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INTRODUCTION

- The Healthy Hunger-Free Kids Act of
2010 (HHFKA) established ambitious
new nutrition standards for school

. meal programs and strengthened

the safety net for millions of children.

The Act included many provisions to

. help schools meet the new standards,

. including a mandate to create a Farm

- to School Program within the Food
and Nutrition Service (FNS) of the U.S.
Department of Agriculture (USDA).
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elping operators of
Federal child nutrition
programs access more
locally produced foods is
a primary activity of the
USDA Farm to School
Program. In USDA's vision,

local and regional foods,

and therefore economic
opportunities for U.S. food producers, are present
throughout our nutrition assistance programs.

To accomplish this vision, USDA encourages

Indeed these types of farm to school activities —
bringing local foods into the cafeteria, building
school gardens, and teaching children where
their food comes from — are proving to be very
effective tools in implementing the changes called
for in the HHFKA. Preliminary results from the
2015 USDA Farm to School Census suggest that
schools with robust farm to school programs are
seeing reductions in plate waste, increases in
school meal participation rates, and an increased
willingness on the part of children to try new

foods, notably fruits and vegetables.

participation from all types of agricultural
The Healthy Hunger-Free Kids Act tasked USDA

producers including farmers, ranchers, fishermen,
with supporting farm to school efforts through

and all types of food businesses such as food
grants, training, technical assistance, and

research. To date, the USDA Farm to School Grant

Program has funded 221 farm to school projects.

processors, manufacturers, distributors, and other

value-added operations.

In addition to We're pleased to support these programs, and

serving local feel confident the grantees whom we fund are

To date, the USDA Farm
to School Grant Program
has funded 221 farm to
school projects.

food, farm to establishing models that can be emulated and

school programs  built upon by districts nationwide.

often include

. This report, which provides an in-depth look at
food, agriculture,

. our first 3 years of grant-making, summarizes
and nutrition

) findings from an analysis of select data from
education that

jects funded during fiscal FY) 2013 -
emphasizes hands-on experiential activities, such projects funded during fiscal years (FY)

2015. 1t bi both titative data about
as school gardens, field trips to local farms, and combines both quantitative data abou

. ) planned activities derived from coding used during
cooking classes. For example, students might

. . ) the proposal review process and qualitative
dissect vegetables in science class, run farm

: stories about completed activities primarily from
stands using school garden produce to learn

business skills, or practice data visualization grantee progress reports.
technigues using plant growth measurements.

All these activities contribute to an integrated

approach to learning centered on food, agriculture,

and nutrition.



Behind all of the facts and figures that follow are hundreds of stories:

Stories of gardens growing, communities connecting, local farmers bringing
home a little more money, and, most importantly, stories of children eating
healthful, local, delicious food at school. USDA staff feels privileged to hear and
witness these stories firsthand. We have included in the report just a handful
of the inspiring images, quotes, and narratives that have come to us from the
extraordinary districts, organizations, and agencies we have funded.

Ly
&

L
W s U, A

D

USDA Farm to School Grant Program FY 2013 — FY 2015 Summary of Awards Report | 5



EXECUTIVE
SUMMARY




From Fiscal Years 2013 through 2015:

1,067

applicants requested

oaor §78.4

million in grant funds

93%0 o avars

were made to schools

and school districts

2 2 1 applicants

received awards

$1 5.1 million

was awarded to

applicants

78% o avers

went to support schools
or school districts with
free or reduced-price
meal eligibility rates

greater than 50 percent

49 States, the District

of Columbia, and the U.S.
Virgin Islands received at

least one award

12,300
schools and 6.9

million students are
estimated to have been
reached through activities
funded by USDA Farm to

School Grants
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MAJOR GRANTEE
ACTIVITIES

Buying local foods for school

meal programs

Training staff in local procurement,
food safety, culinary education, and
integration of nutrition and agriculture-
based curriculum

Purchasing equipment to support the
additional food processing, preparation,
and storage needed to handle local and
regional foods

Delivering hands-on experiential
education, aimed at enhancing student
knowledge, skills, and attitudes related
to agriculture, food, and nutrition

Developing partnerships,
communication networks, and
outreach materials

Completing project evaluations
to measure change and document
outcomes and impacts

Grantee: Chicago Public Schools, Illinois
Students at Spencer Technical Academy are
clearly excited to begin planting a variety of
herbs in the school's raised-bed garden.




Farm to school has been a tremendous success
across all levels in our district. The program

has fit seamlessly with our ongoing efforts to
offer healthy lunch options and increase student
knowledge about nutrition...

Our new “Eat Real Food” Farm to School program
has helped make nutrition and agricultural
education a regular topic of conversation in our
mainstream classrooms. Our students, staff and
families are now more aware than ever before
about the abundance of locally-grown produce
available in our state, its nutritional value, and
ideas for incorporating it into their home menus.

There is a sense of excitement and pride in
sampling these local foods among all audiences.
Our contacts at the USDA were invaluable in
helping us create our current program and in
conceptualizing our next steps for program growth.

{ CHENEY PUBLIC SCHOOLS, USDA FARM TO SCHOOL PLANNING GRANTEE, FY 2013}
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D

...this grant allowed us to
supplement bits of enthusiasm
with tangible training, education,
community involvement, and

an overall interest in how
farming and eating local foods
can be exciting and create a
sense of community and hands-
on learning.

