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Broad	Goal		
Enhance	food	security	while	ensuring	sustainable	and	economically	
viable	agriculture	and	food	produc$on	through	local	and	regional	
government	policy	and	planning	
	

General	research	quesCon			
How	can	local	government	planning	and	policy	improve	community	food	
systems	to	benefit	small	and	mid-sized	farmers	and	low-income	
community	residents?	
	

Approach	
Scope	|Na$onal	(four	census	regions)	
Scale	of	analysis	|	Mul$-scalar	at	na$onal	and	county-scale	
Research	Design	|		

	Na$onal-scale	|	Quan$ta$ve/spa$al		
	County-scale	|	Sequen$al	research	design	and	par$cipatory	
	ac$on	research	
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RESEARCH 
 

POLICY	INTERVENTION 

Integrated	Strategies	|	SequenCal	Research	Design	
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Research 
 

QuesCon:	How	are	local,	regional,	and	
metropolitan	governments	and	planners	
engaged	in	developing	and	implemenCng	policy	
to	strengthen	food	systems?	
-	Across	the	food	system	|	producCon,	consumpCon,	distribuCon,	
acquisiCon,	and	food	waste	management	
-	Planning	and	policy	tools	
-  Official	plans	
-  Implementa$on	tools	

-  Physical	infrastructure	
-  Regula.ons	
-  Public	finance		
-  Programs	

	
NaConal	Scale	|	Survey	Results	



Survey	of	American	Planning	AssociaCon	
Members,	2014	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
n=3,104	

NaConal	Scale	|	Survey	Results	



LRM	Engagement	in	Food	Systems	Planning	

Not	involved	
28%	

Minimally	involved	
43%	

Moderately	
involved	
17%	

Significantly	involved	
7%	

FSP	is	a	top	priority	
1%	

I	do	not	know	
4%	

Responses:	1,038	out	of	1,169	who	work	for	LRM	governments.		

NaConal	Scale	|	Survey	Results	



ImplementaCon	of	Public	Policies	to	
Support	Food	ProducCon	
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Responses:	1,038	out	of	1,169	who	work	for	LRM	governments.		

NaConal	Scale	|	Survey	Results	



§  Strong	interest	among	LRM	representa$ves	in	food	systems	
planning	

§  Limited	number	of	local	governments	engaged	in	food	systems	
planning		

§  Regula$on	is	the	predominant	way	in	which	local	governments	
are	implemen.ng	support	for	food	systems	planning	

§  Limited	awareness	(and	lack	of	public	funding)	are	significant	
barriers	

	

In	short…	

NaConal	Scale	|	Survey	Results	





County-scale	|	CommuniCes	of	InnovaCon	Case	studies	(13)	

Research 
 

QuesCon:	How	are	COIs	
governments	strengthening	
food	systems	through	policy	
and	planning?	
-  Plans	
-  Implementa$on	tools	

-  Physical	infrastructure	
-  Regula.ons	
-  Public	finance		
-  Programs	





County-scale	|	ParCcipatory	(Policy)	AcCon	Research	in	COOs	(8)	

Chautauqua,	NY		
Cumberland,	ME	
Luna,	NM	
Polk,	NC	
Dougherty,	GA	
Douglas,	NE	
Dona	Ana,	NM	
WyandoDe,	KS	

Research 
 



Sector	 Number	of	Interviewees	 Percentage	(%)	

Food	System	Sectors	 21	 21	

Local	Government/Regional	
Government	

44	 44	

Residents	and/or	Consumer	Advocate	 21	 21	

Philanthropic	organiza$ons/
Founda$ons	

2	 		2	

Extension	 11	 11	

Total	 99	

QuesCon:	How	are	policy	barriers	inhibiCng	connecCons	
between	low	income	consumers	and	small	and	medium-
sized	farmers	in	COOs?	How	can	increased	policy	capacity	
strengthen	this	linkage?	

§  Semi-structured	interviews	
§  About	2	hours	each;	most	conducted	in	person	
§  Transcribed;	coding	and	analysis	underway	

	
	

Research 
 

County-scale	|	ParCcipatory	(Policy)	AcCon	Research	in	COOs	(8)	
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§  Significant	disconnect	between	food	system	stakeholders	and	policy	
makers	in	most	COOs	
§  FS	stakeholders	have	limited	understanding	of	and	value	for	

public	policy	
§  Policy	makers	have	limited	understanding	of	and	value	for	food	

systems	
§  Economic	development	is	a	primary	public	policy	concern	–	with	liDle	

recogni$on	of	the	role	that	FS	could	play	in	promo$ng	economic	
development	

§  Natural	resource	constraints	are	pressing	in	some	COOs	
§  Great	deal	of	varia$on	in	terms	of	food	policy	readiness	(e.g.	policy	

leadership),		food	system	disconnects	(i.e.	need),	and	policy	
opportuni$es	(e.g.	planning	and	legal	framework)	

Preliminary	observaCons	in	COOs	

County-scale	|	ParCcipatory	(Policy)	AcCon	Research	in	COOs	(8)	



§  Far	greater	policy	capacity	in	urban	areas	than	rural	areas	
§  The	US	South	is	greatly	underrepresented	in	food	policy	and	planning	

efforts	
§  An	urban	policy/planning	frame	does	not	explain	innova$on	in	rural	

areas	
§  Food	planning	and	policy	is	being	replicated	with	liDle	tes$ng	
§  Very	few	places	are	addressing	food	using	policy	in	a	systemic	way	

§  Focusing	either	food	access	or	agriculture	

§  Local	government	may	not	be	the	right	scale	for	policies	that	address	
both	food	access	and	agriculture	

§  Invisible	and	forgoDen	people	(black	female	farmers	in	the	US	South)	
and	places	(e.g.	colonias	along	the	US-Mexico	border)	in	policy	
processes	
§  Necessary	to	work	on	“inclusivity”	and	“healing”	before	building	policy	capacity		

General	Project	ObservaCons	

Summary	ObservaCons	
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POLICY	INTERVENTION 

NEXT	STEPS	
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www.growingfoodconnecCons.com	
1.  Searchable	database	of	adopted	LRM	policies	
2.  Policy	Briefs	

1.  Stories	of	Innova$on	Briefs	(focused	on	places)	
2.  Planning	and	Policy	Briefs	(focused	on	tools)	
3.  Transla$ng	Peer-Reviewed	Research	into	Policy	

3.  For	educators:	a	directory	to	connect	to	students	
4.  For	prac$$oners:	a	director	of	internship	sites	

	
QuesCons	
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Thank	you	
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