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Practice: Food Policy Council Basics

Introduction

Most local food policies, to the extent that thejse do not occur in a coordinated
fashion in municipal governments. Health departisienver nutrition and food safety; planning
addresses land use. Issues such as food accelssrayet may by addressed by transportation
departments or outside the government through mofi-pood banks and other anti-hunger
organizations. The growing community food secumityvement, which links anti-hunger,
sustainable agriculture, nutrition, and other ggyugncourages examining these issues together.
Food policy councils are the embodiment of thaiovisn local and state governments.

In 1987, the city of Knoxville developed the firmunicipal food policy council to focus

explicitly on issues related to food. Since thather cities, counties, and even a few states have
created food policy councils to address food issudistically. These councils have developed
projects and policies to improve their communiti@stess to food and overall nutrition as well
as support local farmers and sustainable farmiagtiges. Overall, food policy members
“translate” the sometimes disconnected areas ofroamty food security into common terms,

and they transform win-lose situations into win-wjpportunities to improve a community’s
health, economy, and environment (McRae 2002)s Tdport describes how food policy
councils uniquely make these translations fromibegto opportunities that result in more food-
secure communities.

Members of a Food Policy Council

Food policy councils typically have diverse mensheepresenting the many different
sectors involved in food. Members include farmé&ed processors, wholesalers and
distributors, grocers, restaurateurs, anti-hundeoeates, school system representatives,
community and religious leaders, scholars, and eovea citizens. Government representatives
have been involved through voluntary and appoiptesitions as well as staff support.
Departments of Agriculture, Transportation, Healitbpnomic Development and city and county
councils have all been represented on food polewncils. If a food policy council advises a
specific department, a representative often sithercouncil. The Portland/Multnomah Food
Policy Council, for instance, reports directly ke tSustainable Development CommisSidwo
of its members serve on the food policy councibm®times the sponsoring government is
represented through donated staff time, a valuaddet both in the staff person’s activities and
the status it gives the food policy council (Damth&994).

The unique perspectives of all council membersyeald creative solutions, ones that
might not have happened but for their collaboratidhe more diverse the group is, the more
opportunities exist. A study of some of the fimdd policy councils revealed that those that
focused narrowly on hunger did not succeed asagethose that took a broader food system
approach (Dahlberg 1994). The food systems appralbaws for discourse on opportunity,

! The Sustainable Development Commission is a citinel that advises the Portland City Council and
Multnomah Board of County Commissioners on str&egp conserve resources. It is part of the Rattffice of
Sustainable Development (“Office of Sustainable &epment”).



while a focus on hunger tends towards discourseead. Diversity is important from the
beginning, as the original participants often ketdirection for the council (Dahlberg 1994).

With a diverse council comes many challenges, veweMembers may know little
about each other’s areas of expertise and alsooratiyeir ideas of what constitutes food
security. If some members have been assignecktoaincil, without necessarily joining out of
interest, the need to establish good communicasieven greater (This can happen, for instance,
when it is required that someone be appointed fildfarent government departments). The
initial meetings of a food policy council must thaslude time to develop common ground both
in knowledge and in vision. A neutral, outsideilitator can be ideal for this process (Winne
2002). It can also be valuable to develop comnefmiions for terms such as “food security”
and “local food,” as the Portland/Multnomah Foodid3oCouncil is doing in its first year. The
common definitions will then allow for clearer poés and educational tools.

It is important that members, regardless of baakgdo have a vision for what the food
policy council can accomplish so they will bringethexpertise to bear in a meaningful way
(McRae 2002). The selection process can be designdentify those with vision. Thorough
job descriptions were developed for Toronto Foolick&ouncil members to make their roles
clearer. Though the members are not paid, thelgsloription outlined other opportunities, such
as developing political and community connectiomd abtaining good information about the
local food system (McRae 2002).

Structure of a Food Policy Council

Food policy councils exist as advisory boardstébesand local governments, subsections
of government departments, non-profits, and othaties. Most food policy councils in this
report have some official sanction from a statlooal government. Being associated with the
government has many advantages. As an officialgfahe government, the council will be
more likely to receive resources from it, suchta#f,sfunding, or use of conference rooms,
though these are not guaranteed. If the counpéiiscularly tied to an agency, it is more
difficult to cut (Winne 2002). Tying the councikgork to a specific important issue, such as
public health or community development, can givaatre stability within the system as well
(McRae 2002).

Some food policy councils incorporate as non-psafather than become part of local
government. These councils are freer to be crititgovernment actions and to set their
agendas apart from government priorities (Dahlli®&@y). Non-profit food policy councils are,
however, less likely to receive support from thegegament (Prehm 2003). These councils also
must shoulder the responsibility of fund-raisirigod McRae, of the Toronto Food Policy
Council, advises food policy councils to avoid task of fundraising as much as possible, but
notes that governmentally-approved food policy @igsmust compete for limited available
funds, which can be just as frustrating and timesconing (2002).

Regardless of its placement within or outside@feggnment, it is important for food
policy council members to network with politiciaasd administrators. Being able to build on
an existing relationship makes gaining supporgfproject easier (Winne 2002). Part or full-
time staff from a government office is extremelgius in this respect. Such staff provides
“continuity, access, and assistance in promotirdjianplementing recommendations” (Dahlberg
1994).



It is also important to build flexibility into thstructure of a food policy council. A
review process can be built into the formationha&f touncil, so that it is modified from time to
time as necessary (McRae 2002). The food polieycib may need to adjust the stakeholders it
seeks. The Toronto Food Policy Council, for insgnnitially recruited a businessman from the
retail industry, but they later realized that someewho knew the distribution and wholesaling
infrastructure would more effective (McRae 2003pme councils have needed to form advisory
committees on a particular topic or include peaph® provide support but do not become
official council members.

The development of state food policy councils enés new possibilities. Already,
statewide food policy councils exist in lowa, Coatneut, Utah, North Carolina, Oklahoma, and
New Mexico. The USDA Risk Management Agency hasl&d some of these councils through
the Drake Agricultural Law Center in lowa (Pard€®®3). The support these first councils have
had will help them be models to other interestatest As more statewide food policy councils
form, local councils may stay very much the sanu develop networks with the statewide
councils to share ideas, maximize resources, aodic@te regional efforts. Local food systems
do not often follow clear political boundaries; i@wal programs such as organizing a
distribution service to facilitate institutional yghasing of local foods thus might be better
facilitated at a state level or by two local foamipy councils in conjunction with each other.
State and local food policy councils can also wiodether to generate state policy that is more
informed of local situations.