{ USDA FARM TO SCHOOL PROGRAM GRANTEE }



The grant program has evolved
since its inception, funding projects
of increasing scope and impact
each year. In FY 2013, planning

and implementation grants were
offered; in FY 2014, support service
grants were introduced; and in FY
2015, training grants were made
available primarily using additional,
discretionary program funds from
the USDA Farm to School Program.
These four grant tracks are
described on the following page.
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FARM TO SCHOOL
GRANT TRACKS

1 Planning grants are intended for schools or school districts just starting
to incorporate farm to school program elements into their operations.

2 Implementation grants are intended for schools or school districts to
help expand or further develop existing farm to school initiatives.

Support Service grants are intended for State and local agencies,
Indian tribal organizations, agricultural producers or groups of
agricultural producers, and nonprofit entities working with schools or
districts to further develop existing farm to school initiatives and to
provide broad-reaching support services to farm to school initiatives.

Training grants are open to all interested parties and are used to
disseminate best practices and spread strategies known to succeed.’

Grantee: Colonial School District, Delaware

A student at William Penn High School grabs a lunch
that includes local asparagus and lettuce harvested
from the school's multi-acre, student-run farm.

>

T Additional details about this grant track are provided in Appendix B.
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Snippets from grantee progress reports, like this
one from Portland Public Schools in Maine, show

that grantees are tracking purchasing changes
closely, and seeing real results:

Approximately 30 percent of the $1,463,039 spent
during the 2013 - 2014 school year was used

for the procurement of a wide variety of locally-
sourced produce, beef, seafood, and baked goods
and represents a marked increase from previous
years. The $438,101 spent on local products
represented a 26 percent increase from the 2012
— 2013 school year, and indicates a dedicated
effort to increase the amounts and varieties of
local foods offered on school menus.

{ FARM TO SCHOOL IMPLEMENTATION GRANTEE, FY 2013 }
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GRANT REQUESTS
AND AWARDS

Amounts and Types
From FY 2013 - FY 2015, grant program applicants requested approximately $78.4 million in funding

and were awarded $15.1 million. Award amounts ranged from $14,613 to $100,000, with an average
amount of $68,122. Grant awards supported no more than 75 percent of the total cost of each project.

Figure 1 shows the total amount of requested and awarded funds by grant type.?

FiGURE @ | Dollars requested and awarded by grant type in FY 2013 - FY 2015

$40,000,000
$36.3m
$35,000,000 B Dollars Requested
Dollars Awarded
$35,000,000 $27.4m
$25,000,000
$20,000,000
$15,000,000 $12.4m
$10,000,000
$6.3m
$5,000,000 $3.1m 54.9m
' 52.1m 6779
. I
Planning Implementation Support Service Training

2 Additional data about the number of dollars requested and awarded by grant type is available in Table 1 of Appendix A.
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From FY 2013 - FY 2015, a total of 1,067 applications were received and 221 applications were funded for
an overall award rate of 21 percent. As shown in Figure 2, 321 applications were received for planning
grants and 78 were awarded funds. Additionally, 389 applications for implementation grants were received
and 65 were awarded funds. Furthermore, 289 applications for support service grants and 68 applications

for training grants were received and 51 and 27 applications were awarded funds, respectively.®

FIGURE @ | Applications received and awarded by grant type in FY 2013 - FY 2015*
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$ Additional data about the Fpumber of grants requeste_d and%awarded by grant type is:available in Table 2 of Appendix A.

“InRY. 2013, support'%‘rvice grants were classifigd a$implementation other” and are included as implementation'grants in this figure.
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Organizations Applying for Grants

USDA Farm to School Grant Program funds are available to eligible schools, State and local

agencies, Indian tribal organizations, agricultural producers, and nonprofit entities. The numbers

of these groups requesting and receiving awards are shown below in Figure 3.°Schools applied for

and received the highest number of awards (126 grants), followed by nonprofit entities (62 grants).

FIGURE @ | Grant requests and awards by applicant type in FY 2013 - FY 2015

600

500

400

300

200

100

T%is grant pregram |

. No. of Grants Requested
No. of Grants Awarded

122

15 5 26
| — !
Indian Tribal Agrlcultural
Organization producer or

producer group

Local or State
agency

a good

anvestment by USDA, and, in this
region at least, USDA is getting

their investment back.

{USDA FARM TO SCHOOL PROGRAM GRANTEE }

Nonprofit entity ~ School or school
district

° Additional data about numbers of grant requests and awards by entity type are available in Table 3 of Appendix A.
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Geographic Distribution

Figure 4 shows the distribution of grant awards by FNS region.® Organizations in the Western region
applied for and received the most grants (45 grants or 20 percent of the total number of awards).
Organizations in the Southeast region received the second highest number of awards (37 grants)
followed by the Midwest region (34 grants). While organizations in the Southwest region received the
fewest awards (21 grants), they had the highest percent of applications funded compared across all

seven FNS regions.

FicURe @ | Distribution of grant awards by FNS region in FY 2013 - FY 2015

@ Mid-Atlantic 25 () Southeast 37

(11%) (17%)

. Midwest 34 . Southwest 21
(15%) (10%)

@ Mountain @ Western 45
Plains 29 (20%)
(13%)

@ Northeast 30
(14%)

In FY 2013, FY 2014, and FY 2015 40 percent of the schools or districts impacted by a USDA Farm

to School Grant were considered rural and 56 percent were considered urban at the time of the
application.” In FY 2013, FY 2014, and FY 2015, 85 of the total 221 awards (38 percent) were distributed
to States or territories with StrikeForce designated counties under USDA's StrikeForce Initiative for

Rural Growth and Opportunity to address the specific challenges associated with rural poverty. 8

© A State-by-State breakdown and additional details of regional distribution of applications and awards are available in Table 7 and Table 8 of Appendix A.

