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THE NEED FOR UK ACTION ON GLOBAL HUNGER
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‘the future dePendS on 
what we do in the PreSent.’  
(GANDHI)

‘we have the meanS; we 
have the caPacity to 
eliminate hunger from the 
face of the earth in our 
lifetime. we need only the 
will.’ (JOHN F. KENNEDy, 1963) 

All around the world, a quiet and 
momentous change is happening – 
people are lifting themselves out of 
poverty. In the past 10 years more 
than 50 million children have started 
going to school in sub-Saharan Africa, 
while deaths from the great killer, 
measles, have fallen by almost 75 per 
cent.1 We are some way along one 
of the most important roads human 
beings have ever travelled – the road 
towards ending extreme poverty 
for everyone, everywhere. We are 
at a tipping point. We could be the 
generation to ensure every woman, 
child and man gets a fair chance  
at life.

There is still, however, a yawning 
gap. There is enough food in the 
world to feed everyone, yet one in 
eight women, men and children go 
to bed hungry every night.2 Each 
year, 2.3 million children die from 
malnutrition;3 women are more likely 
to go hungry compared to men. There 
is enough food to feed everyone, but 
the majority of those going hungry 
are small-scale farmers. Women, who 
represent 60-80 per cent of small 

scale farmers, often have their rights 
to land denied.4 There is enough food 
for everyone, but people cannot 
afford to buy it. Food prices have 
recently been at their highest in 
decades and are increasingly volatile; 
and in developing countries, poor 
people often spend as much as three 
quarters of their income on food. 
Even in the UK, many hardworking 
people struggle to find the money to 
feed their families, with high food 
prices compounding the effects of 
the economic crisis. And our climate 
is changing, making our global future 
increasingly uncertain.

Some countries have made enormous 
strides towards reducing hunger. The 
proportion of hungry people in 
Ethiopia fell from nearly two thirds to 
under half, and in Malawi from 45 to 
23 per cent, in just a decade.5 But the 
world as a whole is failing badly. We 
promised at the millennium that by 
2015 we would halve hunger, but 
there is little prospect of keeping 
that promise.

By failing now, we are failing future 
generations: by 2025 nearly a billion 
young people will face poverty 
because of the damage done to them 
now through hunger and malnutrition.

Yet, no one need be hungry or 
malnourished. Getting enough of 
the right food gives people their 
future and builds the potential for all 
societies to prosper – and there are 
real opportunities to make progress 
towards eradicating hunger. If we 
act to ensure small-scale farmers – 
women and men – can keep hold of 
their land to grow food; if we crack 
down on tax dodgers depriving poor 
countries of resources to ensure 
the right to food; if we work for 
global agreement on new sources 
of climate finance; if all of this is 
underpinned by transparency, rule 
of law and strong institutions; and if 
we fulfil our existing commitments 
of aid to developing countries and 
invest enough of this in agriculture 
and nutrition – then the world has a 
chance to end the scandal of hunger. 
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The UK has a golden opportunity to 
play a leading role in making this 
happen. While one country cannot 
do this alone, in 2013 the UK holds 
a plethora of global leadership roles 
and can lead by example, by changing 
some of its own policies. The UK will 
be chairing the G8 meeting and a 
Food and Hunger Summit, setting the 
agenda and tone for global action. At 
the same time, the world will begin 

to debate a new set of development 
goals to set the ambition and vision 
for the fight against poverty over 
the next decade. The UK Prime 
Minister is playing a lead role as 
panel co-chair advising the Secretary-
General of the United Nations on 
the successor framework to the 
Millennium Development Goals. The 
UK is also chair of a key forum on 
transparency, the Open Government 

Partnership (OGP). All these positions 
that the UK is holding on the global 
stage provide opportunities for action  
in 2013: an imperative that must  
be seized.

And the UK has the ability to 
lead, particularly as 2013 is the 
year the government will meet its 
commitment to fulfil a 43-year-old 
global promise on aid: the first G8 
nation ever to do so. 

Global hunger is a crisis. But crises 
present opportunities – and what 
opportunity for leadership could be 
more compelling than the chance to 
make real progress towards ending 
global hunger? We must seize it.

The prize of doing so would be huge 
– both in terms of the differences 
made to the lives of the hundreds of 
millions of people who will tonight 
go to bed hungry, and to the global 
economy. Tackling child malnutrition 
alone could add US$125bn to the 
global economy each year by 2030. 

if there iS enough 
food for everyone, 
what can be done to 
reduce hunger?

