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WHA Global Nutrition Targets 2025
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S0% REDUCTION
OF ANAEASA IN WOMEN OF
REPRODUCTIVE AGE

30% REDUCTION IN
LOWY BINTH WEIGHT

NO INCREASE IN
CHLOHOCOD OVERWDIGHT

INCREASE THE HATE OF
EXCLUSIVE BREASTFEEDING
IN THE HRST 6 MONTHS UP 38%

TO AT LEAST 50%

REDUCE AND
CHILOKOOD
TOLESS THAN S

162 million =100 million

40% Stunting

50% Anemia

30% LBW

No Change

50% EBF

<5% Wasting
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Why Food
Safety

Chicago Dept. public health



The Goal!
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Causes of FBD

Is this the real picture

or we have
evidence/Data gap?

g;@*i;FEED FUTURE Biological Chemical
B . b Hurg Havelaar et al., 2015




Nutritional Status

Key factors affecting Nutritional Status

Kablan A.



Food Safety Impact on Nutrition & Health

v’ Diarrheal diseases---Wasting
v’ Stunting

v Development

v Well-being

v Mortality

v Morbidity
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Economic Impacts of Food Safety-Direct

v Loss of life

v’ Lost productivity

v Loss of leisure & travel opportunities
v Health Care system

v’ Loss of income

v Funeral cost
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Economic Impacts of Food Safety-Indirect

v’ Costs of averting illness
v Disutility of illness
v Cost to the Nations & Government

v’ Costs to business and Industry
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Global donor efforts so far!!

» Aflatoxin/Mycotoxin focused

»Driven predominantly by trade outcomes, rather than nutrition/health

outcomes

»Unclear how investments impact domestic markets and local
consumers
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www.feedthefuture.gov

akablan@usaid.gov



http://www.feedthefuture.gov/
mailto:akablan@usaid.gov

Paying the price

2 50 Trillions

1.25
0
Smoking Armed violence, Obesity Alcoholism llliteracy
war and terrorism
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Figure 1. Food safety metrics conceptual framework.

FOODBORNE HAZARDS
AND RISKS

Public
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Export
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FOOD SAFETY SYSTEM
PERFORMANCE

League
table

Risk-based
framework
Indicators

FOODBORNME DISEASE
OUTCOMES

Other

Health considerations

outcomes
Economic

outcomes

Food Safety working paper ,ANH, 2018 ¢




Real Cost of FBD? What are the various dimensions and complexity associated with determining this?

What are the other health consequences of FBD that have not been studies/considered in the economic cost
analysis ?

If you take other similar models done for estimating cost of other diseases (e.g. Obesity) —Think DALY and
QALY



