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Agenda item 1. Reflections on CFS 52 and follow-up actions  

Thank you Chair,


We would like to share some collective feedback from the CSIPM.


This CFS 52 Plenary provided a valuable space for discussions on important topics, and we 
would like to thank everyone who contributed to its organization. 


It was the first Plenary for many new members of the CSIPM Coordination Committee. At 
times there was a lot to digest, but the agenda was highly relevant, and the discussions 
were very timely. It was encouraging to see the Right to Food integrated as a consistent 
theme throughout the plenary, highlighting its importance in our collective efforts. It was 
good to see the connection with the rights of workers, women,  Indigenous Peoples. 


We also want to acknowledge the quality and organization of the side events, which were 
both engaging and well-structured. We are grateful to the Secretariat for their support and 
for facilitating the smooth running of the side events.


Regarding communication, we feel there is an opportunity to strengthen how we share the 
outcomes and significance of CFS discussions. A more strategic approach could include 
organizing pre-plenary meetings to share communication materials with media 
representatives and communication teams from other UN agencies and other organizations, 
as well as ensuring that press releases and multimedia content, such as videos, are 
prepared and released in a timely manner to enhance their impact.


We recognize the complexities involved in managing participation but would like to express 
some concern about the limited opportunities for floor interaction, which is an important 
feature of the CFS, particularly on the first day. The participatory nature of this space has 
always been one of its key strengths. Reflecting on and reinforcing these inclusive practices 
could benefit the CFS as well as other UN spaces. 


We appreciate the cChair’s efforts in facilitating very complex discussions and maintaining 
the collaborative spirit of the plenary.


Agenda item 2.  Workstream on Collaborative Governance for coordinated policy 
responses to emerging food crises - Follow- up  

The CSIPM views this workstream as vital for fostering collaboration across UN spaces, 
bridging Rome, Geneva, and New York, to address the root causes of food crises.


In line with these considerations, the CSIPM would like to suggest adopting a new name for 
the “biannual meetings”, such as CFS Dialogues to End Hunger.
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While the priority of this AG/Bureau meeting is to identify topics of the 2025 biannual 
sessions to ensure timely and effective planning, we suggest that a future AG/B meeting 
develops a workplan for the workstream. This workplan should outline the links between 
meetings, necessary activities (e.g., communication support), the role of the HLPE, and 
expected outcomes.


as we mentioned during the CFS 52 plenary, with the support of Member States from 
different regions, we also underline again the need to provide interpretation for these 
meetings. 

Finally, we suggest that the CFS explore innovative formats to better ‘connect the dots’ 
and enhance the visibility for the Committe. For example, experimenting with hybrid 
sessions to link in person participation in Rome and in New York via zoom platform,  
enabling virtual participation from other locations.


Regarding the Selection Criteria for the Prioritization of Topics 

The CSIPM supports the three selection criteria outlined in the background document and 
suggests adding a fourth criterion to enhance coherence among CFS activities:


The additional criterion is: “Issues that build on and strengthen existing CFS 
outcomes while contributing to other MYPoW workstreams.”


This would ensure better alignment and synergy across CFS priorities.


First Session: Protracted Crises and the Right to Food


Rationale:

• The UN’s credibility is at risk due to its failure to prevent the use of food and 

starvation as weapons of war in conflict zones like Gaza, Lebanon, Sudan, Congo, 
and Mali.


• This session offers a chance to promote the use of the CFS Framework for Action 
(FFA) and initiate preparations for a Global Thematic Event on the FFA at CFS 53, 
addressing protracted crises within the CFS mandate.


• It would also explore ways to improve food crisis monitoring systems and CFS’s 
potential role in detecting, declaring, and preventing crises by:


o Amplifying grassroots voices to detect crises.

o Taking a preventative, forward-looking approach.

o Ensuring accountability for Right to Food violations in protracted crises.


The session could link the CFS with relevant international and UN institutions like WFP, IPC, 
GNAFC, FAO, OCHA, OHCHR, WHO, UNHCR, UNRWA, and ECOSOC.


Proposed Focus:


The session can be framed as “Protracted Crises and the Right to Food” instead of 
“Conflict, Peacebuilding, and the Right to Food” to align with the CFS Framework for 
Action on Protracted Crises. This human-rights-based framing would allow a more holistic 
approach to addressing the structural causes of such crises.


 
Second session: The debt burden and financing Food Security and Nutrition 
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The debt burden significantly hinders countries’ ability to invest in food security and 
nutrition, a concern raised by many CFS members, particularly from Africa; and by the 
HLPE. While briefly addressed during negotiations on Policy Recommendations for 
Reducing Inequalities, the issue deserves deeper discussion without negotiation mode.


This session would allow CFS to contribute meaningfully to the 2025 Financing for 
Development (FfD4) Conference, discussions on debt relief within the Global Alliance 
Against Hunger and Poverty, the Climate COP, and the UN Tax Cooperation Convention. Its 
outcomes could also inform upcoming CFS workstreams, such as Building Resilient Food 
Systems and the High-Level Forum on Strengthening Responsible Investment.


Other relevant international fora and initiatives include: UNCTAD, ILO, OHCHR, Special 
rapporteur on foreign debt; Expert Mechanism on Right to Development; Committee on 
Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (CESCR). 

Agenda item 4. Workstream updates. 


• The CSIPM welcomes Dr. Jujjavarapu Balaji as Rapporteur of the policy convergence 
process on Strengthening urban and peri-urban food systems to Achieve Food Security 
and Nutrition in the Context of Urbanization and Rural Transformation. and the Technical 
Task Team, as well as the information circulated in the Terms of Reference. 


• We have a question related to the draft workplan of this Workstream. 

• According to the draft workplan the Thematic session on Localizing SDG2: multilevel 

governance is expected to take place on on 9 December, which will precede the release 
of the Zero Draft of the policy recommendations. As this will be within a month, we would 
like to understand if the date is confirmed, and when  more information will be circulated. 
For the CSIPM it would be important to know the programme, methodology, objectives, 
modality and speakers of the event. Also, we would like to know if it would be possible to 
provide feedback or engage with its preparation. 


• For the CSIPM it is very important to have this kind of information well in advance, as 
internal consultations for participation usually take some time. 


Agenda item 5. Any Other Business  

We wish to inform the Bureau members, the CFS Chair, and the Secretariat that there have 
been updates to the CSIPM Advisory Group and Coordination Committee. The Advisory 
Group has undergone partial renewal, and the Coordination Committee has completed its 
renewal process in many sub-regions and constituencies. The renewal process in some 
regions like South Asia, Southeast Asia, Eastern Africa, Southern Africa, Central Africa, and 
the Pacific is still underway.


The Coordination Committee renewal process follows a structured approach. Outgoing 
members compile a list of organizations active in the region that have expressed interest in 
participating in CFS activities. This list is shared with the 30+ members of the Coordination 
Committee for consultation, which begins six months in advance. The regions then lead 
their own selection processes based on criteria that include alignment with the Terms of 
Reference and principles of transparency and inclusivity.
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Once the Coordination Committee is renewed, it elects its Advisory Group members based 
on collectively agreed criteria. This renewal process reflects our commitment to ensuring 
broad participation and alignment with the values of the CFS.
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