... the uK can lead the 
world in meeting our  
aid commitmentS

aid SaveS thouSandS  
of liveS each day

The UK’s commitment to meeting 
its promise to spend 0.7 per cent 
of national income on aid is a 
crucial part of meeting a range 
of development goals, including 
tackling hunger and food insecurity. 
In addition to tackling the structural 
causes of hunger, it is estimated 
that achieving a world free from 
hunger would cost US$42.7bn a 
year in agricultural investment, 
while addressing the scourge of 
malnutrition would cost US$10bn. 
By honouring existing commitments 
to fund agriculture and providing 
half the funding6 required to tackle 
malnutrition, G8 countries could 
support economic growth through 

OF ALL 
WOMEN, 
MEN AND 
CHILDREN 
GO TO BED 
HUNGRY 
EVERY 
NIGHT

14%
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investing in small-scale farmers, 
particularly women, and in child and 
maternal nutrition. If all developed 
countries met the decades-old 
pledge to provide just 0.7 per 
cent of national income in aid, the 
above investment would easily be 
achievable. Significant progress 
should be made towards this target  
in 2013. The remaining financing 
needed to tackle hunger and 
malnutrition would be financed by 
developing countries, from their own 
tax revenues.

The UK government is, laudably, 
on track to meet its 0.7 per cent 
commitment in 2013 and it is crucial 
that part of this finance is invested 
in interventions that prevent hunger 
and malnutrition. However, to ensure 
that our national commitment to the 
world’s poorest people is sustained 
into the future, it is also important 
for the UK government to enshrine 
0.7 per cent aid in law without delay.

… inveSt in Small-Scale 
farmerS

targeting inveStment 
towardS women farmerS, 
to Provide them with aS 
equal acceSS to reSourceS 
aS men, could reduce the 
number of hungry PeoPle 
by uP to 150 million7

Small farms provide food for a 
staggering one third of the human 
race; over half of the world’s 
undernourished people live on 
and work these farms.8 Instead 
of being supported, small-scale 
farmers – both men and women 
– are all too often being deprived 
of their livelihoods. This danger is 
compounded for women who already 
struggle for equal access to land and 
other resources. Supporting small-
scale farmers is the single biggest 
opportunity to reduce hunger, reduce 
poverty and increase productivity.9 

In addition to public policies, 
investment is also important. 
Countries that spend more public 
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money on agriculture tend to reduce 
hunger more.10 Public funding 
provides small-scale farmers with 
technical advice, cheap credit 
for better-quality seeds or tools 
and access to markets, and allows 
them to get better prepared for 
when weather shocks strike. Simply 
targeting investment towards women 
farmers to provide them with as 
equal access to resources as men 
could reduce the number of hungry 
people by up to 150 million.11

Yet aid to agriculture collapsed in 
recent decades, from 17 per cent 
of all aid in 1980 to under four per 
cent in 2006.12 Since then, there have 
been a number of G8 initiatives – for 
example, the 2009 L’Aquila Initiative 
and the 2012 New Alliance for Food 
Security and Nutrition – but these fall 
far short of what is required. To help 
reach the ambitious goal of ending 
hunger by 2025, established by the 
UN Secretary-General’s Zero Hunger 
challenge, we need to take steps 
towards closing the 51 per cent gap  
in country agriculture investment 

plans (US$27.43bn), for which 
donors would be responsible for half 
(US$14.65bn). The UK’s share for 
supporting this would be US$662m 
[£425m] per year,13 which could come 
out of the UK’s aid budget.

... inveSt in nutrition

the earning Potential of 
malnouriShed children 
under five iS liKely to be 
reduced by nearly one 
quarter

Right now, children’s lives around 
the world are being blighted by 
malnutrition. By not getting the 
right nutrition, their development 
is irreversibly stunted. Yet we 
know what works to stop this: 
health workers promoting exclusive 
breastfeeding and handwashing; 
children and pregnant women taking 
micronutrient supplements; access to 
clean water and sanitation; schools 
providing nutritious food. But like 
agriculture, this is an area that has 
been overlooked in recent decades. 

