IBFAN Commentary on GAIN paper
GAIN says that Kenya’s ability to meet its commitments as a SUN country are threatened by the Bill. 

This raises the following questions

What are Commitments have SUN countries actually made? 
Has GAIN (and its partner companies) been given a guarantee by SUN that they will be allowed to mark and promote fortified products and foods during the first 1000 days and that these products have a vital role to play combatting under- nutrition. 
If any promises were made can it be true that SUN is government led? 
Referring to the UNICEF and WHO guidelines – GAIN is forgetting that both these agencies calling for analysis to be done at country and local level to determine the need for fortified supplements.   This can only be carried out locally and ideally organized by government public bodies who have a responsibility to protect public health and child rights. 
In this paper GAIN is really talking  about the rights of its partner companies to  market their products indiscriminately using all manner of promotional tools, claims, mass media, education programmes, funding of health workers  etc  and to carry out research for these products on Kenyan babies (Constant Gardner?) 

There are indications that indiscriminate use of fortified supplements can increase morbidity, IQ and indeed mortality in malarial areas.  (point to refs in IBFAN SUN commentary -  WHO/UNICEF paper, Lozof and forthcoming Bhutta)

