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Comparisons




The Reason

= Sustainability
= Economic Viability
= Equity
= Environment

= | anadscape




Miaine's Earmmland Protection Progiam
Miaine Department off Agriculuure

= Mission: To protect currently: active and
poetentially preductive fiarmland as a meansito
sustaining economically: viableagricultural
communities.

s Program Goal: To protect 250,000 acres of
Maine's 1.6 M acres of: currently active
farmland by 2025.



Miaines Earmliand Protection Proegram

s [ heProgram assists:

Farmlandlewners with enrolling infViaine:s farmland
property tax program.

Farmliand ewners with information on how! te permanently
pretect thelr fiarmland.

Farmlandlowners and | and trusts with technical assistance
to apply te the Land for Maine's Future Program & the
USDA Farm and Ranch Lands Protection Program:

[Farmrowners with business planning and investment
support grants through the Farms for the Future Program.

Towns, land trusts, legislators and community leaders with
planning and policy guidance fior the pronotien of
agricultural businesses and the pretection ofi farmlanads.



Trmeéine ol Earm and Farmiand
Preservation

s 1971 - Farm and Open Space tax |aw

= |1 the farmliand program, the property owner Is
ieguired te have at least 5 contiguoeus acres in thelr
tract ofi land. The land must be usedfor farming,
agriculture; hoerticulture and can Include woodland
and wasteland. Additionally, the tract must
contribute at |east $2,000 gross income from
farming activities, each year.

Maine Revenue Serviice 2010



s 1981 - Right T'e Farm Act

s Providesiegall pretection frem nuisance lawsuits
and lecall erdinances affiecting unreasonable
iegulation on farms and fiarmers. lin the case of a
nuIsance complaint, the law enablesthe
Department of Agriculture, Feed and Rural
Resources to Intervene on a farmer:s behalf and
determine criteria that establish the farmer’sright
o farm according to site specific best management

practices.
Maine Dept. of Agriculture



s 1989 Maine Farmland Registration

s Alse knewn asthe “ Adjacency Act,” wasintended
10/ 1help protect existing fams firom encroaching
Incompatile uses via disclesure requirements that
would'alert residential buyers te the existence of
agriculturall operations.

s Rescinded in 1991



s Land for Maine:'s Future established 1in 1990

s FIrst easement 1n 1991

s SRcelts creation, the Program has assisted in'the
acquisition ofi more than 510,000/acres frem
willing sellers, including 247,000 acres protected
threugh censervation easements.

= [[helands protected include moere than 1,000 miles
of- shoerefront and 158 miles of rail-trails aswell as
vauable wildlife habitat, entire 1slands, and

working forests and farms.
Land for Maine’'s Future 2010



n 1999 M ane Farmland! T rust establisned

= ESsentially, alland trust

= 90/lland transactions totaling ever 17,000 acres of
fiarmland presenved.

s MaineFarmlandTrust.org 2010




s Mane FarmlLink

a Farmlink 1S a fiarm transfel program that connects
fianmers seeking|farmland with retiring Maine
fiarmers andl ether fiarmland ewnerswho wish te
see thelrr land farmed.

s [0 date, FarmLink has made over 56 links, making
It one off the most successful programs.of Its kind
N the nation.

MaineFarmlink.org, 2010



n 2000 Eamms For TThe Euture

s Einanciial assistance offered for farms to write
pUISINEss plans and recaving academic training/in
fiarm eperation and econemics.

= A compelitive grantspregram that offers:

= Phase 1 - technical assistance grantsto help farmers
devel op written business plans that Improve the farmis
viability;-and

= Phase 2 - investment support grants to:help farmers

implement their business plans and put their “ideas for
change" te work.



Other Programs

= Agricultural Marketing Loean Fund

= [[AIS|ean pregram providesfunds to construct or
improve agricultural facilities and te provide
grants for market researeh.

= Agricultural Development Grant Program

= [[hIs competitive grant program s aimed at
encouraging innevative efforts by farmers,
aguaculturists and fiood processors to expand thelr
markets, promote thelr products and test-new
Innovative equipment and pPrecesses.



