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T
he World Health Organization (WHO) 
defines food security as “when all 
people at all times have access to 
sufficient, safe, and nutritious food to 

maintain a healthy and active life.”1 The World 
Food Program USA points out that increasing 
global levels of food security will “mean a 
more prosperous, healthy, and just world.”2

Making the world more prosperous, healthy, 
and just has the potential to exert a positive 
impact beyond the people who would 
directly benefit from becoming more food 
secure. The World Food Program USA’s 
Roadmap Policy Brief 2015 opens with a 
quote from Sen. Lindsey Graham (R-SC),
 
Every child we can save, every community 
we can build up becomes a potential 
customer for American businesses.3

Besides having a positive influence on 
individuals, increasing the efficiency of food 
production and consumption will result in 
wasting fewer resources. Making the food 
system more efficient can have a significant 
impact on the security of the environment as 
well as on individuals and communities.

American companies understand that 
strengthening individuals, communities, 
and ecosystems around the globe is good 
for business. To help the private sector 
contribute solutions to society’s challenges, 
the U.S. Chamber of Commerce Foundation 
Corporate Citizenship Center (CCC) 
established its Food Security Issue Network 
to achieve the following:

 Amplify the voice of business and 
educate strategic stakeholders on topics 
such as the modern agriculture system,  
 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
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hidden hunger, food deserts, packaging, 
and food waste.

 Increase the dialogue and information on 
topics related to sustainable agriculture, 
resilient supply chains, nutrition, 
economic resiliency, and empowerment.

 Convene businesses and other 
stakeholders to drive innovation and 
collaboration to more quickly overcome 
the challenges and obstacles to achieve 
food security on a global scale. 

In this report, Mapping the Food Security 
Landscape, CCC researched the different 
types of food security work performed 

by nonprofits, NGOs, foundations, and 
government agencies so that companies can 
identify new and compelling ways they can 
support this type of programming. 

Comprehensive lists of food security 
programs are already available from 
organizations like the United Nation’s 
Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO), 
the World Food Programme (WFP), and 
the United States Agency for International 
Development (USAID). 

While those lists can be illustrative, they may 
omit analysis that would allow individuals 
to investigate how those organizations 
approach the problem of food security 
and their thematic concentrations. This 
project looks to complement that work by 
including information and analysis to allow 
anyone, particularly businesses, to make 
better decisions about how to develop 
and accelerate their own food security 
programming.

Mapping the Food Security Landscape 
begins with a brief history of food security, 
along with a description of food security 
today. After explaining the research 
methodology, the report outlines some 
significant findings, including the differences 
in how the organizations define food security 
and the various types of projects they 
launch. It concludes with thoughts for future 
work and collaboration. While this analysis is 
not considered to be exhaustive, it is meant 
to be representative of the space.

CCC is hosting a public, Web-based version 
of the database of the organizations featured 
in this analysis, available at 
http://uschamberfoundation.org/foodsecurity. 
The database lists all 70 organizations 
profiled, including their definition of food 
security, topics of concentration, examples 
of projects, and links to their websites. We 
encourage individuals interested in learning 
more about this project, or CCC’s food 
security work in general, to visit our main 
page at www.uschamberfoundation.org.
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G
lobal communities experienced 
significant changes in 1948. The 
postwar world brought with it 
upheaval and turmoil as nations in 

Asia and Africa threw off the last vestiges 
of European imperialism. In Europe, 
the long reconstruction following World 
War II had only just begun. Globally, the 
ideological conflict between capitalism and 
socialism started to simmer in the absence 
of a common foe and caused significant 
struggles in most of Eastern Europe, Greece, 
and Turkey. 

These events formed the backdrop for the 
UN’s Declaration of Human Rights, which 
offered 30 Articles outlining the rights that 
should be afforded to all of the world’s 
citizens.4 Many of these Articles establish 
legal rights and many Americans would 
recognize them as present in the U.S. 

Constitution, including the rights of legal 
recognition as a person, freedom from 
slavery, property ownership, and peaceful 
assembly.

Other Articles, however, go further than 
protections provided in the U.S. Constitution. 
For example, Article 25 states, “Everyone 
has the right to a standard of living adequate 
for the health and well-being of himself 
and of his family, including food, clothing, 
housing and medical care and necessary 
social services.” Among other descriptions, 
this is known as the “Right to Food” and is 
one of the first global calls that food security 
needed to be a cooperative goal for all 
nations and businesses.