Tasks of a Food Policy Council

Local governments often decide to form food pobtowncils in response to a pressing
need. Access Denie(ll995), for instance, revealed that residents wfiltcome neighborhoods
in Austin, Texas, had fewer, smaller, and more agpe food outlets than other parts of the
city. Residents of those neighborhoods had abeerage rates of diet-related iliness, such as
Type |l diabetes. The Austin/Travis Food Policyu@ail, formed in response to this report,
worked to develop low-cost community gardens is tieighborhood. These gardens provided a
local source of cheap, nutritious food for low-ine® community members. Both the
Austin/Travis Food Policy Council and the City oattford Advisory Commission on Food
Policy, which faced a similar problem, developed bautes to connect low-income
neighborhoods with better quality grocery storgsHartford, the bus line reduced residents’
travel time to a grocery store by approximatelyhaar round-trip (City of Hartford Advisory
Commission on Food Policy 2001).

Food policy councils often gather unknown inforioatabout their food systems, which
is useful in formulating policy and developing m@cis, like the ones described above. The City
of Hartford Advisory Commission on Food Policy, fsxample, monitors grocery store prices. It
uses this information to ensure equitable pricmgdw-income residents within grocery chains.
The Portland/Multnomah Food Policy Council has bgieen the task of researching six areas of
the food system—such as institutional purchasingegionally-produced food--and
recommending projects and policies within each.aiany food policy councils write annual
reports to document agriculture, hunger, and naitriin their communities. These reports also
cover the food policy councils’ activities, so tleports serve the dual purpose of educating
communities about food issues and the food polomyncil itself. Even general reports, such as a
description of the food system and what basic termaan, garner support through education. As



people understand their food system and what ténghlianges can be made in it, they are more
likely to support other projects and policies toemcil generates.

Food policy councils develop projects of all sorfhese projects are particularly special
for the unique constituencies they bring togethére Toronto Food Policy Council worked with
a roofers’ association to promote rooftop garderthé city. These gardens insulate buildings,
reducing heating and cooling costs, and absortoeadinxide, reducing the city’s contribution
to the greenhouse effect. Not to mention, theaasdlso provide a source of fresh, nutritious
food (Roberts 2003). In Connecticut, the Departismien Agriculture and Transportation
collaborated on a state road map of direct farnmketar The map contains the location and a
short description of each place, so it is easgémrsumers to findgonnecticut Farm May’

Along with collaborations, food policy councilsgmide support to other organizations.
The Toronto Food Policy Council completed a “prasibility study” on composting
greenhouses for the Toronto Atmospheric Fund (Ttoréeod Policy Council). Many food
policy councils have worked with school districdsmprove school lunches and expand school
breakfast and summer lunch programs. In thesesctsecouncil serves in a facilitating role to
make other groups stronger.

Food policy councils also serve as advisory bottidscal governments. They may
make recommendations on a case-by-case basishdninstances, such as the
Portland/Multnomah and lowa Food Policy Councit&al governments request a formal set of
recommendations for food policy. The City of Bdekeeven passed one of the nation’s first
municipal food policies in October 2001 (BerkeleyoB Policy Council).

Advocacy is a related task of a food policy coundihough a council may operate at the
city or county level, it might take a position date and national legislation or issues. The
Toronto Food Policy Council, for example, produfiiden discussion papers on topics ranging
from incorporating food security in urban plannitoghe impact of international trade
agreements on Canadian food security (Toronto Rmdidy Council). The Berkeley Food
Policy Council wrote a policy, accepted by the Caypporting a federal ban on genetically
modified foods (Berkeley Food Policy Council).

Finally, in all their activities, food policy couails educate themselves, policymakers, and
the public about food-related issues. Council menmbften spend their first meetings educating
each other about the pieces of the food systemrégsent. Annual reports and other
documents, as well as publicity surrounding prgeali get the word out about strengthening
farming and nutrition and reducing hunger in comities.

Food policy councils can find it challenging tddrece these different tasks. Reaching a
balance between running projects and writing pabftgn leads to a more effective council than
focusing on one or the other. Successful proj@aetsassessments can give the council good
“political coin” with which to mobilize policymakerto their cause (McRae 2002). The projects
often spur ideas for policy. In turn, it is usefoilhave supporting policy when implementing a
project (Winne 2002). The council can identifyjpeats or needs that different parts of the
government might appropriately address; a strond fmlicy would encourage those
departments to complete the projects or addressabe@. Strong relationships with these
departments help move projects forward as well.

2 More examples of unique collaborations can be daarfFood Policy Council Profiles.”



Challenges of a Food Policy Council

Food policy councils are still a new concept in nareas, so they must prove their
usefulness to the government and the public. AJja@n the budget constraints facing many
municipalities and states, a hew food policy colisanore likely to receive cuts than other
departments or programs. The need to prove theasplts the onus on food policy councils to
achieve success early on. However, as mentionfedeh¢he diverse nature of the group
requires significant start-up time to reach comrgmund. Starting with a small project or
research initiative that will bring quick but notexthy results might be the best first step a food
policy council can take to gain early support. ISsapport should help establish the food policy
council as a strong entity and also help garnexuregs for larger endeavors in the future.

Limited resources is a problem cited over and aggain by food policy councils, and
limitations can in many forms. Food policy cousalften operate with a minimal or non-
existent budget and few if any staff. The memlbleesnselves face limited time given their other
commitments, as noted by a Berkeley Food Policyn€buember. Food policy councils have
addressed these limitations in different ways. $éone, unfortunately, it causes lapses in
activity (Biehler, et al. 1999). Others look faopect-by-project funding from a variety of
sources or seek commitment for funding and stadfetostarted.

In the face of limited funds, personnel become wanyortant to food policy councils.
Even part-time staff can provide support, contiaind, if the staff is from the government, a
key connection to that person’s governmental daepant. The Portland/Multnomah Food Policy
Council has a quarter-time staff member from thel&uad Office of Sustainable Development
who advises the council on technical matters asd slipervises a full-time Americorps
volunteer (Cordello 2002). This creative use @&f plart-time staff person’s time provides much
more overall staff time for the council. A locamprofit, Community Food Matters, supervises
three other Americorps volunteers who work partetivith specific council committees. This
collection of staff, along with two one-fifth timmunty employees, is providing the food policy
council with quite a bit of support in its initigear, with no direct transfer of funds.

Other food policy councils, such as the City of tftad Advisory Committee on Food
Policy and the Austin Food Policy Council, havetpared with food-related non-profits for
support. The non-profits have provided staff timvepsite space, and other resources to
facilitate food policy council projects. Oftenpreember of the supporting non-profit sits on the
food policy council.

Another challenge to food policy councils is to @onsistent leadership, particularly in
the face of fluctuating resources (Biehler 199@¢pending too much on one person or
organization’s energy can translate to councilagzde with the loss of that entity (Prehm 2003).
On the other hand, having strong leadership meavisdp the initiative to look for other
resources and develop a strong agenda that iy bikedarn support. Leadership can be shared
through having co-chairs and distributing othepogsibilities in committees.