A relatively small amount of 
investment could make a huge 
difference in this area. It is estimated 
that some countries lose 2–3 per 
cent of their potential GDP because 
of under-nutrition.14 Recent research 
suggests that children under five who 
are malnourished today are likely to 
see their earning potential reduced 
by almost a quarter.15 

Just US$10bn a year could provide 
a package of measures to improve 
nutrition that would reach all 
mothers and children who need help 
in the 36 countries that carry 90 per 
cent of the world’s undernourished 
children. The countries would pay 
half this cost, with donors investing 
US$5bn. The UK’s share would be 
under US$232m [£149m] a year.

UP TO

28%
OF ALL
CHILDREN IN 
DEVELOPING 
COUNTRIES 
ARE
ESTIMATED
TO BE
UNDERWEIGHT
OR STUNTED
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… finance the 
adaPtation to climate 
change that iS maKing it 
harder to grow food

climate change could 
halve croP yieldS by 2020 
in Some african countrieS

Climate change is starting to increase 
the frequency of extreme weather 
events – from floods to droughts – 
spreading disease, undermining 
crop and livestock production, and 
affecting water supplies, and in some 
cases causing irreversible damage. 
Crop yields from agriculture are 
likely to fall dramatically because 
of climate change – by up to half 
by 2020 in some African countries, 
and by up to nearly a third by 2050 
in parts of Asia.16 Further to this, 
extreme weather events could cause 
unpredictable food price spikes, 
disastrous for the poorest people. 

The global community has promised 
money to help poor countries deal 
with climate change, including to S
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reduce greenhouse gas emissions 
and support people to deal with its 
impacts. Many governments including 
the UK have said they will contribute 
their share, and the global Green 
Climate Fund has been set up. But 
progress has been glacial: the fund 
was announced over three years ago 
but is still not up-and-running and 
has no finance. Even worse, it looks 
very likely that climate finance will 
decline from 2013. This is particularly 
foolhardy, as delay now will mean 
vastly more cost later.

Climate finance needs to be 
additional to aid, and therefore new 
‘innovative’ sources of finance have 
a crucial role to play. A promising 
source for this purpose is carbon 
pricing of international shipping.

… enSure comPanieS do 
not dodge the tax they 
owe, So that money 
that iS currently being 
SiPhoned off from Poor 
countrieS iS inStead 
inveSted in tacKling 
hunger

tacKling the corPorate 
tax gaP in develoPing 
countrieS would raiSe 
enough money to Save 
a child’S life every Six 
minuteS.

Public finance is crucial to 
combatting hunger, and taxes are 
the most important, sustainable and 
predictable source of finance for all 
governments including in developing 
countries. African countries with 
broader tax bases have lower levels 
of undernourishment.17

However, multinationals are able to 
avoid paying taxes due in developing 
countries, particularly by using tax 
havens, creating artificial corporate 

structures to shift profits away 
from the real locations of economic 
activity. The sums involved are large. 
The OECD estimates that developing 
countries lose three times more to 
tax havens than they receive in aid 
each year.18 This undermines the 
ability of poor country governments 
to lead their own fights against 
hunger, and reduces citizens’ 
confidence in their governments’ 
ability to provide for them.

Dealing with developing countries’ 
corporation tax gap alone could raise 
enough public revenues to save the 
lives of 230 children under the age of 
five every day.19

Tax haven structures allow 
unscrupulous companies and 
individuals to hide the proceeds of 
corruption or evade tax while the 
beneficiary of this fraud is hidden 
from tax authorities and police. 

THE OECD 
ESTIMATES 
THAT MONEY 
LOST BY 
DEVELOPING 
COUNTRIES 
TO TAX 
HAVENS
IS UP TO
THREE TIMES 
THE GLOBAL 
AID BUDGET
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Shining a light on this secrecy, 
through a new transparency 
convention, would help developing 
countries to collect tax for 
investment in challenging hunger 
and to pursue corruption effectively. 
Despite the rhetoric, existing 
initiatives to stem tax dodging in the 
UK and on the global stage, mediated 
through recent G8 and G20 meetings, 
have left the problem largely 
untouched. 

Developed and developing countries 
alike have become increasingly 
vocal on the need for root and 
branch reform of the international 
tax system. We need to reboot 
international action against tax haven 
secrecy at the 2013 G8, and ensure 
that the UK puts its own house in 
order first, making sure our own  
tax regime makes it harder for  
UK companies and individuals 
to dodge their due taxes in the 
developing world.

