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The comments presented by the debaters bring very important reflections on the exercise of dialogue 
between the different sectors and, as well stated, it is not possible to speak of intersectoral mecha-
nisms without reclaiming the historical contextcontext, specifically from 2003 on, when actions in 
food and nutritional security were included as a priority on Brazil’s social development agenda and 
the discussions spearheaded by Brazilian National Council for Food and Nutritional Security (CON-
SEA) and the presence of the Zero Hunger Strategy made it possible to put into practice intersectoral 
mechanisms in the areas of the fight against hunger and food and nutrition.

In the context of food and nutrition security, the Brazilian National School Feeding Program 
(PNAE) takes the opposite approach to the predominant agrifood model in Brazil. It’s believed that 
the policies targeted specifically to family farming help respond to the problems of the population’s 
food and nutrition insecurity, particularly of the most vulnerable groups. As emphasized in the article, 
some studies on the link between PNAE and family farming have already identified positive results: 
increases in income and better living conditions of farmers, crop diversification and increases in pro-
duction, and improvements in school feeding with a greater supply of fruits and vegetables.

Besides, in addition to promoting economic activities such as employment and income genera-
tion, school feeding programs are already recognized, in Brazil and in many other countries, as an 
important health and education strategy for the promotion of food and nutrition security, food sov-
ereignty, environmental preservation and fight against social inequality 1.

Finally, it is understood that the construction, implementation, and execution of policies are the 
result of a a set of highly complex factors. In this sense, it is important to take advantage of moments 
of social and institutional change (debate, forums, governments) that allow the legitimacy, recogni-
tion and adequate use of resources. According to Hawkes et al. 2 and Grisa & Schneider 3, coalitions 
of actors and sectors that succeed in taking advantage of such opportunities can generate new public 
policies on the government agenda. 

Therefore, intersectoral mechanisms must be encouraged and strengthened by the development of 
a common agenda that reflects, in a coordinated way, the different interests, objectives and principles of 
the various actors and institutions involved, without fear of incorporating bold ideas, as was reported by 
some actors in this study. Although Brazil has a set of public policies targeted to family farming, it is still 
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necessary to strengthen the dialogue and to formulate coordinated agendas among the agriculture, 
education and health sectors, in the various levels.

The two debaters underscore the importance of Brazil’s strides in the establishment of policies 
related to food and nutrition security, to PNAE, to public food procurement, among other related to 
these issues. Adjustments and improvements are still necessary, specifically in purchases from family 
farming by PNAE, ranging from improvements in infrastructure and staff training in schools, techni-
cal assistance and improvement of farmers’ capacities, resolution of bottlenecks in delivery logistics, 
and training nutritionists in the development of nutritionally adequate menus that reflect local farm 
production and food culture. 

In addition, as discussed in the article and by the debaters, the procurement products of family 
farming is just one of the strategies of PNAE, and it should be accompanied by many others established 
by the program, such as food and nutrition education in a continuous and comprehensive, included 
in the school curriculum, educational school gardens, strengthening of social control, among others.

It is also important to have more quantitative and qualitative monitoring and evaluation studies 
of PNAE that assess the nutritional status and food consumption of the students and the nutritional 
quality of the menus offered. It would also be important to develop methodologies to measure and 
evaluate the effect of agrarian and educational policies on the on the health of its beneficiaries. Only 
through the provision of robust evidence can policymakers prioritize the most effective way of ensur-
ing that interventions targeting these sectors actually lead to improvements in the health and educa-
tion of the Brazilian population for the future.

Without a doubt, the strategy to link family farming to government purchases, more specifically 
to the PNAE, constitutes an important step towards strengthening food and nutritional security and 
achievement of the human right to adequate food, both for farmers and the beneficiaries of school 
feeding. Brazil was one of the pioneers in the implementation of this initiative and has even served 
as a model for other countries. As pointed out in the article and mentioned by the debaters, this 
strategy is not exempt from challenges and there are still several bottlenecks to be solved, especially 
at the local level. However, there is no doubt about the strides made and the positive effects, and it is 
necessary to guarantee the essential human and financial resources to make further progress and to  
prevent setbacks.
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