The United States played a major role in 
food security in 1948, especially with the 
adoption of the Marshall Plan. The Marshall 

FOOD SECURIT Y BACKGROUND
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Plan was designed to help reconstruct 
postwar Europe. Correcting immediate 
and chronic food shortages and fixing the 
food supply was a major part of that plan, 
amounting to $3.2 billion in food, feed, 
and fertilizer.5 Although this was a federal 
government project, the American private 
sector played a significant role, both as 
suppliers of these materials and as experts 
and volunteers who helped rebuild Europe 
and increase its food security.

1948 also saw the establishment of two 
institutions that illustrated aspects of food 
security besides hunger and starvation. First, 
the UN Development Group established 
the World Health Organization (WHO). At its 
inception, WHO listed its first priorities as 
malaria, tuberculosis, sexually transmitted 
infections, and nutrition. Since then, food 
safety and security have remained high 
on WHO’s list of priorities, because the 
organization sees good nutrition as a way to 
reduce morbidity and mortality and promote 
and encourage sustainable development.

The second institution to get its start in 1948 
was Fresh Kills Landfill on Staten Island, 
New York. After its formation, Fresh Kills 
quickly became the largest landfill in the 
world, eventually growing to 3,000 acres 
and topping nearly 200 feet in some places. 
By many measures, it became the largest 
man-made structure in the world.6 Recent 
estimates suggest that food waste is 14.6% 
of municipal solid waste (MSW). After taking 
out materials that are recycled, particularly 
paper and metals, food waste is responsible 
for nearly 25% of all MSW.7 By the time 
Fresh Kills closed in 2001, between 420 and 
750 acres of it was decomposing food waste. 
This waste included billions of calories and 
nutrients that could have been used to feed 
the food insecure around the world. 
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T
he most up-to-date and well-
regarded measure of global food 
insecurity comes from the partnership 
between the Food and Agriculture 

Association of the UN (FAO), the World Food 
Programme (WFP), and the International 
Fund for Agricultural Development (IFAD) 
in their annual report called State of Food 
Insecurity in the World. The most recent of 
those reports found that around the world, 
where quality food supplies are unavailable, 
inaccessible, underutilized, or unstable, 
about 795 million people are undernourished 
globally. This number is about an 18% 
decrease compared with the rate in1990.8 

Greater progress may become more 
elusive because the hundreds of millions 
of people who suffer from food insecurity 
suffer it for different reasons, including 
a lack of resources, population growth, 
political instability, or natural disasters. As 
the underlying issues of food security have 
evolved since 1948, they center on what the 
FAO has recognized as availability, access, 
utilization, and stability.9 

At a fundamental level, food security is 
about food availability—the ability to plant, 
cultivate, grow, and harvest food. While 
the world is capable of feeding its 7 billion 

THE FOOD SECURIT Y LANDSCAPE
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inhabitants, the global population continues 
to grow and resources face stronger 
constraints. According to the United States 
Department of Agriculture (USDA), the 
growth of per capita calories available in the 
United States, which grew 25% from 1980 to 
2000, has stalled since then at about 3,900 
calories.10 Improving agricultural techniques 
and effectively stewarding resources, 
especially water, is key to growing the 
capacity of people around the world to grow 
food.11

Once food has been grown, raised, or 
processed, people need to have access to it. 
Barriers to access come in a variety of forms, 
including infrastructure, safety, economics, 
politics, and natural disasters. The world’s 
poor often do not have access to food. 
Many do not have the ability to purchase 
it and often live in food deserts, where 
nutrient dense food can be difficult to find. 
Many food deserts are in obvious locations 
where political and social infrastructures 
have broken down, but they also exist in the 
United States where more than 6.5 million 
children live in food deserts.12 

Food utilization focuses on whether food is 
nutritionally balanced and offers everything 
that the body needs to remain healthy. Many 
organizations consider low-nutrient foods to 
contribute to hidden hunger, as it impacts 
people who may be eating a sufficient 
number of calories so that they do not appear 
emaciated, but the nutrient load of the food 
they receive is quite poor. Hidden hunger 
can range from children who do not receive 
sufficient important nutrients for physical 
development, such as iodine, iron, and 

vitamin A, to adults whose diets lack nutrients 
for sustained physical and mental health.13

