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Annex 2: Roundtable discussions feedback 
Participants from approximately 20 tables provided feedback on the six sessions. Rapporteurs were 
tasked with following:  

• Observe the table discussion and capture four or five key messages or ideas that emerge. 
• When you hear a particularly compelling message or idea, submit it on the Poll everywhere 

site to be shared via the screens in the room. 

The discussion, synthesized below, aimed to address two key questions in relation to the session’s 

thematic area:  

• What is new or innovative and how can this be applied? 
• What are the gaps and/or next steps for the future? 

Session 1: Sustainable Agricultural Production  
Session Abstract:  
Sustainable intensification, which focuses on increasing productivity per unit area, plays a central role 
in sustainable agricultural production. Innovations in this area must be socially acceptable, 
environmentally friendly, and economically affordable and viable, especially for smallholder farmers 
with limited resources. This session features stories of success and impact and explores pathways and 
constraints for the wide-scale adoption of innovations that improve sustainable agricultural 
production.    

Question 1. What is new or innovative and how can this be applied? 
• The formulation of a 'package' approach: Using existing and/or new innovations alongside 

extension services to add value for smallholder farmers in their adoption of these platforms. 
This includes using participatory approaches in building partnerships, to better integrate 
smallholder famers in the decision-making process and adapt content, tone, and focus to 
incorporate gender-specific needs and concerns.  

o At the project level: using information networks and the internet to catalyze support 
for the dissemination of packages facilitates overall access, greatly expanding potential 
adoption. 

o i.e. Bundled vaccination for simplified usage, ag kits for context-specific needs, ICT 
bundles for greater production management etc.  

• One key element is ensuring that producers are well integrated into their respective value 
chains. It is integral that as industries evolve, research supports market access and private-
sector engagement for better integration (i.e. the agri-business approach). 

• Clarity and simplicity in platform development, testing, dissemination, and adoption is 
essential for improving adoption rates among small-scale farmers.  

• Leveraging existing systems to scale technologies and solutions (i.e., both Ghana + Nepal). 
• There are challenges posed when seeking to ensure the sustainability of technology-focused 

solutions; however, capacity-building among all actors represents one strong pathway towards 
lasting impact.  
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• Researchers engaging in partnerships to build local capacity is a unique aspect of CIFSRF—and 
of IDRC in general—though this is notably not otherwise a common practice. 

Question 2. What are the gaps and/or next steps for the future? 
Gaps: 

• Clarity on: 
o The value of high-input farming vs. sustainable farming practices to address food 

insecurity.  
o Utilization of traditional knowledge in research programming. 
o CIFSRF research projects - the research and development synergies. 
o Terms used: most notably, rural populations and gender. 

• Challenges in addressing: 
o ecological diversification research. 
o Part 1: social and economic barriers to scaling and the unintended consequences of 

tested interventions - can these issues also be addressed through technological 
innovation? 

o Sustainability of technologies and information for 'end-users' after adoption, and 
scaling (Scaling of projects in terms of willingness to pay among farmers, and the 
economic environment that sustains that willingness). 

Next Steps: 
• A strong need for reflexivity of research programming to adapt to potential risks at the 

household level (i.e., roles and decision-making processes). 
• Potentially, integrating community groups to manage/share technologies and information. 
• Adoption isn’t just face value, really adopters also adapt/innovate as they take up the 

innovation and can be incorporated to guide the development of new approaches. 
• Part 2: The barriers for ICT projects in terms of social and economic barriers preventing access 

to technology and information, and how those socio-economic barriers could be addressed 
through both technical and social solutions (i.e. hand crank radios as technical solutions and 
listening groups as community-based solutions to exclusion barriers). 

• Leveraging partners' institutional knowledge to incorporate comprehensive, country-specific 
perspectives in research programming helps ensure potential transferability and regional/local 
contextual relevance.  

• There is no one solution for the challenge of food insecurity, so continued consideration of 
systems embracing greater interconnectedness will help. 

• Knowing that each solution won’t be applicable everywhere but having the information 

available everywhere would be useful - comprehensive database, scaling up internet service. 

Session 2: Nutrition and Health Outcomes  
Session Abstract:  
A sustainable shift towards nutrition-sensitive agriculture and food systems promotes healthy diets 
and contributes to tackling the intergenerational cycle of malnutrition among children, adolescent 
girls, and women. CIFSRF projects used multiple pathways to scale up nutrition impacts. This session 
will highlight the research findings and development outcomes from these projects, and it will identify 
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lessons and applications that facilitate the consumption of nutritious foods among women, girls, and 
young children.   

Question 1. What is new or innovative and how can this be applied? 
• The complementarity of nutrition and agriculture focused programming. 
• Knowledge generation that strongly demonstrate the potential to address nutritional 

challenges through a combination of:  
o Bio-intensification in crop production and in some cases, micronutrient fortification 

during processing. 
o Nutrition education with a multiplicity of intervention approaches to diet 

diversification. 
o Addressing structural barriers to behaviour change and gender relations at varying 

scales, with particular attention to maternal and child health. 
o Participatory integration of farmers, households, and communities as change agents, 

with particular respect for indigenous crops and knowledge. 

Question 2. What are the gaps and/or next steps for the future? 
Gaps: 

• Clarity on: 
o Understanding where we want to go, what is achievable and conceivable in short 

project cycles. 
o Rules of engagement between public and private sector in market for goods which 

address health and nutrition. 
o What policy tools can and/or should be used to promote more nutritious foods. 

• Challenges in addressing: 
o The role of the state and accessing policy-makers to facilitate the scaling up of 

nutrition. 
o The baseline to gather evidence on the interventions being used and whether if they 

work. 
o A more robust education program and support for women as agents of change to 

champion better nutrition. 
o A balance between identifying needs of communities yet ensuring the longevity of an 

initiative and that it is ‘pro-poor’.  

Next Steps: 
• Need for research to look at trend for fortification, at the intersection of agriculture and 

nutrition, in countries where a policy framework does not exist - at varying scales. 
• Aggregated analysis of factors that can impede sustainable agricultural production and better 

nutritional outcomes. 
• Scaling strategy has to be driven by demand/policy which are especially harder when benefit 

is less obvious. 
• Need for long term timelines for impact of nutrition interventions, outside of a project cycle 

o I.e. Replacement in diets - if you are introducing potatoes, or fish, it is important to 
measure and assess the food composition of the basket of the family - is the 
intervention adding value to the diet? (In terms of micronutrients, diversity, etc.). 
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• Shifting towards a more integrative approach with agriculture as prevention (primary care) and 
nutrition as reaction (emergency room): 

o One pathway, continue diversified production to facilitate diversified diets. 
• Full cost accounting: health externalities, environmental externalities of less nutritional 

processed food should be considered, and social cost of exploitative labour in commercial 
production. 

• Need for a human rights lens on nutrition and the whole food system.  
• Consider the role of conflict in achieving nutrition in conflict-affected region. 

Session 3: Market Access and Income 
Session Abstract: 
Access to markets is central to the development of value chains and for meeting the needs of global 
food security. Market access can also improve incomes and create opportunities for rural employment. 
Agriculture-related innovations need to involve economically viable business models based on value 
chains to achieve impact at scale. This session will present three business models that were piloted and 
scaled up to enhance nutrition and boost incomes in Africa and Asia.   

Question 1. What is new or innovative and how can this be applied? 
• A systems approach to value chains by focusing on non-traditional financial inclusion services 

such as supporting market systems and processing. 
• It is not always about new ideas but about renovating previous ones with a new approach. 
• Remarkable how many health impacts depend on and impact nutrition/micronutrient uptake. 

o e.g. yogurt fermentation project managing sanitation/aflatoxins and e. coli in the 
containers it is sold in; millets explicitly put on the table the consequences of the 
double burden of malnutrition. 

• We tend to look for exogenous solutions, yet solutions are sometimes available locally:  
o e.g. indigenous vegetables. 

• Discussion around finance tools are really important: not just for beneficiaries through micro-
finance but for other actors in the value chain. 

Question 2. What are the gaps and/or next steps for the future? 
Gaps: 

• Clarity on: 
o Common understanding around what market access entails. 
o How to make an intervention culturally relevant, especially when scale, with particular 

focus on gender related interventions that address capacities for participation. 
o The role of cooperatives? especially for gender entry point.  
o The incorporation of sustainability within value chain analyses. 

▪ I.e. Negotiating interest rates with the farmers and financial institutions, 
interest has gone up to 33% - are financial institutions willing to still give 
resources to farmers at a reasonable interest rate? 

• Challenges in addressing: 
o Comprehensive analysis of input and output markets. 
o Appropriate multidisciplinary teams in market access and income focused 

programming within agricultural research. 
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Next Steps: 
• Multiple interventions in the value chain and a stronger look at system perspective that takes 

in different players in the whole system-- policy makers, private sector.  
• Understand price signals, competitiveness of innovation, consumer preferences, economic 

constraints-- this is important to understand whether end-users can realistically invest in a 
technology. 

• Need to have a mechanism to lower the risk (through international partnerships, organizations 
reduce the risk for the MFI). 

• Safeguards need to be formalized in order support the sustainability for smallholders beyond 
project life cycles. 

• I.e. Flexibility of lowered interest rate. 
• Shifting market outcome for smallholder farmers by integrating capacity building support to 

negotiate and advocate for themselves. 

Session 4: Collaborative Partnerships  
Session Abstract:  
Funding, supporting, and conducting multi-sectoral and multidisciplinary development research 
demands strong partnerships that address the complexities and challenges of food security and 
nutrition while operating within specific economic, political, cultural, and social structures. This session 
will explore the challenges and key ingredients to successful collaborative partnerships for 
development from a range of research disciplines and sectors in the South and North. 

Question 1. What is new or innovative and how can this be applied? 
• Policy dialogue between stakeholders can lead to a better understanding and agreement from 

inception. 
• CIFSRF has managed to leverage existing communication channels by partnering with expert 

stakeholders from government, institutions, local knowledge experts, and NGOs who are 
empowered to collectively disseminate progress and results of their various networks.  

• Partnerships are difficult to build yet CIFSRF has built capacities for smallholder farmers to 
champion opportunities and build their own networks. 

• Trajectories of innovation and scale-up process are not simple to navigate yet bringing the 
right actors to the table have demonstrated broader networks being built and generate new 
opportunities for sustainability.  

• Through an adaptive management approach, the introduction of new partners over time, as 
needed, can be beneficial.  

• By partnering and developing institutional capacity AND policies over time has the potential 
to secure the benefits of an innovation. 

• Synchronizing the goals of the research teams and the partners on the ground such as the 
Private Sector, NGOs, and civil society can ensure continuity of goals. 

• It is important to view partnerships that are inclusive so that farmers can act as a partner and 
foster ownership of decision making process throughout project lifecycles. 

Question 2. What are the gaps and/or next steps for the future? 
Gaps: 

• Clarity on: 
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o The ethical implications of seeking changes in regulatory frameworks in countries that 
do not have strong frameworks. 

o Types of roles and responsibilities of partners in such an evolving environment.  
• Challenges in addressing: 

o Cross-discipline synergies are important but remain a new territory we still don’t 

understand enough about in terms of effective modalities. 
o Finding the best industry partner, for the right context, at the right time, and how to 

negotiate and parlay with industry. 
o Coordination and conflicts in partnership building processes and sustainability. 
o Building partnerships can also slow the process down, which is a challenge in a time-

limited project. 
o Breaking the reward bias. 

Next Steps: 
• Imperative to consider partnership and collaboration as a science- the science of how to build 

collaboration with different partners in terms of timing of partnerships, who is involved, etc. 
which will require robust monitoring, evaluation, and reporting. 

• More transparency in sharing failures, challenges, and what didn’t work in partnership building 

to effectively strategize future relationships.  
• Prioritizing financial planning and investment alongside the private sector at the inception has 

demonstrated strong partnerships through capacity building rather than anecdotal 
subsidization processes to financial models for small holders.  

o Working with financial institutions can be really innovative and facilitate scale up. 
• Recommendation to build into the proposal capacity-building on transdisciplinary best 

practices for building and managing multi-country, multi-stakeholder partnerships. 
• Creating spaces by financially supporting the convening of partners for goal alignment in 

programming.  

Session 5: Scaling up innovations for impact  
Session Abstract: 
Scaling up promising innovations in the food and agriculture sector has become an important strategy 
to generate greater benefits from investments, particularly to reach large numbers of people across 
geographical spaces. This session will discuss the various scaling up approaches and pathways CIFSRF 
undertook that led to the adoption of proven innovations. This session will explore the key enabling 
factors and constraints that support or limit the scaling up of innovations and the remaining gaps will 
be discussed.   

