
From
 1988-2002, 25 organizations invested nearly $220 m

illion through 1,868
sustainable agriculture grants.

86 percent of all funding, $190 m
illion, cam

e from
 10 foundations. Five foundations

w
ere responsible for 69 percent of all funding ($151 m

illion). The Kellogg Foundation
alone is responsible for 35 percent of all funding ($77 m

illion).

The foundations aw
arding the greatest num

ber of grants included: Jesse Sm
ith N

oyes,
W

allace Genetic Foundation, the Kellogg Foundation, Organic Farm
ing Research

Foundation, and the Joyce Foundation. These five foundations aw
arded 64 percent of

all grants (1,198 grants total).

Over 15 years, annual funding for sustainable agriculture fluctuated from
 a low

 of $5.2
m

illion in 1989 to a high of $20.6 m
illion in 1994 and dow

n again to $13.1 m
illion in

2002. Average annual giving w
as $13.8 m

illion +/- $4.3 m
illion.

O
verview

 of Sustainable Agriculture
Funding 1988-2002

  s a m
ajor funding area, sustainable agriculture em

erged from
 the 1980s farm

 crisis. Since then,
    several organizations have invested significant resources to advance a diverse sustainable
agriculture agenda. And over the last 15 years, significant funding trends and im

pacts have
em

erged. Follow
ing are highlights of these findings:

AO
verall Funding and Trends

The decline of African-Am
erican ow

ned farm
s and farm

land
The needs of im

m
igrant and refugee farm

ers and farm
 w

orkers
N

ative Am
erican traditional and sustainable food system

s
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Sustainable Agriculture Funding, 1988-2002

Six m
ajor im

pact areas of sustainable agriculture funding

This brochure captures highlights of the landscape of sustainable agriculture funding from
 1988-2002. The data w

ere
obtained by the W

.K. Kellogg Foundation, w
hich contracted the Headwaters Group Philanthropic Services to work w

ith
Virginia Clarke-Laskin, coordinator of the Sustainable Agriculture and Food System

s Funders, a working group of the
Environm

ental Grantm
akers Association. A third consultant, JoAnne Berkenkam

p, also w
orked on the project and

provided specific insights on the im
pacts and lessons of the Kellogg Foundation grantm

aking in sustainable agriculture.
The full report is available online at w

w
w.safsf.org/index.asp and for m

ore inform
ation, contact:

1.
In the area of public policy developm

ent and education, 285 grants totaling m
ore

than $44 m
illion im

pacted:

2.
$17 m

illion invested in 135 m
arket developm

ent grants im
pacted:

Federal farm
 policy

Pesticide related policy
W

ater quality and conservation policy

M
arketing locally-grow

n products
Expanded use of USDA’s value-added m

arketing program
Partnerships am

ong farm
ers and universities, schools and restaurants

3.
Land grant universities received $27.2 m

illion through 195 grants.  .  .  .  .  Im
pacts include:

Increased the legitim
acy of sustainable agriculture research

Underw
riting and endow

ing of professorships
N

ew
 academ

ic program
s and positions

4.
220 grants invested $27.5 m

illion into farm
ing m

ethod grants.  Im
pacts include the

adoption of:

N
ew

 agronom
ic practices

Alternative crops
W

hole farm
 planning

5.
$27.8 m

illion w
as invested in organization capacity-building. This funding yielded:

Public policy successes
Partnership developm

ent
Evaluations that contributed to m

ore effective program
 im

plem
entation

6.
A sm

all num
ber of grants funded disadvantaged com

m
unities.  These investm

ents
resulted in m

ore attention being paid to:



1.
In 1998, there w

as a shift in funding priorities am
ong

several of the 10 funders responsible for the m
ajority of

grant m
aking. This resulted in a stoppage or significant

decrease in sustainable agriculture support.
For exam

ple:N
orthw

est Area stopped funding sustainable
agriculture after 1997.

Pew
 Charitable Trusts’ funding declined to

$200,000 in 2001.

M
ott stopped its funding in 1999.

Other, funders also reduced or halted their
sustainable agriculture funding after 1998,
including Alton Jones, G

LPF, Ford, and Turner.

2.
Significant spending increases by Kellogg resulted in several
spending spikes.
For exam

ple:In 1994, Kellogg aw
arded alm

ost $5 m
illion m

ore
than its overall 15-year average ($10.3 in 1994
vs. a 15 year average of $5.1 m

illion).

W
hen other m

ajor funders w
ere reducing their

funding in 2001 and 2002, the Kellogg
Foundation aw

arded significantly larger am
ounts

than its overall 15 year average, totaling
approxim

ately $8.3 m
illion in 2001 and $8.2

m
illion in 2002.

Approxim
ately half of all funds ($89.7 m

illion) w
ere for national benefit.

M
any of the projects supported related to policy developm

ent or
sustainable agriculture research.

The M
idw

est received 24 percent of funds ($44.4 m
illion)

The Pacific region received 9 percent ($16.4 m
illion), and the M

ountain
region received 5 percent ($9.2 m

illion).

The South, Southeast, N
orth Atlantic, and N

ew
 England each received 4

percent or less ($6.4 m
illion or less).

Tw
o Explanations for Fluctuations in Funding

Beldon Fund

Bullitt Foundation

CS Fund

Charles Stew
art M

ott Foundation

Clarence E. Heller Charitable Foundation

Colum
bia Foundation

Education Foundation of Am
erica

Farm
 Aid

Ford Foundation

Foundation for Deep Ecology

George Gund Foundation

Great Lakes Protection Fund

Jessie Sm
ith N

oyes Foundation

Joyce Foundation

M
ary Reynolds Babcock Foundation

M
cKnight Foundation

N
athan Cum

m
ings Foundation

N
orthw

est Area Foundation

Organic Farm
ing Research Foundation

Pew
 Charitable Trusts

Turner Foundation

W
. Alton Jones Foundation

W
.K. Kellogg Foundation

W
allace G

enetic Foundation

The Veatch Program
 of the Unitarian

Universalist Congregation at Shelter Rock

Although it is com
m

on for grantm
aking to fluctuate based on

the am
ount of available funds and program

 interests, tw
o

issues explain m
ost of the change in sustainable agriculture

funding. They are:

25 M
ost Active

Foundations

Funding B
y R

egion

Trends

Funding for non-governm
ent organizations increased from

 74 percent in
the early 1990s to 93 percent by the early 2000s.

From
 1990 to 1994, universities/colleges experienced a notable increase

in funding.

The m
ajority of all sustainable agriculture funding from

 1988 to 2002 –
85 percent or $157.3 m

illion – w
as aw

arded to non-governm
ental

organizations.

Secondary institutions (the m
ajority of w

hich are land grant institutions)
received 14 percent (or $27.2 m

illion) of funding; other foundations
received 1.3 percent.

G
overnm

ent institutions (m
ainly soil and w

ater conservation districts)
received less than 1 percent.

Funding by G
rantee Type

Funding by grantee type, 1988-2002