The infrastructure that secures food 
availability, access, and utilization must be 
made resilient and stable. One of the biggest 
consequences of poor food infrastructure 
is food waste. According to the World 
Resources Institute, about one-third of all 
food produced by weight is wasted in either 
production or consumption. In production, 
food can be wasted by inefficient farming and 
harvesting techniques, good storage options, 
and the amount of time and resources 
required to get the food to market.14

As for consumption, particularly in 
developed countries where food is relatively 
cheaper, the percentage of food wasted can 
get closer to 40%. This is primarily due to 
consumption habits, including rejecting food 
that is safe but aesthetically poor, wasting 
prepared food, and relying too heavily on 
sell-by dates to determine freshness.    

Infrastructure is also important to secure 
safe food. Diarrhea kills 1.5 million children 
a year, and much of that comes from 
contaminated food and water. That number 
does not include the additional millions of 
people who suffer long-term health problems 
from unsafe food.15 The Food and Drug 
Administration only physically examined 
2.1% of the 10 million shipments of food 
into the United States in 2010. Even as 
that proportion grows, the measures of 
food safety that companies use to secure 
their products, both domestically and 
internationally, are crucial to food security 
and safety.



    U.S. Chamber of Commerce Foundation        7

H
undreds, if not thousands, of 
organizations exist to help solve 
those four food security issues 
that the FAO recognizes. Any 

company that wants to get involved in 
achieving a food secure future must decide 
who to work with, what aspect of food 
security is most important, and where to 
direct the company’s attention. They also 
need to determine how they will measure 
success, as they do with all their stakeholder 
partnerships. CCC set out to help companies 
achieve a greater understanding of what the 
food security space looks like, and where 
their work can have the greatest impact. 

CCC began its work by conducting a broad 
scan of food security actors in a “mapping” 
exercise. It did not look at programming 
executed by for-profit corporations for two 
reasons. First, CCC has recently produced 

its case study report Achieving Food 
Security: Private Sector Solutions for Global 
Development Challenges, which highlights 
a number of successful corporate food 
security programs.

Second, CCC wanted to show what was 
going on in the nonprofit, foundation, and 
government space. In addition, it wanted 
to concentrate on organizations in the 
United States, even if their programming is 
focused abroad, to facilitate communications 
between domestic organizations and 
corporate partners in the United States. 

Since this research centered on larger 
systemic solutions to the problems of food 
security, organizations and programs whose 
sole purpose was to deliver food to the 
hungry, such as food banks and similar 
charities, were not included in this analysis.

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

http://www.uschamberfoundation.org/best-practices/achieving-food-security-private-sector-solutions-global-development-challenges
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The CCC team started by evaluating 25 food 
security organizations using a number of 
criteria, including how they defined the topic, 
how long they had been conducting food 
security work, and the types of projects they 
conducted. By systematizing that analysis, 
researchers scanned a larger number of 
organizations to build the database. CCC 
reached out to government, nonprofit, and 
corporate experts in the space to obtain 

their insights on significant actors in food 
security and help ensure the representative 
nature of the organizations.

Ultimately, CCC identified 70 organizations 
to analyze. While the final number of 
organizations in the analysis is certainly 
not exhaustive, CCC is confident that they 
represent the main types of work being 
conducted in the food security space.
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ANALYZED ORGANIZATIONS

AARP Foundation
ActionAid 
African Agricultural Technology  
 Foundation (AATF)
Alliance for a Green Revolution in  
 Africa (AGRA)
Aspen Institute
Buffett Foundation
Care International
Cargill Foundation
Catholic Relief Services 
CGIAR
Chicago Council
Clinton Foundation
Conservation International
Consumer Goods Forum
Ecoagricultural Partners
EndFoodWaste.org
Farming First
Feeding America
Field to Market
Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO)
Food Tank
Food Trust
Ford Foundation 
Gates Foundation
Global Alliance for Improved  
 Nutrition (GAIN)
Grace Communications Foundation
Heifer International
High Level task Force on Global Food 
Security Crisis
International Food Policy Research Institute 
(IFPRI)
International Fund for Agricultural 
Development (IFAD)
Kellogg Foundation
Kresge Foundation
Lutheran World Relief 

