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The SCISCD is a "think and do tank" founded in May of 2007 . The Institute
is a "go-to" resource for every context of "Sustainahility in the St Croix
Fiver Watershed." Besides the "walk the talk" coordination service it
provides to the UWWREF campus community, it is the primary resource faor
regional, county, town, and municipal leaders seeking assistance with
sustainahle community development (SCOY in response to the myriad of
environmental, social, and economic challenges.

UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN

.
RIVEI' Falls Through a haolistic, systems-thinking approach, Institute staff, faculty
WORK TOGETHER. STAND APART. experts, student interns, and research teams from UWRF are coardinated
to address the breadth and depth of sustainahility-based comprehensive
nlanninn develnoment and cnmmercial nonntunities that nlfimateks
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« GL County Government Center LEED Silver

« 25 By 2025 Energy Plan as an Energy
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Community Partnership

25x25 Plan
for Energy Independence
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Adopted on December 21, 2010 by the Green Lake County Board

Approved on December 22, 2010 by the Green Lake School Board

Wisconsin Office of Energy Independence

Energy Vision Statement

Green Lake County values energy
efficiency, energy conservation, and
renewable energy as a means of
reducing energy costs and
increasing the use of local,

clean energy sources. New
development utilizes the most
cost-effective energy-efficient
methods available. The County is
producing enough renewable
energy to supply its own needs and
sells excess back to the grid.
Improvements in efficiency and new
energy sources are reducing total
carbon dioxide emissions
associated with buildings and
fransportation in the County.



Be Careful
Who You Ask

& What You
Ask For ....

“It is not the strongest of the
species that survive, nor the most
intelligent, but the one most
responsive to change.” charles Darwin




Elephants in the Room .... A Race to Collapse ...
or the Reclaiming of America
Our greatest & most immediate ... Macro-Threats?

Population ..... a whole lotta lovin’ goin’ on?!
Personal, State & National Debt

Climate Change+ Peak Oil = Low “E” Future
Socio-Economic Disparity & Stress
Exclusionary Social Ethics & Process

Water Quality, Quantity, & Security

Food Vulnerability, Shortages & Price

The Silver Tsunami & Health Care

Pandemics, Droughts, & Asteroids “How long has THAT
Political & Religious Polarity vs Best Available Science been there?”!
Agenda 21 & Life in Community as We Have Known It © Debbie Tomassi  Used w/

Permission

“The Bubble of American Civifization?”
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Unsustaina bility Is Not Wit Its Green Humor ....

Used w/ permission - CartoonStocks




Consolation ....?

 What doesn’t killus | .. ...
makes us stronger | i hat

doesn’t
—Personally kill you
_ makes
—Professionally you
—Civicly stronger
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Turning Bad Breaks Into Blessings



Sustainable “Community” Development

US PARTNERSHIP ...... iIs (among the 70+ other
DECADE OF EDUCATION FOR sUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT  ddefinitions pu lished since 1979)

UNITED MATIONS DECADE (2005-2014)

“development which

meets the needs of the

present without

compromising the

ability of future
enerations to meet
eir own needs.”

(UN - The Brundtland Commission, 1987)

.‘-... .
isconsin!

& City of Green Lake, Wisconsin Y2




“And | will tell you now, if you want to keep
your guns, your property, your children and
your God... if you love liberty... Then
Sustainable Development is your enemy!”

America’s Chsce
o Sustainable Development The Evil Facing America

Sustainable Development Tom DeWeese
August 6, 2004

NewsWithViews.com

http://www.newswithviews.com/DeWeese/tom13.htm




RESOLUTION EXPOSING UNITED NATIONS AGENDA 21

WHEREAS, the United Nations Agenda 21 15 a comprehensive plan of extreme
environmentalism, social engineering, and global political control that was initiated at the United
Nations Conference on Envircnment and Development (UNCED) held in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil,
m 1992; and,

WHEREAS. the United Nations Agenda 21 is being covertly pushed into local
commmnities throughout the United States of America through the International Couvncil of Local
Environmental Initiatives (ICLET) through local “sustainable development”™ policies such as

Smart Growth, Wildlands Project. Resilient Cities, Regional Visioning Projects, and other
“Green” or “Alternative” projects; and,

WHEREAS, this United Nations Agenda 21 plan of radical so-called “sustainable development™
views the American way of life of private property ownership, single family homes, private car
ownership and individual travel choices, and privately owned farms; all as destroctive to the
enviromment; and,

WHEREAS. according to the United Nations Agenda 21 policy, social justice is

described as the right and oppertunity of all people to benefit equally from the resources afforded
us by society and the environment which would be accomplished by socialist/comnmni st
redistribution of wealth; and.