Question 1. What is new or innovative and how can this be applied? 
• Part 1: Innovation of scaling a methodology, for example with the transfer of technology of 

the double fortification of salt for greater distribution in India.  
• The potential role of the public sector to help scale innovations. 
• By targeting early adopters, which has been shown to work well in Canada, can provide a 

"jump-start"  
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• There is a strong need for research on pathways to scaling justice and how to target the most 
marginalized in the scaling process. For IDRC, conducting research on scaling science and the 
optimal scale and moral justification has been an area of focus. 

• By focusing on multiple technologies or approaches to help scale impacts- CIFSRF has shown 
a multifaceted approach can be successful. 

• The idea of looking at the kernel of the innovation such as demand driven scaling through 
secondary adopters, can create opportunities to scale up and out.  

Question 2. What are the gaps and/or next steps for the future? 
Gaps: 

• Clarity on: 
o How to define early adopters when wanting to scale up. 
o Potential trade-offs of scaling, in particular: objectives, power, and ethical implications 

when scaling. 
o On the right time or opportunities for scaling up. 
o Understanding aspects of scaling up in a social way. 
o How policy can support or hinder scaling. 

• Challenges in addressing: 
o Capacity for adapting to changes (e.g. climate changes, political changes, changes in 

research, etc.) that drive conditions for scaling up. 
o Gender implications and existing power structures in designing and implementing 

scaling processes. 
o Reconciling varying objectives of partners involved in programming. 
o Avoid creating monopolized markets. 

Next Steps: 
• Part 2: The imperative to be able to identify what is scalable within an innovation. 
• Consider intersectionality in scale up analysis. 
• A potential way to scale up is to use small scale approaches in various locations.  
• Utilization of impact studies of identified interventions, at various levels, to better understand 

the how/when/if to scale up. 
• When scaling-up, ensure that even small problems are considered and/or mitigated as they 

can be very important to scaling up processes. 

Session 6: Gender equality in agriculture and food security 
Session Abstract:  
Gender equality and the empowerment of women is critical to the achievement of food and nutrition 
security. In the least developed countries, 79% of women identify agriculture as their primary source 
of income, yet women in the agricultural sector lack access and control over assets. Addressing these 
gender barriers and the underlying social and gender norms that contribute to them can encourage 
the empowerment of women, increase productivity, and improve food and nutrition security for all. 
This session will explore key lessons learned by CIFSRF on gender integration and achieving gender 
equality outcomes.  
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Question 1. What is new or innovative and how can this be applied? 
o Part 1: Distribution can be challenging, especially in rural areas.  
o That gender integration was embedded within the CIFSRF programming and ensuring that 

a gender analysis being conducted to capture lessons learned. 
o “The ability to act on choices” serving as a test sentence to identify what it really means to 

empower women using a gender approach and to evaluate the impact of initiatives.  
o Transformative changes and empowerment require critical analysis of power relations--as 

people do not give up power easily.  

Question 2. What are the gaps and/or next steps for the future? 
Gaps: 

• Clarity on: 
o Consistency in having clear definitions of what concepts mean to not have them be 

lost in interpretation and have all stakeholders involved to have the same level of 
clarity.  

o Social fabric in highly context specific fora and the societal difference that require 
accurate clarity.  

• Challenges in addressing: 
o The awareness of social and cultural contexts and norms when seeking to engage in 

gender transformative approaches. 
o Development trainings that fail to understand power imbalances and inequalities 

between different groups of women. 
o Building a critical mass and create opportunities to hear women’s perspectives and 

concerns - pros and cons to quota / affirmative action approach and supporting 
women to take a leadership role. 

o equality versus equity.  

Next Steps: 
• Part 2: empowering women to become distributors and foster opportunities for women's 

economic empowerment.  
• The importance of measuring choices made at the qualitative level alongside sex-

disaggregated data collection. 
• Must be intentional with rigorous analysis of data giving attention to women’s assessment and 

perspective of the change. 
• Intentional integration to shift gendered roles through participatory action and consultation 

to shift perceptions and household practices. 
• Taking a diversity of approaches when indicating gender to see the effectiveness of the 

different approaches. 

 

Annex 3. Projects posters 
Project posters (English and French) highlight key information on: 
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• The challenges addressed by the project. 
• Innovations developed. 
• Key results. 
• Project information at a glance. 
• Partners. 
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Annex 4. Communications products for the event 
 

Save the date postcard 
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Invitation 
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Social media toolkit 
IDRC/CIFSRF webpage:  https://www.idrc.ca/en/initiative/canadian-international-food-security-research-
fund  

Hashtags: 

event hashtags: 

#CIFSRF #FCRSAI 

#FoodSecureFuture 

Session hashtags: 

Session 1: #SustainableAg 

Session 2: #nutrition 

Session 3: #markets #MarketAccess 

Session 4: #r4d #partnerships 

Session 5: #scalingup #impact 

Session 6: #genderequality #WomenInAg 

Twitter handles: 

o @CanadaDev 
o @DevCanada 
o @afs_asa 
o @GAINalliance 
o @olabimfolu 
o @acfcanada 
o @GNCGeNeVA 
o @UNICeF 
o @CeCI_Canada  
o @AGRAAlliance 
o @Cirad 
o @CareGhana 
o @ODIdev 
o @DeloitteCanada 
o @Rimisp 
o @ISID_McGill 

o @100KIT 
o @FAO 
o @LargeScaleChng 
o @WUR 
o @CDIwageningenUR 
o @Peces_Vida 

• IDRC network 
o @salbaco 
o @CharronIDRC 
o @_JeanLebel 
o @jemimah_njuki 
o @innocentbutare 
o @WManchur 
o @IDRC_AFRIQUe 
o @IDRC_CRDI 

 

https://www.idrc.ca/en/initiative/canadian-international-food-security-research-fund
https://www.idrc.ca/en/initiative/canadian-international-food-security-research-fund
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Tweets by WReNmedia 
Session 1: sustainable agriculture 

Nepal terrace farms 

 

We’re talking more about the project’s 

innovations and impacts now at our 
‘Towards a #FoodSecureFuture’ event. 

https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U  #CIFSRF  

 

In Nepal, #CIFSRF has reached more than 
60,000 farmers with sustainable agriculture 
innovations like low-cost seeds & millet 
threshers. https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U  
#FoodSecureFuture  

extension services in Ghana 

 

 

ICT-enabled extension services in Ghana 
have improved maize production by 
229.9%. https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U #CIFSRF 
#FoodSecureFuture  

https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U
https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U
https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U
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A #CIFSRF project in Ghana has developed 
a mobile app that links farmers with 
agricultural advice, inputs & markets. Find 
out more here: https://bit.ly/2NpMW8N 
#FoodSecureFuture 

Single dose vaccines 

 

Animal husbandry is a critical industry in 
Africa. #CIFSRF have trained 288 farmers 
and animal healthcare practitioners in 
livestock care & vaccine use. 
https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U #FoodSecureFuture 

 

DYK infectious viral diseases kill up to 25% 
of African livestock each year? #CIFSRF 
research has developed a vaccine to 
protect against 5 common diseases. 
https://bit.ly/2N5jfVm 
 

Facilitator: @innocentbutare  

experts/Organizations: @lmsibanda @isaluki @CeCI_Canada @Cirad @AGRAAlliance  

 

 

Session 2: improved nutrition 

Tanzania sunflower oil  
HAPPeNING NOW at #CIFSRF 
Towards a #FoodSecureFuture 
event: discussions about locally 
fortified sunflower oil reducing 
vitamin A deficiency in Tanzania. 
https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U 

https://bit.ly/2NpMW8N
https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U
https://bit.ly/2N5jfVm
https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U
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DYK 1/3 of all children & 37% of 
women lack vit A in Tanzania? 
#CIFSRF is working to scale up 
accessibility of fortified & 
nutritious sunflower oil. 
https://bit.ly/2xIh3yj 

Food processing Vietnam 

 

 
In Vietnam, #CIFSRF has provided 
2,899kg of fortified porridge to 
2,550 school children. Read about 
the health impacts here: 
https://bit.ly/2M7GKwX 
#FoodSecureFuture 

 

#CIFSRF has been providing 
training to women farmers in 
fortified food production to 
improve nutrition in the country. 
https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U  
#FoodSecureFuture  

https://bit.ly/2xIh3yj
https://bit.ly/2M7GKwX
https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U
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Nutritious potatoes in Colombia 

 

 

 
 
Right now at our 
#FoodSecureFuture event we are 
discussing #CIFSRF nutrition 
innovations in Colombia. Stay 
tuned for the local impacts. 
https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U 

 

6.5 million consumers have been 
reached and 70% of participating 
households improved their 
nutrition & health. 
https://bit.ly/2OleKGo  
#FoodSecureFuture  

Facilitator: @AnniWesley_IDRC 
experts/Organizations: @Paula_Tenaglia @GAINalliance @acfcanada @UNICeF @GNCGeNeVA 

 

 

Session 3: better market access and income 

Small millets India 

 

 
Due to increased public acceptance of 
small millets in India, 30 food enterprises 
have increased their sales by more than 
15%. https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U #CIFSRF 
#FoodSecureFuture 

https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U
https://bit.ly/2OleKGo
https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U
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Women’s organizations have supplied 130 
tons of millet rice to their members, 
improving the consumption of this 
climate-resilient, gluten-free superfood. 
https://bit.ly/2pk99Xy  
#FoodSecureFuture  
 
 
 
 

Microdosing Nigeria 

 

 

 
 
Revenues from indigenous vegetables 
have increased by 90% in Benin & 120% 
in Nigeria thanks to technology scaling up 
efforts by #CIFSRF: https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U 
 

Fermented foods  
 

 

 
 
DYK selling 1 litre of probiotic yogurt in 
Uganda is three times more profitable 
than selling the same amount of fresh 
milk? https://bit.ly/2rOwdN5 
#FoodSecureFuture  
 

 

A #CIFSRF study in Uganda & Tanzania 
has shown that probiotic yogurt 
consumption increases weight gain and 
decreases skin rashes among students. 
https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U  
#FoodSecureFuture  

 

https://bit.ly/2pk99Xy
https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U
https://bit.ly/2rOwdN5
https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U
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experts/Organizations: @Gianlucabrasil @AGRAAlliance @CareGhana @ODIdev 
 
Session 4: research for development partnerships 

Coconuts in Cote d’Ivoire 

 

 
In Cote d’Ivoire, #CIFSRF has been 

helping to combat lethal yellowing 
disease, which can destroy entire coconut 
plantations. https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U 
#FoodSecureFuture  

 

 

 
2,500 farmers & 180 extension agents 
have been trained to improve their 
coconut farming techniques and protect 
against lethal yellowing disease. Find out 
more about what this means for local 
farmers: https://bit.ly/2DjeaJC 
#FoodSecureFuture 
 

Nanotechnology 

 

 
 
Using a nanotechnology solution called 
“enhanced freshness formulation,” 

#CIFSRF has helped to extend mango 
shelf life in India & Sri Lanka by 2-3 
weeks. https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U 
#FoodSecureFuture  
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#CIFSRF partnerships have been working 
to reduce fruit post-harvest losses in 
Asia. More than 12,000 farmers in India 
have been reached with innovative 
solutions. More impact info here: 
https://bit.ly/2OFkSdX 
 

CBPP vaccine  

 

 

Contagious bovine pleuropneumonia 
affects the livestock of ~24 million 
African farmers each year. Read about 
the #CIFSRF research that has helped to 
develop an effective new vaccine: 
https://bit.ly/2DL8e2L 
#FoodSecureFuture 

 

 

The vaccine can be rapidly produced and 
easily used by farmers. Find out more 
here: https://bit.ly/2DL8e2L 
#FoodSecureFuture 

 
experts/Organizations: @DeloitteCanada @Rimisp  
 

 

Session 5: scaling up research for impact 

 

Microdosing Nigeria 

 

 
Through a novel #CIFSRF innovation 
platform, smallholder farmers in Benin & 
Nigeria are scaling up vegetable 
production: https://bit.ly/2NtlKpC 
#FoodSecureFuture 
 

https://bit.ly/2OFkSdX
https://bit.ly/2DL8E2L
https://bit.ly/2NtlKpC
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Fortified salt India 

 

 
 
#CIFSRF has been scaling up fortified salt 
production in India to combat iron 
deficiency. Read about the project’s key 

results: https://bit.ly/2KxuepX 
#FoodSecureFuture 
 

 
 

DYK iron deficiency is to blame for more 
than 200,000 maternal deaths in India each 
year? Adding iron to salt costs less than 
CA$0.25 per person, per year. 
https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U #CIFSRF 
#FoodSecureFuture 
 

Legumes Tanzania 

 

 
Right now, we’re discussing scaling 

research at our #FoodSecureFuture event. 
The increased adoption of improved 
legume technologies is significantly 
impacting production in Tanzania: 
https://bit.ly/2Oin6mO  
 

 

 