McKnight Foundation
Meals on Wheels America
Mercy Corps
Michigan State University
Micronutrient initiative
One Acre Fund 
OxFam America 
Packaging Consortium
Partners in Food Solutions (PFS)
Purdue University
Rockefeller Foundation
RUAF Foundation
Save the Children
Scaling Up Nutrition (SUN)
Self Help Africa
Share Our Strength 
Sight & Life
TechnoServe
The Sustainability Consortium
Thousand Days
UN Office for the Coordination of 
Humanitarian Affairs (UN OCHA)
UN Standing Committee on Nutrition
UN World Food Programme (WFP)
UNICEF
United Nations Foundation
United States Department of  
 Agriculture (USDA)
United States Department of State
University of California/Davis
USAID Feed the Future Program
Vitamin Angels
World Bank
World Economic Forum  (WEF)
World Food Program USA (WFP USA)
World Health Organization (WHO) 
World Resources Institute (WRI)
World Vision International
World Wildlife Fund (WWF)

Use this link, or http://uschamberfoundation.org/foodsecurity to explore the data on 
the above organizations.
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E
ach criterion that CCC used to 
analyze the 70 organizations is 
described here, along with CCC’s 
analysis and conclusions.  

Types of Organizations
CCC’s research focused on nonprofit 
organizations, foundations, NGOs, 
government organizations, trade 
associations, and universities.16 In many 
cases, the differences between these 
organizations are only semantic or legal 
in nature and do not dictate how the 
organizations approach food security.

Thirty-one of the organizations CCC 
evaluated are nonprofits. Nonprofits, 
compared with the rest of the organizations, 
were slightly more likely to concentrate on 
a smaller number of topics, with some of 
the groups looking at very specific interest 
areas, such as a specific vitamin distribution 
or a specific crop development. Sixteen 

of the organizations are NGOs, with many 
of them being branches of the UN. The 
NGOs were more likely to concentrate on 
a larger number of topics because of their 
global reach and capacity. Thirteen of the 
organizations are foundations, mainly larger 
family-based foundations such as the 
Buffett Foundation, the Gates Foundation, 
or the Clinton Foundation. The remaining 
organizations are a collection of government 
agencies or universities.

Except for a minor difference in the number 
of topics the organization concentrated on 
(e.g., more for NGOs, fewer for nonprofits), 
CCC found that there were no significant 
differences between the organizations based 
on geographic or topical interest. 

Food Security Definitions
How each organization defines food 
security is key to CCC’s analysis. This 
metric enabled researchers to narrow 

FINDINGS
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Universities play an important role in the fight against food security, since they are often an efficient 
collection of intellectual talent and technological resources, including faculty, graduate students, 
laboratories, support staff, and development officers. A few examples of these universities are included 
in the analysis—Purdue, Michigan State, and the University of California at Davis. They were selected 
from the group of universities to be analyzed because of their broader work in food security policy. 
However there are dozens of universities working with many of the programs considered in this report, 
especially Feed the Future, a program through USAID that works specifically on the structural causes of 
food security and technological ways to address them. Those universities tend to be more specific in their 
focus and concentrate their efforts on specific technological issues that solve food security, such as crop 
resilience, pest control, transport, and fortification. 

their qualitative computations of what the 
organizations were doing and to paint a 
mapping of food security activity with broad 
strokes. In some cases, the organization’s 
definition of food security was explicit. 
In other cases, researchers derived the 
definition from a mission statement or some 
other description.

Many organizations define food security 
using the language of “community,” and 
“public health.” These organizations see 
food security as an issue not just for 
farmers or the food insecure, but as an 
issue that requires the strengthening of 
an entire community. In some cases that 
strengthening is economic; while in others 
it is in the community’s environmental 
sustainability. While they may have specific 
focus areas, they usually approach food 
security broadly. 

The economic realities of food security are 
also common trends for organizations. Nearly 
all of the organizations talked about improving 
the economic status of the food insecure 
by increasing financial access, improving 
markets, or increasing agricultural output.   