Possibility: Developing a Food Policy Council
In Lane County, Oregon

Lane County Background

Lane County’s food bank, FOOD for Lane County (FIFLI@ conjunction with the Lane
County Food Coalition, the University of Oregon Gounity Planning Workshop, and other
groups, received a USDA Community Food Projectatgadevelop local action groups in
seven Lane County communities. These local agfionps will meet to discuss their local food
systems and investigate ways to make their commegmtore food secure. With these
grassroots groups in place, FFLC will facilitate tievelopment of a county-wide food policy
council.

Lane County is a large county, nearly the sizeafiri@cticut, spanning from the Pacific
coast east to the Cascades. Though ninety pestéane County’s land is forested, the
Eugene-Springfield metro area is Oregon’s secog$ after Portland (“Quick Facts about
Lane County.”) According to the 2000 Census, L@oenty’s population is 322,959 people,
over half of whom live in Eugene and Springfiel@(lick Facts”; Eugene and Springfield
websites). Besides these two cities, Lane Couasynhany smaller, rural towns. The
countywide food policy council will work to strergin connections between the rural and urban
areas of Lane County.

Lane County already has the beginnings of a stlore) food system. Though most of
Lane County’s farmland is used for hay, many fasyggow food here. Of all Oregon counties,
Lane County ranks third in peppermint productiaurth in wine grape production, and fifth in
hazelnut trees (Oregon Agricultural Statistics 8&)\N The scope of agricultural production is
wide, including orchard fruits and berries, vegtapdairy products, and a variety of meats.
The Lane County Farmers Market in Eugene grosset¥ $tillion in 2002 by marketing this
bounty to local consumers (Harwood 2003). Becafisee mild climate, local produce is
available much of the year, as reflected in theketzs schedule of April to December. Lane
County is home to many community supported agticaltarms, including one that offers a
winter share. The Organically Grown Company, Hrgest distributor of organic produce in the
Pacific Northwest, has a warehouse in Eugene aysl fioom Lane County farmers (Organically-
Grown Company). Some natural food stores anduestés in Eugene strive to use locally-
grown food as much as possible. Though Agripdarge canning operation, closed a few years
ago, many small-scale food processors exist heaking soy products, granola, herbal teas,
salsa, baked goods, preserves, and juice. Franstituing base there is much room for Lane
County’s local food system to grow.

Despite the availability of local food, there igr@at need to improve food security in
Lane County. With 5.8% of the population experiagdood insecurity with hunger, Oregon
leads the nation in hunger (Sullivan and Choi 200%) additional 13.7% of Oregonians are
food insecure, so approximately one in five Oreggsidents is hungry or at some point in the
year doesn’'t know where their next meal is comnognf. Lane County reflects the state in this
respect; FFLC serves one in five residents at qoond in the year through emergency food
boxes, hot meals, summer lunches to children, gigaand other projects. Oregon also leads
the nation in unemployment; the lack of incomerf@any families contributes to food insecurity
(“Oregon” 2002).



Given the Lane County’s size and rural characteL,G=staff expects to find
transportation an issue in the upcoming local aajimoup meetings. It is easy to conjecture that
rural low-income residents in particular face diffity reaching social services such as food
stamps. Some Lane County residents face a thimytedrive or more each way to obtain
benefits. Transportation affects city residentsval. In a recent survey of low-income seniors
in Eugene, 17% cited lack of transportation asagaa they could not reach emergency food
sources (Weinstein-Tull 2003).

A countywide food policy council could facilitateamy projects to improve Lane
County’s food security while strengthening its lokwed system. There may be ways to expand
local food production and thereby create jobs. @oeel already exists in the FFLC Youth
Farm, which employs at-risk youth to grow organieduce for sale and donation to FFLC
(“Springfield”). This program trains youth in gaming and business skills while increasing the
availability of fresh produce to low-income peopleiproving distribution networks for local
food and increasing local food processing are otfasrs to combine economic development
with local food system improvement. The local @atgroups will reveal yet more ideas specific
to their communities.

Finding a Place in Lane County Government

Let us now turn to Lane County government to seereva food policy council might
make a foothold. An initial review of the governmiis structure reveals one likely possibility.
The food policy council could serve as a non-magalabmmittee to the Board of
Commissioners.

Nearly fifty advisory committees serve the Lanauty Board of Commissioners,
according to their website. The state of Oregondates that Lane County have twelve of these
committees. Some of the non-mandatory committedade neighborhood associations,
watershed councils, and standing committees faripéopics. The standing committees are
comprised only of county officials. Another categof non-mandatory committees is called
simply “non-mandated committees.” The Board of @ussioners creates “non-mandated
committees” as necessary for certain issues. Ghatrthe State of Oregon has not mandated
that all counties have a food policy council, treaBl of Commissioners would need to create
one as a non-mandated committee.

Non-mandated committees exist as part of a pdaticlepartment of county government.
Committee members are not paid, thought thosedifan away are paid mileage for travel to
meetings. The department’s secretary attends ctieemneetings, usually held monthly, and
compiles minutes. The committee’s budget comas tiee department of which it is a part
(Meshaw 2003). The food policy council thus wosidrt with some basic staff support, though
a budget would not be guaranteed.

Among Lane County departments, | found two poltés for the placement of a food
policy council. The first possibility is the PublHealth Division of the Health Department.
Finding common ground in nutrition, some municipalth departments have sponsored food
policy councils as advisory committees. Such ati@hship could be built here. Nutrition is not
as politically strong a topic as the economy ine.&vounty, however, so a better choice of
departments would be the Community and Economice@evnent Program, a division of the
Administration Department. Lane County, like tkstrof Oregon, suffers from high
unemployment. Associating the food policy courscattivities foremost with strengthening the
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local economy should give the council broad appé&ale food policy council’s projects would
benefit community health and the environment ag,Wwat focusing on the economic benefits
would likely generate the most support.

The Community and Economic Development Programviples coordination and
development services to communities throughouttumty with particular attention to rural
county needs” (“Community”). The program assistganizations, helps communities invest in
their infrastructure and downtown areas, encouragssess growth, and promotes workforce
development. The food policy council’s work in agriculture widwpverlap with the program’s
interest in attending to the needs of rural ardastal areas have particular food security needs
related to transportation that this collaborationld help address. Improving the sale of local
foods in any venue would strengthen the local eson@nd this focus might be incorporated
into business creation, such as farmers marketsaau$ide stands in rural towns. These are just
a few examples of how a food policy council’s wada be tied to community and economic
development.