#CIFSRF multimedia campaigns in Tanzania 
have reached 655,662 farming family 
members with information on improved 
legume practices. https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U  
#FoodSecureFuture  
 

 
Facilitator: @rdeplaen 
experts/Organizations: @LargeScaleChng @kmaxottawa @DevCanada @CanadaDev @CanadaPe 
@CanadaFP @CDIwageningenUR @WUR  
 

https://bit.ly/2KxuepX
https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U
https://bit.ly/2Oin6mO
https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U
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Session 6: gender integration in research for development 

 
Family farms in Cambodia 

 

 
#CIFSRF is working to address challenges 
relating to gender inequality in Cambodia. 
The food security of participating 
households has since increased from 26% 
to 72%. https://bit.ly/2Oji89c  
#FoodSecureFuture 
 

 

Thanks to a family farms #CIFSRF project 
in Cambodia, within participating 
households, 90% of farming decisions are 
now being made by women. 
https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U  
#FoodSecureFuture  

Pulses ethiopia 
 

 

 
 
Pulse-nutrition education in ethiopia has 
benefitted more than 23,000 women-
headed households. Find out more here: 
https://bit.ly/2MQXloL #CIFSRF 
#FoodSecureFuture 
 

 

#CIFSRF has also established women’s 

micro-franchises to sell pulse-rich food 
products. We’re hearing from the 

researchers about the key results now at 
our #FoodSecureFuture event: 
https://bit.ly/2N0NTed 
 

https://bit.ly/2Oji89c
https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U
https://bit.ly/2MQXloL
https://bit.ly/2N0NTEd
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Amazon fish  

 

 
Thanks to a #CIFSRF project in the 
Bolivian Amazon, the number of families 
involved in fish farming has increased 
from 937 in 2015 to 1,757 in 2018. Find 
out about the local impacts: 
https://bit.ly/2pq8Qu7  
#FoodSecureFuture  
 

 #CIFSRF has promoted a fish leather value 
chain in the Bolivian Amazon, helping 
women and indigenous groups to 
increase their incomes. 
https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U  
#FoodSecureFuture 
 

 
Facilitator: @jemimah_njuki 
experts/Organizations: @sclaszlo @susan_kaaria @ISID_McGill @100KIT @FAO 
 

https://bit.ly/2pq8Qu7
https://bit.ly/1UvwF9U


 

64 
 

Annex 5. Evaluation responses 
Overall survey results 
Text Block: 

Canadian International Food Security Research Fund (CIFSRF) fonds canadien de recherche sur la sécurité alimentaire 
internationale (FCRSAI). We value your opinion and want to hear your feedback. Nous apprécions votre opinion 
et accueillons vos commentaires. 

1- Please rate the event / veuillez classer l'événement:   

 1 = Needs Improvement / besoin d'amélioration , 2 = Fair / acceptable , 3 = Good / bien , 4 = Very Good / très bien 
, 5 = excellent 

1 2 3 4 5 
 

Number of 

  Responses 

Rating 

Score* 

    
 

59 4.2 

*The Rating Score is the weighted average calculated by dividing the sum of all weighted ratings by the number of total responses. 
 

 1 = Needs Improvement / besoin d'amélioration , 2 = Fair / acceptable , 3 = Good / bien , 4 = Very Good / très bien 
, 5 = excellent 

1 2 3 4 5 

0 
(0.0%) 

2 
(3.4%) 

6 
(10.2%) 

28 
(47.5%) 

23 
(39.0%) 

 

 

2- Rate the following sessions / Veuillez classer les sessions: Session 1: Sustainable agricultural 

production  / Session 1 : Production agricole durable   
 

 1 = Needs Improvement / besoin d'amélioration , 2 = Fair / acceptable , 3 = Good / bien , 4 = Very Good / très bien 
, 5 = excellent 

Answer 1 2 3 4 5 
 

Number of 

  Responses 

Rating 

Score* 
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How engaging and stimulating was the dialogue? / A quel 
niveau le dialogue à été engageant et stimulant? 

    
 

55 3.8 

How useful was the session for your work and institution? / A 
quel niveau la session à été utile pour votre travail et votre 
institution? 

    
 

53 3.7 

*The Rating Score is the weighted average calculated by dividing the sum of all weighted ratings by the number of total responses. 
 

Details 

 1 = Needs Improvement / besoin d'amélioration , 2 = Fair / acceptable , 3 = Good / bien , 4 = Very Good / très bien 
, 5 = excellent 

Answer 1 2 3 4 5 

How engaging and 
stimulating was the 
dialogue? / A quel niveau 
le dialogue à été 
engageant et stimulant? 

0 
(0.0%) 

5 
(9.1%) 

15 
(27.3%) 

23 
(41.8%) 

12 
(21.8%) 

How useful was the 
session for your work and 
institution? / A quel niveau 
la session à été utile pour 
votre travail et votre 
institution? 

0 
(0.0%) 

6 
(11.3%) 

14 
(26.4%) 

23 
(43.4%) 

10 
(18.9%) 

 

Session 2: Nutrition and health outcomes / Session 2 : Résultats en matière de nutrition et de 

santé  
 

 1 = Needs Improvement / besoin d'amélioration , 2 = Fair / acceptable , 3 = Good / bien , 4 = Very Good / très bien 
, 5 = excellent 

Answer 1 2 3 4 5 
 

Number of 

  Responses 

Rating 

Score* 

How engaging and stimulating was the dialogue? / A quel niveau 
le dialogue à été engageant et stimulant? 

    
 

53 3.7 
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How useful was the session for your work and institution? / A 
quel niveau la session à été utile pour votre travail et votre 
institution? 

    
 

49 3.6 

*The Rating Score is the weighted average calculated by dividing the sum of all weighted ratings by the number of total responses. 

Details 

 1 = Needs Improvement / besoin d'amélioration , 2 = Fair / acceptable , 3 = Good / bien , 4 = Very Good / très bien 
, 5 = excellent 

Answer 1 2 3 4 5 

How engaging and 
stimulating was the 
dialogue? / A quel niveau 
le dialogue à été 
engageant et stimulant? 

0 
(0.0%) 

4 
(7.5%) 

20 
(37.7%) 

17 
(32.1%) 

12 
(22.6%) 

How useful was the 
session for your work and 
institution? / A quel niveau 
la session à été utile pour 
votre travail et votre 
institution? 

0 
(0.0%) 

7 
(14.3%) 

15 
(30.6%) 

18 
(36.7%) 

9 
(18.4%) 

 

Session 3: Market access and income for small-scale farmers / Session 3 : Accès aux marchés 

et revenus des petits exploitants agricoles  
 

 1 = Needs Improvement / besoin d'amélioration , 2 = Fair / acceptable , 3 = Good / bien , 4 = Very Good / très bien 
, 5 = excellent 

Answer 1 2 3 4 5 
 

Number of 

  Responses 

Rating 

Score* 

How engaging and stimulating was the dialogue? / A quel niveau 
le dialogue à été engageant et stimulant? 

    
 

51 3.7 

How useful was the session for your work and institution? / A 
quel niveau la session à été utile pour votre travail et votre 
institution? 

    
 

49 3.7 
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*The Rating Score is the weighted average calculated by dividing the sum of all weighted ratings by the number of total responses. 

Details 

 1 = Needs Improvement / besoin d'amélioration , 2 = Fair / acceptable , 3 = Good / bien , 4 = Very Good / très bien 
, 5 = excellent 

Answer 1 2 3 4 5 

How engaging and 
stimulating was the 
dialogue? / A quel niveau 
le dialogue à été 
engageant et stimulant? 

0 
(0.0%) 

4 
(7.8%) 

14 
(27.5%) 

25 
(49.0%) 

8 
(15.7%) 

How useful was the 
session for your work and 
institution? / A quel niveau 
la session à été utile pour 
votre travail et votre 
institution? 

1 
(2.0%) 

2 
(4.1%) 

13 
(26.5%) 

28 
(57.1%) 

5 
(10.2%) 

 

 

Session 4: Collaborative Partnerships / Session 4 : Partenariats collaboratifs   

 1 = Needs Improvement / besoin d'amélioration , 2 = Fair / acceptable , 3 = Good / bien , 4 = Very Good / très bien 
, 5 = excellent 

Answer 1 2 3 4 5 
 

Number of 

  Responses 

Rating 

Score* 

How engaging and stimulating was the dialogue? / A quel niveau 
le dialogue à été engageant et stimulant? 

    
 

51 3.8 

How useful was the session for your work and institution? / A 
quel niveau la session à été utile pour votre travail et votre 
institution? 

    
 

47 3.8 

*The Rating Score is the weighted average calculated by dividing the sum of all weighted ratings by the number of total responses. 

Details 
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 1 = Needs Improvement / besoin d'amélioration , 2 = Fair / acceptable , 3 = Good / bien , 4 = Very Good / très bien 
, 5 = excellent 

Answer 1 2 3 4 5 

How engaging and 
stimulating was the 
dialogue? / A quel niveau 
le dialogue à été 
engageant et stimulant? 

0 
(0.0%) 

5 
(9.8%) 

14 
(27.5%) 

18 
(35.3%) 

14 
(27.5%) 

How useful was the 
session for your work and 
institution? / A quel niveau 
la session à été utile pour 
votre travail et votre 
institution? 

0 
(0.0%) 

3 
(6.4%) 

16 
(34.0%) 

15 
(31.9%) 

13 
(27.7%) 

 

Session 5: Scaling up innovations for impact / Session 5 : Applications à grande échelle des 

innovations en vue d'un impact accru  
 

 1 = Needs Improvement / besoin d'amélioration , 2 = Fair / acceptable , 3 = Good / bien , 4 = Very Good / très bien 
, 5 = excellent 

Answer 1 2 3 4 5 
 

Number of 

  Responses 

Rating 

Score* 

How engaging and stimulating was the dialogue? / A quel niveau 
le dialogue à été engageant et stimulant? 

    
 

51 3.8 

How useful was the session for your work and institution? / A 
quel niveau la session à été utile pour votre travail et votre 
institution? 

    
 

49 3.9 

*The Rating Score is the weighted average calculated by dividing the sum of all weighted ratings by the number of total responses. 

Details 

 1 = Needs Improvement / besoin d'amélioration , 2 = Fair / acceptable , 3 = Good / bien , 4 = Very Good / très bien 
, 5 = excellent 

Answer 1 2 3 4 5 
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How engaging and 
stimulating was the 
dialogue? / A quel niveau 
le dialogue à été 
engageant et stimulant? 

2 
(3.9%) 

2 
(3.9%) 

12 
(23.5%) 

22 
(43.1%) 

13 
(25.5%) 

How useful was the 
session for your work and 
institution? / A quel niveau 
la session à été utile pour 
votre travail et votre 
institution? 

0 
(0.0%) 

2 
(4.1%) 

13 
(26.5%) 

21 
(42.9%) 

13 
(26.5%) 

 

Session 6: Gender equality in agriculture and food security / Session 6 : Égalité des sexes en 

agriculture et sécurité alimentaire  
 

 1 = Needs Improvement / besoin d'amélioration , 2 = Fair / acceptable , 3 = Good / bien , 4 = Very Good / très bien 
, 5 = excellent 

Answer 1 2 3 4 5 
 

Number of 

  Responses 

Rating 

Score* 

How engaging and stimulating was the dialogue? / A quel niveau 
le dialogue à été engageant et stimulant? 

    
 

51 3.8 

How useful was the session for your work and institution? / A 
quel niveau la session à été utile pour votre travail et votre 
institution? 

    
 

47 3.6 

*The Rating Score is the weighted average calculated by dividing the sum of all weighted ratings by the number of total responses. 
 

Details 

 1 = Needs Improvement / besoin d'amélioration , 2 = Fair / acceptable , 3 = Good / bien , 4 = Very Good / très bien 
, 5 = excellent 

Answer 1 2 3 4 5 

How engaging and 
stimulating was the 
dialogue? / A quel niveau 

0 
(0.0%) 

6 
(11.8%) 

12 
(23.5%) 

21 
(41.2%) 

12 
(23.5%) 
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le dialogue à été 
engageant et stimulant? 

How useful was the 
session for your work and 
institution? / A quel niveau 
la session à été utile pour 
votre travail et votre 
institution? 

0 
(0.0%) 

6 
(12.8%) 

14 
(29.8%) 

18 
(38.3%) 

9 
(19.1%) 

 

In our words: A farmer's perspective / Notre point de vue : agriculteurs   

 1 = Needs Improvement / besoin d'amélioration , 2 = Fair / acceptable , 3 = Good / bien , 4 = Very Good / très bien 
, 5 = excellent 

Answer 1 2 3 4 5 
 

Number of 

  Responses 

Rating 

Score* 

How engaging and stimulating was the dialogue? / A quel niveau 
le dialogue à été engageant et stimulant? 

    
 

55 4.0 

How useful was the session for your work and institution? / A 
quel niveau la session à été utile pour votre travail et votre 
institution? 