… Prevent farmerS  
from being forced  
off their land

an area of land the Size 
of london iS being Sold 
or leaSed in develoPing 
countrieS every Six dayS

Private investment in developing 
countries has major potential as an 
important driver of development, 

and some companies are doing the 
right thing in poor countries: such as 
creating jobs and training farmers to 
improve yields; getting produce to 
market; upholding workers’ rights; 
respecting rights to land and water; 
and avoiding overburdening small-
scale farmers with risks. However, 
as foreign investors do deals on large 
amounts of land in poor countries – 
an area the size of London is being 
sold or leased every six days – these 

 AN AREA THE  

 SIZE OF  
 LONDON
 IS BOUGHT UP EVERY

6 DAYS
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deals are all too often leading to 
harmful ‘land grabs’ that are forcing 
farmers and communities off their 
land. Land deals have boomed since 
2008, when global commodity price 
rises made land more profitable. 
Around a fifth of farmland in Senegal 
and Sierra Leone, nearly a third in 
Liberia and over half in Cambodia has 
been acquired by companies.  
The speed and scale of growth 
in large-scale land acquisitions is 

outpacing the ability of governments 
to oversee this adequately, leading 
to poor people losing out in far too 
many cases.

The right kind of investment can 
benefit small-scale producers, but 
the current wave of land deals 
is ‘damaging the food security, 
incomes, livelihoods and environment 
for local people,’ according to a UN 
analysis.20 Women are particularly 

vulnerable, given their lack of 
rights to land, unequal voice and 
representation in decision making. 
Impacts on women are also likely to 
be more severe, being less educated 
and having fewer economic assets. 

Shockingly, rather than supporting 
domestic food production, around 
two thirds of foreign land investors 
intend to export everything they 
produce on the land.21 Currently much 
land is being left idle as investors 
wait for the value to increase, 
planning to resell.

This issue needs to be tackled by 
global players. The World Bank 
has a particular role to play in 
preventing irresponsible ‘land grabs’, 
as it supports much investment in 
this area. The UK can use its G8 
presidency to make progress. It 
should also continue to actively 
support implementation of the 
existing, strong UN Voluntary 
Guidelines on Governance of Tenure.

… Put an end to land 
being uSed to grow fuel 
for carS, driving uP the 
Price of food

the uK burnS enough food 
aS fuel to feed 10 million 
PeoPle every year

One major reason for land grabbing 
that displaces men and women small-
scale farmers is the recent expansion 
of biofuel production. As much as 58 
per cent of global land acquisitions 
in recent years are estimated to have 
been to produce crops that could be 
used for biofuels.22 This reduces land 
available for farming, pushing food 
prices higher and higher.

Biofuel production globally has 
increased six-fold from 2000 to 
2010, a trend set to continue.23 This 
is the result of targets set with the 
intention of combatting climate 
change, such as the EU’s target to 
source 10 per cent of transport fuels 
from renewable sources. But this 
target is mainly being fulfilled with 
land-based biofuels – crops burned 

OF GLOBAL 
LAND
ACQUISITIONS 
IN RECENT 
YEARS HAVE 
BEEN TO 
PRODUCE 
CROPS THAT 
COULD BE 
USED FOR 
BIOFUELS. 
THIS REDUCES 
THE LAND 
AVAILABLE TO 
GROW FOOD

58%
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as biofuels in the UK are enough to 
feed 10 million people every year.24 
Many land-based biofuels emit more 
greenhouse gases than conventional 
petrol. This is because forests and 
other vegetation, which help to 
keep carbon in the ground, are 
cleared when agriculture is displaced 
onto new land, as farmland is used 
to grow biofuel crops instead of 
food. However, the EU’s method 
for calculating the climate impact 
of biofuels does not take these 
emissions into account.

In recognition of these challenges, 
the EU has proposed to change its 
biofuel target, but those proposals do 
not go far enough – biofuels targets 
should be scrapped because they are 
fuelling hunger. Meanwhile, the UK is 
increasing the amount of food being 
burned in petrol tanks while poor 
families go hungry.
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… PuSh buSineSSeS and 
governmentS to be 
tranSParent about 
their affairS So that 
citizenS can hold to 
account the Powerful 
PlayerS in the food 
SyStem

tranSParency and 
accountability are vital 
within the global food 
SyStem, aS conSiderable 
Power iS concentrated 
in a Small number of 
multinational comPanieS

Decisions that have an impact 
on the lives of millions of small-
scale producers are usually taken 
behind closed doors, without the 
participation of those affected. Lack 
of transparency about contracts 
and revenues relating to land deals 
prevents local communities from 
knowing who is acquiring their land 
and for what purpose. If women and 
men farmers do not know about 
proposals to acquire their land, they 

stand little chance of organising 
themselves in opposition or receiving 
proper compensation. 