WHEREAS according to the United Nations Agenda 21 policy National scvereignty is deemed
a social injustice; now therefore be

BRESOLVED. the Republican National Conunittee recognizes the destructive and insidious
nature of United Nations Agenda 21 and hereby exposes to the public and public policy malkers
the dangerous intent of the plan; and therefore be it further

BESOLVED , that the U.5. government and no state or local government is legally bound by the
United Nations Agenda 21 treaty in that it has never been endorsed by the (U.S.) Senate, and
therefore be it further

RESOLVED, that the federal and state and local governments across the country be well
informed of the underlying harmfinl implications of implementation of United Nations Agenda
21 destructive strategies for “sustainable development™ and we hereby endorse rejection of its
radical policies and rejection of any grant monies attached to it, and therefore be it fiwther

RESOLVED, that upon the approval of this resolution the Republican National Committes shall
deliver a copy of this resolution to each of the Republican members of Congress, all Republican
candidates for Congress. all Republican candidates for President who qualify for ENC
sanctioned debates, and to each Fepublican state and territorial party office and recommend for
adoption into the Republican Party Platform at the 2012 Convention.

As Approved by the Republican National Commitiee, January 13, 2012

Republican National Committee
January 13, 2012

Resolution for Inclusion in
Platform for 2012 Convention

Resolution Exposing United
Nations Agenda 21 .... as a

Socialist / Communist Plot for
Wealth Redistribution ... Among
Other Things

GAP

http://www.gop.com/Images/CommsLogo/20
12_wintermeeting_resolutions.pdf
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Agenda 21 critics grow more vocal

EiRecommend - 62 oF Tweet < 0 '@ Share [ J+1)0 Print Email
July 15, 2012 5:00 am = BILL LUEDERS | Wisconsin Center for Investigative Journalism

= (13) Comments
Al Hulick remembers, to the day, when Agenda 21 came into his world.

It was May 17, 2011, at an informational meeting on whether Janesville should join the state's
Green Tier program. Some attendees reacted skeptically, handing out literature about Agenda 21, a
non-binding pact to promote sustainable growth drafted by the United Nations in 1992.

“I had never heard of it,” said Hulick, a management analyst for the city. He assumed fears about
Green Tier, through which the state Department of Natural Resources and the nonprofit 1,000
Friends of Wisconsin help communities pursue environmentally friendly practices, would fade over
time.

Instead, Hulick said, opposition to the city’s participation in Green Tier has “grown at every meeting
and become more vocal.” The Janesville City Council has twice delayed action on the program due
to concerns raised by citizens, some from other counties.

Those critics see Green Tier as a step toward advancing the U.N. pact and eroding their liberty. At
one meeting, Georgia Janisch of Janesville warned such efforts threaten to “take us over from
within without firing a shot.”

There are other, more conventional reasons some oppose programs such as Green Tier, which
involve public funds and may not always bring desired results.

But proponents were unprepared for the organized opposition that has sprung up around a little-
known U.N. plan depicted as part of plot to destroy private property rights, dictate personal behavior
and impose a single world government.
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= Police: Husband finds wife with other man, hits
him in head with tire jack handle

= Court records: Killed child was pinnad under
father's SUV during attack

= Teen victims identified in motorcycle-semi
crash in Columbia County

Fitchburg businessman charged with bank
fraud, money laundering

Soglin calls for citywide food policy to curb
problem of 'food deserts’
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“What gets us
into trouble is not
what we don’t

know, .... it’s
what we know

for sure that just
ain’t so.”




f Gity of Green lake Wisconsin_ 57

.
isconsin! ==
= g

Community Leadership ....
in the attempt to avoid

Un-Sustainability.

Cain/SCISCD, 2009

.... With some sense of Urgency ....