    
 

52 3.7 

*The Rating Score is the weighted average calculated by dividing the sum of all weighted ratings by the number of total responses. 

 

Details 

 1 = Needs Improvement / besoin d'amélioration , 2 = Fair / acceptable , 3 = Good / bien , 4 = Very Good / très bien 
, 5 = excellent 

Answer 1 2 3 4 5 

How engaging and 
stimulating was the 
dialogue? / A quel niveau 
le dialogue à été 
engageant et stimulant? 

2 
(3.6%) 

6 
(10.9%) 

7 
(12.7%) 

17 
(30.9%) 

23 
(41.8%) 
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How useful was the 
session for your work and 
institution? / A quel niveau 
la session à été utile pour 
votre travail et votre 
institution? 

2 
(3.8%) 

4 
(7.7%) 

16 
(30.8%) 

16 
(30.8%) 

14 
(26.9%) 

 

In our words: An emerging researcher's perspective  / Notre point de vue : chercheurs 

émergeants  
 

 1 = Needs Improvement / besoin d'amélioration , 2 = Fair / acceptable , 3 = Good / bien , 4 = Very Good / très bien 
, 5 = excellent 

Answer 1 2 3 4 5 
 

Number of 

  Responses 

Rating 

Score* 

How engaging and stimulating was the dialogue? / A quel niveau 
le dialogue à été engageant et stimulant? 

    
 

56 3.7 

How useful was the session for your work and institution? / A 
quel niveau la session à été utile pour votre travail et votre 
institution? 

    
 

52 3.5 

*The Rating Score is the weighted average calculated by dividing the sum of all weighted ratings by the number of total responses. 
 

Details 

 1 = Needs Improvement / besoin d'amélioration , 2 = Fair / acceptable , 3 = Good / bien , 4 = Very Good / très bien 
, 5 = excellent 

Answer 1 2 3 4 5 

How engaging and 
stimulating was the 
dialogue? / A quel niveau 
le dialogue à été 
engageant et stimulant? 

3 
(5.4%) 

5 
(8.9%) 

13 
(23.2%) 

20 
(35.7%) 

15 
(26.8%) 

How useful was the 
session for your work and 
institution? / A quel niveau 
la session à été utile pour 

2 
(3.8%) 

8 
(15.4%) 

14 
(26.9%) 

17 
(32.7%) 

11 
(21.2%) 
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votre travail et votre 
institution? 

 

 

3 - Rate the Following / Veuillez classer ceci: exhibition and Marketplace / Marché FCRSAI   

 1 = Needs Improvement / besoin d'amélioration , 2 = Fair / acceptable , 3 = Good / bien , 4 = Very Good / très 
bien , 5 = excellent 

1 2 3 4 5 
 

Number of 

  Responses 

Rating 

Score* 

    
 

55 3.9 

*The Rating Score is the weighted average calculated by dividing the sum of all weighted ratings by the number of total 
responses. 
 

Details 

 1 = Needs Improvement / besoin d'amélioration , 2 = Fair / acceptable , 3 = Good / bien , 4 = Very Good / très 
bien , 5 = excellent 

1 2 3 4 5 

0 
(0.0%) 

3 
(5.5%) 

12 
(21.8%) 

26 
(47.3%) 

14 
(25.5%) 

 

 

  

Number of 

  Responses 

Rating 

Score* 

 
5.4% 21.8% 47.2% 25.4% 

 

55 3.9 
 

 

How adequate was the networking time? / Évaluez si le temps de réseautage fût suffisant.   

 1 = Needs Improvement / besoin d'amélioration , 2 = Fair / acceptable , 3 = Good / bien , 4 = Very Good / très 
bien , 5 = excellent 
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1 2 3 4 5 
 

Number of 

  Responses 

Rating 

Score* 

    
 

58 3.9 

*The Rating Score is the weighted average calculated by dividing the sum of all weighted ratings by the number of total 
responses. 
 

Details 

 1 = Needs Improvement / besoin d'amélioration , 2 = Fair / acceptable , 3 = Good / bien , 4 = Very Good / très 
bien , 5 = excellent 

1 2 3 4 5 

0 
(0.0%) 

5 
(8.6%) 

9 
(15.5%) 

28 
(48.3%) 

16 
(27.6%) 

 

  

Number of 

  Responses 

Rating 

Score* 

 
8.6% 15.5% 48.2% 27.5% 

 

58 3.9 
 

How useful was the networking for your organization/job? / Évaluez l'utilité du réseautage 

pour votre organisation/travail.  
 

 1 = Needs Improvement / besoin d'amélioration , 2 = Fair / acceptable , 3 = Good / bien , 4 = Very Good / très 
bien , 5 = excellent 

1 2 3 4 5 
 

Number of 

  Responses 

Rating 

Score* 

    
 

57 4.2 

*The Rating Score is the weighted average calculated by dividing the sum of all weighted ratings by the number of total 
responses. 
 

Details 

 1 = Needs Improvement / besoin d'amélioration , 2 = Fair / acceptable , 3 = Good / bien , 4 = Very Good / très 
bien , 5 = excellent 
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1 2 3 4 5 

0 
(0.0%) 

2 
(3.5%) 

7 
(12.3%) 

26 
(45.6%) 

22 
(38.6%) 

 

  

Number of 

  Responses 

Rating 

Score* 

  
12.2% 45.6% 38.5% 

 

57 4.2 
 

4 - I personally got the most out of / J'ai personellement tiré le maximum de:  

  

Number 

of 

Responses 

  48 
 

 

5 - Overall I liked / Généralement j'ai aimé(e):  

  

Number 

of 

Responses 

  48 
 

 

6 - What could be improved? / Que pourrait être amélioré?  

  

Number 

of 

Responses 

  43 
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7 - The most interesting/innovative result in CIFSRF / Le résultat le plus interessant ou 

innovant du FCRSAI  
 

  

Number 

of 

Responses 

  41 
 

 

8 - What are the next steps for the future? / Quelles sont les prochaines étapes pour l'avenir?  

  

Number 

of 

Responses 

  42 
 

 

9 - Please rate the following / Veuillez classer ces items:  

 1 = Needs Improvement / besoin d'amélioration , 2 = Fair / acceptable , 3 = Good / bien , 4 = Very Good / très 
bien , 5 = excellent 

Answer 1 2 3 4 5 
 

Number of 

  Responses 

Rating 

Score* 

Materials (posters, infographics) / Matériaux (affiches, 
infographies) 

    
 

57 4.2 

Pre workshop information and travel arrangements / 
Informations préalable à l'événement et préparatifs de voyage 

    
 

53 3.7 

Accommodation / Hébergement     
 

40 4.0 

Venue / Lieu     
 

56 4.4 

Food & Beverage / Nourritures et boissons     
 

54 4.3 

Overall comfort / Confort général     
 

55 4.3 
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Overall Satisfaction with event / Satisfaction avec l'événement     
 

57 4.4 

*The Rating Score is the weighted average calculated by dividing the sum of all weighted ratings by the number of total 
responses. 

Details 

 1 = Needs Improvement / besoin d'amélioration , 2 = Fair / acceptable , 3 = Good / bien , 4 = Very Good / très 
bien , 5 = excellent 

Answer 1 2 3 4 5 

Materials (posters, 
infographics) / Matériaux 
(affiches, infographies) 

0 
(0.0%) 

1 
(1.8%) 

13 
(22.8%) 

18 
(31.6%) 

25 
(43.9%) 

Pre workshop information and 
travel arrangements / 
Informations préalable à 
l'événement et préparatifs de 
voyage 

4 
(7.5%) 

6 
(11.3%) 

12 
(22.6%) 

12 
(22.6%) 

19 
(35.8%) 

Accommodation / 
Hébergement 

0 
(0.0%) 

3 
(7.5%) 

11 
(27.5%) 

10 
(25.0%) 

16 
(40.0%) 

Venue / Lieu 0 
(0.0%) 

0 
(0.0%) 

7 
(12.5%) 

19 
(33.9%) 

30 
(53.6%) 

Food & Beverage / Nourritures 
et boissons 

0 
(0.0%) 

1 
(1.9%) 

9 
(16.7%) 

19 
(35.2%) 

25 
(46.3%) 

Overall comfort / Confort 
général 

0 
(0.0%) 

0 
(0.0%) 

4 
(7.3%) 

29 
(52.7%) 

22 
(40.0%) 

Overall Satisfaction with event / 
Satisfaction avec l'événement 

0 
(0.0%) 

1 
(1.8%) 

7 
(12.3%) 

19 
(33.3%) 

30 
(52.6%) 

 

Survey comments 
Survey Name: CIFSRF event survey 
Oct 11, 2018 9:23:48 AM 
1- Please rate the 

event / veuillez classer 

l'événement:  - 

Comments 

  

Answer 

Highly interactive and full of new information and learning for myself. 
experience shared is valuable. Great people lovely atmosphere great food. 
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Found the design used was inclusive and participatory but at a very high 
cost of depth and substance.  
Very productive two days event that covers all the important areas 
Hard to capture the depth of the results in this format. It did tend towards 
the superficial and PR focus which is too bad. Having the recipients speak is 
great. What seemed missing was greater analysis of the specific themes. e.g. 
scaling up presenters spoke about overall projects but didn`t focus much on 
how specifically they reached so many people and what their numbers really 
mean. That focus would have done more to stimulate discussion. 
I got to know more about all the projects and the results that they 
generated. It is amazing to know the total number of poor people that were 
positively impacted by the projects. It is a turn around for the developing 
world. I recommend that Global Affairs and IDRC select some of these 
projects for further scaling. My choice are indigenous vegetables project, 
nanotechnology and vaccine projects. 
Congratulations to everyone involved! 
The take away discussions could have been crisper. 
I am really impressed to see all these projects brought results, by controlling its share 
in innovation, women empowerment, environment, nutrition and more. 
Le choix d'avoir plusieurs personnes sur les panels avec peu de temps a 
permis de couvrir beaucoup plus de projet et était très dynamique  
Needs Arabic translation 
Very well organized and very informative. Very good learning experience 
from others. 
I thought the structure of the event and the flow, pace and quality of the 
discussions worked well.  Participants were diverse with good M/F ratios. 
And the food was notably amazingly nutritious. The marketplace was an 
innovative set up and I think it worked well. Giving free time to connect was 
an investment in network building. Well done! Finally, the personal sharing 
from students, farmers, researchers and discussants hit the right tone of 
positivity with some critical thinking. 
Le concept des trois présentations suivies d'analyses externes Était vraiment 
super.  Une excellente occasion de mettre les différents secteurs ensemble 
autour des discussions.  
Merci beaucoup pour ce bel Événements. 
I liked the format 
The reflections of the past were well highlighted throughout the conference. 
Deliberations on way ahead needed adequate attention. 
Beaucoup de soucis techniques pour me connecter et participer Ã  votre 
Événement. 
Learning and sharing and integrating the learning from such an important 
undertaking as CIFSRF is key to ensuring the lessons are applied in the 
future. 
I love the timing of the sessions, allowing break times at decent intervals as 
well as the group breakout sessions 
This was a beautifully put together event with really interesting 
presentations and fantastic food. Thanks IDRC for the great 2 days 
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Good organization. Interesting and useful topics, stayed to time, opportunity 
for attendee involvement 
The attention to detail (lanyards with schedule, usb key etc.) was nice. 
A very good learning experience of what other projects did and achieved 
It was great to share in the success of the program. However, the session 
chairs did a poor job of making sure the speakers stuck to their time. The 
extra panelists added almost nothing to the event, except Colleen at World 
Vision. This time could have been better used for discussion of the 
presentations, how to convey the results to Canadians, and how to pursued 
the government to continue the initiative in select countries with a 
combination of the innovations. 
Good blending of presentations, panelists and first-person testimonials.  
Ample opportunities for interaction between CIFSRF project implementing 
agencies and others. 
Choix diversifiés de projets et d'expériences, positif. Pas assez de temps 
cependant pour les experts sur les panels. La formule des tables de 
discussions aurait pu Âtre utilise pour la moitié des ateliers seulement pour 
permettre plutôt quelques questions de la salle. 
Overall, a good exchange of ideas.  Good presence of Southern speakers.  
However, in most cases individual presentations were too short, to get a real 
sense of what was the learning from each. We were left with a lot of 
questions about important details. 
One of the best conferences I have ever attended--lots of interesting 
participants and excellent papers.  I particularly enjoyed the presentations by 
the farmers. 
Lâ événement a été très appréciable. Il a mis Ã la porte de tous les 
participants les résultats de recherche des projets finances par FCRSAI. Ce 
qui a été le plus important, la méthodologie appliquée pour permettre 
l'analyse des projets, des points de vue résultants de ces analyses. Ce qui 
donne une vision plus lointaine et meilleure quant aux prochains 
financements et choix des projets 
This was a well organized and collaborative effort. The excitement and 
passion behind the initiative was clear -- from IDRC's President to all its staff 
and that of Global Affairs. Certainly room for improvement as to the topics 
discussed, albeit being sensitive to the 2-day timeframe of the overall event. 
It was an excellent event; I had great time visiting with people from different 
parts of the world. It was quite engaging.  
The momentum of CIFSRF shouldn't be stopped. It must continue towards 
global food and environmental security. 
I appreciate the hard work of Global Affairs and IDRC colleagues. 
Bravo! Congrats! Vijaya 
It was a shame that evidently many who registered did not attend. Might be 
something to revisit in terms of promotion of the event. 
Well organized, good participation, good venue, great thematic knowledge 
in one place 
Some additional time for speakers and a chance to directly interact with 
them would have been helpful. It was difficult for both client as well as 
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researcher to interact in the Market Place or lunch as there are so many 
clients and very little time/space to interact. 
The event was very well organized and focused. I feel that we managed to 
achieve much in a very timely fashion. This event was a fantastic opportunity 
to meet with members of other CIFSRF projects, with IDRC and Global Affairs 
staff, with farmers, students, experts, and others, to reflect on and to share 
and exchange experiences and ideas, and to forge new relationships. We 
look to the future with hope armed with our lessons learned through our 
on-the-ground experiences. 
Great People to be with... 
Very informative of CIFSRF achievements. 
I liked the format and especially the external commentary to move the 
discussion beyond the program level to some of the bigger issues and 
questions. 
event was well structured, the themes were well articulated and presenters 
were well prepared 
The event showed the achievements reached for each project in clear way, 
concise. The friendly atmosphere helped to establish new contacts. The 
organizers took care every detail and the agenda was developed 
successfully. The structure of the event facilitated to address all the topics 
relevant in food security an nutrition. It was fantastic to have two or three 
external commenters. This allows to have a critical evaluation and the 
comments from audience is relevant to have its perception. 
It was great to have a forum where all such innovations could be shared. 
There was also great networking 