A TYpolegy of Trewn Ordinances

Out of 10 Maine towns with specifiic fiarming
ordinances;

6/ have agricultural and/or epen Space protection
districts which include minimum lot size

1. specifies acreage for heame use livestock
1 has atown version ofi Right te Farm

1 'has aniagricultural setback ordinance similar to
the Farmliand Registration Act ofi 1989



The town of York will be voting this November
on a Farm Enterprise Overlay District which is
“Intended to maintain and promote agriculture
and Its related activities through granting
agriculture increased flexibility, recognizing
that agricultural enterprises often need to
encompass hybrids of different, related uses, in
order to remain economically viable.”



New | nitratives

s \oluntary Municipall FarmiSuppoerit Pregram

s Enacted in 2007, rules appreved in March, 2010

s create ameechanism for municipalitiesto
voluntarily: pretect and suppert local fiarms,
preserve farmmland and reduce the potential tax
burdens from new develepment by allewing.them

torenter into farm support arrangements with the
owners ofi qualified farmland.

Maine Title 7, Chapter 2-C



EFarming rfor Maine

n [hisinitaive will previde away to publicly
register and recognize |ocal fiarms and
fiarmmland; te build community: awareness of
locall agriculture and te helpinform local land
Lse plans and decisions.

s Potential to form clusters of fiarms for future
Ag Districts

= Currently in the rule making stage
Maine Title 7, Chapter 2, ss162



Ag Districts Pilot Program

= Pilot program for establisning agricultural
districts and agriculture enhancement groups

= An agricultural districts program that allows farmersto
propose that the department designate their farmland as an
agricultural district where commercial agricultureis
encouraged and farmland protected through collaborative
efforts at the state and local level.

= Currently in the rule making phase.

Maine Title 7, Chapter 2, ss163



Einding Farms

T 'he Database!
—— -
O L0



The Database

A =l Consists of 3400/ farms at
| thiswriting
s Contains:
s Contact Infermation
s \What I's Produced
x DOA programs
s Viarketing tactics




[Econemic \Vianility,

e,
o

Get Real, Get Maine (Www.getrea maine.com)iis
currently made up of approximately 1000
farms, maple syrup producers, value added
processors, and livestock ranches

The goal Isalocal produce promeotienifer
economic viability and farmms stistainalility



http://www.getrealmaine.com/

Accomplisaments




Miaines Earmliand Protection Proegram

s Program Accomplisamentsas ofi July 2009:

= Over 18,000 acres of working fiarmmiand ferest |land have
peen protected fior 7 years through the Maine Farms fior the
Future Program.

= 97,000 acres of active farmliand and 113,000 acres of farm
woodl ots are enrolled in Maine:s fiarmmland property tax
program.

s 30 fiarms have received public and private funds for
develepment rights and granted permanent agricultural
conservation easements on a tetal 8,025 acres of farmland
iIn 10 counties.

= Morethan 200 |landowners have donated pernianent
conservation easements on nearly: 25,000 acres ef fiarmliand
in all of Maine's counties,



Thank you!

Special thanksto Dr. Lapping for encouraging meto
continue my work and broaden my horizons.

And also thanks to John Harker and Steph Gilbert for a
phenomenal learning experience this past summer at
the Maine Department of Agriculture.

Diana “Robin” Beck
agreenfamily @gmail.com



Promoting Food Security in
Cumberland County, Maine

Daniel Wallace
Candidate for MCPD in Community Planning and
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APPROACHES

Food
Security

Food
Sovereignty

Food Justice




Prevalence of food insecurity, average 2006-08

[] Food insecurity below U.S. average
O Food insecurity near U.S. average
Bl Food insecurity above U.S. average

Source: Calculated by ERS based on Current Population Survey Food
Security Supplemental data.




Prevalence of food insecurity and very low food security by State, average 2006-08

Food Insecurity

(Low or very low Rank Very Low Food Rank
food security) (1-36) Security (1-28)
United States 12.2 - 4.6 -
Maine 13.7 8 6.4 3
Vermont 12.1 16 5.7 6
Rhode Island 11.7 18 4.2 17
Connecticut 11 24 4.1 18
Massachusetts 8.3 35 3.8 21
New Hampshire 8.5 34 3.1 25

Numbers represent percent of households

Ties are considered equal rank, so there are fewer than 50 places.