Tk no smahplans. ..
UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN “ - .
River Falls : ®:
WORK TOGETHER. STAND APART. % /
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Reclaiming of Core American Values ...
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From 1XBL to 3XBL —
The Basic, But Distinct
Differences

FEOPLE PLANET FROFTS

UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN L .-I'),.
Wisconsm Developing leadersto River Falls s W




3-Overlapping-Circles Model
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3-Legged Sustainability Stool

Sustainability
COMMUNIT

4XBL

Economic Leg
Good Jobs
Fair wages

Security

Infrastructure

Fair Trade

Environmental Leg

O Pollution & Waste

Renewable Energy
Conservation
Restoration

Social Leg
Working conditions
Health services
Education services
Community & Culture
Social justice

Quality of Life /| Genuine Wealth / Genuine Progress

Image Credit - Bob Willard




Green Lake City Food Self-Sufficiency
Macro Economic Value & Leakage

e Population c...ccayuaa = 1,100

e Per Capita Expenditures (eat in & bine out) =

Midwest $2513 (BLS,2009)X 1,100 - § 21 7641300
... W/90% Leakage of ~52.5M

Community Food Print, Self-Sufficiency, Security, &

River Falls +/ W : :
Economic Opportunity ?? Priceless!

Cain/SCISCD/UWRF



St Croix Watershed Food Self-Sufficiency
& Economic Opportunity Model:
A Foundational Approach

e N ;'/.J_. ,_ - ~ Preliminary Data Results ~
R S S W A April, 2012
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:jg;d } D ol ~ Ken Meter, President, Crossroads Resource Center
¢




Purpose of the
SCWFSSC&EOM:

To provide:

— Locally relevant, publicly accessible, & scientifically credible data for
debate & decision-making at the municipal, county, & regional level
regarding food security & vulnerability, comprehensive planning, job
training / employment, & economic opportunity;

— Macro-level assessment of gross carrying capacity of a county &
regional population for a 12 month, subsistence-based diet;

— Macro-level assessment of foundation for re-localization of a vertically
integrated food system & entrepreneurial value chain economy; &

— Foundation for micro-level analysis of a comprehensive, regionally
adapted food item consumption estimate, production capacity, market
valuation, employment, & economic opportunity.

ST
Cain/SCISCD/UWRF



Green Lake City Food Self-Sufficiency

Food Preference Diversity of the
Population

* Population = 1,100
¢ OmniVOI‘e (86.8%) — 955 (Harris Interactive Service, 2008)

* Vegan, Vegetarian, & Vegetarian Inclined (VVVI) = 145

(Harris Interactive Service, 2008)

— Vegan (.5%)
— Vegetarian (2.7%)
— Vegetarian Inclined (10%)

Community Food Print, Self-Sufficiency, Security, &

River Falls +/ W : :
Economic Opportunity ?? Priceless!

Cain/SCISCD /UWRF



Green Lake City Food Self-Sufficiency
Acres to Support Population

e Per Capita Acres to Support Food Preference

Diversity of the Population (s comei universit, 2006
VVVI = 0.44 acres X 145 = 64

OMNI = 2.11 acres X955 =2,015

Total = 2,079 acres

g

e ?% of Class 3 & 4 Total Acreage (XXX,XXX) (NRCS, UW-RF GIS Dept.)

e ?% of Total Farm Acres (XXX,XXX) (2007 ag census Data) L
* ?% of Total County Acreage (XXX,XXX) (2000 u.s. census)

Community Food Print, Self-Sufficiency, Security, &

River Falls +/ W : :
Economic Opportunity ?? Priceless!

Cain/SCISCD/UWRF



Green Lake County Food Self-Sufficiency
Macro Economic Value & Leakage

e Population wcnss = 19,051

e Per Capita Expenditures (eat in & bine out) =

Midwest $2513 (BL5,2009)X 19,051 - §4718751 163
... W/90% Leakage of ~“S43M Gfee“ésﬁst%

- Green Lake County Food Print, Self-Sufficiency, Security,
River Falls # ®: & Economic Opportunity ?? Priceless!
WORK TOGETHER. STAND APART. 23_%% > \\\"5

Cain/SCISCD/UWRF



Green Lake County

Food Preference Diversity of the
Population

* Population = 19,051

¢ O mn iVO re (86 .80/0) =1 6 ,536 (Harris Interactive Service, 2008)

« Vegan, Vegetarian, & Vegetarian Inclined (VVVI) = 2515

(Harris Interactive Service, 2008)

— Vegan (-50/0) Green Lake
— Vegetarian (2.7%) 5
— Vegetarian Inclined (10%) f

N Green Lake County Food Print, Self-Sufficiency, Security,
River Falls +/ % & Economic Opportunity ?? Priceless!
WORK TOGETHER. STAND APART. %_%!ﬂ: % \\\"5

Cain/SCISCD/UWRF



Green Lake County Food Self-Sufficiency
Acres to Support Population

e Per Capita Acres to Support Food Preference

Diversity of the Population (s comei universit, 2006
VVVI =0.44 acres X 2515 =1,107
OMNI = 2.11 acres X 16,536 = 34,891
Total = 35,998 acres

Green Lake

¢ ~25% Of TOtaI Farm Acres (142,757) (2007 Ag Census Data)
* ~16% of Total County Acreage (223,642) (2000 uss. census)
e ?% of Class 3 & 4 Total Acreage (XXX,XXX) (NRCS, UW-RF GIS Dept.)