  

Answer 

Very interesting and challenging. 
Very informative. 
I took copious notes. Lots to review and ponder upon as I start planning for 
my oncoming field research. 
en général, L'idée des discussions aux tables était intéressante mais le temps 
alloue un peu trop long. J'aurais donne un peu plus de temps aux experts et 
réduit le temps aux tables. Aussi je trouve que deux experts par sujet était 
suffisant, trois devenait plus lourd. 
This was an excellent session for giving an overview and engaging people, 
and not intended for disseminating research. 
Was unable to attend on Wednesday. Please have a way we can indicate we 
are only able to come one day. 
This goes for all sessions: The presentations, particularly by the grantees 
were so interesting - it would have been nice to have a bit more time for 
each project. The table discussions were fine, but the questions were a bit 
constraining, it would have been nice to have been more open to frank and 
critical dialogue that wasn't being forced in a particular direction 
Interesting learned new things, organization good 
There was dialogue at the tables but it was repetitive with the same 
questions for each session. There was no dialogue for the presentation 
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sessions. The 'outside' presenters added nothing of note to the outcomes 
and were way over time. 
Sharp presentations and stimulating panel observations.  Breakout sessions 
were particularly insightful. 
Disappointed to see so much discourse about taking innovation to people, 
'adoption', 'transfer', and 'acceptance' of technology.  I would have liked to 
see much more talk of co-creation, horizontal knowledge sharing, 
participatory and collaborative research. And particularly of the gendered 
nature of knowledge. 
My work is on the fringe of the topic (or is the core--depending on your 
point of view). I'm working on data models for decision making--linking 
national, subnational and OpenStreetMap data--the presentations and 
discussions improve my perspective on what has to be measured and how 
to measure it. 
Le dialogue a été très engageant et stimulant. Les participants ont donné 
leur point   projet: les avancées sur l'importance de la recherche, les bienfaits 
et la mise en échelle de ces innovations. 
La session a été très utile. En tant que professionnel en développement 
durable, les innovations apportent une valeur ajoutée: réduire la 
dépendance alimentaire, la sécurité alimentaire et l'augmentation des 
revenus; les mêmes pour notre institution 
The time constraint for deeper discussions was a bit lacking -- there was a 
tendency to focus too much on the positive and successful outcomes, but 
little on what on what was challenging and did not work 
It was holistic in approach. 
To some degree it seemed that the innovation part of the projects were not 
all that "new". 
The experts contributions was good. esp. the consideration of our 
perceptions of the adoption of technology in developing countries. Some 
perceptions/ biases do not reflect reality. 
Conversation was abstract because we did not have the report beforehand. 
So, the discussion questions did not make much sense to many of us who 
did not know the projects 
lessons presented resonated well with my work and gaps yet to address 
It was good to learn from the other projects how they tackled the 
agricultural and how they involved the communities 
Vaccine work is impressive, looking forward to the commercialization stage. 

Session 2: Nutrition 

and health 

outcomes / Session 2 : 

Résultats en matière 

de nutrition et de 

santé  - Comments 

  
Answer 

It would have been better to talk more on impact of Food Security and 
Nutrition program on health that not much shown or discussed 
Very entertaining. 
Good learning experience from different parts of the world. Very informative. 
I thought more could have been shared but I appreciate the need to inform 
without using up all the time to share on project details w could read about. 
I kept wanting to know more after each presentation. Good strategy. I will 
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definitely check out the docs provided on the USB storage device. That was 
another cool innovation! 
I presented in this session so not appropriate to comment 
This goes for all sessions: The presentations, particularly by the grantees 
were so interesting - it would have been nice to have a bit more time for 
each project. The table discussions were fine, but the questions were a bit 
constraining, it would have been nice to have been more open to frank and 
critical dialogue that wasn't being forced in a particular direction 
Struck me as the rigor of the presentations (except Tanzania) was poor. A 
22% decline in stunting,  this should be published NeJM;  I doubt the 
findings would stand up. A lot of emphasis on fortification, even this had 
trouble showing impact Needed to know how dietary diversification might 
improve nutrition outcomes. Would have liked more on whether we should 
try to show improvement of  nutritional outcome with agriculture. What 
should the outcomes be and what duration is needed. 
There was dialogue at the tables but it was repetitive with the same 
questions for each session. There was no dialogue for the presentation 
sessions. The 'outside' presenters added nothing of note to the outcomes 
and were over time, except for Colleen emery who made a suggestion to 
focus on conflict zones. But such was the format there was no way to discuss 
this openly with everyone. 
Sharp presentations and stimulating panel observations. Breakout sessions 
were particularly insightful. 
  
CIFSRF work showed the complexity of the challenge, yet was able to go 
beyond the call and demonstrate effective change from both food security 
and more targeted interventions (like fortification) to malnutrition. Its 
laudable efforts throughout to assess outcomes and change in nutritional 
status (in spite of the short length of implementation), and having boldly 
identified and stuck to specific indicators -- demonstrates clarity in planning 
and execution. 
Very useful for my teaching and research. 
Again experts contributions were very good. I wonder if it would have been 
useful for the project people to have access to such experts as they 
proceeded with the project. 
same comment as above 
the connection between agriculture and nutrition was well espoused and 
linkages well discussed. Group discussions were great and animated 
I was in this session, and it was stimulating to know the work of the other 
projects. The project from Vietnam that worked with processing and to 
moved some biochemical indicators also the project Tanzania - fortified oil. I 
liked one of the external commenter, who indicated that nutrition is a very 
complex theme, so it is not easy to deal with it and to tackle this issue is in a 
complex way, and it is important to be careful at the moment of conclude. 
The talk on virus was quite interesting but it is not clear how far they are in 
terms of implementing it. 
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Session 3: Market 

access and income for 

small-scale 

farmers / Session 3 : 

Accès aux marchés et 

revenus des petits 

exploitants agricoles  - 

Comments 

Answer 

Here I was disappointed in a weak understanding of what it means to access 
new markets. It is far more than increasing production. Who are the new 
consumers? What did the projects do to reach them? 
Very useful and informative. 
Good and informative. 
I am a bit concerned when I hear presentations that seem to propose 
smallholder farmer business models that create agricultural empires. I think 
there is a place for that but the quality of improvements that are impactful 
are more about the quality of life for the majority. 
This goes for all sessions: The presentations, particularly by the grantees 
were so interesting - it would have been nice to have a bit more time for 
each project. The table discussions were fine, but the questions were a bit 
constraining, it would have been nice to have been more open to frank and 
critical dialogue that wasn't being forced in a particular direction 
This was an important one and I had much to learn and did. Still struggling 
to see a viable link to markets in our project. 
There was no dialogue for the presentation sessions. Clement and Reid were 
the only two presenters who stayed within time the whole event. The 
'outside' presenters added little of note to the outcomes. There was 
dialogue at the tables but it was repetitive with the same questions for each 
session. 
Sharp presentations and stimulating panel observations. Breakout sessions 
were particularly insightful. 
My work is on the fringe of the topic (or is the core--depending on your 
point of view). I'm working on data models for decision making--linking 
national, subnational and OpenStreetMap data--the presentations and 
discussions improve my perspective on what has to be measured and how 
to measure it. 
efforts in this regard were extremely welcome -- markets and income are 
often disregarded in development initiatives and poorly reported upon. 
CIFSRF has tried hard to report on market access, food chains work and 
income and succeeded to the extent of what current initiatives have 
achieved. It will be crucial to return at a later date and carry out impact 
assessment to assess the resilience of this change and its impact. 
Very much in line with the challenges I have. 
It seemed at times that the audience was not aware of some concepts. 
Important to have everyone understand what value chain are, role of 
behaviour change communication. also would be good to unpack more on 
how to look at impact of interventions, both intended and unintended. 
ditto 
Farmer story was impressive 
though program did not set out with focus on incomes, this is probably the 
reason anyone would invest in the innovations. anchoring value chains in a 
business model that can be scaled up would attract investors. partnerships 
and policies are key to scale up 
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It was very stimulating to see the different ways employed for the project for 
marketing. I liked the project fermented foods, because we had the 
opportunity to see the lady who worked in this project and it was very 
stimulating to see how her improved her quality of live. In this session also 
was point out that the innovations by themselves are not the solution, but 
the innovations need to work together with social innovations, because they 
are key elements for changing. 
There was not enough detail to the approaches adopted to be able to have 
a meaningful discussion around gaps 
exciting innovations that will change the face of food systems in the 
developing world and globally i.e. dry bacteria for probiotic  yoghurt and 
fortified millet in India among others 

Session 4: 

Collaborative 

Partnerships / Session 

4 : Partenariats 

collaboratifs  - 

Comments 

  
Answer 

The session should have focused on the importance of collaboration to 
achieve the intended results rather than presentation of outputs. 
Very impressive. 
The collaboration and partnership aspect did not come out clearly as major 
strengths in the projects presented. They were not good cases for the 
theme. 
I thought this was one area that could have been re-worked. Collaborative 
governance in a relatively new field but some basic background from 
implementations science by discussants could have improved the discussion. 
Did not attend 
I was not present for this session. 
Having more NGO'S from Africa would have been great 
This goes for all sessions: The presentations, particularly by the grantees 
were so interesting - it would have been nice to have a bit more time for 
each project. The table discussions were fine, but the questions were a bit 
constraining, it would have been nice to have been more open to frank and 
critical dialogue that wasn't being forced in a particular direction 
Very pertinent to my own work. Would have appreciated a greater 
discussion of potential challenges and how they were overcome. 
The chairing was once again poor, taking no account of the five minute 
timeline. Rather we heard repetition of what the program achieved. Indeed, 
pretty much every chair did this. The external speakers added little of note 
and Ignacia seemed disinterested in the program and only in her own work. 
I thought that Mme. Gaboury's presentation was exceptionally useful. 
Breakout sessions were particularly insightful. 
Did not attend 
My work is on the fringe of the topic (or is the core--depending on your 
point of view). I'm working on data models for decision making--linking 
national, subnational and OpenStreetMap data--the presentations and 
discussions improve my perspective on what has to be measured and how 
to measure it. 
early summary of key findings presented by Wendy Manchur were extremely 
insightful and demonstrated the degree to which efforts have been made to 
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achieve a high degree of impact in this often complex area of development 
research and development. 
It is difficult to have a great time. The projects did very well. 
Very good to include the role of partners that are often not specifically 
included or thought to be partners - like financial institutions. Good 
intervention by Anne from Desjardins. Big need for financial literacy among 
emerging innovations, markets and those working on the ground to scale 
up. 
ditto 
The talk on hexanal and the real time application of this product is great. I 
hope it will be available to farmers in Canada. I am not sure if any one from 
regulatory organizations was present in the audience and it would have 
been great to hear from them on what it will take to clear it. We seem to be 
already using it in our food and then why there should be hesitation in using 
in fruits! 
Good discussion and interesting to have comments from Desjardins 
especially. 
crowding in other partners including governments is critical for scale up. 
partners should have a shared vision for success 
I liked very much to know the project about vaccines and how they were 
able to involved many actors and countries. This project had behind a strong 
scientific component to develop a vaccine against five diseases. I think this 
kind of projects with a strong scientific knowledge behind can do the 
difference. 
did not attend 

