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Meeting Minutes

	Work Group:
	City Innovations

	Date:
	April 21, 2010

	Time:
	5.30 pm

	Location:
	1000 Broadway, Oakland CA


Attendance

Chris Waters, Robin Plutchok, Esperanza Pallona, Tim Anderson, Emily Nood, Ruchira Wjayaratne, Mike Church, Nathan McClintock, Jennifer Pierce.
General Discussion

Agenda Item 1: Approval of minutes

· Discussion:  Went over minutes.
· Action: Minutes approved
Agenda Item 2: Alliance for Oakland Food System’s Platform
· Discussion: 
· Is it the intent that the Food Policy Council is one of the stakeholders? 

· Believe that’s true. Those of us who are on the council have had conversations about the Kroger and Foods Co coming into Oakland; Food First our incubating organization has a pretty strong position on this. 

· There is opposition to Foods Co using language of food justice to situate themselves in West Oakland. This Platform is trying to complicate this, asking Foods Co to prioritize local residents, transparency, etc. The only thing is they need to do some editing. The Food Alliance should be changed to “The Alliance for Oakland Food’s Food System.” It should be more specific.

· We’re just at the point where we’re starting to get the city of Oakland to think of us as a resource and as a group of experts to turn to regarding food issues. We don’t want to damage that relationship but we want to make sure we’re reflecting the sentiments of everyone on the council.  

· The only issue I see is that this is not really originating with us. Is this a statement of support or are we saying that we are part of this alliance: that whatever the alliance decides we would do. If that’s the case, we’re going to have to have a presence in the alliance. If that’s the case, we have to take on the responsibility as a constituent. 

· Problematic: Statements are too broad and general. I think when you get into the details of localized store agreements that require a lot of work, at what point in the negotiating do we stop—are we going to tie the hands of the development agency. I’m somewhat concerned with the language. 

· Should the OFPC worry about labor and take a stand, but in just focusing on Foods Co we run the risk of critique? Consider engaging with labor issues as well and not just have a narrow definition of what Food Access means. 

· Ruchira: What about the issue that’s mentioned about only hiring local residents? Is that legally possible?

· The sub committee should not say yay or nay on this. Discussing the general requests on the second page of the Alliance: they seem very stringent, can local businesses even accommodate these requests? Is Kroger able to do so?

· Esperanza: My understanding is that the OFPC is organized around changing the food system. This campaign seems after the fact. The language of the alliance, a campaign for dialogue, does not seem hard hitting. There’s little incentive for Kroger to work with the community. 

· It would be good to have more of a discussion with the city about where the money is going. 

· We should bring this to the larger council. 

· Robin: The mission statement is unclear, I’m not sure how strong this Alliance is. 

· Action
· While we agree philosophically with some of the values expressed here, that is not necessarily in the case in  how it is specifically written out and so this should be further discussed in the larger meeting. 
· City Innovations will present its concerns about this Alliance at the next group OFPC meeting.  Will provide Info about who the alliance is, etc.
Agenda Item 2: Urban Ag
· Discussion: 
· We had a meeting and drafted a statement that got turned into an online petition. Lots of energy surrounding this. 

· Esperanza: Planning Department is working on an Urban AG Ordinance. They’ve done phase 1, where they can grow food around the city but that it does require a conditional permit in order to sell food. There’s been a dialogue regarding having agricultural activities, sales of crops and animal raising, which seems like it would be addressed by the recommendations by the OFPC. The problem is livestock; Urban Ag alliance is visiting urban farms where people are growing crops but also keeping livestock. People are making choices that are particular to an urban setting and it’s good to see the varieties and different set ups. At the same time, they’ve asked us practicing urban agriculture to provide information on the amount of space we have, the kinds of animals we’re using, etc. I think it would be prudent to know how the OFPC feels and would be helpful. 
· Chris: I want to add that Margot mentioned that in terms of politically, regarding urban ag and mobile vending, up until recently we’ve continued using this language of Phase 1 and Phase 2. And now that they’ve done Phase 1 (city-wide zoning update), her recommendation is that we stop using that language. Because “phase 2” sounds like a large city wide process that requires large public input, whereas we’re more likely to get these codes passed and moved through if we refer to them as minor amendments to the code as opposed to another large phase. 

· Esperanza: So I don’t have specific recommendations for livestock, because I’m content with them right now. I wasn’t sure if OFPC wanted to be a part of collecting that information. 

· Tim: From my perspective, I think the OFPC should be involved in what’s going on with livestock. 

· Esperanza: East Bay Urban Ag is working really hard on education issues, we want to work on best practices for raising crops and also on how to raise animals, these are our priorities. 
· Upcoming meetings: East Bay Urban Ag
· Action: 
· Making sure to be plugged into the efforts of the East Bay Urban Ag alliance. It makes sense to say that the OFPC is in support of their efforts, but not necessarily as central organizers. Maybe connecting the Outreach Group with the Ag Alliance. We informally agree that Nathan will keep City abreast of the dialogue.
·  Nathan will edit the excel sheet regarding OFPC stance on urban ag. 
Agenda Item: Mobile Vending

Discussion:

· Some discussion about coming up with a similar statement on mobile vending, by the 26th to present at the Lifetimes meeting. 

· What about just extending the existing program now. 

· We’re advocating for an extension of mobile vending beyond Fruitvale. 

Action Items

· Mike and Chris will get together and discuss what the recommendations should be and then will send it to Alethea. 
Agenda Item: Purchasing Protocols

Discussion

Action Items

· We’re waiting on budget. Tabled until next meeting. 
Minutes submitted by Jennifer Pierce
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