- Green Lake County Food Print, Self-Sufficiency, Security,
River Falls # ®: & Economic Opportunity ?? Priceless!
WORK TOGETHER. STAND APART. %_%!ﬂ’ % \\\"5

Cain/SCISCD/UWRF



Horticulture contributes to AGRICULTURE - WORKING EVERY DAY FOR WISCONSIN

Green Lake Countg diversity m

e vegebs oo nasey | Green Lake

Londcape rounds maintenance .o County
Agriculture:

businesses create additional full-time jobs and
many seasonal jobs.

Direct-marketing sales add H Vﬂlue &
$210,000 to economy E .
More and more Green Lake County farmers =
sell directly to consumers through roadside E Econ om’ c
stands, farmers' markets, auctions, pick-your- g
own operations and community supported Ed ImPGCt
agriculture (CSA). In all, 49 farms generate

g §210,000 in direct-marketing sales. Agriculture works hard for Green How important is

& Lake County every day. Family- agriculture?

g Farmers are stewards of owned farms, food processors and . gAgricuIture prm:ides —1
z ) y agriculture-related businesses -
3 64% of the county’s land 9 o Gt [ ity

Green Lake County farmers own and manage generate thousands of jobs and

illi i B Agriculture accounts for $320
142,757 acres, or 64 percent, of the county's m'l_l'?"s of 1_:|o||ars ctf ecl_:nnmlc ,:?Iﬂlon T salei
land. This includes cropland, pasture, tree ?d“"ty while contributing to local ) i )
income and tax revenues. B Agriculture contributes $88

farms, farm forests and wetlands. As stewards
of the land, farmers use conservation practices,
such as crop rotation, nutrient management
and integrated pest management, to protect
environmental resources and provide habitat

million to county income.
Green Lake County offers an array of agricultural

products and practices, including organic dairy
and vegetables, rotational grazing, conventional
dairies of all sizes, corn, soybeans, snap beans

®m Agriculture pays 57 million
In taxes.

for wildlife. and sweet corn. This diversity makes agriculture Who owns the farms?
a mainstay in the county’s economy. 83.7% Individuals or famllles
uw - . A
Exten S ’On Green Lake County’s rolling hills and rural charm,
e I ————— surrounding the state’s deepest lake, also make
Cooperative Extension it a popular tourist spot. Home to a large Amish
community, the Tri-County Produce Auction
Prqducl_ad in 2011 hyf ) For more information, contact: _ Co-op and many value-added farms, Green Lake
Unn.rersn)f cf'tl'ﬁscorjﬂn-E}densmn, Green Lake County - UW Extension C ic a1 i tourism destinati
Cooperative Extension 492 Hill Street — Courthouse ounty is also an agri-tourism destination. ) -.
. Box 3188 /| 10.8% Famil
Economic data (2008) provided by: 1.8% | Y
Steven C Deller, professor_of agricultural.and gpplied gf;;gi?:;%?l 4941-3188 Mon-family | partnerships
economics, College o_fﬁgncq.!l tural and Life Sc|e_nces, http//areenlake.uwex edu/ corporations 3,79 Family
University of Wisconsin-Madison; and community and other corporations

development specialist, University of Wisconsin- An EEQ/AA employer, the University of

Extension, Cooperative Extension. Wisconsin-Extension provides equal
opportunities in employment and 1
Other economic data from: programming, including Title IX and

USDA 2007 Census of Agriculture ADA requirements.
http://www.uwex.edu/ces/ag/wisag/
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Testing a complete-diet model

for estimating the land resource
requirements of food consumption
and agricultural carrying capacity: The
New York State example

doi: 10 1017S 17421 70507001767
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“Corresponding author: ¢jp20@comell.edu