More broadly, if developing country 
governments do not publish their 
budgets and details of how they 
spend the taxes collected, then 
poor communities cannot make 
sure that promises are being kept, 
check how money is spent to ensure 
their children get the services they 
need, or point to where the money 
has gone astray. If companies do 
not report on the impact of their 
activities, they cannot be held to 
account for their impacts on the food 
system beyond the bottom line. 

Transparency and accountability are 
all the more vital given that, within 
the global food system, considerable 
power is concentrated in a small 
number of multinational companies 
controlling food production, trading, 
processing, retail and more.
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the unique oPPortunity  
to act on hunger

All this adds up to a global food 
system of rigged rules and deep 
inequalities that allows a few 
to make billions while leaving 
hardworking poor farmers – 
especially women and their 
children – and vulnerable and 
ordinary people everywhere to  
face the highest food prices in  
a generation.  

Markets are part of the solution, but 
as UK Prime Minister David Cameron 
has said, this does not mean ‘a naïve 
belief that all government has to do 
is to step back and let capitalism rip’. 
Making the market work well for all 
requires effective government action.

Tackling hunger from its very 
roots cannot be done through a 
silver bullet. But 2013 provides an 
important opportunity for the UK 
to take the lead in making changes 
in four areas – aid, land, tax and 
transparency – that would start to 
make real inroads into the problem. 

2013 will not be the end of hunger, 
but it could be the beginning of  
the end. 

As the UK Prime Minister has said: 
‘It is only when people can get a 
job and a voice that they can take 
control of their own destiny and build 
a future free from poverty.’ However, 
a person cannot get to this point if 
she is weakened by constant gnawing 
hunger, if she falls ill because her 
body does not have the nutrients it 
needs, if she is spending all she has 
on healthcare for her undernourished 
children, if she cannot access the 
resources she needs to earn more 
money on her land, or if her land is 
taken away from her. It doesn’t have 
to be like this – there is enough food 
in the world for everyone. The UK 
must act, while the global stage is 
ours – it is the right thing to do, and 
it is possible. 2013 can be the year we 
change the future.

 OF GLOBAL
 TRADE IN
 GRAIN IS 
 CONTROLLED
 BY FIVE
 COMPANIES

90%
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the uK can lead the world to Start ending  
hunger during 2013…

… if the uK leadS the world to inveSt in  
Small-Scale farmerS, nutrition and climate

The UK government should:

a) Ensure the G8 makes strides 
towards a world free from 
hunger, by:

• Mobilising Development 
Assistance Committee (DAC) 
donors to commit to funding 
the 51 per cent gap in country 
agriculture plans, including 
the Comprehensive Africa 
Agriculture Development 
Programme (CAADP), as 
detailed in the 2012 G8 
accountability report 
(US$27.43bn). Donors are 
responsible for half of the 
total (US$14.65bn). Donors 
should also undertake to help 
support the development of 
new country plans for those 
countries yet to get involved, 

and that no good plan should  
not be implemented for want  
of resources.

• Making commitments to support 
country plans submitted by 
Scaling Up Nutrition countries 
(for a package of direct nutrition 
interventions) on the scale of 
US$5bn per year until 2015.

 The UK contribution to 
achieving this should be to:

• Fulfil existing commitments  
to spend 0.7 per cent of 
national income on aid by  
2013 and bring forward 
legislation in or before the  
2013 Queen’s Speech. 

• Commit to spend at least an 
additional US$661.7m per year 
[£425m] in sustainable small-
scale agriculture to achieve 
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food security for over 418,500 
people annually.  

• Commit to spend US$232.3m 
[£149m] per year to prevent child 
and maternal malnutrition in the 
36 high burden countries.

b)	 Ensure	finance	is	mobilised	for	
climate adaptation

• Push for global agreement 
on mobilising new sources of 
climate finance, additional to 
aid, in particular by taking a lead 
on agreeing the delivery of an 
effective and fair international 
shipping mechanism.

• Demonstrate commitment to 
other innovative sources of 
finance for climate change, 
and encourage those who have 
committed to mobilising new 
sources of finance to invest 
these in tackling climate change.

• Agree that 50 per cent of global 
climate finance will be allocated 
to adaptation, prioritising 
delivery through direct access – 
particularly through the Green 

Climate Fund on which the UK 
has a board seat.