To truly initiate the food policy council, we neadeality check at this point. The idea of
a food policy council must be presented to diffe@unty officials. Certain departments may
be more willing than others to sponsor a food goticuncil or have more resources to do so.
FFLC must cultivate relationships within county gavment to share the ideas and energy from
the local action groups and create a countywideg/ bodmprove community food security. The
Community and Economic Development Program is algiace to start in this effort.

Networking with Other Organizations

My investigation into Lane County government rdgdanany advisory groups that
could collaborate with a food policy council on siie projects. These include:

Advisory Committee Relevant Function

Community Action Advisory Committee Advises commiyraction services for the needs o
low-income residents

Fair Board Manages County Fair finances

Farm Review Board Assesses agricultural land

Health Advisory Committee Makes recommendationamdigg public health

Parks Advisory Committee Recommends projects amg-term planning for
county parks

Planning Commission Addresses land-use issues

Resource Recovery Advisory Committee Investigaltesreative solutions for the Solid Waste
Program

Roads Advisory Plans for future transportation 1seed

Rural Community Improvement Council Implements falevelopment projects

Vegetation Management Makes recommendations regpuaigetation
management

Watershed Councils Protects and enhances locafshatis

(“Advisory Committee Definitions”)

3 The Community and Economic Development Programcceupport the local action groups also.
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FFLC has many partners in the Community Food Etejgrant that can work together in
food policy council formation. The non-profit La@®unty Food Coalition (LCFC) works to
strengthen local, sustainable agriculture througlepts like the upcoming “Buy Local, Buy
Lane” campaign. LCFC has also started a local ®y@tlem assessment, which will provide
information much like food policy councils are knowo collect. This information will be
valuable in sharing with policymakers the opportigsito enhance the local food system. The
Lane County Farmers’ Market will be involved in ankcing marketing of locally-grown food.
The University of Oregon Urban Farm teaches colktgdents how to farm organically and can
provide insights about educating students abour lieal food system. The School Garden
Project, which focuses on elementary and middlealsh can offer a similar perspective on a
younger population. As FFLC itself will be separ&bm the food policy council, it will become
a strong partner as the largest anti-hunger orgtiaizin Lane County. FFLC itself has many
innovative food security programs that could pesghlag@ expanded with the help of a food policy
council.

Outside of Lane County, there exist at least ttheofood policy councils in Oregon: the
Portland/Multnomah Food Policy Council and thedrtlook Community Food Security
Council. These groups are both relatively new, ttied_ane County Food Policy Council is as
yet unformed, but they still can learn much froroleather. Already the Portland/Multhomah
Food Policy Council and FFLC have been in contddte former has offered advice on food
policy council formation, while FFLC can providepgort about outreach as it develops the local
action groups. As the groups establish themselndslevelop goals, they may well find benefit
in collaboration. Portland and Eugene-Springfaaie the two largest metro areas in Oregon.
Between them lie Salem, Corvallis, and Albany althvegl-5 corridor. These cities exist amidst
some of Oregon’s best farmland; the councils cealsily work together on farmland
preservation and increasing the amount of farmisset! to feed the local population. Tillamook
and Lane County could strategize on best serviei thral populations. All could work
together on tackling the problem of hunger in Orego

There has been some talk of developing a statelwatepolicy council in Oregon. As
the project in Lane County works to connect urbaah rural populations, so too could a
statewide food policy council work to bridge thaggs, among other projects. For the mean
time, however, it will be plenty for the existingdd policy councils in Oregon to develop into
strong bodies. Ken Dahlberg (2002) advises, “.. r@mdember that it takes two to three years to
build a group that understands the full dimensimirthieir local food system and the important
policy issues.” The task over the next few yearkane County, then, will be to start and
develop the food policy council, in conjunction kviither Lane County organizations and in
communication with other food policy councils fapport and perhaps collaboration. A food
policy council for Lane County holds much opportyrido improve the local food system,
resulting in a healthier population and strongeal@conomy and environment.

12



Works Cited

“Advisory Committee Definitions.” http://www.co tee.or.us/BCC/ACDefinitions.htm.

Berkeley Food Policy Council. www.berkeleyfood.org

Biehler, Dawn, et al. 1999Getting Food on the Table: An Action Guide to Ldéabd Policy.
Community Food Security Coalition and Californias&inable Agriculture Working
Group.

City of Hartford Advisory Commission on Food Polic§L-Tower Avenue Bus Route: Saving a
Route that Works!” IrAnnual Report 2001
http://www.hartfordfood.org/programs/Ltower.pdf

Community and Economic Development Program. Lamen®/, Oregon.
http://www.co.lane.or.us/CAO_EconDev/default.ntm

Connecticut Farm Map: A Guide to Connecticut’s Agtiural Destinations.

Cordello, Rosemarie. Personal Communication. Bées 11, 2002.

Dahlberg, Kenneth. “Food Policy Councils: The Exgece of Five Cities and One County.”
Presented at the Joint Meeting of the Agricultuwed-and Human Values Society and
the Association for the Study of Food and Sociéticson, AZ. June 11, 1994.
http://unix.cc.wmich.edu/~dahlberg/F4.pdf

--. Personal Communication. October 15, 2002.

Eugene, Oregon. http://www.ci.eugene.or.us.

Harwood, Joe. “Growing Demand: Direct-to-marketfars eager to find market for their
produce.” Eugene Register-Guardrebruary 2, 2003.

Lane County Board of Commissioners. “Advisory Coittee Definitions.”
http://www.co.lane.or.us/BCC/ACDefinitions.htm

McRae, Rod. “Food Policy Councils.” Presente@atmunity Food Security Coalition
Conference. Seattle, WA. October 7, 2002.

Meshaw, Ethel. Personal Communication. Februa®p63.
“Office of Sustainable Development.” www.sustailegdortland.org.

O’Hare, Noa, Lane County Farmers Market Direct®eersonal Communication. October 10,
2002.

13



Organically-Grown Company. www.organicgrown.com.

Oregon Agricultural Statistics Service. http://wuaass.usda.gov/or.

“Oregon once again has highest unemployment ratee€ Business Journal: Portland.

November 21, 2002.
http://portland.bizjournals.com/portland/storie€J20.1/18/daily43.html.

Pardee, Christine. E-mail communication. Jan@&r2003.
Prehm, Marilyn. Phone Conversation. January 8032

“Quick Facts About Lane County.” Lane County wébsi
http://www.co.lane.or.us/About/quick_facts.htm

Roberts, Wayne. 2003. “Green Roofs.” Torontod-Bolicy Council.
Springfield, Oregon. http://www.ci.springfield.os.

“Springfield Youth Farm.” http://www.foodforlaneaaty.org/youthfarm.html.