Eight Topics of Interest
Starting with a broad analysis of food 
security issues and the definitions of the 70 
organizations, CCC researchers incorporated 

other defining characteristics, including 
prominent activities, important partnerships, 
press releases, and mission statements to 
find what aspects of food security each 
organization focused on. 

Before analyzing the topics individually, it 
should be noted that the average number 
of topics an organization dealt with was 
3.63, with a median of 3. Only 20% of the 
organizations focused on six or more of the 
eight topics.

As noted earlier, many of these organizations 
that concentrated on an high number of 
topics were large international NGOs and 
foundations since they had the financial and 
staffing capacity to work in multiple sectors. 
Of the programs who concentrated on three 
or fewer topics, many of them have leaders 
or mission statements that direct them to a 
smaller number of these problems, especially 
Caloric and Nutrient Deficiencies. 

Agriculture proved to be by far the most 
prominent focus of organizations, at 77.1%. 
Its presence across most food security 
solutions, particularly among growing 
concerns about the Earth’s carrying 
capacity, has meant that it attracts the 
most attention. This attention ranges from 
sustainable land use, effective GMO use, 
and water stewardship. 
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Topic Definition
Percentage of 
organizations 
considering the topic

Agriculture Improving the efficiency of food production 
and processing at all levels.

Improving the livelihood of food producers.

77.1%

Nutrient 
Deficiencies

Improving the quality of food, either how 
it is grown, processed, or prepared for 
consumption

57.1%

Networking Connecting food producers to one another or 
to financial services, food processors, or the 
market.

51.4%

Gender Offering specific assistance to women, 
either as producers of food or as heads of 
households and family diets.

47.1%

Infrastructure Improving communities where food is grown 
to build a stronger support network, including 
physical and social infrastructure.

Improving how food gets to markets.

41.4%

Finance Building financial capacity of food producers 
so that they can make stronger capital 
investments and become more efficient.

Improving the economies of areas 
significantly impacted by food insecurity (e.g., 
Sub-Sahara Africa, South Asia, and parts of 
Latin America).

38.6%

Caloric 
Deficiencies

Increasing the number of calories available to 
people who are food insecure.

27.5%

Technology Using new technological advances to address 
a number of issues, from food production to 
safety to distribution.

22.9%
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Analysis of program topics indicates that 
organizations that did not concentrate on 
Agriculture were more likely to concentrate 
on Nutrient Deficiencies and Networking. Not 
surprisingly, organizations that concentrate 
on Agriculture were also more likely to 
concentrate on Gender, since many of the 
programs that focus on women often pay 
close attention to the women who raise 
crops and livestock. Organizations that 
examine Agriculture were also slightly more 
likely to look at Finance and Infrastructure.

Nutrient Deficiencies was the next most 
frequent topic cited in the analysis, with 
57.1% of organizations working on it. Some 
approach Nutrient Deficiencies broadly 
by looking to improve the health of entire 
populations, while others concentrate on 
different demographic groups, whether 
children, women, or the elderly. Most 
of these organizations pursue projects 
and make statements suggesting that 
malnutrition does not always take the 
form of caloric starvation. In many places, 
especially in the developed world, people 
may suffer more from a lack of nutrients than 
from a lack of caloric energy. This analysis 
showed that an organization concentrating 
on Nutrient Deficiencies is slightly less likely 
to also concentrate on Agriculture.17

 
It is critical to find the right groups to work 
together to solve any societal problem. That 
is no different in the food security space, 
as Networking is addressed in 51.4% of 
the programs. This networking tends to 
be technical in nature, connecting food 
producers to one another or to processors 
and distributors. Occasionally, this 
networking brings together organizations 
working on food insecurity as a problem. 
This is slightly more prevalent in the larger 
foundations, as they can work as an 
umbrella organization for midsize and smaller 
food security organizations on the ground.

Forty-seven percent of the organizations 
concentrate on Gender. Women make up a 

disproportionate number of food producers 
around the globe, particularly in areas hit 
hardest by food insecurity. By concentrating 
on women as producers of food and the 
stewards of family diet, many organizations 
saw dual purposes in improving the status of 
women. In addition, for many organizations 
looking to improve the food security of 
children, they also concentrate on the 
mothers as managers of a family’s health.