… if the uK leadS the 
world to enable 
countrieS to raiSe 
tax revenue to tacKle 
hunger

The UK government should:

a) Change UK rules to help ensure 
developing countries receive 
the taxes they are due

• Introduce a requirement in 
the UK’s Disclosure of Tax 
Avoidance Schemes regulations 
for companies and wealthy 
individuals to report their use 
of tax schemes that impact on 
developing countries.

• When such schemes are 
recognised under these or  
other mechanisms, notify 
developing countries’ tax 
authorities, and assist in the 
recovery of that tax.

b) Take a lead on improving global 
tax transparency

• Launch a Convention on Tax 
Transparency at the G8, to 
reinvigorate the global challenge 
to tax havens. The Convention 
would prevent companies and 
individuals from hiding wealth, 
by initiating a global standard for 
public registration of ownership 
of companies and trusts.

• Push tax havens to sign the 
Convention on Tax Transparency 
and join the Convention that 
supports multilateral exchange 
of tax information. Commit to 
taking countermeasures against 
tax havens that fail to participate 
by the end of 2013.

• Introduce country-by-country 
reporting for all sectors within 
the G8’s jurisdiction and push 
for country-by-country as a new 
global accounting standard.

… if the uK leadS the 
world to enSure fair 
and SuStainable uSe  
of land

The UK government should:

a) Work to improve governance of 
large-scale land acquisitions

• Push for the World Bank 
to review the impact of its 
funding of land acquisitions 
on communities and the 
environment, and change its 
policies to make sure they 
prevent land grabs. World Bank 
lending involving large-scale land 
acquisitions should be frozen for 
six months to provide space to 
start this process.

• Put land grabbing on the 
agenda of the G8; promote G8 
action to improve governance, 
transparency and accountability 
in land agreements; and press 
for G20 discussions on this issue.

• Push for implementation of 
all relevant aspects of the 
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UN Voluntary Guidelines 
on land tenure, and ensure 
renegotiation of the principles 
on responsible agricultural 
investment at the UN 
Committee for Food Security 
reflects the fact that good 
investment must work for  
poor communities.

b) End support for damaging 
biofuels policies

• Scrap the UK target to have  
five per cent biofuel in  
transport fuel.

• Lobby for zero land-based 
biofuel to count towards the 
EU’s 10 per cent renewable 
energy in transport target, and 
for the true scale of carbon 
emissions from biofuels to be 
accounted for at the EU level, 
by including ‘indirect land use 
change’ in calculations.

• Contribute to the expected 
European Commission (EC) 
assessment of the social and 
environmental impact of the 

European biofuels mandate 
outside the EU, ensuring it 
recognises their impact on food 
security and land rights.

… if the uK leadS the 
world to be more 
tranSParent about 
tacKling hunger

The UK government should:

a) Corporate accountability

• Strengthen the reporting 
requirements in the UK 
Companies Act to include 
a specific requirement for 
companies to report on the 
full range of their social and 
environmental impact, including 
their human rights impact. Back 
this up with robust guidance 
and enforcement mechanisms to 
ensure companies comply.

• Ensure that EU legislation on 
corporate reporting includes 
a specific requirement for the 
same reporting. 

b) Use its G8 presidency to 
improve transparency in  
the use of land and other 
resources	to	benefit	
poor people and support 
sustainable, equitable growth

• Promote action to improve 
governance, transparency 
and accountability in land 
agreements.

c) Budget transparency

• Encourage all G8 countries 
to join the OGP, commit to 
providing ‘extensive’ budget 
information and the highest 
standards of citizen participation 
in budgeting and support, and 
encourage other countries to do 
the same, in particular working 
with the G20 Anti-Corruption 
Working Group.

• Work with other OGP members 
to include a commitment in the 
Open Government Declaration 
for countries to publish a full 
breakdown of all government 

revenues (including tax and 
development assistance) and 
expenditures in a way that is 
understandable and accessible 
to all citizens, and to improve 
on their fiscal transparency 
performance year on year.
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hunger: the ShocKing truth
the world haS enough food for everyone, yet 
not everyone haS enough food to live.

One in eight people on this planet are living with the pain of hunger. More 
than 2 million children die every year because they can’t get enough to eat, 
and millions more face a life of lost potential, stunting and pain. And yet our 
planet provides enough food for everyone. It’s unfair, it’s unjust, and the 
truth is – it’s totally preventable.

enoughfoodif.org