7 USDA is missing data from 4 percent of the schools or districts impacted by a FY 2013 - FY 2015 grant project. A year-by-year summary is
available in Table 4 of Appendix A.

8 For more information about the USDA StrikeForce initiative, visit www.usda.gov/strikeforce.
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Students Served

Funded projects are estimated to reach approximately 12,300 schools and involve an estimated

6.9 million students in farm to school activities.”

The grant program prioritizes applicants that serve a high percentage of students eligible for free
or reduced-price meals. Figure 5 compares the distribution of U.S. students at schools of different
free and reduced-price meal eligibility rates to the corresponding number of USDA Farm to School
grants serving schools at those eligibility levels.'® Based on available data from grantees (183

of 194 grant projects), the majority of grant awards (143 grants or 78 percent) went to support
schools or school districts with free or reduced-price meal eligibility rates greater than 50 percent.
Approximately 59 percent of the 6.9 million students impacted by these grant awards are eligible

for free or reduced-price meals.”'?

FIGURE @ | Percent of U.S. schools by students eligible for free or reduced-price meals
and the corresponding distribution of grant awards

84

35% - 90
30% - 80
- 70

25%
- 60
20% - 50
15% - 40
- 30

10%
- 20
0% - 10
0

0-25% 26-50% 51-75% 76-100%

Eligibility Rate for Free or Reduced-Price Meals

. Percent of U.S. Schools
-@- No. of Grant Projects

? Numbers have been updated because previous estimates released were found to be inaccurate due to reporting errors. A summary of these
statistics can be found in Table 5 of Appendix A.

19U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data (CCD), "Public Elementary/Secondary School
Universe Survey,” 2011-12. See Digest of Education Statistics 2013, table 216.60.

A summary detailing the number and percent of grant projects by free or reduced-price meal eligibility rates can be found in Table 6 of Appendix A.

?Data about students eligible for free or reduced-price meals is not available from all 194 school based projects because 11 grantees were unable
to provide this information.
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The farm to school planning grant was an astounding
opportunity for our school. We now have a rich and
robust program with a detailed implementation plan.
We are clearly ready for the implementation phase.
The farm to school successes have led our school to
adopt an agricultural-based approach and focus...
Our school is forever changed.

{ USDA FARM TO SCHOOL PLANNING GRANTEE }
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GRANTEE SPOTLIGHT

District chef Liz receives a fresh
shipment of strawberries and
tomatoes from a local food hub in the
morning, washes and preps them in
the school kitchen, then heads into
the classroom in the afternoon for

a tasting and lesson as part of the
Fresh Fruit and Vegetable Program.

N
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Grantee: Firstline Schools, Inc. /

Edible Schoolyard New Orleans, Louisiana

Students at Firstline Schools in New Orleans,
LA rinse greens harvested from their school garden.
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GRANTEE
ACTIVITIES

USDA Farm to School Grant Program
funds support both the planning and
Implementation of farm to school
programs by schools and districts.

Planning often includes convening

a farm to school team, creating a
program vision and goals, establishing
procurement plans, developing new
menu options, training staff, preparing
kitchens, and building community
awareness. Many planning grantees
will both plan and begin to operate their
programs during the course of their

funded project.

The operation of farm to school
programs often includes food
procurement, processing, and
preparation; developing supply chain
solutions; communications and outreach
efforts; program administration; delivery
of curriculum activities; building and
maintaining school gardens; providing
training; purchasing equipment; and

many other activities.

Major areas of grantee activity are
described in the sections that follow.
Stories included in this section come
primarily from progress reports

submitted to USDA by grantees.
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LOCAL FOOD
PROCUREMENT

24

PROGRAM IN ACTION

The Northeast lowa Food and
Fitness Initiative, a grantee
operating in the six counties that
make up northeast lowa, has
created the lowa Food Hub, in part,
to help four rural school districts
expand their farm to school
programming. When a local food
service director was struggling

to purchase local turkey for their
school Thanksgiving meal, the
food hub brokered a “buying club,”
allowing five schools to purchase
local free-range, growth-hormone-
free turkey roasts from a nearby
three-generation turkey farm.




PARTNERSHIP AND
OUTREACH ACTIVITIES

PROGRAM IN ACTION

Healthy Communities of the Capital
Area (HCCA), a nonprofit agency in
Gardiner, Maine, is using their USDA
grant to connect the work of several
food-oriented programs. The local
sheriff heard about HCCA's grant
project and offered to donate produce
from his department’s longstanding
program that teaches inmates
agricultural skills and provides
healthy food for the State Department
of Corrections, area food pantries, and
hunger relief organizations.

One immediate barrier was the fact
that potatoes and winter squash are
highly labor intensive to process.
830/ 690/ HCCA identified the local Meals
0 0 on Wheels and community meal
provider for the elderly as having
the capacity to process the donated

................................................................ produce for a nominal fee. The result
of this partnership has been nearly

660/ 25(y 3,000 pounds of fresh local produce
0 0 donated to three school districts, the

savings from which allow schools
to reallocate some of their food
purchasing dollars to other local
foods purchases.