Sullivan, Ashley and Eunyoung Choi. 2002. “Hunged Food Insecurity in the Fifty States:

1998-2000.” Brandeis University Center on Hungea Roverty.
http://www.centeronhunger.org/pdf/statedata98-00.pd

Sustainable Food Center. 1995ccess Denied
http://www.main.org/sfc/access_denied/index.html

Toronto Food Policy Council. http://www.city.tormnon.ca/health/tfpc_index.htm.

Weinstein-Tull, Justin. 2003. “The Status of Lavecome Seniors in Eugene-Lane County
Oregon.” Unpublished Hunger-Free Community Rep@obngressional Hunger Center.

Winne, Mark. “Food Policy Councils.” PresentedCammunity Food Security Coalition

Conference. Seattle, WA. October 7, 2002.

14



Food Policy Council Profiles

Austin-Travis Food Policy Council

History

In 1995, the non-profit Sustainable Food CentermetedAccess Denieca
study of food availability in East Austin, Texashis study found that residents of this
low-income neighborhood not only faced poverty, &taictural difficulty in buying
food. The food outlets in East Austin offered t@gprices, lower selection, and overall
poorer conditions than food outlets elsewhere éendity. The neighborhood itself only
had two supermarkets; other food outlets were aoiewnee stores, only half of which
sold milk and fresh produce. Bus routes were aég to bringing people to food
outlets, one of many transportation difficultiesidents faced.

The study proposed a variety of solutions, inalgdireating a new bus route to
reach food outlets, providing assistance for corarese stores to buy from wholesalers
to increase selection, and connecting residerdiémative means of acquiring food,
such as gardening. The prime proposal, howeves twvareate a food policy council to
oversee such projects and monitor progress towacdsasing food access in East
Austin.

Current Structure

The Austin City Council and Travis County Legisl@@appointed a twenty-
member council representing a broad spectrum ofdh@munity. Members have
represented “grocery store chains, community dirgcprivate think tank, the county
legislature, the Transportation Authority, religipogroups, the Parks Department, and
community organizations.” The local governmentcsimmed the council and provided it
with meeting space and technical support, but rigetu All the members are volunteers
and must contribute $200 or an in-kind equivalextheyear. The Sustainable Food
Center, which wrotéccess Deniedllocates part of its time and resources for food
policy council projects. The availability of pastaff, usually a graduate student intern,
varies with funding availability.

Major Accomplishments

» Eastside Circular: a bus route that travels frotolipthousing units and Eastside
neighborhoods to food outlets and other socialisesv

» Community Garden Fee Waivers: community gardeagaempt from the high
costs of water access in Austin (over $5,000 far loh)
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Challenges

» Lack of paid staff means that the food policy caudaes not have consistent help.

» Had one main leader without as much leadershipagpteoughout the group.

» The council members are all very busy with the inements that led them to the
food policy council, though they have shown comneitinand ways to bring food
issues into their other work.

Documents and Sources

» Access Deniedhttp://www.main.org/sfc/access_denied/index.html
» Sustainable Food Center: www.main.org/sfc

Note: The Austin Food Policy Council is no longer insggnce. However, the Sustainable

Food Center still tries to bring food-related issbefore the City Council. Another group, the
Austin Food Network, helps groups working on foethted issues network.
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Berkeley Food Policy Council

Mission: To build a local food system based onanable regional agriculture
that fosters the local economy and assures all lgeofpBerkeley have access to
healthy, affordable and culturally appropriate fo’dm non-emergency sources

History

The Berkeley Food Policy Council “is a coalitionrekidents, non-profit
agencies, community groups, school district anganfencies formed in May 1999 to
increase community food access.” In July 2000 Békeley Food Policy Council
entered into collaboration with the Berkeley He&#partment as a policy advisory
group (See attached Memo of Understanding). Ei&ionship was formed partly in
response to a study by the Berkeley DepartmenteadtH that found lower life
expectancies in South and West Berkeley. Poomdista contributor to that
phenomenon. The City of Berkeley Food and Nutniffwlicy includes a section
acknowledging the food policy council and descirgpits responsibility to “provide
technical assistance to City programs, staff amdroanity groups in the implementation
of this Food and Nutrition Policy and subsequenbnemendations.”

Current Structure

The Berkeley Food Policy Council is a coalitiomadiny stakeholders in the food
system. Those involved, ninety people in all, uie residents, food-related and non-
food related non-profit agency staff, farmers,aasinteurs, grocers, school district
representatives, scholars, and health departmenbers. Membership on the council is
open. Individuals must have attended at leastafithe four previous meetings to be
able to vote, though most decisions are made byarmus, so votes are rarely necessary.

A steering committee comprised of eight memberddehe group. Groups of
food policy council members nominated the origstekering committee in a structured
break-out session. Now, individuals are personaihted or a general request is made at
a food policy council meeting to fill empty seafBhe steering committee handles the
logistics of planning council meetings, as welf@sning the agenda and facilitating
decision-making during the meeting. Both the cduaad the steering committee meet
once a month. Subcommittees work on individuajguts.

The council has no funding from the city of Berkelso the council has had to
find outside grants to fund individual projectswd@ members of the council are able to
donate limited paid time to serve as co-secretéoiethe council.

Major Accomplishments

> Policy.
o0 Worked with the City Council to develop and pase ohthe nation’s first
municipal food policies (See attached policy).
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>

>

>

>

School nutrition

o Assisted in the development of the Berkeley Unifsathool District Policy
recognizing the link between nutrition and schoatfprmance, including a
request for local and organic foods, as well asl fioom school gardens, to be
served in school cafeterias.

o Supported policy to renovate the schools, includiregdevelopment of kitchens
where fresh foods can be easily prepared.

Genetically modified foods

o0 Co-sponsored a symposium on genetically-modifiedisoat the University of
California-Berkeley.

o Wrote a policy adopted by the Berkeley City Countiupport of a federal ban
on genetically modified foods.

0 Both testified and organized a rally at a FDA heguon genetically-modified
foods.

Urban agriculture and markets:

o0 Advised the inclusion of urban gardening and a ijpui#alth perspective on
hunger and food security issues in the Berkeleye@GdiPlan.

0 Supported the Tuesday Farmers’ Market remainirigeaby Street.

Outreach:

o Developed a newsletter both to educate consumers &ind issues and to
encourage their involvement in them.

o Is developing a guide to locally-grown foods.

Challenges

>

>

>

Maintaining attendance at the general meetingsrahated to this, making the
meetings worthwhile and maintaining cohesion amoegbers.

Finding time that members can work together on gruwjects and complete other
tasks for the council.

Identifying the next project once an accomplishniexg been made.