Session 5: Scaling up 

innovations for 

impact / Session 5 : 

Applications à grande 

échelle des 

innovations en vue 

d'un impact accru  - 

Comments 

  
Answer 

Should have more time for round table discussion since it is an important 
issue 
I enjoyed the scientific discussions. Very impressive. 
The scaling up aspects were not clearly highlighted. Major tenets for projects 
scale up were not clearly pointed out in the projects presented. 
I quite like this session. It was an important reflection on the why, what, 
when to scale up. 
Did not attend 
This goes for all sessions: The presentations, particularly by the grantees 
were so interesting - it would have been nice to have a bit more time for 
each project. The table discussions were fine, but the questions were a bit 
constraining, it would have been nice to have been more open to frank and 
critical dialogue that wasn't being forced in a particular direction 
Still left thinking what scaling up is. but that’s OK it stimulated reflection for 
me. Is it number of households or the impact on the household 
The chairing was once again poor, taking no account of the five-minute 
timeline. Rather we heard repetition of what the program achieved. The 
external speakers added little of note and Richard Kohl should have been cut 
off. Seerp mentioned justice, which was not examined in the projects, and it 
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seemed strange to have paid for him to come all the way from the 
Netherlands just for that. 
Sharp presentations and stimulating panel observations. Breakout sessions 
were particularly insightful. 
My work is on the fringe of the topic (or is the core--depending on your 
point of view). I'm working on data models for decision making--linking 
national, subnational and OpenStreetMap data--the presentations and 
discussions improve my perspective on what has to be measured and how 
to measure it. 
This is an area, while laudable in its efforts, that requires further work and 
definition. While recognizing this only took place post phase2, and requires 
much more time to assess (i.e. some of the scaling up examples provided 
were questionable at best --been improvement area in Tanzania, and 
fortification work), highlighting better definition of SU and its rationale.  
Bringing in outside speakers to challenge the work was extremely (i.e. rep 
from Wageningen) useful. 
The impact has been great. 
Bravo! 
Again, very good contributions of experts. This session was powerful 
because it helped elevate discussion not of the specific projects as much as 
the concepts that need to be considered when looking at scaling up. Key 
considerations like trade-offs, the progression of adaption and adoption, 
impacts on social systems where the scale up occurs. 
Information regarding scale was not thoroughly explored. it was not clear 
how these innovations would be scaled after discovery. Also, in all cases, the 
role of government as either absent or downplayed or just not presented at 
all. Government would play a BIG role in scaling innovations (creating the 
right environment, policy and otherwise).....so, it was hard to see the real 
benefits of the 124m after program closed. 
There was a lot of confusion over the use of the term scaling up as one of 
the groups (I think many) pointed out post presentation. 
I appreciated the important challenges raised about scaling up and the need 
to think about responsible scaling. I would have liked to hear more about 
the failures and to think about what we can learn about these experiences. 
innovations scale up requires strong partnerships and value for money. 
connect the value chains from end to end for impact instead of stand-alone 
interventions (from farmers, inputs,  output markets, service providers to 
consumers) 
I enjoy this session because our project is writing about scaling -up, so I 
could contact the person from Wageningen to work with this and I received 
his book and ideas. Also was interesting to know from the other projects 
similar ideas for scaling-up  as, to identify the right partners, to conform a 
strong leadership for sustainability, that the best is to improve the living 
conditions of people not only the number of people, and other crucial idea 
was that the scaling-up is not neutral. 
excellent and interesting interventions by the commentators 
did not attend 
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Session 6: Gender 

equality in agriculture 

and food security 

/ Session 6 : Égalité 

des sexes en 

agriculture et sécurité 

alimentaire  - 

Comments 

  
Answer 

Impressive 
The translation of gender equality was as if we meant women equality. 
Gender means equal opportunity for men and women. The discussion much 
focused on women and opportunities that they had in the projects but no 
mention of opportunities for men in some projects that were managed by 
women. 
Great panel and great discussion! 
Did not attend 
Good point someone made that if gender was so important, why was it 
made the last session in the afternoon? 
Putting this session at the end of the conference and with reduced time to 
talk did not do it justice. Since it is a cross-cutting theme, it may have been 
better to integrate it across the themes and have it as a central question for 
the panels and for the discussion tables. 
My most important take home point here are that: 
1. Women involvement is not the same thing as women empowerment. We 
need to look beyond just involving women in part of the process but rather 
empower them to be partners and decision makers. 
2. We need to work together with cultural, communal and policy leaders to 
find ways to truly empower women rather than imposing the western model 
on them. 
This goes for all sessions: The presentations, particularly by the grantees 
were so interesting - it would have been nice to have a bit more time for 
each project. The table discussions were fine, but the questions were a bit 
constraining, it would have been nice to have been more open to frank and 
critical dialogue that wasn't being forced in a particular direction 
This was good I still think many of the innovations increase the work burden 
of women. Would have liked to have known more about ways of measuring 
this burden, increased and decreased. 
Same as other sessions, only by now the table discussions on the same topic 
were getting tiring. 
I was called out to attend to other priorities so was not able to engage as 
much. 
This is a foundational aspect of FSN.  We should have had this session at the 
beginning, not the end. 
My work is on the fringe of the topic (or is the core--depending on your 
point of view). I'm working on data models for decision making--linking 
national, subnational and OpenStreetMap data--the presentations and 
discussions improve my perspective on what has to be measured and how 
to measure it. 
Again, commendable efforts were demonstrated throughout. It would have 
been helpful to bring in more challenging speakers to address this issue 
(beyond those already part of the sponsors). For example, Clare Bishop 
Samrock from IFAD has undertaken commendable institutional-level work 
(making IFAD a leader on gender equality and empowerment within the 
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UN), Lynn Brown (formerly WB)&Vicki Wilde (formerly BMGF and CGIAR). 
Broad/differing approaches to gender inequality often confusing. 
excellent start. 
Stimulating session which revealed that gender integration, transformation 
strategies and practical application is a work in progress. We really need to 
consider this in the context of land ownership. 
Treating gender as a separate entity is the best recipe for it to be 
sidelined...ironically, it was the last session of the conference....what a great 
way of trivializing it. Gender should have been threaded through all the 
innovations and should have naturally come out during the technical 
presentations....the format of the conference strongly supported the usual 
"and gender was considered" mantra. 
I guess the expertise on gender seems to be lacking in the research teams. 
Perhaps some guidance from a gender think-tank panel at the start may 
have improved. I don't know if this was in place or not. 
This session would have come earlier. I feel like much more time should have 
been allocated to this session considering the importance of gender in 
agriculture  not enough time was allocated 
Unfortunate that this topic was left until the end because all the speakers 
were excellent. The audience lacked energy to engage in further discussion. 
In future, don`t put this topic last as it also sends a message.... 
gender was well articulated and benefits of including women in decision 
making in agriculture, including leadership 
This was an excellent session for the end. How the projects involved women 
and impact in their lives. I enjoyed especially the project in Bolivia because 
we could see the lady who now is a businesswoman with her restaurant and 
also in the commercialization of fish. It was very stimulating to know how 
she grew up and overcome all the barriers. 
did not attend 

  

Answer 

Impressive 
Good 
Wonderful idea 
I cannot agree that it is justifiable to spend Canadian taxpayer dollars to fly someone 
all the way from Africa to Ottawa, when we could have video Skyped. 
Such an important feature of the conference! This perspective needs to stay 
front and center in our thinking. I really loved this! 
It was great learning how intervention programs like this have direct meaningful 
impact on the lives of farmers. I hope it'll be the turning point for generations after 
them 
This was for me the highlight of the two days 
There is a tendency to show off the success stories giving the false impression that all 
is wonderful. Would have been great to hear from a farmer in Cambodia (maybe a 
woman) who got nothing out of the project despite giving her best effort. 
Winnie's presentation took courage and showed how important the work 
that CIFSRF did can change lives. 
Superb. 
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Ce n'était pas vraiment un dialogue mais était très intéressant. 
It is impossible to physically visit all of the various types of project that make up 
viable programmes-- I found these snapshot views to be particularly valuable. I've 
never been to Cambodia so it was all new-- I've worked extensively in Bolivia but had 
no idea of what was happening in fisheries(or fish restaurants for that matter) ditto 
for the story on milk production. Very impressive participants. 
Good efforts to bring a voice and direct farmer perspective. Good choices in 
spite of the logistical difficulties encountered! 
Nice to see the beneficiaries explaining their experience. 
What struck me was that their stories should be witnessed by the people who work in 
cubicles and simply see/ read or review reports and numbers behind the projects. 
They need to be educated and enriched by the work of those involved in these 
projects. (Maybe a thought about how to multi-purpose these workshops/ 
conferences.) 
Great to hear from  the farmers. Wonder what it would have looked like if all 
the achievements were presented by the farmers themselves? 
This tells how much it was successful in the global south (new term for me!). It would 
have better if there are farmers representing more successful ones like virus or 
hexanal projects so we can hear directly from them. Such representations can also 
help the researchers to project the product further to policy people who were there 
in attendance. 
Inspiring! But not a dialogue. Also a bit strange that her experience wasn`t 
brought back into one of the panels, especially the one on gender. 
The Vietnam farmer though absent was very good, the Bolivia fish farmer 
talk and interpretation, would have been better if key take away were 
projected. got lost with the interpretation. the dairy fermented yoghurt was 
great. in all markets and incomes featured strongly 
This part in the event was excellent because the farmers could communicate 
their experiences and achievements to the audience. Their communications 
were clear and especially honest and to sees thought them how our projects 
were able to change their lives, it was deeply moving. 
Was great to know the experiences from the field but more time should 
have been given to dig a little deeper. 

In our words: An 

emerging researcher's 

perspective  / Notre 

point de vue : 

chercheurs 

émergeants  - 

Comments 

  
Answer 

Impressive and informative 
Very informative 
Very pleasant 
It was difficult to understand the point of this presentation. There are so 
many researchers in the room. Why highlight this one? 
This was also important and an excellent perspective to have. Perhaps you 
could have also included an NGO to talk about the importance of that 
partnership. 
This was very helpful. I hope someday my story would be shared too 
I think this is one ting CIFSRF can be extremely proud of both in country and 
Canadian researchers 
The researcher presented poorly, saying four or five times that he did a PhD 
in Saskatchewan. 
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Superb. 
The presentations were excellent-- the improvement over the past 10 years 
in the participation of the "local" partners was impressive. 
Some good reps from the Global South. 
Very rich new information for our work. 
Always inspiring to see the fresh energy, dedication and desire to move 
forward with their work. I was struck by how these emerging researchers 
were keen to include and share their experience (and credits for the work) 
with their peers. Hope that humbleness does not disappear! 
great work presented. 
They were not clear on what they got out of the project other than profusely 
thanking the agency again and again. Sorry to be direct and blunt on this. 
Helped to convey the value and reach of CIFSRF but not so sure on lessons 
learned? 
good account of his growth and development to a full researcher and 
impact on the communities he serves 
Impact with innovations requires scientific knowledge behind and to see the 
three young researchers showing how the projects impacted in their lives 
was very significant, because a important part of the sustainability are them, 
those young people trained with the vision of the projects and to have the 
confidence that they will continue with the processes started. 
More time should have been given for questions or clarifications 
session/presentations 

3 - Rate the 

Following / Veuillez 

classer ceci: exhibition 

and Marketplace 

/ Marché FCRSAI  - 

Comments 

Answer 

I was not able to spend much time there but it provided much needed depth 
to the discussions. 
IDRC did a good job of summarizing the projects. 
Honestly, I did not spend much time there 
Good. However in many posters concerned researchers were not there to 
offer explanation of some issues. 
Très bonne idée de présenter les projets individuels en posters et 
discussions individuelles plutôt qu'en présentations formelles. C'est une 
excellente occasion de réseautage, d'échanger sur le futur et de poser les 
questions qui nous concernent personnellement. 
There was plenty of time to meet and discuss with all of the projects 
highlighted. So good to meet the individuals doing the research. 
The time allotted to this part of the event was too much in my opinion 
When I visited, not that many people were by their posters, and so it was 
basically the same as looking at the posters at any other time during the two 
days 
I didn’t' really engage in this 
This was good for connecting people and discussing projects 
Very useful for networking/information & knowledge sharing 
Interesting-- but I based by decisions on who I wanted to meet and talk to 
from the verbal presentations. 
Appropriate. 
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Since food is such a huge motivator, it would have been richer if the exhibits 
allowed for more experiential sharing beyond the posters and discussion. 
(Yes more logistically complicated) But taste, touch, smell and sound offer a 
deeper experience to share. 
great presentations too. 
Certainly needs more time to interact and in several booths researchers were 
either too crowded with clientele or no one was there! 
the exhibition was great, the displays and poster well designed and 
informative. the implementers were passionate and explained the 
what/why/how and the impact 
It was a nice space to share with others and to show with more detail the 
project in other aspects that were not considering in the respectively session. 
It was very informative to know more details about specific innovations. 