Source: ERS data from Dec 2006, Dec 2007, and Dec 2008 Current Population Food
Security Supplements
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Good Shepherd Food Bank, 2009




CPFS COALITION MEMBERSHIP

Distribution / FOOd

Rescue ACCGSS




MISSION

The mission of the Campaign to
Promote Food Security in
Cumberland County 1s to ensure
that healthy, appropriate food 1s
accessible to vulnerable populations
that are experiencing food 1nsecurity
in Cumberland County 1in a way that
reduces, and ultimately eliminates,
food 1nsecurity.



VALUES

We Believe That:

Food Access 1s a basic human right and must not
be compromised. Therefore, Food Access will not
be denied due to race, religion, sexual
orientation, age, income, gender or disability.

Food Access should be geographically diverse and
community-focused. The Coalition 1s committed
to promotmg local produce, involving local
producers, and maximizing access to high quality
and healthy foods.

Reliance on a broad range of strategies and
programs 1s important to achieving change and
ensuring sustainability.



SOME DEFINITIONS

Food insecurity: Limited or uncertain availability of
nutritionally adequate and safe foods or limited or
uncertain ability to acquire acceptable foods in socially
acceptable ways.

Households classified very low food secure have had one
or more members experience reductions in food intake or
disruptions in eating patterns due to a lack of adequate
resources for food. Food insecure households, while faced
with food access problems, ty]i){lcally do not experience
incidents of reduced food intake.

Food Access is defined as a state or condition wherein
members of vulnerable populations that are experiencing
food 1nsecur1ti; in Cumberland County have adequate
resources to obtain healthy and appropriate foods for a
nutritious diet.

By Vulnerable Populations, the Coalition signifies the
elderly, children, immigrants and refugees, disabled
persons, those who are underemployed or out of work,
single-parent households, among others.



METHODOLOGY AND SCOPE

Member Survey
e




Secondary Data

Cumberland County

Poverty Rate By Block Group and Food Pantry Locations

L TETE

Legend

# CCFoodPantries
Percent Poverty
[ Jo-zo7
[ 208-431
B 432-727
- 119
Bl 12-s0

Sources: Greater Fortiand Councll of Govemments, Prebls Strests Mainz Hungsr indative, State of Mainez OSce of information TeChinology, Unied 3tates Census Bureaw, and e Maine State Planning Omos.




EXPERT PRESENTATIONS

Gaps in Unmet

Presentations:

Federal, State, and Local Food Support Programs
Emergency Food Distribution Network

Local Farmers and Innovative Programs




PUBLIC INPUT

Coalition
meetings and Survey of
small group members
discussions

Public forums




DRAFT COMMUNITY STRATEGIC
GOALS

1. Increase overall capacity for Cumberland County to respond to
food access issues over the next three years.

2. Raise the visibility of the ongoing problems around hunger and
lcack of food access among vulnerable populations in Cumberland
ounty.

3. Address the systemic issues that limit food access to vulnerable
populations

4. Influence public policies at the community, regional, state, and
national levels that affect food access for vulnerable populations.

5. Maximize the efficiency, effectiveness, transparency, and
availability of the Emergency Food Distribution System.

6. Enable expansion of innovative, community-based initiatives
that increase food access for vulnerable populations in a
sustainable way.



DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS OF
SPECIAL INTEREST TO
PLANNERS

Establish the Cumberland County Food Access Council for the purpose of
overseeing the implementation of the Coalition’s goals and
recommendations.

Create in Cumberland County more transportation options, including
public transit education and access facilitation, for vulnerable
populations that need to access food.

Use (a) mapping and connectivity software to determine location of
vulnerable populations and services in order to plan best future delivery
and use of food access services in Cumberland County and (b) business-
modeled survey research to maximize delivery of food access services.

Encourage municipalities in Cumberland County to authorize the use of
vacant lots and other properties for community gardens.

Advocate for and influence federal, state, and local policies, programs,
tax and other laws, and land use regulatlons which encourage (a) local
food production, infrastructure and resources, (b) creation, preservation
and utilization of local farmlands, agrlculture nelghborhood and
community gardens, and (c) the promotion of local and vulnerable
population food access, and self-sufficiency.



TAKEAWAY?