Documents and Sources

Berkeley Food Policy Council: www.berkeleyfood.org

Memorandum of Understanding with City Health Depeant:

www.berkeleyfood.org/Archives/MOUfin0O.rtf

City Council Resolution to Pass the Food and NatriPolicy:

www.berkeleyfood.org/res925.htm

City of Berkeley Food and Nutrition Policy: www.lketeyfood.org/fdpoA925.htm
City of Berkeley Health Status Report 1999:

www.ci.Berkeley.ca.us/publichealth/statusreportgrdvml

E-mail from representative of Berkeley Food Pol@yuncil
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City of Hartford Advisory Commission on Food Polficy

History

In 1990, the Hispanic Health Council completed@oenmunity Childhood
Hunger Identification Project, which revealed tA&% of low-income Hartford families
with children under twelve either experienced adaurproblem or were at risk of
hunger. In response to these findings, Hartfonttsor appointed a Hunger Task Force.
The Task Force, after further research, recommetigedreation of a municipal food
policy council to address hunger and food secuanityng low-income residents. The
City Council created such a council, the Advison@nission on Food Policy, in 1991.
The Commission was charged with linking two forngexéparate realms: government
agencies and private organizations that addreski$soes. Through these connections,
the Commission was charged with explicit food sigwoals:

» “To eliminate hunger as an obstacle to a happytteand productive life in the
city;

» To ensure that a wide variety of safe and nutrgtiftmod is available for city residents;

» To ensure that access to food is not limited byienuc status, location or other
factors beyond a resident's control,

» To ensure that the price of food in the city rersaha level comparable to the level
for the state.”

The Commission has worked in a variety of areadyding “transportation, land
use, advocacy to local, state, and federal govemtireducation, business development,
health, monitoring, emergency food supplies, ardrtthe of the private sector” to
improve Hartford’s food security.

Current Structure

The City of Hartford mandates that the Commissierc@mprised of fifteen
members, ten of whom work with anti-hunger orgatnizre and five members of the
general public. These volunteer members, appoingdtie mayor and city council, serve
staggered three-year terms. As of 2001, the Cosiomsncludes representatives from
the Hartford Food System, Hartford Public Schoalgj-hunger organizations, local
business, an area church congregation, the pauksl&ion, and a farm. Two ex-officio
members from the Department of Human Services alti M$0 serve on the
Commission.

The Commission’s $25,000 budget in 2001 came haith fthe city government
and half from private donations. The city governim@ortion included contributions
from the Hartford Health Department (60%) as wslHauman Services and the Board of
Education. Nearly all of the budget was spenttaff as well as reimbursements to
commissioners for their time spent on the Commisgiutside of meetings). The

* Advice from Mark Winne, executive director, is dahble later in the packet.
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remaining 10% was spent on office needs such asirgiand phone service. The
Hartford Food System, a non-profit organizatiomgviales in-kind donations of time and
staff.

The Commission writes an annual report on its gtejencluding a new “State of
Hartford’s Food System” report on emergency food auntrition. It also completes a
variety of on-going projects. The Commission sysvgrocery store prices of forty basic
items on a quarterly basis and monitors publicpantation to food outlets. It annually
bestows the “Golden Muffin Award” on public schothsit improve National School
Breakfast participation and “Community Food Segufitvards” to organizations in the
government, private, and non-profit sectors thairowe Hartford’s food security.

Major Accomplishments

Over its eleven year history, the Commission haegeized groups for their food
security achievements, communicated with diffesgggncies to improve food security
knowledge and programs, monitored and researchedgemcy food participation and
access to food outlets via public transportatiaivogated policies to improve food
security, and continued development of the Commmsgself. The attached Annual
Report details the Commission’s accomplishmenf0)iil.

Here are a few of the most Commission’s most sicgnit efforts:

» Assisted in the creation of the “L-Tower” bus rotiat directly connects north
Hartford residents to affordable food stores, tgfficsaving residents forty-five
minutes in their travel time.

» Stopped supermarket practices that caused, witkeisame chains, higher prices and
lower coupon availability in certain areas of Hartf.

» Supported the implementation of child nutritiongnams, including hosting
workshops for teachers and administrators aboustdheol Breakfast Program and
monitoring meal quality and participation rateshe Summer Food Service Program.

Documents and Sources

» Hartford Food System: www.hartfordfood.org
» City of Hartford Advisory Commission on Food Poliz§01 Annual Report:
www.hartfordfood.org/programs/2001HFPC.html
0 Web Appendix to Annual Report: L-Tower Avenue Busuke: Saving a
Route that Works!
0 Web Appendix to Annual Report: Feeding Hartfordtl@en When
School's Out: The Summer Food Service Program
» City of Hartford Advisory Commission on Food Polit995-1996 Annual Report
» Seedling Summer 2002 (Hartford Food System’s quanmewsletter; includes
commission update): www.hartfordfood.org/get_inwaliseedling.html
» Supermarket Survey, May 2002:
www.hartfordfood.org/programs/fogolicy _survey.htm
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Connecticut Food Policy Council

History

In 1995, the State Legislature’s Planning and Dgwelent committee created an
ad hoc committee to examine food security in Conogic The ad hoc committee
produced a document of recommendatidimsyard Food Security for Connecticut,
1997. A task force continued the committee’s work tlgloud 996, recommending
legislation for a food policy council. Public A87-11, Section 21, established a
statewide food policy council under the auspicethefDepartment of Agriculture in
1997.
The council’s purpose, as described by the atb; is
> “develop, coordinate, and implement a food systefity linking economic
development, environmental protection and presenvatith farming and urban
issues

» review and comment on any proposed state legislainl regulations that impact
food policy and food security

» make recommendations to the Governor

» prepare and submit an annual report to the GeAssdmbly.”

Current Structure

The Connecticut Food Policy Council has eleven masikiwo from agriculture
or an agricultural organization; one each from @in-launger organization, the
Cooperative Extension System, the food retail itgusnd the produce wholesale
industry; the Commissioner or a designee from thte slepartments of Agriculture,
Administrative Services, Education, Transportatidealth, and Social Services. Various
legislative officials appoint the positions not cested to commissions.

Major Accomplishments

> Identified opportunity to develop single applicatimrm for assistance programs (e.g.
food stamps, WIC, reduced price lunch, and Headtte@or Uninsured Kids and
Youth), saving both the government and clients toyjeeducing paperwork and
required appointments.

> Initiated the purchase of development rights fofdrens in the year 2000, saving
1,350 acres of farmland in collaboration with theMing Lands Alliance and Save
the Land Conference.

» Encouraged the University of Connecticut to switcm “sole source” wholesaling
to using multiple wholesalers, thereby allowing #erdocal wholesalers to win bids.