AGRICULTURE, FOOD,
AND NUTRITION-
BASED EDUCATION

65% 18%

PROGRAM IN ACTION

Enrolling more than 18,000 K-12 students in Los Angeles
County, California, the Pasadena Unified School District

is using their USDA grant to create a comprehensive K-5
farm to school curriculum. Three of 13 elementary schools
have begun training teachers to use a recently piloted 73
lesson plan curriculum, with weekly lessons addressing
the Common Core State Standards, Next Generation
Science Standards (NGSS), California Health Standards,
and 21st Century Skills. In order to support farm to school
curriculum implementation, school gardens across the

district have been surveyed and mapped.

26




Grantee: Manco Conservation District

Kids learn about kids (baby goats, that is!) at
Kemper Elementary School in Cortez, CO.
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LOCAL FOOD
PROCESSING AND
PREPARATION

50% 46%

PROGRAM IN ACTION

The STAR School serves 130 Native American
students grades K-8 near Flagstaff, Arizona. Based

on student input and taste test results, this grantee
has created five new local food recipes for the
school meal programs. Also, special breakfast
events on the first Saturday of each month feature
native recipes such as Blue Corn Pancakes with
Juniper Ash and Navajo Corn and Squash Sauté.




PROGRAM
EVALUATION

PROGRAM IN ACTION

As part of a USDA Farm to School grant, Food and
Nutrition Services of Sarasota County Schools,
Florida is tracking the use of local foods in school
meals. Florida-grown monthly averages October
through December 2014 were 16%, 24%, and 35%,
respectively. Compared to the same months in
2013, which were 8%, 13%, and 14%, their grant has
allowed them to more than double the use of locally
purchased produce.



GRANTEE ACTIVITY

School gardens are a natural fit for farm to
school programs as they provide a nearby,
hands-on learning laboratory.

of grantees planned
planned enhancements to start new garden
to existing garden programs.
programs.
planned to
planned install hoop houses or
to purchase garden greenhouses.

supplies and/
or equipment.

PROGRAM IN ACTION

In Tok, Alaska, with an average of 10 residents per
square mile, the Alaska Gateway School District is
using its USDA Farm to School grant to creatively
integrate energy efficiency and gardening. Its new
greenhouse is heated by waste heat from the school
district's electrical co-generation plant that is fed by
wood cut for fire abatement and mitigation. So far,
the greenhouse has helped the district get half way
to its goal of 20 percent (by cost) of the school meal
program sourced locally. There is potential to further
expand the greenhouse system.
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GRANTEE SPOTLIGHT

Students from Clarke County School
District interact with the Athens Land
Trust's West Broad Market Garden as
elementary, middle, and high school
students. The organization’s “Young Urban
Farmers” program even engages high
school students in growing fresh produce
themselves and marketing it through
business enterprises of their own design.
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CONCLUSIONS

nalysis of the 221 funded proposals from the first 3 years of
grantmaking suggests all farm to school activities described
in HHFKA are being implemented through a wide variety of

approaches by diverse grantee organizations. In pursuit of

regional balance, grant awards have been made in 49 States,
the District of Columbia, and the Virgin Islands. Award rates (ratio of

grant requests to awards) by FNS region vary from 18 to 28 percent.

Grantees planned many strategies for achieving the goal of increasing
access to local foods in schools. For example, 50 percent of projects
included expansion of menu options; 45 percent included training to
help schools and districts procure local and regional foods; and 46
percent included training for food service staff about menu planning,

meal preparation, and cooking with local and regional foods.

Grant projects served a high proportion of children who are eligible for
free or reduced-price meals. The overwhelming majority of grant awards
(78 percent) went to schools or schools districts with free or reduced-price
meal eligibility rates greater than 50 percent. Sixty five percent of grantees
planned to incorporate experiential nutrition education activities that

encourage children’s participation in farm and garden-based agricultural

34
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Grantee: Farm Fresh Rhode Island

The sentiment is clear in a letter from an elementary
student to a farmer who visited her classroom.

education activities. Strong partnership data (83 percent planned to
strengthen existing partnerships and 69 percent planned to develop new
partnerships) suggest the potential for widespread collaboration between
eligible schools, nongovernmental and community-based organizations,

agricultural producer groups, and other community partners.
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APPENDIX A - ADDITIONAL DATA TABLES

TABLE @) | Dollar amount of grant requests and awards by grant type for FY
2013 -FY 2015

Grant Type Amount Requested Amount Awarded Percent of Dollars Percent of Total
Awarded by Type Dollars Awarded

Planning $12,487,137 $3,132,805 25% 21%

Implementation $36,336,670 $6,264,236 17% 4L2%

Support Service $27,426,972 $4,902,085 18% 33%

Training $2,117,182 $776,645 37% 5%

Total $78,367,963 $15,075,773 19% 100%

TABLE @ | Number of grant requests and awards by grant type for FY 2013 - FY 2015

Grant Type Number of Number Awarded Percent Awarded Percent of Total
Applications by Type Grants Awarded

Planning 321 78 24% 35%

Implementation 389 65 17% 29%

Support Service 289 51 18% 23%

Training 68 27 40% 12%

Total 1,067 221 21% 100%
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TABLE € | Grant Requests and Awards by Applicant Type in FY 2013 - FY 2015

Applicant Type Number of Number of Award Rate by Percent of
Requests Awards Applicant Type Total Awards

Indian Tribal Organization 15 5 33% 2%
Agricultural Producers 26 2 8% 1%

Local or State Agency 122 20 16% 9%

Nonprofit Entity 364 62 17% 28%

School or School District 523 126 24% 57%
University, College, or Cooperative 11 6 55% 3%

Extension System *
Other 6 0 0% 0%

Total 1,067 221 21% 100%

* These entities were eligible only for training awards offered in FY 2015.