Accepted 22 December 2006 Research Paper

Abstract

Agriculture faces a multitude of challenges in the 21t century, and new tools are needed 1o help determine how it should
respond. Among these challenges is o need 1o reconcile how human food consumption patierns should change o both
improve human nutrition and reduce agriculture’s environmental footprint. A complete-diet framework is nesded for better
understanding how diet influences demand for a fundamental agricultural resource, land. We tested such a model, measuring
the impact of fat and meat consumption on the land requirements of food production in New York State (NYS). Analysis
wis confined Lo this geographic ama to simplify the modeling procedure and to examine the state’s ability 1o reduce
environmental impact by supplying food locally. Per capita land resource requirements were calculated with a spreadshest
maoda] for 42 diets ranging from 0 to 381 gd " @ to 1202d ") of meat and eggs and 2 1o 45% total calories from fat.
Many of these diets mest national dietary meommendations. The potential human carrying capacity of the NYS land base
was then derived, based on recent estimates of available agricultural Lind. A nearly fivefold difference {.18-0.86ha) in per
capita land requirements was observed across the diets. Increasing meat in the diet increased per capita land reguirements,
while increasing total dietary fat increased the land requirements of low meat diets but reduced the land needed for high
meal diets, Higher meat diets used a larger share of the available cropland suited only (o pasture and perennial crops, Thus,
only a threefold difference was observed for the potential number of people fed from the NYS land base (2.0-6.2 million).
In addition, some high-fat vegetarian diets supported fewer people than lower fat diets containing 63-127 gd * of meat
(approximately one- o twodhinds of the national avemge per capita consumption in the US). These results support the
assertion that diet should be considerad inits entirety when assessing environmental impact. To more complately understand
how diet influences land requirements and potential carying capacity, this model should be applied across a larger
geographic anca that encompasses a wider variety of climates and soil resources. To better understand the ability of a local
region o supply more of its own food, the model should be moved into a geospatial fromework.

Key words: carrying capacity, diet, fat, food consumption, human nutrition, land requirements, local agriculwne, meat, model

Introduction the rich, adapting 0 a changing climate, and reducing
its impact on the envimnment. Food consumption and
Agriculture faces a collection of polentially imeconcilable  agrcultural production are interdependent. and new tools
challenges in the 21st century: feading a prowing world  are needed to understand how one influences the other,
population that demands a more affluent diet, providing Peters et al.' contended that complete-diet appoaches
better nutrition for the poor and more balanced nutdton for  should be used 1o assess the adequacy of food supplies and

@ 2007 Cambridge University Press

http://journals.cambridge.org/download.php?file=%2FRAF%2FRAF22_02%2FS1

742170507001767a.pdf&code=ad0aa1e0b076304fead73b8e039e5e6¢c
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Land and Diet: What's the most land efficient diet for New York State?

By Christian ). Peters, Jennifer L Wilkins, and Gary W. Fidk, Comell University®*

ronmental, social and economic impacts of their food pur-

chasing and consumption habits.' To reduce environmental
costs associated with transportation and support local econo-
mies, some consumers favor buying and consuming locally or
regionally produced food. While this approach may seem lDEI-
cal, to support the nutritional requirements of a population an
ared’s land base must be able to produce an appropriate variety
and quantity of foods. Research suggests that while New York
State doesn't have the land base to provide for its population’s
total food needs. more people could be fed by making some im-
portant adjustments to both diet and land use?

We set out to understand how diet influences the amount of
land needed to produce the food we eat and, consequently, how
many people can be fed by the NYS land base. We compared 42
complete diets (2300 calorie/day) - all including the same NYS
grown grains, fruits, vegetables, and dairy products, but varying
in the amounts of meat and in the amounts of energy supplied
by fats. We found a five-fold difference in acreage requirements
between the diets incorporating the least amount of fat and meat
and those with the least amount of fat and greatest amount of
meat. A person following a low-fat vegetarian diet requires less
than half an acre per year to produce the food required for their
meals while a person consuming a low-fat diet with a lot of meat
requires over 2 acres.

Importantly, even though all the vegetarian diets require less land
than the meat diets, they do not necessarily feed the most people
(see illustration). Because different soil types are suited to different
crops (some of which are not consumed directly by humans), more
people can be fed when their diets are not strictly vegetarian. The
compenents of a vegetarian diet — fruits, grains, and vegetables —
require high quality land, whereas meat producing animals can be
raised on lower quality lands which produce crops we don’t eat. In
NYS, more land is suited to perennial forage production (pasture,
dry hay, haylage, and greenchop) than for growing annual crops
(corn, soy, wheat, and vegetables). In other words, land suited to the
production of dairy and meat but not fruits, grains, and vegetables is
more readily available, making it theoretically possible to feed more
people who eat a modest amount of meat than those whose diets are
completely vegetarian.

