimates for policy impact

+  Everyone agrees communication of estimates for policy impact is critical
+ When theoretical weights are applied to nutrition funding estimates, the policy
meaning is not intuitive for monitoring but might be important for advocacy

Recommendations for guidelines

+ Define the scope and objectives for policy action
= Monitoring and planning
= Advocacy
= Countryversusglobal level
+  Frame the tracking approach as a PROCESS from the start to countries & partners

Tracking nutrition budget allocation and expenditures
at a sub-national level

*  Level of fiscal decentralization depends on countiry
+  Similarchallenges at sub-natiomal level: data availability, har
axternal, private, etc,

Recommendations for guidelines

*  fssess the level of fiscal decentralization & decide on the approach totake (guidelines could
include 3 deckion tree)
*  lLow: likely better to conduct a higher level analysis {i 2., regional or national)
* High: sub-national analysts s wamanted & more likely to influence policy/programing at
local level

W data from government,

+ Dafine the scope and purpose of the sub-national analysk. Pessible cases:
*  Asub-national analysk i conducted acress the wholecountry {Le, all statesina country)
*  iNutrition spending is tracked inone or a few sub-national areafs) {i.e., one state or district}
+ Conduct 3-step approach, or similar process, in the sub-national area
*  if multiple sub-national areas are inciuded in the analysks, standardize method ac ross areas
+ Caution taken to not double count

Harmmonizing government budget data with external
sources

* MNotall sources of data are available/tracked for all countries

*  Using multiple sources of data i necessary to ensure comprehensiveness, but rakes concerns of
o ble-counti ng

*  Seyeral studies have taken the perspective that government ministries should have oversight of all
finances for nutrition, and all finances should be aligned with government policy and strategy. Here,
use of government-managed systems,/'documents forall sources s best.

Recommendations for guidelines

*  Be cdearonall potentiol sources and report what & and & notinduededin the analysis
*  Mapping out funding schemes s a helpful starting polnt to defire different fu nding sources
and funding agents
*  Recommendation to seek out country-specific policy on how donors provide funds to countries
{Le, Onjoff budget; Use of Ald Management Portal}
*  Hierarchy of sounces
*  Prioritize available gover nment sources and exiting routine tracking systems
*  Primary data collection ks a last resort
* Efforts to capture donor techmical assist ance should be limited unless the country considers it
especially important

|+ Guidance will provide broad definitions for onfoff budget distinction, but specific cut-off for on-
budget will be based on country conta:t

Outstanding questions
& next steps

Parking | ot of outstanding questions and areas in need
of consensus

+  Role of Nutrition Governance category within the terminology and guidance

* Costing norms and alignment of costing and budget guidance

*  Datalimitations/minimum acceptable level of data quality to venture
estimates

+  How explicitly we tie the analysis to WHA targets (country level)

+  When to use WHO NHA data tracking nutritional expenditures for analysis
[depends on new functions and timeline of public availability)

easi

need of further work to gain consens

+ "Trouble terms” reconciliation

* Whaere use of Theoretical weightsshould be suggestad

* Whether the SUN 3-Step Approach, SPRING excel tools, and ACF checklist fit
together and can synergize with each other

+  Further refinement of pesonnel cost recommendations

Next steps to finalize harmonization...

* January 2016: ppt shared for final inputs
* February 2016: comments inputted to final ppt

+ Feb 232016 : 3rd consultation meeting aligned with R4D-WB
Technical Advisory Group meeting
— Qutcome of this meeting will define what the final reporting will be for
this consultation. Purpose of Outcome document is to capture
recommendations made by the group.
= Options include:
+ Annexto be added to the SUN Synthesis Report
+ Text Box/Panel in some other Globally availzble, relevant report (GNR)
+ Commentary published in a journal
b e
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Annex 3: SPRING News Story about the Technical Consultation

Also available at https://www.spring-nutrition.org/about-us/news/spring-and-global-partners-harmonize-

technical-support-global-nutrition-budget

SPRING and Global Partners Harmonize Technical Support in Global Nutrition
Budget Analysis

Thursday, November 12, 2015

The 2014 Global Nutrition Report emphasized the need for sufficient financial resources for nutrition and

pointed out the importance of countries being able to track nutrition funding. One year after, 30 countries were
able to report on the preliminary estimates of national budget shares for nutrition in the 2015 Global Nutrition
Report. Of the 30 countries, 16 conducted data gathering by themselves; 10 were supported by the Institute of
Development Studies; two by Results for Development; and two by the USAID-funded SPRING project. The work
culminated with four regional budget analysis workshops in April 2015 supported by UNICEF on behalf of the UN
Network for the SUN Movement. During the workshops, requests were made to accelerate technical support in
the areas listed below.

1. Provide guidance to standardize the categorization of “nutrition-specific” and “nutrition-sensitive”
interventions.

2. Develop recommendations on how to identify allocations for personnel and how to deal with sub-national
government finances

3. Develop options to harmonize the “weighting” of the interventions, especially the nutrition-sensitive ones.
4. Provide recommendations on the next steps. In particular—

a. how to use the results of the Budget Analysis Exercise for advocacy and communication

b. how to track actual expenditures

c. how to track off-budget allocations and expenditures

d. how to link the financial tracking with planning and resource mobilization.

In response to these requests, SPRING, Results for Development (R4D), and the Scaling Up Nutrition

Movement (SUN) Secretariat have convened a group of global technical experts to provide further guidance to
researchers, donors, and government agencies responsible for analyzing nutrition financing (allocations and/or
expenditures).

The first meeting of this technical consultation group was held in conjunction with the SUN Global Gathering in

October 2015 in Milan, Italy. The second meeting, held at SPRING's headquarters in Washington, DC, took place in
November 2015. The two-day November meeting was useful to better understand what the key methodological
limitations are and to identify possible ways forward.

The series will culminate in early 2016 with a multi-day meeting at R4D's headquarters to share the group’s
findings with a wider audience including regional stakeholders and donor and UN representatives. Consultation
participants include representatives from organizations that are currently working to develop nutrition financing
guidance, as well as representatives from several countries with experience using such tools for their own nutrition
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budgeting and expenditure tracking. This joint effort should move the topic of nutrition financing several steps
forward by answering to key challenges identified with estimating and tracking nutrition budget and expenditures.

This document is made possible by the generous support of the American people through the United States Agency for
International Development (USAID) under the terms of the Cooperative Agreement AID-OAA-A-11-00031 (SPRING), managed
by JSI Research & Training Institute, Inc. (JSI) with partners Helen Keller International, the Manoff Group, Save the Children, and
the International Food Policy Research Institute. The contents are the responsibility of JSI, and do not necessarily reflect the

views of USAID or the United States Government.
www.spring-nutrition.org




	Background
	Technical Consultation
	Meeting #1
	Meeting #2
	Meeting #3

	Key Outcomes/Products
	Annex 1: Participant Lists
	Annex 2: Slide Document Detailing Findings from Meeting 2
	Annex 3: SPRING News Story about the Technical Consultation
	SPRING and Global Partners Harmonize Technical Support in Global Nutrition Budget Analysis