TaBLE @ | Percent of rural and urban schools or districts impacted by FY 2013 -
FY 2015 grant projects

FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2015 Total
Percent of schools or districts impacted 40% 44% 36% 40%
that are rural
Percent of schools or districts impacted 54% 51% 61% 56%

that are urban
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TaBLE @ | Approximate number of schools involved and students reached for
FY 2013 - FY 2015

FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2015 Total
Number of schools involved 3,200 4,200 4,900 12,300
Number of students reached 1.7 million 2.4 million 2.8 million 6.9 million

TABLE @ | Grant projects by free and reduced-price meal program eligibility rates
for FY 2013 - FY 2015*

Percent of Students Eligible for Total Percent of Total Percent of Total Number of
Free or Reduced-Price Meals U.S. Students Grant Projects Grant Projects**
0%-25% 25% 1% 2

26%-50% 29% 21% 38

51%-75% 26% 46% 84

76%-100% 20% 32% 59

Total 100% 100% 183

* Information regarding percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price meals served by each grant
project is only available from planning, implementation, and support service projects.

** Information was not available from 11 projects.

38



(3-€7) %71
(67) %6
(-91) %LC
(-L8) %L1
(-L2) %EC

(-7) %61

(3-2€) %61
(-€1) %0€
(-L€) %LL
(3-9€) %81
(-z¢)

%61
(8%) %01
(2) %82

(3-8) %EE
(3-8) %EE
(-€1) %0¢
(3-29) %0
(3-81) %S¢
(-0l)%Le
(€)%ly
(62) %Z2
(3-G€) %81
(-81) %52
(-17) %61
(-L€) %LL
(3-81) %S¢
(-81) %G
(3-28) %0
(-€%) %71
(-81) %S¢
(3-08) %8
(9Y) %Cl
() %09

papung suonesnddy

J0 % 18101

(¢)ot @) LL
(A-v9) L (A-2€) L1
(-4) L (1-€1) 9¢
(-G1) G (1-8) 62
(1-92) € (-Lg) €1
(¢)z81
(1-9) 8 VARV
(-€) 6 () 0€
(-€1) 9 (S) 9¢
(-61) & (1-01) 8¢
(1-92) € (A-v2) 91
(1-92) ¢ (1-8) 62
(9) €01
(a-77) L (1-6%) €
(1-77)1 (1-6%) €
(-92) € (L7) 0l
(1-29) 0 (1-29) ¢
(-77) L (9y) ¥
(-G1) g (-v2) 91
(L)L (-12) LL
(1-9¢) ¢ v 6
(-9¢) Z (-L8) LL
(1) L (--01) 82
(-99) | () 9
(L)L (--01) 82
(-v9) L (1-9%) ¥
(¥9) 0 (%) 0
(-€1) 9 (€) 7%
(-02) ¥ (-v2) 91
(-9%) L (-g€) L
(1-9¢) Z (-12) LL
(1-92) € (S%) §

spiemy suonednddy
(S L-€LAd) @AnelnWNY

G10Z Ad - £10Z Ad 40} spieme pue sisanbad juelb jo umopyealq aieis-Ag-aieis | @ 3iave

A

o>~

=
—

spiemy suoljedljddy
SLOC Ad

— N
mf")LOLOLONOm

€
8
0
14
0
0

-
—

o o™

spiemy suoljedljddy
710C Ad

€

— O
~ O

- O M N O O

=

N O O ~ o [N ™
—
© —

~

spiemy suonesnddy
€10¢C Ad

%JOA MON
aJllysdweH maN
S119snyoessep

aulep
1N21308UU0)
1SSMPIN

UISUOISIM

ol4o

PJOSBUUIIN

uebiyai

euelpuy|
sloun|
sule)d Ulejunojy

BuiwoAm

«UBiNn
+B10¥%eq ynos
L10%eq YyyoN

B)SEIgaN

BUBJUOI

1INOSSIN

sesuey
emo|

LOpe.0]0)

Jlueny-pin
+BIUIBJIA 158,
LIUIBIIA
spuejs| ulbJip
x001Y 0343Nnd
eluBAIASUURY
Kasuaf maN
puejAien
od
aleme)aQ

Aiojaia)
1o ajels

USDA Farm to School Grant Program FY 2013 - FY 2015 Summary of Awards Report | 39



%lc
(3-9) %81

87¢

LL

89 G9¢ 1ejoL

(S1) %8¢
(1Y) %91
(3-0€) %lc
(1) %L9
(L7) %L
(3-29) %0
(¢7) %Gl
(-LE) %LL
(-91) %LC
(1) %62
(3-2€) %6l
(92) %%
(-0l)%Le
(9) %9¢
(3-¥) %8¢
(€) %Y¢
(GY) %EL
(-42) %ET
(3-%) %8¢
() %le
() %S€
(-0€) %lc
(3-08) %8
(+-81) %S¢
(3-9) %81
(+-81) %S¢
(-81) %S¢

(-ge) z1L
(-9 v

o~
4 N O &N ¥ 0O ©

™ o~ o~ N
o o & oo 0o o v T T >~ 0 o oS o~

o~

—

— N OV O O O

L
L
&
L
¢
L

- N N N N N — O

uJalsap
€ 8 uoybulysem
z Ll uobaiQ
L 14 «BPEASN
L l oyep|
L L llemeH
0 0 weng
9 6% eluiojney
L 7 LBUOZIIY
0 14 BASeY
9 ] 1samyinos

9 .Sexal
9 LewoyepiQ
9 LOJIX3\ M3AN
z LeueIsInoT
o Lsesueyy

1seayinos

,99559UUB|

LeunoJlen ynos
LBUN0JE] YIJON
LJddississiy
4 Ll Ayonjuay
€ vl Le161099
0 Ll eplol4
0 € Leweqely
1SeaylioN

L IS JUOWIIDA

puejs| spoyy

* A State that includes StrikeForce counties.