Incn:asing numbers of consumers are considering the envi-

= the kind feed? Diepesds an the smount of meat and
1 Nutsition Newsletter, American Dictetic

Association Hunger and Envircemental Practice Group. Winter 1008,

Biipfwewwhenidpgcom/

“Peters, C. Fick GW, Wilkins L. Testing 2 complete-dict model for eimating the land

How big is your inrbrmp

Diet's influencs on the area of
agricubuml land in Naw York slale
reeded to feed the average

person for ane year

“138eres

Even though a moderate-fat plant-based diet with

and dairy (red footprint) uses more land than the all
diet (far left footprint), it feeds more peopla (is more
becausa it usas maore pasture land, which is widely a

Source: [lstration by Steve Rokitka/University Communications. This graphic
arigirally appeared in the Cornel Chranicle, 10/5/07.

"Modest amount” of meat is the key. however. If all of the land
suited to producing meat but not plant foods is used, additional
meat production would require the use of land required for the
production of plant foods. In order to achieve the most efficient
balance between land use and consumption, our research sug-
gests that New Yorkers would need to limit their egg and meat
consumption to 2 cooked ounces per day. This adjustment would
require a significant reduction in meat consumption, as the aver-
age American consumed almost 6 ounces of such products per
day in 20057 It would also require NYS producers to significant-
Iy change their land use practices. The influence of diet on land
use has important implications for individuals and communi-
ties. Understanding these relationships can help policy makers
ensure the well-being of both.

Acubture, Economic Ressarch Service. 2N7. Food consummplios
Loss-adjusted food ay ility. Aovailable at Wb site: hitp-wene.
“cesmzmptionFoodGuidelnder him (verified 19 fune 2008).

U5 Departmest of .

respuree requirements af fond ponsumption and agindtural carrying capacic. The New
eck Siate xamie. Aemewable Agriculfure and Feod Systams. 2007; 22(2) 165-153

* Heidi Mouwillesseaun- Kimzman serves a5 guest editor for this issue

] Cornell University

The Rural New York Minute i a publication
i Raobin M.

http://cce.cornell.edu/Ag/Documents/PDFs/Land%20

Efficient%20Diet.pdf
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What Would These Per Capita Numbers
Look Like for Energy?!

Your email:
Enter email address. ..

U.S. Per Capita Energy Consumption And

Expenditures
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Energy Consumption per Person,

»»» A Project of the National Energy Policy Institute
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TOWARDS A NATIONAL
ENERGY POLICY
CHART OF THE DAY

RECENT POSTS

Crack ratio update — 7/26/12

Projected impact of proposed CAFE
standards on on-road fuel economy

Progress in on-road fuel economy of the
light-duty vehicle (LDV) fleet

Projected impact of proposed CAFE
standards on light-duty wehicle market
share in 2025

Gasoline vehides still dominate under
proposed CAFE standards

Estimated fuel economy and emissions
standards proposed for light-duty vehicles
for 2017-2025

Proposed Corporate Average Fuel Economy
(CAFE) standards for light-duty vehides
(LDVs), 2017-2025

Cumulative reduction in commerdial energy
consumption in different technology cases,
2011-2035

Cumulative commercial sector energy
savings in technology scenarios

Cumulative reduction in residential energy
consumption in different technology cases,
2011-2035

1,700 X $4K
= $4.4M

90%
Leakage?

$3,960,000




VERSUS

“The significant problems “Stupidity Got Us Into This
we face cannot be solved at Mess, and Stupidity Will
the same level of thinking Get Us Out.”

we were at when we created Homer Simpson

them.”

Albert Einstein

UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN

River Falls




Critical to any strategy is ....

Relevance & Leadership to an
American public who increasingly feel
their backs to the wall & government
unable to solve their problems. They
iIncreasingly retreat to that which they
can depend and defend .... that is
traditional American values of self,
family, neighborhood, and community.