Forty-one percent of the organizations pay 
attention at the Infrastructure of communities 
as a critical factor of food security. Even if 
companies and organizations are able to 
increase the capacity of the people who 
produce and improve the quality of food, the 
economic, political, and social backbone of 
the community needs to be secure to ensure 
that food can be transported, delivered, and 
stored efficiently and effectively.

Finance is an essential topic for 38.6% of the 
organizations. By improving access to finance 
for food producers especially, a number of 
the programs work to increase the capacity 
of smaller food producers and offer direct 
help to people in food insecure regions. In 
some cases, the support of food producers 
comes in the form of no- or low-cost loans; 
in others the support comes as grants to 
build financial capital. Many of the programs 
cited increasing the incomes of farmers as 
the main goal. Some programs, especially in 
more urban areas, look to financially support 
the food insecure so that they have greater 
capacity to buy healthy food.

Caloric Deficiencies is a topic of 
concentration for only 27.5% of the 
organizations. Part of this is due to sample 
bias, as CCC researchers deliberately 
omitted organizations that were hunger 
specific, such as local food banks. Another 
part of the lower percentage is due to the 
direction of many of the organizations. While 
many of them are concentrating on either the 
capacity to produce food or the quality of 
that food, relatively few were looking at the 



14       Mapping the Food Security 

standard issues of hunger. When they were, 
they often combined that concentration with 
Nutrient Deficiencies.

The stand-alone issue of Technology as a 
key to solving food security is a main focus 
for only 22.9% of the organizations. In most 
cases, technology was a constituent part 
of other issues, including better farming 
equipment, mobile banking, infrastructure, 
and transporting food. In other cases, 
specific technologies were a goal, including 
improving big data sets. While a technology-
specific focus was relatively uncommon 
for the organizations, its ability to improve 
efforts across the other themes remains an 
essential aspect of food security work. 

Date Founded
CCC hypothesized that there may be some 
differences between organizations based on 
when they were founded. CCC expected to 
see trends on either the number of topics 
concentrated on or the kinds of topics that 
are prominent.18

The finding CCC made when it first ordered 
the organizations based on their date of 
formation was astounding in its uniformity. 
When the organizations were split in half 
based on their median formation date 
(1971), the average number of topics each 
organization covered was exactly the 
same—127 topics for each group of 35 
organizations, or 3.63 for each.

When drilled down to the topic level, 
the uniformity remained high. The only 
significant changes over time were 
a decrease in the attention made to 
infrastructure improvements and an increase 
in the importance of improving the network 
between farmers, food manufacturers, and 
food insecure populations. There was also a 
minor increase in the number of organizations 
that concentrate on nutrient deficiencies.

A quintile analysis showed a bit more 
variation, but the uniformity between 

groups based on when they were founded 
remained high. There is a significant uptick 
in the average number of topics considered 
by organizations founded in the middle 
quintile, between 1958 and 1979. Some of 
this is driven by more of them focusing on 
Gender and a disproportionally high level of 
consideration for Caloric Deficiencies.

CCC’s hypothesis that an organization’s age 
would lead to a significant difference in that 
organization’s approach to food security 
proved to be false. The best explanation 
for this is that many organizations in the 
food security space are flexible and may be 
changing focus to match the evolving realities 
of food security and the requirements to solve 
it. This should prove to be a major benefit for 
private sector partners looking to work with 
any major food security organization. 

Geographies
In many corporate citizenship efforts, 
companies often concentrate on a specific 
region. To that end, CCC researchers tracked 
the locations that each organization focused 
on or had projects in. One hundred and 
thirty-five countries are directly named as 
being the location for focused food security 
programming. This does not include projects 
that listed only a regional (e.g., Latin America, 
Sub-Saharan Africa) or global focus.

African countries were most likely to be 
mentioned, which logically follows since 
food security data show that nearly one 
in four Africans in some regions are food 
insecure. South Asian and Latin American 
countries were the next most likely locations 
for programming. European and East Asian 
countries were least likely to be mentioned.

Programs in the United States came in three 
distinct types: nationwide, urban, or rural. 
Many of the specifically located programs, 
including ones in Philadelphia, Detroit, 
Central Michigan, and the Great Plains, are in 
areas that closely match the location of food 
deserts and the poor in the United States.