40



¥4
Gy

6%

Gl
(44
9€

LY
Lg
LE
328
ey
Ll
8l
07

328
¢l
Ge
ka4
5%
€¢

(uey)
painquisia §

GL-€10Z Ad

%6°L
%90
%Y
%0
%S'€
%9°C
%YL

%97
%l'€
%6'C
%9°C
%Ll
%Ll

%%0
%l°0
%Ll
%00
%L0
%S'C
%'C
%80
%E'L
%l

%L0
%9'C
%L°0
%00
%9°¢C
%L
%90
%E’L
%91
painguisiq

spund 1ejo] jo %
SL-€10C Ad

£2Y7'€82% 9G9'G0L'L$
LL6'16$ 8€8'0LES
8£8'799% G8E'SZL'G$
LEL'OES 169'6€8%
768'12G$ 9GL'80L°LS
LTT'88ES 80€'19€°C$
ELLTITS 761°020°'L$
GY7%'L8E'TS 9EE’L90'ELS
97€'689% €96'L9€'€S
£65'89Y% €07'160'C$
0LL'TEY$ 96L'029'C$
7%72'G8€$ YSL'LLL'TS
000'042% LYE'0E0'LS
L67'191$ 7L9'EL8LS
£7%'020°C$ 61E'CEB'LS
000'59% G79'722$
00Z'LL$ 9€C'€0C$
9GZ'091$ 99€'L09%
0% L7Z'1G61$
009'66% LT7'682%
YOL'LLES 6E7'97E'LS
687'79¢$ 8EV'6LLLS
0667Z1$ GZ8'€9LS
009'G61$ 698'926%
708'LZ9% €E€8'07L'CS
96%7'609°L$ ¥L0'0€8°6$
000'00L$ 1GG'€65%
796'78€$ LEL'6LE'LS
869'LC$ LEO'LLTS
0% 0%
10%7'96€$ 297'561'e$
€LG'LLLS €07'07L'L$
054'€6% 050766%
766'961% 775'L0Y'L$
911'8€Z$ L60'607$

papiemy  pajsanbay
spun4 spun4

G1-€L0C Ad

666'66%
0%
VAALTAS
0%
000'0G1$
ELcryLS
€L97L$

LYL'TLLLS

965'762$
L1L'6G2%
999'L8L$
77€'G61$
000'0G1$
626C%
L16'8LY$
000'69%
00Z°LL$
681'66%
0%

0%
000'05%
G987ZLS
06672%
0%
€89'L6%
620’619
000'001L$
77EEILS
869'LC$
0%
£86'622%
0%

0%

0%
000'00L$

papiemy

602'89¢$
0%
778'55Y'L$
887'61€$
72G°165%
6L7'TELS
£27'80€$%
996'€79'7$
777'201'L$
L6E076$
895'128%
99T 7ELS
91E'30%$
GL6'6E9S
76€°LS1L'TS
0000€1$
008'GLLS
779'912$
000'00L$
869'77%
9%76'292%
901'L£GS$
06672$
705'0v€$
90L78€$
L0S'LZE'eS
000'00Z$
9YL'929%
8EL'99LS$
0%
29€910'L$
088'G0€$
06£'0L2%
78€'69G$
009'991$

paisanbay

spun4 spung

G102 Ad

G10Z - €102 A4 104 uoibal pue aeys Aq Buipuny jo sjieyag | @ 3vave

AVAYSS 885'76Y$
L16'16% 8€8'01LZ$
L66'661% L16%€0'T$
LEL'OES 1LG'8Y77$
866'771$ G99'77€$
000001% 67C'LL8S
000'001% LEE'0ZG$
G69'9LLS 88L°L6EYS
L6L'65C$ 085'GLT'LS
788'€91% 908'L8G$
7a7'LLLS 671'708%
000'6Y$ 09€'€0L$
000°00L$ 9€.4'G8Y$
2959¢% 985'0%5$
GE1'688% 786°LL0O'ES

0% 0%

0% 9e7'L8%
LE9'LZS 7£6'981%
0% 0%
009'66% 000'571$
90L'€61% L0G'L6YS
£72'€8% L89'LTES
000'001$ 268'8€7$
009'G6% 9L1'G6Z$
65’5629 €GE'00L'L$
G88'G6YS$ GZ0'268'C$