Core American Values ...
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Insure the Fruits o

 Self-Sufficiency by <Ml We Can Do |t

« Self-Reliance

« Self-Determination

« Creativity & Ingenuity
* Innovation

« Entrepreneurship
SELF

. Respons:b{hty for Self, SUFFICIENT
Family, Neighbors, & CITY. 5.
Community E

SUFFIUENLY
- The classic guide

For rc1]1=;l:s and dreamers
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Sustainable Community Defined:

* “Fundamentally, a community is
sustainable only to the degree to which itis
‘locally’ self-sufficient in energy, food,
water, shelter, clothing, transportation,
health care, education, safety/security,
employment, and commerce scaled to the
equitable needs of all its citizens and
within the carrying capacity of native
ecosystems over multiple (7) generations.”

Cain / SCISCD, 2008

UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN

River Falls
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RF School District Food Self-Sufficiency

(10 January 2012)

RFSD POpUIation (2010 Census) == 22,944
« Per Capita Expenditures (Eat In & Dine Out) = Midwest
$2513 (L5, 2000 X 22,944 = $57,658,272 ... w/90% Leakage of

~$52M

« Acres to Support That Population = 43,431 Acres:

— % Vegan (.5%), Vegetarian (2.7%), Vege Inclined (10%) = 2,983

— Omnivore (86.8%) = 19,961 (Harris Interactive Service, 2008)

— Per Capita Acres to Support (peters, Cornell University, 2006)
« VVVI-0.44 acres X 2,983 = 1,313 acres @;é.EHDDT
« Omni-2.11 acres X 19,961 = 42,118 acres s 2

 Total = 43,431 of 91 ,918 Total Acres (UWRF Geog & Mapping Sciences Dept,
2011)

RFSD & Community Food Print, Self-Sufficiency,

Security, & Economic Opportunity ??
Priceless!

UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN y
. > <
River Falls # W
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“Is Sustainability Enough? ”

Un- The Tipping Point Beyond
Sustain- of Sustain-

ability Sustainability ability

X\ ) r,
] ¢ 7

* 4XBL Approach

* 1XBL Approach Status Quo - Maintenance * Re-Localization
* Capitalism w/o a Break Even - Zero Sum Game * Restorative
Conscience Minimize Further Degradation  Regenerative

* Carbon Positive Carbon Neutrality * Resilient

- Soft vs. Hard Landing 3XBL Approach . Carbon Negative

“Collapse Scenarios”
» Post Carbon

Bity of Green Lake: Wisconsin o e | Communities

est Lake in Wisconsin! ~ *! N - = L _ - - I_. River Falls ;? %
= h = et WORK TOGETHER. STAND APART. % /_} / 3




“Cash Positive — Carbon Negative,
Sustainable Community Design”

Energy, Food, & Water Self-
Sufficiency w/in the Carrying
Capacity of Native Ecosystems
Equals Social & Economic Security
Whose Value Is Incalculable ....

City of Green Lake, Wiscansin. g7
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Place-Based, Holistic

“Re-Localization”
System Approach to
SCD Models ENERGY
{ WATER & BIZ & INDUSTRY ]
- N\

NATIVE HABITAT &
RESOURCE MNGT

/4
{ HOUSING }47

\

{ EDUCATION

N\

CHURCHES & HEALTH
CIVIC ORGANIZATIONS CARE UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN

River Falls

WORK TOGETHER. STAND APART.

& LAND USE

AGRICULTURE }

Sustainable
Communities
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Sustainable Community Development

A Holistic, Systems Thinking Approach to Self-Sufficiency in Energy, Food, Water, Shelter,
Clothing, Habitat, Transportation, & Commerce

[ Sustainable Community Resolution]

The - TNS, TT,
Elephants [ Comp(ehensn{e ] PC &
in the Room Strategic Planning Other

Models

—
— NATIVE
COMMERCE FCOLOGY
FOOD
TRANSPORTATION @ @
CLOTHING SHELTER é

i
the power of learning




TNS for Community & Biz Models

« "The perfect scale for
the creation of socially
and ecologically
sustainable role models

.. Is at the municipality
level - close to people
as it is... Municipalities
hold the key to a
sustainable world in

their hands.” The Natura\ Step Y “.