    U.S. Chamber of Commerce Foundation        15

Regardless of geographic focus, a company 
looking to work on food security issues 
anywhere around the globe should not 
have significant problems finding partners 
operating in that area.

Other Criteria
Since this report was not intended to offer a 
complete list of the major projects undertaken 
by the organizations under consideration, 
food security organizations were not 
quantitatively analyzed based on the type, 
location, or scope of projects they conducted. 
Instead, projects were used to help determine 
the organization’s topic concentrations and to 
sense where the organization was operating—
not to complete an exhaustive search of the 
thousands of projects conducted by these 
70 organizations or even secure a statistically 
significant sample. A representative project 
for each organization is provided in the online 
database.

For similar reasons, CCC did not aim to find 
all of the connections between the food 
security organizations and the corporate 
partners they were working with. CCC found 

that every single one of the organizations 
worked with other nonprofits and agencies 
to assist with either increasing their scope or 
implementing projects on the ground. CCC 
also found significant partnerships already in 
place with corporations of different sizes. 

Most of these programs have multiple ways 
for corporations to partner with them. Many 
of them receive grants from companies. 
Some work with companies to provide their 
own expertise on how to address food 
security as a problem for business activities. 
Others work with businesses as partners to 
execute programming. 

CCC was unable to effectively evaluate 
two additional criteria: how organizations 
distributed resources and tracked outcomes 
for projects. For the former, it was essentially 
impossible to track how much funding 
and resources were dedicated to specific 
projects, and because of that, tracking 
outcomes for them was also difficult. While 
a few programs made it simple to evaluate 
these criteria, too few did it to make 
meaningful analysis possible.
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A
fter investigating 70 representative 
organizations working in the food 
security space, CCC found that 
while those organizations may view 

different aspects of food security as crucial, 
there was general agreement that this is a 
major concern around the globe and will 
require significant work among civil society, 
government, and the private sector to 
address its causes and effects.

For a business interested in developing or 
accelerating its food security programming, 
working with a nonprofit, foundation, or 
NGO is critical. The need for on-the-ground 
and grassroots work is just too great in 
the food security space for companies to 
attempt to work on their own. Knowing how 
key organizations like those featured in this 

report approach the topic of food security 
is important to determine how to pursue 
effective initiatives and programs toward 
achieving mutually desired outcomes. 
Browsing the online database is a good 
place to start investigating the possibilities in 
the food security space. 

CCC looks forward to continuing  
research and analysis of food security 
programming for the benefit of the business 
community. After this mapping activity, 
greater and deeper analysis can be done, 
including what types of interventions 
make the most sense for the business 
community, where the biggest gaps in 
food security activity are, and which food 
security programs are most ripe for private 
sector engagement. 

CONCLUSION
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16. In this report, the term “NGO” refers to organizations that work as part of an international 
quasi-government organizations, e.g., the UN or World Food Programme. 

17.  Besides these correlations, there were no other significant or noticeable trends in how topics 
grouped together, or stayed apart.

18.  This analysis did not look at how these organizations changed their definition of food security 
or their areas of concentration over time; so this analysis is only a snapshot of how they 
viewed food security in 2015. 



    U.S. Chamber of Commerce Foundation        19

Lawrence Bowdish, PhD
Lawrence Bowdish consults with the U.S. Chamber of Commerce 
Foundation Corporate Citizenship Center on its Issue Network research. 
He works closely with the research and issue network managers to help 
create briefings, reports, and other research products.

In addition to his work with the Foundation, Bowdish is a professor at 
the American Military University. Previously, he was managing editor for 
the history journal “Origins,” where he worked with authors who used 
history to illustrate current events. He also worked as a consultant for 
county health departments that were instituting public health initiatives 

in the state of Florida. There, he developed curriculum, wrote grant proposals, and organized 
health program trainings.

Bowdish holds a Ph.D. in modern American and economic history from The Ohio State University, 
where he wrote a dissertation on consumer credit. He has a B.A. in History and Economics from 
New College of Florida. 

ABOUT THE AUTHOR







1615 H Street, NW
Washington, DC 20062

Phone: 202-463-3133     E-mail: ccc@uschamber.com
uschamberfoundation.org/ccc