0% 1GG'€6Z$
6ELZELS GLG'E6YS

0% 0%

0% 0%
005'G6% €9€'GL0'L$
7ZL'EELS 66711V

0% GY72'7€2$
966'96% 9z0'L7ES
9z1'8€$ L96'77%

papiemy  pajsanbay
spung spung

7102 Ad

TLL'L6S 658'772%
0$ 000'001$
86£'01Z% 929'7€9'L$
0$ €E9'L9%
1£68'922% 899'7LLS
710'771$ 0v9'15L$
001'86$ 7€9'L61$
£09'865$ 781'920'7$
£G6'7EL$ 696'686%
000'5%7$ 007'625%
0SL'EEL$ 6L0'G66$
0067%71$ 82G'6EL$
0% G67'6ELS
000'001$ £LL'EE9$
L6£'259% L%76'€09'2$
0$ §79'76$
0$ 0%
98Y'6E$ 06L702%
0$ L7Z'15$
0% 62L'66%
866'LZ1% 986'L6G%
161'951$ Gv9'71E$
0% £Y6'667%
000'001$ 681'16Z%
99.'822% €LL'559%
986'867% 876'919'c$
0% 000'001$
18%'68% 018'86L$
0% 668'77%
0% 0%
8L6'0L$ 985'€90'L$
677 7v$ VIAATAL)
05L'€6$ SLY'L6YS
866'66% vEL'L6YS
066'66$ LES'L6LS

papiemy  pajsanbay
spun4 spun4

€L0C Ad

JUOULIBA
puels| spoyy
}JOA MBN
allysdueH maN
S)19SNYoeSSep
aulep
1N21}08UU0Y)
1SIMPIN
UISUOISIA
ol4o
£10SaUUIN
uebiyaiy
euelpu
stouny
Ssule|d uleyunop
BuiwoAm
<Uein
«810%eQ Yinos
#,830%BQ YHON
eyselqaN
BUBJUO
1INOSSIN
sesuey|
emo|

,0peJ0j0)

onueny-pin

1BJIA 159M

LBIUIBIIA
spue)s| ulbuip
#,001y O}Jang
elueAlAsuuayd

AKasdar maN
puejliep
a

alemejaq

ISIIRNET]
Jo 9jels

USDA Farm to School Grant Program FY 2013 — FY 2015 Summary of Awards Report | 41



ol
€l
LZ
87
6€
329

62
€

7€
¢
0¢
9¢
6l

9y
G¢

43

8¢

0€

¥4
Gy

6%

Gl
44
9€

%0°001

%Ll€
%9¢C
%YL
%0
%0°L
%00
%S'6
%7l
%90
%58
%'l
%G°L
%l
%YL
%'C

%50
%G1
%l
%E"L
%9°€
%8'€
%01
%E"L

%6'L
%90
%Yy
%0
%G'€
%9°C
%YL

%9
%l€
%6'C
%9°C
%Ll
%Ll

€LL'SLO'GLS
LEG'TLO'ES

259'99%%
¥28'06£$
zLLeLes
869'85%
L6L7Y1L$
0$
8GL'LEV'LS
€05'L12$
000'G6$
06€'L8Z'L$
618'/81%
9LE'LECS
505'02€$
€66'712%
L69'92€$
LLE'0LS'CS
982'08%
185'022%
G1§'1Z9%
87E'961%
L82'9€5%
y1€'045%
000'G71$
000'00Z$
0SL'€61°C$
€T7'€82%
L16'16S
8€8'799%
LEL'OES
768'126$
LT7'88€E$
€LL'712$
Svv'L8ETS
9%€'689%
£65'89%%
0LL'TE%$
y%2'G8€%
000'052$
L67'191$
€7%'020'C$

796'L9€'8LS
€95'62€'61$
987'788'L$
0%79'486'L$
858'G26%
w9LeLs
G80'L6E'LS
L9z'ecLs
L67'TT9'0LS
690'GLY'LS
€20'86L%
997'670'5$
£9L'0€0°L$
18G'0ZE"L$
800'0LL'L$
G7Z'LE9S
698'988%
8LE'008°0L$
691'GLLS
001'5€6$
G777LT' LS
729'698%
1G9'CZL'LS
LL6'LY9'TS
EL7'SE6'LS
000'0%79%
878'L9V'TLS
9G69'G0L'L$
8E8'0LES
G8e'STL'S$
169'G€8%
9G4'80L'L$
80€'19€'C$
761'020'L$
9€E'L90°EL$
£96'L9¢'€$
€07'150'C$
96L'029'C$
7GLLLL'TS
L7€'0E0'L$
YL9'EL8'LS
6LE'EEB'LS

068'72Z'S$
761'870°L$

7L7ELLS
ZLL'66$
266'TC$
820'8l%
166'66%
0$
L59'619%
000'GZ$
000'05$
61€'577$
000°00L$
GEG'LYS
€L8'€8%
£66'69%
8L6'67LS
020°098%
000'07$
885'0Z$
8LL'1TTS
000'5¢$
LOL'TLES
L76'6ELS
0%
000'00L$
892°€99%
666'66%
0%
IVAALTAS
0%
000'051$
ELTYTLS
€L9'71$

LyLTLL'LS

965762
L1L4'6GZ$
995°L81$
77£'G61$
000'051$
626'7C%

L16'8LYS

€€1'G29'7C$
9YL'LY76'G$

86E'€L5%
988'68€$
765'881%
268'18%
LLL'BLYS
19Z'€L$
97%7'00%7'€$
¥%76'987%
LYL'ELTS
876'7ET'LS
00L'8%¢$
88£'G92%$
851'0€€$
SY2'767%
£59'862%
€L8'6YE'ES
€LE'C6S
887'€ZE$
y21'05%%$
€92'8LE$
L56'LES$
162'€08%
LL5'EYS$
000'022%