Dr. Karl-Henrik Robért for Communities
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30 WI Communities have passed SCD / Eco-
Municipality Resolutions as of June, 2012
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Sustainable Community Resolutions

RESOLUTION #05-021
City of Washburn, Wisconsin ~ Adoption of Sustainable Community Development Policy

WHEREAS, in the sustainable society, nature is not subject to systematically increasing
concentrations of substances extracted from the Earth’s crust, because human society mines
and brings into use substances from below the Earth’s surface, that along with their
emissions are steadily accumulating at levels far greater than their natural occurrence and
cannot break down further; and,

WHEREAS, in the sustainable society, nature is not subject to systematically increasing
concentrations of substances produced by society, because human society has been
manufacturing synthetic substances faster than these materials can be broken down, and,

WHEREAS, in the sustainable society, nature is not subject to systematically increasing
degradation by physical ! means, because human activity is breaking down natural systems—
land, water, forests, soil, ecosystems—by depletion and destruction faster than these natural
systems can renew themselves; and,

WHEREAS, in the sustainable society, human needs are met worldwide, because if people around
the world cannot meet basic human needs—air, water, food, shelter, means of livelihood,
mobility, equal treatment, equal access, safety, participation in decisions that affect our lives,
the right to peaceful enjoyment of life, a connection with nature, and psychological and
spiritual connection and meaning—then this inequality will continually undermine the goals
identified above; and,

WHEREAS, by endorsing sustainable community development, The City of Washburn is joining
an international network of eco-municipalities, and taking the initiative to become one of the
first four eco-municipalities in the United States; and,

WHEREAS, the City of Washburn has a pledge of support through mentorship and consulting
from The National Association of Swedish Eco-Municipalities;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that The City of Washburn hereby endorses the principles of
sustainable community development, as proposed in The Natural Step Program, and agrees
to apply these principles in its planning, policy making, and municipal practices.

Adopted by the Common Council for the City of Washburn, Wisconsin this 11th Day of July, 2005.

Irene Blakely, Mayor
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* Home

» AboutUs

b Transition 101
Why Transition
b Initiatives

¥ Take Action

* Calendar

v Training

b Speakers Bureau
+ Blogs

v Stories

v Cheerful Disclaimer

RANSITION
UNITED STATES

Quick Links

Archives

v Online Training
Archive

v MNewsletter Archive

v Listserv Archive

(3) DONATE NOW
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Providing inspiration, encouragement, support, networking, and training
for Transition Initiatives across the United States

1D/10/10

Shovels and Ballots...
to Work on 10/10/10
A message by Asher Miller from our

partner think tank Post Carbon
Institute with an invitation to organize!

Getting

After major disappointments in
Copenhagen and Washington D.C.,
millions of us concerned about the
climate crisis have been left
wondering "what now?”.

Transition OKC momentum
building!

Transition QKC, a project of
Sustainable OKC#, became the
nation's 27th official Transition
initiative in May of 2009. The TOK.C
coordinating team took several
rmanths to lay the foundations of this
project by discussing the “Transition
Handbook,” hosting a Training for
Transition, and setting principles,

A Look at Transition Cities

While the Transition mode! is being
used in communities of all shapes
and sizes, rural and urban, it takes a
slightly different tune each time,
adapted to the settings of that
particular local. In larger urban areas,
and given the dense and resource
intensive aspects of cities, organizers
are thinking hard about how best to
develop resilient local communities
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Self-Sufficiency = Re-Localization +
Regenerative + Restorative +
Resiliency

We Do Not Suffer From a Lack of
Solutions, Only From a Lack of
Shared Vision, Language, Urgency &
Political Will

UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN
[ ]

River Falls

WORK TOGETHER. STAND APART.
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e Conclusion ....-

We have a choice between simply trying to
“avoid Un-Sustainability”
or being a major catalyst for
.... resilient communities™ ....
based on self-sufficiency &
a return to Core American Values
at the community level?

= Gty of Green Lake Wisconsin .
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4XBL - Community Performance
Metrics

* % Locally Sourced & “Recycled” Energy
* % Locally Sourced & “Recycled” Food

* % Locally Sourced & “Recycled” Water

« $89 Carbon Off-Sets Invested Locally
 Employee Volunteer Service Hours

« Philanthropy in Community
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Time to chat......

“Achieving Sustainability
should not be our children’s
responsibility, ......

anymore than failure at such
should be our generation’s
legacy.”

Cain/SCISCD, 2007

4 .
My ppone

 City of Green Lake Wisconsin. g7
——————’

o

Home of the Deepest Lake in Wisconsint "™

Kelly D. Cain, Ph.D.

Director, St. Croix Institute for
Sustainable Community Development
University of Wisconsin
410 South Third St.

River Falls, WI 54022

kelly.d.cain@uwrf.edu
715-425-3479

www.uwrf.edu/sustain

LeaderSh’p ~or~ The Risk of Irrelevance UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN

River Falls

WORK TOGETHER. STAND APART.