How adequate was the 

networking time? / 

Évaluez si le temps de 

réseautage fût 

suffisant.  - Comments 

  
Answer 

Impressive. 
I really enjoyed the longer two hour networking on the second day. 
Okay 
Je pense que c'est un grand succès de l'évènement. C'est probablement une 
des grandes réussites des discussions autour des tables également car cela 
permettrait de rencontrer des personnes intéressantes lors des échanges et 
de continuer le réseautage lors des moments informels. 
It might have been nice to have an informal gathering at the end of day one. 
Just sufficient 
As above, would have preferred more space for unstructured discussion, 
without the reporting back from each table 
Plenty of time people very friendly and engaging 
Networking is important, but so too is confronting major issues and having a 
forum to delve into disparity. There was no forum for this, and we could 
easily have had less time around the posters and more for open discussion. 
I think there was adequate time through the exhibition, marketplace, over 
breaks and meals and after hours in the hotel.  Having this event out of 
Ottawa centre and having out of town participants lodged at the hotel 
facilitated this. 
Good opportunities to connect wit peers. But not enough time, as breaks 
were cut short or rushed. 
The coffee breaks were a bit short-- these are particularly good times to 
meet people who have just made presentations or who have presented 
ideas in the discussions. If the breaks are too short you miss the opportunity 
and by the next break you have another topic to follow up.(This may only 
apply to people who are not staying in the hotel and don't have the same 
opportunity to mix with the non-resident participants. 
Not easy, but good efforts in place to help make happen. 
Well planned. 
The workshop roundtable style of interaction was good indeed. 
Adequate 
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not enough time for networking. few minutes in between sessions 
It was good to accomplish the event objectives. I have to tell that it is 
stressful to present in five minutes, but it was a good exercise for us to be 
able in five minutes to transmit the key message in a topic and to have a 
team for training us was wonderful. This is one of those kind of things that 
do that I love IDRC. 
A lot of time and space provided, perhaps some guided opportunities for 
exchange (e.g. setting up corners based on common topics/interests) may 
have sparked connections more easily 
Needs a lot more time than the 30-45 mins available. 

How useful was the 

networking for your 

organization/job? / 

Évaluez l'utilité du 

réseautage pour votre 

organisation/travail.  - 

Comments 

  
Answer 

Impressive. 
Adequate 
Plusieurs idées intéressantes sortent du fond qui peuvent Âtre intégrées 
dans des projets existants ou dans des collaborations futures. 
From an NGO perspective, it was great to meet researchers and be able to 
identify potential partnerships for the future. All connections made were 
extremely useful. 
I got a number of ideas and potential collaborators 
We made some good contacts and clarified some questions about our 
project. 
Always doing this. 
For me-- networking is about 50 per cent of the reason to attend these 
sessions-- more opportunity to network would have been useful. The idea of 
moving people from table to table for the discussions did help a lot to make 
up for the shortage of networking time. 
Talked to many people throughout. 
excellent 
I managed to connect with potential partners and learning from what was 
discussed. good potential collaboration 
excellent I had all the information previous to event on time, when I had a 
questions always the answer was prompt. During the event the IDRC team 
was excellent. The quality of the auditorium, the organization, foods, 
everything was excellent. The created atmosphere, so friendly, also this is an 
aspect that characterizes IDRC, was excellent and it  facilitated the 
communication among us. 
Again, very useful but since there was a high level of participation, we may 
have benefited from having met directly people with common 
interests/areas of work. 
Honestly it is not applicable to me 

4 - I personally got the 

most out of / J'ai 

personellement tiré le 

maximum de: - 

Responses 

  
Answer 

sessions are useful 
Discussions with teams at the posters 
Yes 
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Networking and hearing directly from researchers and scientists. 
Reseautage 
Discussions with peers and colleagues. The agenda was solid, the intervenors 
were excellent and the participation very good. 
Discussions and dialogues 
Yes 
Panels and discussion! 
All the sessions and most of participants. 
exchanging with all very interesting people 
The overview of the portfolio of projects and the variety of subjects, 
approaches, processes they represented. 
Networking 
panel sessions followed by group discussion time 
Round Table discussions after panels. They were very stimulating. 
Discussions 
The networking with organizations aligned to our mission. 
Connaissances et me rendre compte de l'importance de la sécurité 
alimentaire. Merci 
I loved the inclusion of the table discussions - that was the best interaction 
and ability to meet new people. 
Scaling up session 
Networking session 
Learning from the farmer's perspective and market access 
Networking session 
The opportunity to hear about all of IDRC projects and interventions. Being 
given the opportunity to build new partnerships and help projects if a new 
call arises 
The Farmer's presentations 
The networking opportunities and time engaging with such a diverse set of 
researchers and other food security stakeholders. 
Interacting with IDRC and Global Affairs and other researchers. Telling 
stories and lessons learned. 
Hearing about the range of projects 
1)Partnerships and Scaling up sessions 
2)Farmer and Researcher testimonials 
Les discussions en petit groupe. 
exchange of views with peers at the tables. 
end of day summaries were helpful. 
The presentations by the farmers were fascinating, unfortunately I didn't get 
an opportunity to meet with any of them. 
learning of the achievements of an amazing program of partnership 
between Canada and the Global South. efforts since its inception to gather 
results and outcomes commendable. 
the event overall. 
reseautage 
Yes 
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The experts contributions and the discussions of the broader issues raised by 
these projects. 
4 
All presentations were very useful and the report will seal the deal 
Hexanal, virus and fish projects and to some extent from potato although it 
was very region-specific 
Yes indeed, was able to nurture key contacts and networks 
I got the most out of the round table discussions after each session (which 
also helped to establish new contacts) and the  input from the panels of 
experts. 
The discussion on scaling up. Much food for thought. 
the sessions on productivity, markets, gender, partnerships and the vaccines 
session. 
 
the probiotics yoghurt can be targeted to a wider consumer base if health 
benefits are exploited. do not be cowed by big industry, there is a market 
niche for all products. Market the product benefits. similarly for the 
Microveg. 
Yes, I personally got the most out from the event. I am very happy and 
satisfied for this opportunity and to see all the faces of the other projects. I 
think this event helps me to grow up more because I learnt from others and 
knew their experiences. It was great to met again the Minister of 
International Development. 
Two sessions were particularly interesting to me: market access, although it 
would have been useful to hear more about women's access and the 
sophistication of approaches, and scaling up. 
I got important lesson from presenters and participants. 
The expert panels 

5 - Overall I liked 

/ Généralement j'ai 

aimé(e): - Responses 

  
Answer 

I liked the event. 
the two days event with lot of lesson learned 
The posters were very good. 
All the sessions and the presentations. Nothing to exclude. 
The practical examples and group discussions to pull out key ideas, gaps and 
lessons learned. I also really enjoyed the session on scaling up. 
Oui 
The organisation was excellent. The facilitation was well done. The format 
was lively and engaging. 
Organization and quality of performance 
Yes 
everything! 
Sessions for farmers and youth. 
La formule très stimulante 
Great atmosphere, very well organised, very well planned, 
The Bolivian lady's presentation 
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variety of content covered over the two days 
The format of the event. That after each panel, we could discuss with our 
colleagues at a table. It's simulated intellectual conversation, and also 
allowed for networking. 
The presentations 
The format. The organization. Great team work! 
La richesse des débats 
The coming together of all participants plus the inclusion of others - I am 
sure for project participants to meet each other was amazing. For me, to see 
the projects and learning as a whole was a very rich opportunity. 
The time keeping and the diversity/multifaceted nature of the event. 
Networking opportunities 
The set up and organization of the day - the structure to cluster projects on 
a topic worked well 
The breakdown of sessions by theme, which allowed for very interesting 
insights into different aspects of the projects undertaken. 
Well organized, kept to time, good balance of sessions, interaction as above 
The enthusiasm of everyone who attended 
IDRC-Global Affairs Partnership in the delivery of the event 
Interactions between CIFSRF partners and other development stakeholders/ 
networking 
external experiences of the panels 
Le format de la conférence en général, avoir les courtes présentations de 
projet, avec les commentaires des experts et du temps pour discuter, était 
très bien organise. 
The variety of presentations, the mix of speakers. 
The mixing up of people from different tables for the discussions and the 
presentations by the farmers. However, I'm no longer associated with any of 
the NGOs or development organizations--so I represent only a small portion 
of the representatives. 
The synthesis documentation prepared and learning the broad range of 
Canadian partners who have something to offer to Research for 
Development! 
the various sessions 
Le temps pour échanger 
Yes 
The variety that the conference format offered. Project people mixed with 
experts, active discussions after each session.  
And the photo booth was simply fun. 
2 
The piece on nutrition. 
Some of the presentations -especially hexanal and virus 
Liked the presentations, the market place and table discussions. 
I found that the event was of a good size with a good mix of participants 
with different expertise and experiences.  I enjoyed the feedback and 
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comments of the expert panels. And I also greatly appreciated the effort to 
keep everything on track with respect to time. 
The balance between presentations and group discussions. 
the style and clarity of the presentations and the time keeping 
I liked the intelligent organization that facilitates to get the input from the 
projects, external specialized people, and the general audience. That was 
great and also the atmosphere that was very friendly. 
The plenary set up for all sessions, so that everyone could listen about all 
topics, rather than having parallel sessions (more like conference style) to 
pick and choose from. 
The event as whole most 
the logistics for the event with tables and ensuing interaction at the table 
rather than rows of chairs, the Marketplace immediately next door, parking 

6 - What could be 

improved? / Que 

pourrait être 

amélioré? - Responses 

  
Answer 

It would be good to have 1-2 session on debates on critical issues related 
Food security and Nutrition. Debate is good for learning 
Hard to say how to improve synthesis and what we leaned by doing CIFSRF 
for future work. Canada come from the teams. Maybe POs needed to have a 
greater personal choice. 
It was a perfect meeting. Keep it up. 
The lunch on the second day did not have a major protein source for 
vegetarians. It was just salad and pasta. 
Moins de experts et de panelistes qui parfois répétaient le même message 
There were no opportunities for plenary discussion. I understand that this is 
not always productive, however I missed it. 
Discussions can be extended via Skype to those who have not attended our 
meeting in Egypt and Translate to Arabic 
Time for presentations was too short. A lot of interesting data/findings were 
not presented due to time limit. 
Structuring of the discussion groups. More effective use of visual aids. 
Allowing participants to  provide video comments. More viewpoints from 
non Canadian researchers. 
-Identify and strengthen synergy and matching points among projects 
approved under the Fund to help developing effective partnerships and 
outcome delivery. 
Quelques détails : 
- limiter à deux experts par sujet et non 3 et leur laisser quelques minutes de 
plus. 
- Je ne changerais pas le 5 min de présentation des projets, par contre je 
mettrais le marchai© plus tôt dans la conférence.  
- discussions autour des tables un peu plus courtes et varier la méthode 
d'échanger, pas 6x 
A bit more challenging discussions/debates perhaps in the panels, but 
maybe that does not fit with the kind of event that this was. 
Was great 
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It was a great event. 
Time for networking 
Adequate time for discussing way ahead. 
Les aspects techniques pour une meilleure connexion pour permettre aux 
personnes intéressées de pouvoir suivre l'évènement Ã  distance. Par 
exemple, moi, j'ai eu d'énormes difficultés pour me connecter et suivre votre 
évènement. 
Merci 
I mentioned already the integration of gender. It would have been good to 
hear from an external gender expert on the panel. There is still a long way to 
go towards embedding gender equality into this work. 
Give more time to the speakers to give further overview of their projects. I 
felt like they had a lot more to say/share 
the round table discussions. let groups be formed for the day so the 
discussions can flourish. the understanding of time in the discussions could 
be better portrayed 
The welcoming remarks on the first day were far too long. Not reporting 
back from each table after discussion 
Fewer panelists and more time per presenter would allow for better 
engagement on the specifics of the work undertaken.  
The discussion after each panel was interesting, but often was very high level 
because of the lack of details on project specifics. 
One less session and perhaps break the entire group into the main sessions 
gender, nutrition, scale, Draw conclusions form experience and next step. 
Session chairing, having question and answer periods, less repetition of the 
overall findings, and more tangible dialogue on what's next - with the 
Minister. Frank said it was good that the politician came as he is busy, but 
frankly I am busy too and I think it is ridiculous that politicians who serve the 
people do not give more time to listen 
1) On projects where it is viable, to report on the multiplier effect of 
innovations adoption/adaptation 
2) Have national government perspective on how they have been 
strengthened/what they have learned/what they will continue to promote 
post-project. 
Most things we heard were not outside the usual. I wondered how these 
CIFSRF projects were any different from regular Global Affairs-funded 
projects. And, if enough consideration was given to that 'sweet spot' that 
makes them different: whether innovative research methods, multiple 
impacts, use of local knowledge, etc. 
More networking time would be useful--but this would be easier to arrange 
if all participants were booked in the hotel-- but this would obviously add to 
the cost. 
Moreon:1) Where to next? More serious and transparent efforts about how 
many if not most of the initiatives will get continued support. Not clear how 
many will survive (this is key and was missing);2) Clarity on Impact? Will the 
sponsoring partners undertake an impact evaluation after 5-10 years? 
a)Clarity on  extent of government engagement. 
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More time for questions and discussions 
Réduire les échanges en petits groupes et poser des questions aux 
panelistes 
More conferences 
I think it would have been good to have a broader but also targeted  
dissemination of the event. There are many in Ottawa who would have 
benefited but also who would be good to serve as disseminators of the 
CIFSRF lessons and work of IDRC and Global Affairs. 
4 
Could be better to share the report in advance, reduce the presentations to 
a few key ones BUT give them time to present enough data to give people 
better context. Five minutes was too abstract. 
As said earlier, some more time for presentations and mainly direct Q/A 
period with the researchers/their team 
Questions  for table discussions should have changed based on what made 
more sense per session 
. There should have been an opportunity to ask 1-2 clarification questions 
after the 
everything was very good. 
I wonder if it would have been good to switch up the questions following 
each session? Could we have heard more about what didn`t work and what 
we learned from that? While impressive, all the references to the CIFSRF 
numbers became too much to digest. 
video tape presenters who require interpretation to keep the audience 
engaged . 
maybe to have more time for the lunch time because this time helps to 
share with others. 
While acknowledging that there were many projects and a lot of resources 
and innovations to share, I think that 5 mins were just too little to describe 
the work of each project. Perhaps it would have made more sense to have 
the three-presentation combined in one background, 3 approaches and 
comparing results. 
overall satisfied with the event and would therefore not suggest any 
improvement 