602'89¢$
0%
78'S5Y'L$
887'61€$
729'16G$
6L7'TELS
€27'80€$
996'€79'7$
77y'20LLS
L6E0T6$
899'1Z8%
99T7ELS
91£'607$
GL6'6E9S

v6€'LSLTS

910'7L1'S$
YLL'GT6$

00L9LLS
L0S'66%
000'00L$
0%
0%

0%
TLL9LYS
96£'88%
000'S7$
€5€LLYS
[AYAAA)
L78'68%
€65'66%
000'57L$
LZL'TES
218'G16%
0$
£66'66%
9G€'65L$
€8LEELS
08G'8L$
00L'661$
000'GY1$
000'00L$
L9€'65L$
[AYAYS
L1616
L66'661%
LEL'OES
866771
000'00L$
000'00L$
G69'9LL$
L6L'652$
788'€91$
7G7'LLLS
000'G7$
000°00L$
295'9¢$
GE1'688%

L9Y7'9€L'9T$

G71'626'9$
901°19L$
020'569%
00L'€1G$

0%
058'75Z$
0$
9L7'699'€$
911°169%
9L8'6LES
700'229'L$
162'607%
ELETEYS
009°LLY$
000'57L$
008'GLZS
8G66706'C$
0L1'07z$
G79'5€Z$
A TAANAS
G1Z'80€$%
689'65€$
781'59L$
GE6'88G%
000'GLL$
791°626'7%
88G'76Y$
8£8'0LZ$

L16'7E0'CS
1£G'877%
G99'77ES
6%7T'LL8S
LEE'0ZGS

88L'L6E'Y$

085'GLZ'L$
908'18G%
671%08%
09€'€0L$
9€.4'58%$
98G'07G$

786°LL0°ES

L98'8ELYTS
696'8€0°L$

8£G'9€7$
G0Z'T61$
024'06%
0£9'07$
008'77$
0%
676'GEES
L01'86%
0$
8LL'YTY$
L8G'EY$
766'66$
6L0'LELS
0$
8507v1$
6LY'Y6L$
982'07%
000'00L%
18€'0%2$
G71'8€$
000'SY71$
£99'0€2%
0$
0$
LZL'LLLS
TLL'L6S
0%
86€'012%
0$
£68'972%
710'r71L$
001'86%
€09'855%
€56ELS
000'57$
0SL'€ELS
006'771$
0$
000'001$
16€'259%

79€'900°L2$
2L9'T9%'9%
786'609%
€EL'T06$
795'€C$
0GL'€ES
850'859%
0%
GLG'76G'E$
0lL0'Lees
000'71$
715'886'L$
TLE'ELES
08Y7'029%
052'zev$
000'002%
[ANEAASS
INERVENES
989'L77$
L9T'9LES
6£0'C65$
97L'e8L$
G00'GZ8$
705'640'L$
106'208%
000'572$
6G6'C9L°ES
658'772$
000°001L$
9297€9'LS
€€9'L9%
899'CLLS
0%79'LGL$
7E€9'L61LS
281'920'7$
696'686%
002'625%
6L0'G66%
87G'6ELS
G6Z'6ELS
€L1'EE9$
L76'€09°C$

18101

UJaIsaM

uojbulysem
uobaln
LBpeASN
oyep|
llemeyH
#weng
eluJojnen
Leuoziy
«EASEY
1S9MUIN0S
LSBX3
«BWOYEPNO
LOJIXa]\ MaN
LPUBISINOT
LSesuBMsIY

1se3YIN0S

,895S8UUd|
«euljoJe) ynog
«EulN0Je] Y1oN
Jddississiy
fonjuay
Le1b103g
eplio)4
«Buegery

JSeaypoN

JUOWLIBA
PuUEls| spoyy
3JOA MON
allysdweH maN
S)asNyoesSse
aulepy
1N21308UU0)

1SaMpIN

UISUOISIAA

0

£JOSaUUI

uebiyaiy
euelpu|
sioun|

sule)d ulejunojy

* A State that includes StrikeForce counties.

# Did not receive funds through the USDA Farm to School Grant Program during FY 2013, FY 2014, or FY 2015.
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APPENDIX B - TRAINING GRANTS

Training grants are intended to support State, regional, and national trainings that provide technical
assistance in the area of local procurement, food safety, culinary education, and/or integration of
agriculture-based curriculum. Training grants were supported in FY 2015 using discretionary program
funds and were open to all interested parties. Table 9 summarizes training grant requests and awards
in FY 2015.

TaBLE @ | Training grant requests and awards in FY 2015

Training Number of Amount Amount Percent Percent Percent Percent
Grant Type Applications Requested  Awarded Awarded of Dollars of Total of Total

Awarded Training Training
Grants Dollars
Awarded Awarded

National 8 2 $393,987 $99,987 25% 25% 7% 13%
Regional 22 5 $933,959 $228,287 23% 24% 19% 29%
State 38 20 $789,237 $448,372 53% 57% 74% 58%
Total 68 27 $2,117,182  $776,646 40% 37% 100% 100%

PROGRAM IN ACTION

In Billings, Montana, the Inter-tribal Agriculture Council will promote farm to school efforts in
American Indian communities by including expanded farm to school training components in their
annual membership meeting. Training sessions and resources will target food service professionals
and leaders of farm to school programs, and direct technical assistance will also be available. This
meeting draws hundreds of tribal food producers, agricultural professionals, and Native youth from
across the Nation. The event will include an innovative multimedia youth project to engage high
school students in the farm to school conversation and allow them to share their unique perspectives
on food and agriculture with peers and food service professionals. Follow up regional meetings will
supplement this national event.

USDA Farm to School Grant Program FY 2013 - FY 2015 Summary of Awards Report | 43



USDA

—
United States Department of Agriculture