» Collaborated with the Departments of Agriculturel &mansportation to develop a
Connecticut road map with locations and brief desians of all farm stands,
farmers’ markets, and other venues for locally-grdaod in the state.
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» Collaborated with the Departments of Agriculturel &ocial Services to include
farmer’s market coupons with food stamps for senior

» Co-sponsored the public hearifgarriers to Food Access in Connecticuthich
focused on lack of supermarkets and transporteimtim low-income neighborhoods
and lead to proposed legislation to support supekebhaevelopment in low-income
areas.

Documents and Sources

Connecticut Food Policy Council: www.foodpc.stetels

Connecticut Public Act 97-11, Section 21. Lookthe Act at:
http://prdbasis.cga.state.ct.us/BASIS/TSAMDHP/LINWD/MSF

Making Room at the Table: A Guide to Community F&mturity in Connecticut
Food Security in Connecticut: The 2000 Annual Repbthe Connecticut Food
Policy Council

» Food First: Making Room at Connecticut’s Table @@002 newsletter)

The last three are all available at www.foodpcestatus/publications.htm

VV VY
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lowa Food Policy Council

History

In 2000, governor Thomas Vilsack issued Executivée®16, creating the lowa
Food Policy Council. The governor instituted tloairacil to examine how state and local
governments could create opportunities for farna@i consumers to increase lowa’s
food security. The Council developed four guidpnmciples to follow while developing
such opportunities. The Council will seek to:

» “Insure access to nutritious food for all lowans

» Manage lowa’s resources sustainably

» Promote diversity in lowa’s foods, culture, and pleo

» Support prosperous, independent farm and food bssés in lowa.”

Current Structure

The governor appoints 18 to 24 members who repteseious components of
the food system, including farmers, food procesgsetsilers, anti-hunger advocates, co-
operative extension agents, and, of course, consunide Council also includes eight
ex-officio members from various state agenciesthatCouncil’s recommendation, the
governor in 2001 created two inter-agency taskeerdOne addresses food security; the
other promotion of lowa-grown products. The Colsahair, Neil Hamilton, recently
received a $200,000 grant from the USDA Risk Managy@ Agency to work on state
food policy councils. Most of the food policy cauirs funding comes from this grant.
The food policy council currently has a staff ofifptwo of whom are consultants, as
well as law school students assisting on legalareseand projects (Pardee 2003).

Major Accomplishments

> At the end of its first year of existence, presdmecommendations to the governor’s
office on improving lowa’s food system. The recoendations addressed food
security, consumer awareness, environmental sasitity, economic development
and diversity, the needs of producers, and oppibregrio increase farm to institution
marketing. The Council prioritized six recommenalas as most important.

» Succeeded in convincing the governor to createtwer-agency task forces to assist
the Council in food security and promotion of lograwn products

» Will assist in evaluating the Senior Farmers’ MarKetrition Pilot Program, which
is funded by a $560,000 USDA grant

» The Chair received a $200,000 grant from the USDOgk Rlanagement Agency to
support the development of the lowa and Connectand policy councils and the
creation of food policy councils in North Caroliaad Utah.

» Co-sponsored the lowa Food Policy Conference.

» Developed an on-line county-based directory of Entmimarkets and fruit and
vegetable producers.
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Documents and Sources

A\

lowa Food Policy Council: www.iowafoodpolicy.org

The following are easily located on the lowa Foadidy Council website.
Executive Order 16, which formed the lowa Food &oCouncil
Recommendations of the lowa Food Policy Counctbtwernor Thomas J. Vilsack
and Lt. Governor Sally Pederson

lowa Food Policy Council Summer 2001 Newsletter

lowa Food Policy Conference Brochure, April 2002

Personal communication from Christine Pardee, $tatel Policy Council
Coordinator, February 1, 2003.

VVV VY
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Knoxville -Knox County Food Policy Countil
History

An initial assessment of the food system in Kndeyilennessee helped identify
the need for comprehensive planning therein. Tindys completed by a group of
graduate students at the University of Tenness&87i, highlighted nutritional needs
and hunger risks in the area and discussed proldéfasmland loss and fragmentation
of the food system. Seeing how these issues delattheir agendas, the Knoxville-Knox
County Community Action Committee (CAC) and the Meblitan Planning
Commission (MPC) got involved. A federal Commurtityod and Nutrition grant was
administered by the CAC to develop such prograntasnunity gardens and food
assistance outreach.

Another purpose of the grant was to organize a bo@xamine and address the
food system as a whole. Meanwhile, the City Cousaknowledged that food planning
is a legitimate responsibility of local governmei. 1982, the Knoxville Food Policy
Council (KFPC) became this body, the first in tla¢ion of its kind. Recognizing that
food issues “transcend the City’s geographic aréed’ body was expanded to be the
Knoxville-Knox County Food Policy Council in 2002.

Stated purposes of the coum@ilto:

» “Monitor and evaluate the performance of Knoxvil€ood system, in terms of costs,
availability, accessibility, and implications foulglic health and economic efficiency.

» ldentify food related problems needing attentiod disseminate public reports
describing those problems, along with suggestecdés where possible.

» Promulgate goals and objectives for the food system

» Communicate findings and recommendations about i&gges to the Mayor, City
Council, County Commission, and other relevant joudiificials.

» Act as a forum for discussion and coordinationahmunity-wide efforts to improve
the overall food supply and distribution networktloé Knoxville community”
(Knoxville-Knox County Food Policy Council Bylaws).

Current Structure

The Knoxville-Knox County FPC has the jurisdictim make and recommend
proposals and is an advisory body to the Mayor,BpkExecutive, City Council, and
County Commission, as well as to the communityaegd. The council does not have the
power to enforce or control local policies. Upiu2002, KFPC was composed of nine
volunteer members, each appointed by the maydnebdsis of “their knowledge of city
government and the food system” rather than be2pgessentatives of particular parts of
the food system. Since expansion to the counsl ley passage of a resolution in
August 2002, the council is now composed of 11 nt@dar members. Still appointed,
five members are chosen by the mayor and the reémgesix members are chosen by the
Knox County Executive. Members include one City@dlor, one County

® Written by Lauren Maul, Lane County Food Coalitiatern, University of Oregon
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Commissioner, consumer and neighborhood advoaaj@gsentatives of the nutrition
and health sector, and people involved in agriceland the food industry.

Recently, the FPC allowed for an Associate Memhbg&zgory to include relevant
agency representatives and counter the group’d simal These members participate
fully in deliberations of the council, but do nawve voting privileges. The Council has
elected officers and is organized into executiwmimating, and special committees
whose members can be elected, appointed, or adsiggpgectively from among its
members. Advisory committees are occasionallgragéed from external
representatives to provide access to issues antioadd expertise.