7 - The most 

interesting/innovative 

result in CIFSRF / Le 

résultat le plus 

interessant ou 

innovant du FCRSAI  - 

Responses 

  
Answer 

Fish on Farms, gender and transformative approach 
Nanotech!! 
Nanotech and indigenous vegetables projects. 
The ways projects were scaled up and overcame challenges. 
Hard to say. What an interesting program. The DFS is impressive. Vaccines 
too. The most interesting thing would be to see more conclusions and 
lessons learnt from the whole of CIFARF. 
Interaction between participants of different nationalities 
Improvement of nutritional status and health of vulnerable members of the 
society 
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Nano-techology applied to post harvest loss across 6 countries! That is a 
research project worthy of implementation science. 
Projects that reached out higher number of poor-resource smallholder 
farmers. 
Nanotechnologie pour la conservation des fruits 
Hexanal 
I was most interested in the vaccines - I knew less about the topic 
The little packet of yogurt culture. 
Sustainable Agricultural Production 
Double Fortified Salt 
Les discours des différents intervenants 
There are so many. It highlights for me the need to constantly be 
challenging ourselves to work more collectively on innovation and 
innovative practices. 
7.8 million lives impacted directly or indirectly. also, three projects account 
for over 1 million lives (Microveg, Ethiopia, and Cambodia) 
The growing recognition that scaling up projects is not a de facto positive 
for all in all situations. 
More nuance on the specifics of each project, the potential winners and 
losers, and the need to focus less on technological innovations as a panacea, 
but instead, focus on the kernel of the work that presents lessons learned for 
other work. 
Tanzania project. Made sense. Local crop money for farmers. Country had 
policy of vitamin A fortification. No simple way to fortify oil grown at small 
scale. Innovation small scale cheap ways of fortifying on a small scale. 
Alternative environmentally damaging palm oil, Malaysia. I wonder the 
sustainability and would have liked more on its efficacy 
It would be unfair to single out one project. For me, the even showed that 
Canada could easily make a major impact on the world if it created a 
cohesive way for several of these projects/models/innovations to be taken to 
5-10 countries in desperate need, and who are willing to contribute 
themselves even in-kind to their success and continuation. 
The growth of the partnership between IDRC and Global Affairs; the 
contribution and gender analyses of CIFSRF; the identification of research for 
development project new research topics 
There seems to have been a strong effort to capture numbers and results. 
This is my first encounter with CIFSRF-- I'm not really able to comment on 
this. 
Most interesting finding:  
The demonstration how a well-conceived and organized initiative, with 
sustained support and engagement by its sponsors can achieve such a 
multiplicity of initiatives, mix of partners and overall results -- all within an 
existing and evolving policy framework). 
The development and research done by various groups 
hexanal 
Results were innovative 
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Not so much a result but observation. The project results were not especially 
shocking but the  change that has occurred during the last 10 years 
underlines that innovation seems to defy time. Things change or evolve 
faster than a normal project cycle. Maybe we need to look at an agile 
framework for our efforts in international development. 
6 
Post harvest treatment of fruits with Hexanol. Very relevant and likely game 
changer for many farmers and households. Likely to encourage fruit 
consumption. 
Without a doubt in my opinion the hexanal project- it can be used in Canada 
and in global south!!! 
Vaccine, dry bacteria for yoghurt production and hexenal 
The realization that there is a limit to scaling-up beyond which it begins to 
have negative impacts or implications. Maybe scaling-up can be best 
achieved by replicating appropriate scale operations in different regions, and 
that are modified to local needs. 
Fermented foods. Commonly used in the communities, hence use of 
probiotics would be a natural cultural fit. 
I think the vaccine against five diseases is very innovative. But also the 
methodologies implemented for the projects to reach the end-users. 
Gender transformative approaches and overall gender integration in the 
project - it emerged from the discussions that many are still unfamiliar with 
this, and there needs to be more knowledge around how-to address gender 
inequalities, from a minimum effort to more sophisticated approaches. 
Livestock vaccines the approach and implementation 
the collaborative partnerships that were developed 

8 - What are the next 

steps for the future? / 

Quelles sont les 

prochaines étapes 

pour l'avenir? - 

Responses 

  
Answer 

We are implementing projects across Asia and Africa and CIFSRF lesson 
learned will reflected to our projects 
More funding naturally!! 
New line of funding for projects that have impacted more positively. 
The projects we were involved in have created some good partnerships. We 
will pursue through and apply what we've learnt in future projects. Global 
Affairs and IDRC should make efforts at policy feedback and development 
with the various governments and public bodies implicated in CIFSRF. 
Invitation to participate without incurring costs 
Up-scaling of the viable, practical, affordable, profitable and high impact 
innovations 
There is need to put some research on implementation science side of 
CIFSRF. 
Focus on farmer-gender's needs. 
-Identify and integrate key partners from project design to development and 
dissemination, including financial and policy institutions. 
-Strengthen partnerships between farmers, stakeholders, private sectors, 
NGOs, policy makers and end users. 
-Identify and strengthen synergy among projects under the Fund. 
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1-Continuer ÃƒÂ  rapprocher les acteurs de la recherche, sociÃƒÂ©tecivile et 
secteur privÃƒÂ©. 
2- Ã‰FH - bÃƒÂ©nÃƒÂ©ficier de l'expertise des ONG en transformation 

des rapports de force 
3- intÃƒÂ©grer des pratiques plus ÃƒÂ©cologiques. Surprise d'entendre 
parler d'engrais et jamais de compost ni d'approches plus resiliantes aux 
changements Cl 
? 
Fund similar work again - the food crisis is not over 
Considering how to research food security and nutrition issues in fragile and 
humanitarian context 
My future, or your future? 
Community of Practices formation 
Scaling-up the innovations and transfer to other regions. 
La question de la securite alimentaire est toujours d'actualite dans un bonne 
partie du monde et le sera davantage dans le future.  
Merci 
Is Food Security too narrow a lens? The underlying causes of poverty and 
the factors exacerbating it, including climate change, conflict and population 
migration are the current challenges we must face. Perhaps a more multi-
disciplinary research lens could be a part of the next steps. 
ensuring the sustainability and further scaling up of the project. 
Involving policy makers as well as creating more market access and finding 
alternative ways to conserve farmers products 
more integration of projects. imporved mandates for intervetions. All proects 
should have a technology dissemination (GIS, ICT), policy change ( disaster 
prevention, adaptaion policy, climate change), and government (matching 
funds, disaster prevention)  element from the onset of the project. How this 
is approached should remain independent 
Summarizing lessons learned from the discussion to share with participants 
and inform future projects. 
It's critical that this work be levereaged in a clear and coherent manner by 
Global Affairs and other government departments in their work, to ensure 
developmental support and broader policy objectives are in better 
alignment. 
Retire settle move to Florida. CIFSRF Need to see what has continued after 
the donor has left. I believe successes will come from fortification, vaccines, 
governance, vaccines. Less so from crop diversification at household level, 
very small scale animal husbandry or aquaculture. Main routes to improved 
health will come from increased $ to women. 
It felt like IDRC already know this and Global Affairs are not prepared to 
fight for funds to make point 7 happen. A strong case could be made why 
money spent here is better than that political measures for Trade, CIHR, 
reimbursing Dairy Farmers, and delegations to China. Does Canada want to 
make a global impact or not? I'm not convinced. 
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Learn from CIFSRF and share this knowledge as broadly as possible; Inform 
the Canadian public as to how their funds are being invested and what 
results have been achieved. 
CIFSRF prides itself for supporting innovation. You can be more 
adventurous, by creating a 'venture space', to explore things outside the box 
-- new/emerging areas of research; participatory methodologies, etc. We are 
told by Global Affairs we should innovate more, and not be afraid to fail.  
Can Cifsrf help take up that challenge? 
In the early part of my career I was posted as an "operational expert" filling a 
vacant post in the structure of a ministry. Unless the situation has changed 
enormously it would be interesting to expose current civil servants in their 
home countries to the presentations of "farmers"--these are people with 
remarkable achievements. 
1) assess overall needs within CIFSRF(i.e get a good picture of what can 
continue under its own steam, and what is promising but requires sustained 
support;2)once adequately defined, look carefully at what can be scaled up 
to further the reach of benefited poor;3)look to engaging bilateral funding 
from Global Affairs geographic programs and multilateral orgs 
We mus continue CeFSRF. 
mieux cerner les defis et les opportunites de travailler entre la recherche et 
les ONGs, definir un cadre de travail permettant aux deux groupes de mieux 
travailler ensemble. 
Scaling up 
So now that projects are done.. who is tracking where they lead or follow up 
with them?  
Maybe put emphasis on developing engagement among/ between the 
project people to encourage the peer to peer learning.  
New IDRC work can explore: resilience, agility, and how knowledge is shared 
- more broadly not just academically. 
2 
Reading the report and connecting with the expert technology developers. 
Though funded by IDRC from 1996-2002 through the Global CBDC program 
to work on "African community vegetables".Vegetable planting 
manuals/booklets and seeds booklets namely: (1) Gynandropsis gynandra, 
(2) Solanum nigrum, (3) Corchorus olitorious, (4) Clotoraria brevidens, were 
released into the open seed systems market, and are still in use. 
From the little conversation I could have with the hexanal researcher (Jay 
xxxx) it appears that the product is not available in Africa. The results are 
also from only east Africa (Kenya and Tanzania). They should be allowed to 
expand the work to other African countries - South and West-especially after 
this much success. 
More funding for research and scaling up the innovations. The need to share 
consolidated learnings. 
The next steps are to continue searching for further funding to increase the 
scope of what we have accomplished. Fortunately the local NGO with whom 
we worked have enough critical momentum to continue the activities of the 
project with respect to working with policy-makers and with entrepreneurs. 
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Develop business models that can take the innovations to commercial scale. 
crowd in partnerships and leverage investment funds from other actors. 
keep research questions in focus (e.g. income improvement, less drudgery, 
nutrition and small holder farmer focus). inclusive finance, resilience and 
returns for farmers and all value chain actors is key. 
The next step is the collaboration south-south. There are several lessons 
learnt and it is time that methodologies to develop in south countries can be 
adapted and transfer to other countries with similar needs. I think there are a 
good number of methodologies and strategies for working, it is time to 
apply them in south-south collaboration. 
Give some opportunities for reflection around how to work on scaling up 
better and in an integrated way and how to address gender. 
Integrating best practices to other areas 
options for sustainability, expansion to other countries, application at the 
regional level 
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Annex 6. Select photos from the event 
 

VIP event 
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Main event 
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Market place exhibit 
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Photo booth 
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