
Policy Issues Pertinent to Local Food Systems

Selling Meat


A Briefing Paper for Meat Producers to help them understand the legalities of selling meat and the permits that must be obtained was written and is posted on the Food Assessment page of the CFP website. There has been some discussion about how to simplify this process.  One issue is that a meat producer must go through an inspected and licensed meat processor in order to sell meat in packages and the processor’s stamp must be on the packages.  If a problem is later found with the meat, the processor could be considered primarily liable.   Thus processors are sometimes reluctant to enter into this arrangement with a producer.  One suggestion was to clarify when a producer or the meat processor is liable if a problem is found with the meat.   Perhaps an inspector could inspect the meat as it is packaged and certify that it is in good condition before it goes out the door of the processing plant.  
School Food


As mentioned in the Schools section of the Report, the school food service directors (FSDs) would like more flexibility in the use of the commodity “funds” that come from the federal food program.  These “funds” do not come as actual dollars but as food that must be ordered 8 months in advance.   The FSDs would like to be able to get some of the value in actual dollars that could be used to buy local food.   At this point it is unclear whether this would require legislation or not, and if so, whether the legislation would be needed at the state or federal level.   There is a committee that has been formed between Missoula and Bitterroot Farm to School folks to research this question.


Other issues that school FSDs mentioned:  (1) After-school snacks, from the fresh fruit & snack program are not allowed to be connected to sports and must have, or be connected to an “educational component.”  This is an unreasonable rule and there are too many hoops to jump through in order to take advantage of the program.  (2) There was the suggestion to make lunch free or paid, but not reduced.  This would simplify things and perhaps make the funds easier to collect.  (3)  The schools need to be able to give away excess commodities when they have not used them.  

Child Nutrition:  Every four or five years, the federal Child Nutrition bills, including the Child Nutrition Act of 1966 and the National School Lunch Act of 1946, are up for review during the reauthorization process. These two bills, as well as the Special Supplemental Nutrition Program for Women, Infants, and Children (WIC), will expire on September 30, 2009.   The reauthorization process allows for a reconsideration of all programs including the following:

* National School Lunch Program

* School Breakfast Program

* Child and Adult Care Food Program

* Summer Food Service Program

* WIC, and including, WIC Farmers’ Market Nutrition Program

* Fresh Fruit and Vegetable Program

* Special Milk Program


During this review period, there is an opportunity on Capitol Hill to evaluate and amend the federal Child Nutrition Programs, and this process has the potential to involve all of those who are concerned with the health of our nation’s children. 

With the authorization of the National Farm to School Program in 2004, and the tremendous growth and interest in farm to school programs, the timing is excellent to voice ideas and articulate priorities that address the inclusion of locally and regionally grown foods in national meal programs. For more information on the priorities of the Community Food Security Coalition and the National Farm to School Network, please contact Marion Kalb at marion@foodsecurity.org, or 505-474-5782.

Congressional Committees involved with the Child Nutrition Reauthorization are:



House Education and Labor Committee



Senate Agriculture Committee

For a listing of committee members go to:  http://www.frac.org/Legislative/action_center/index.html
Saving Ag. Land


Countywide policies for saving good ag land are needed.   Several ideas were being considered in the proposed zoning rules but that process has now been suspended.   The county has an open lands bond ($10 million) and does require mitigation funds (Mitigation Ordinance) as well, which are currently dedicated to the open lands bond, but are not necessarily so if another idea is generated.  [One example:  In Davis, California, two acres must be preserved for every one acre converted to non-ag. uses.]


Community Land Trusts (CLT) are great tools for saving land.  The purpose of a CLT is to gain title to land and put it to use for the benefit of the community.  A simple non-profit corporation would be formed with a board of directors elected from the community.   For each parcel of land that the CLT obtains title to, a land use plan is written.   Ag lands could be held in perpetuity by the community and leased at reasonable rates to farmers.   This would reinstate the idea of “the commons”.  

Transfer of Development Rights (TDR) is another tool that relies on the voluntary, market-based exchange of development rights between rural landowners and developers.  TDRs can minimize the conversion of rural lands by transferring the potential for development from areas where ag. lands are to be preserved (sending areas) to areas where concentrated and high-density growth is desired (receiving areas).  Developers compensate landowners for their rights according to market rates, usually resulting in the placement of perpetual easements on the preserved land.  

Selling Produce

A Briefing Paper for the legalities regarding selling fruit and vegetables for producers is being developed and will soon be posted on the CFP website and described here.  

Food Safety Legislation


After several national food safety incidents (re/ spinach, tomatoes, peppers, lettuce, peanut butter) legislators in congress are drafting new food safety laws.   There are alarmist YouTube videos and emails circulating on the internet that claim HR 875 would make organic farming illegal.  In actuality, HR 875, the Food Safety Modernization Act of 2009, is a limited attempt by moderate Democrats and Republicans to craft food safety legislation to address the out of control filth and contamination that are inherent in our industrialized (and globalized) food system.    It is still (as of March 16) in committee and will not make it to the house floor in its present version.  People are encouraged to write to Congress to urge them to enact food safety legislation that addresses the inherent dangers of our industrialized food system without burdening small family farms, certified organic, or farm-to-consumer operations.  We will update information on this issue as it comes in.


NAIS - The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) has been working for over five years to force a National Animal Identification System (NAIS) onto American animal owners.  NAIS is designed to identify and track each and every individual livestock and poultry animal owned by family farmers, hobby farmers, homesteaders, and pet owners across the country.  USDA claims that NAIS is a disease tracking program.   Many organizations are opposed to this system including the Western Organization of Resource Councils, based in Billings, Montana.   (www.worc.org)  
Bills in the 2009 Montana Legislature
    1.  a Farmer Protection Bill is being introduced, focused on patented (GMO) plants. The bill (HB 445) seeks to protect Montana farmers, ranchers and landowners in three ways: (1) Protects people from liability if they unknowingly acquire or possess patented seeds or plants; (2) Establishes a mandatory crop sampling protocol to be used by patent holders when investigating farmers they believe may have violated plant patents or seed contracts; (3) Provides that the proper venue for legal action is the county where the injury is alleged to have occurred.
     2.  Ag. Development Centers - a bill (HB 583) to fund six established food and agricultural development centers in the state to assist entrepreneurs in the areas of food manufacturing and alternative energy production.  A state match to federal dollars already invested in these centers will keep them operating.  Introduced by Grow Montana, it will first be heard in the House Appropriations Committee.  
A Montana Food System Council to promote Montana’s food system has been formed.  Contact:  Barbara Rusmore, Coordinator 406-570-5815 or brusmore@gmail.com. 