It may be called food security, but it 1s a distinctly
planning-related issue: land use, location of
infrastructure (such as processing facilities and cold
storage), transportation, economic development, etc.

Time, money, and scope remain root challenges.

There 1s a lack of consensus on appropriate metrics,
and infrequent reporting on those metrics.

Very little correlation to political will.

Engages the planning profession within a wider
narrative of public health, sustainability, social justice,
etc., to which planning theory often aspires.

Public engagement remains a challenge, but can yield
rich results.

BUT: no practicing planners were involved. Why?



Thank you!

Contact me at
danielwallace75@gmail.com

Draft report available at:
Muskie.usm.maine.edu/cpfs

Special thanks to Julia Reddy


mailto:danielwallace75@gmail.com

What Does Local Really Mean
in Northern New England?

Mark B. Lapping, Ph.D.
Executive Director,
Muskie School of Public Service, USM



Why the Current Emphasis on Local
Food?

Food Safety and Growing Concern with Health and
Nutrition

Local Economic Development, Import Replacement,
Tourism Development, and Rural Community
Survival

Building Social Capital, Food as a Social Process

Growing Preference for Organic/Fresh/Artisanal
Foods

All There is on the Shelves is all there is!



What is “local”?

There is no generally accepted definition of
“local.”

“The proposition that geographical scale is
socially constructed (is) an established
truism.”

The local in agro-food studies is currently
taken for granted as a “purified” category
and treated as a “context” or locale that is
conducive to the emergence of new
economic forms incorporating “alternative”
social norms.



The dangers of an uncritical celebration of
“local” place-projects is the spectacle of
“geographical fetishism.”

There is an uncritical assumption that the
local-scale is inherently desirable and
superior...This avoids issues such as:

Wi
Wi
W]

no will benefit from food localization?
nat is the agenda?

hat outcomes are most likely to result

from a given scalar strategy?

At

what scale is the community defined?



Import replacement as a rationale to
concentrate food systems more locally is
suspect 1n some ways.

Increasing local food production carries
both advantages and social complications
such as

Displaced labor outcomes
Unequal participation in the benetfits,

And more or less environmentally sound
production practices



A food system cannot operate as an
independent variable in a local vacuum, but
is integrated within global systems.

The effort to concentrate food systems
locally should be seen in terms of

promoting local autonomy and sustainable
development.



The underlying complexity of the notion of
“local” feeds into a sometimes reactionary,
defensive, and exclusionary impulse on the
part of beleaguered agricultural producers
and wary consumers.



The following letter is in response to:

The Food Movement, Rising from the June 10, 2010
issue

To: The Editors

From: Kevin Morgan
Professor School of City and Regional Planning
Cardiff University
Wales, United Kingdom



Michael Pollan inadvertently reveals the
dangers of the local food movement when he
extols its multiple benefits [“The Food
Movement, Rising,” NYR, June 10]. In an
otherwise excellent article, he claims that
“the local food movement wants to
decentralize the global economy, if not
secede from it altogether.” As it stands, this
argument carries two political dangers.



First, it comes perilously close to equating
local food systems with sustainable food
systems, when the former is merely one
ingredient of the latter. The notion of
sustainability should not be confused with a
narrow green agenda because it embodies
social and economic values as well as
environmental values. The implication for
food policy is clear: a sustainable food
movement should embrace fairly traded
global produce as well as local produce.



Second, the localism of the food movement
can easily degenerate into parochialism
unless it is leavened with a cosmopolitan
disposition. Sadly, such parochialism is
especially evident in Italy, the great bastion
of the local food movement, where the right-
wing Northern League uses local food
specialties to prosecute its campaign against
ethnic minorities. “We want polenta, not
couscous’ says the League—a slogan that
betrays its ignorance of the cosmopolitan
origins of so much “local food” in Italy.



Localism is not necessarily and always a
conservative force—nor is it always a
progressive response.



Given our history in Northern New England,
a regional approach to food system
localization may be more appropriate.
Likewise, a focus on nutritional and dietary
heterogeneity is also necessary.



Thank you

Mark B. Lapping, Ph.D.

Executive Director

Edmund S. Muskie School of Public Service
University of Southern Maine

P.O. Box 9300, Portland, ME 04104

(207) 780-4563
lapping@usm.maine.edu
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