A staff of four for the Council is provided, onimlted, part-time basis, by the
city from the CAC, who hires a planning consultaiEC, the Department of Resource
Development, and Knoxville’s Community Developm@atrporation. Upon the recent
expansion, the County is expected to show an additicommitment of staff support
from relevant agencies. Suggestions include thmBment of Community Services,
Public Works, the Health Department, and the Co&uafyool System, as noted in a
proposal for the Knoxville-Knox County Food Polipuncil.

The City of Knoxville allocates $4,000 a year fdnanistration of the FPC.

Most of this is used to pay the CAC planning cotasul Grants are sometimes drawn
upon to pay other staff salaries. Upon expansi@nCounty government was asked to
provide funding equivalent to the City’s contrilarti

KFPC has established a “community-based food mongsystem” that it uses
periodically to evaluate the state of the food eystind the effectiveness of the council.
With the help of a USDA Community Food Securityrgrand a group of UT graduate
students, KFPC formed a project team to develogystem. The system is composed of
prioritized indicators and data elements that arapiled in a regularly updated database.
Using this information, recommendations are givethe mayor, city council, and
Knoxville residents about what policies and actisheuld be taken to improve the
community’s food security.

Major Accomplishments

» Nutrition Education The Knoxville Public School District, after receg a
recommendation from KFPC, hired a full-time nutntieducator. The nutritionist is
responsible for preparation and delivery of edweeti programs and coordinates
existing programs.

» School Breakfast Prograrnihe Knoxville Board of Education was urged tocra
policy in the district to offer the School Breakf&ogram. Breakfasts are now
provided free or at reduced cost to all of Knoxedllow-income students

» Advising planning agencietnvolvement of the MPC has led the agency to ictamns
food access in their planning reports.

> Increased awareneskhe FPC issues newsletters and annual repootsiar to
maintain accountability and increase visibility.cobnducts workshops, forums, and
hearings to call attention to deficiencies in theal food system.

» Transportation acceshkitially, a “grocery Bus” was created to provisepermarket
access to underserved areas. Though it no longpzates, the regional transportation
authority commonly requests a review of food acéesn the FPC when altering its
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bus routes. Some buses have installed racksdéardhvenience of riders who take
the bus to do their grocery shopping.

» “Calorie Conscious Consumer” awards were createéddognize food businesses that
encourage healthy food choices from their custortineaigh the use of displays and
written materials.

» Twenty-seven community and school gardens

Challenges

As with most food policy councils, limited stafféfunding hinder the activities
on their agendas. Staffing for the Knoxville-KnGrunty FPC is provided by several
different agencies, but none of these positiomermnanent or full-time. This
arrangement does allow for a connection to margveglt government agencies. In
reality, the fluctuation of staff leads to a losontinuity. Without full-time status,
personnel do not have the time and resources totanaia level of activity consistent
with the desires of the council’s membership. Heosvethe recent expansion of the
council gives additional resources and a greatal lef commitment that should only
increase the viability and future success of tlealfpolicy council.

Documents and Sources

» Knoxville Food Policy Council website: http://wwvaknet.org/kfpc/
» Knoxville Resolution 202-81, which created the fquudicy council
» Knoxville Food Policy Council Flyer, 1988:
http://unix.cc.wmich.edu/~dahlberg/F3.pdf

Initial Proposal for Knox County Food Policy Counci

Knoxville Mayor’s Letter of Support for Countywideod Policy Council
Structure for Knoxville/Knox County Food Policy Quuil

Knoxville-Knox County Food Policy Council by-laws

Notes on Knoxville (from Community Food Securitydlilton Conference)
Action Guide to Local Food Policy

VVVVYY

27



Onondaga Food System Council, Incorporated
History

Residents in Onondaga County were searching fayatavaddress concerns
about hunger, farm closings, food safety and a#bildy. Though they recognized the
interdependencies in the food system, they alsawkhat most areas lack an agency or
organization that considers this system from prtidado consumption. In 1984, under
the initiative of concerned local citizens and FHanning, Research and Development of
the Onondaga County Legislature, the Onondaga Bgetem Council was created. The
Council was designed to serve as a forum for remtesives from many sectors of the
food system to communicate and address commoresiteand concerns.

In 1992, the Council received a grant from the WKI€llogg Foundation for
projects to preserve agriculture in the county iamgrove food access for local
consumers. The grant included funds to hire afoag staff person through the Cornell
Cooperative Extension Service. Upon completiothisf two-year grant, the council was
at a crucial transition point. The amount of stefffand funding it could generate at that
time was to determine its future form and function.

As no information has been found thus far abouhefcouncil dating beyond
1994, it is suspected that the group is no longéven The government of Onondaga
County gives no acknowledgement of the council,du@s Cornell Cooperative
Extension.

Current Structure

From its inception in 1984 to 1989, the Council wéected by the County
Legislature. In 1989, the council incorporatecamiblic non-profit whose members the
county appointed. The organization is compriseepfesentatives from the public and
private sectors who have diverse backgrounds iocégson with the County’s food
system. The Council consists of a Board of Directuill eleven voting members and a
group of seven Special Advisors. The Directorsude processors, distributors,
marketers, grocers, farmers, and community org#nizainvolved in hunger, health and
nutrition. The special advisors represent the @oDepartment of Health, Planning, and
Social Services, the County Legislature, the Citgyracuse and Cornell Cooperative
Extension.

The council is an advisory body whose mission igitbthe legislative and
executive branches of local government, as wdkaders of public and private agencies
and organizations, in local food system planning policy formation. The council also
assists residents in gaining an understandingeofabd system and food policy in their
region.

Cornell Cooperative Extension Association of On@al&ounty provides limited
staff support for the council’s operations. Thes#ude meeting space, routine
administrative functions, and technical assistaridee council meets on a monthly basis.
Consultants are used both regularly and on an mwdasis to provide general advice
and prepare special reports.

® Written by Lauren Maul
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Major Accomplishments

The Council was quite active in its early yearem® of its specific activities are
listed below:

» Sponsored and conducted tours in four major areteedocal food system: food
production, food processing, wholesaling/retailthggtibution, and emergency food
programs.

> Directory of Informational Sources that gives imf@tion about agencies, organizations,
and businesses involved in the local food system.

» Discussion forums on economic and environmentag@spof farming, agricultural
districts, farmers markets, hunger issues, footypaluring emergencies, and food
safety.

» Created a flow chart of the emergency feeding systed a graphic display of
emergency food sites and retail outlets.

> Assisted Onondaga Citizens League in 1988 studye“Bibthe Food Industry in the
Economy of Onondaga County”

» Held a “Food System Dinner”

» Began an inquiry with City into inner-city and rufaod retailing problems and options.

Challenges

The challenges faced by this group were likelylawge to overcome. Once the
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