
aimed to develop social gastronomy methods, promote
sustainable meals while empowering lower socio-economic
households with sustainable, healthy, and affordable cooking
practices. Interventions included community-based solutions
e.g. meals, gardening, and food courses.
Description of the problem:
Promoting sustainable diets with a low environmental impact
contribute to food security and health for present and future
generations (FAO, 2010). More households in affluent
countries like Denmark are faced with food security challenges
due to poverty and increasing expenses. Diabetes and
marginalization are prevalent. The project engaged residents
in food related activities to promote social wellbeing and
sustainable meals. The project addressed food and garden
activities relevant for specific groups of residents and ways of
integrating sustainable cooking practices into community food
practices.
Results:
Solutions were local food initiatives to promote affordable,
climate friendly and healthy diets using surplus food from
retailers specifically fruits and vegetables combined with
affordable legumes. Initiatives integrated community meals,
food courses and urban gardening, increasing social wellbeing
and improving nutrition.
Lessons:
Combining people’s own recipes with sustainable ones
empowers and recognizes food cultures and skills related to
sustainable meals. We used innovative collaboration between a
housing organization and a nutrition education, where
students collaborated with residents to create sustainable
food practices.
Key messages:
� Social gastronomy activities can inspire and increase access

to healthy, sustainable, and affordable meals amongst low-
income households.

� Combining different food initiatives appeal to different
target groups and inspire more sustainable and nutritious
meals.
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Introduction:
The Green Climate Fund (GCF) is the largest public climate
fund, it claims to use an innovative approach in climate
adaptation actions, however, it has faced significant criticism
since its inception. 2016-2025 is the Decade of Action on
Nutrition and climate change’s impact on food security is one
of the biggest threats to human health. Current models predict
that Africa will be the most affected continent. Food security is
a polyhedric concept that requires definitions and indicators to
acquire meaning and provide in-field applications.
Methods:
Among the GCF’s projects the ones that address the result area
‘‘health, food, and water security’’ in the African countries
have been selected. The means of verification (MoV) has been
searched in every funding proposal, simplified approval
process, and other relevant documents, if not found, were
requested to the Fund and local managers. Projects have been
divided into ‘International’ or ‘Local’ based on GCF’s
definitions. The study also sought to identify the food security
definition adopted by the Fund and reviewed available food
security indicators.

Results and discussion:
21 projects, amounting to an investment of $887.2 million,
met the criteria. National projects accounted for 17% of the
investment, while international projects comprised the
remaining $733 million. 7 of the 21 projects (circa 40% of
the funds invested) did not provide measurable food security
outcomes. The majority of the projects provided some
measurable outcome but it is rarely possible to know how
this will be measured, as only 3 projects, all from the World
Food Program (WFP), declared their MoVs. The GCF seems to
not adopt a clear definition of food security. The WFP’s
indicators, while validated for caloric adequacy, are not
consistently validated for micronutrient deficiencies and
other health outcomes.
Conclusions:
Insufficient information on monitoring and evaluation may
raise further concerns about the GCF’s governance.
Key messages:
� Food security is a poliedric concept that requires defintions

and indicators to acquire meaning and provide in-field
applications, evaluation processes are essential to detect
real adaptation.

� The Green Climate Fund is the largest public climate fund,
it claims to use an innovative approach in climate
adaptation actions but it seems to lack robust monitoring
and evaluation processes.
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Background:
School food programs (SFP) are essential to promoting healthy
eating in children. Canada lacks a federally funded and
standardized SFP, resulting in a patchwork of SFP offerings.
We examined SFP availability and compliance with Alberta
Nutrition Guidelines for Children and Youth (ANGCY) in
elementary schools from different socioeconomic settings.
Methods:
Data were collected from 2 repeat cross-sectional surveys between
2008-2021: (1) REAL Kids Alberta (Raising healthy Eating and
Active Living Kids in Alberta), a provincially representative
population-based survey; and (2) APPLE Schools (A Project
Promoting healthy Living for Everyone in Schools), a health
promotion intervention targeting elementary schools in socio-
economically disadvantaged settings. School principals reported
on availability and compliance of breakfast/snack and lunch
programs with ANGCY. School-level socioeconomic character-
istics included: Pampalon index (from Census data) and rural/
small vs. large population centre (PC).
Results:
Provincially, less than 50% schools offered breakfast/snack
program. Lunch program was offered in over 85% schools.
Over half of SFP complied with ANGCY by including 3-4 food
groups (breakfast/snack: 62%, lunch: 52%). SFP availability in
more vs. less deprived schools increased over time (2008: 25%
vs. 26%, 2014: 58% vs. 40%). More schools located in rural/
small vs. large PC offered SFP and availability increased over
time (2008: 29 % vs. 18%, 2014: 56% vs. 46%). There were no
consistent trends in compliance of SFP by socioeconomic
characteristics. SPF availability and compliance in APPLE
Schools improved from 68% to 73% and 53% to 68%,
respectively. SPF availability was higher in more vs. less
deprived APPLE schools (Y1: 85% vs. 54%, Y6+: 78% vs.
69%).
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