2026 OEFFA Candidate Questionnaire

The Ohio Ecological Food and Farm Association (OEFFA), founded in 1979, cultivates a future in
which sustainable and organic farmers thrive, local food nourishes our communities, and agricultural

practices protect and enhance our environment. Annually, we host a conference, in addition to farm
tours, workshops, and webinars, to facilitate learning and connection. We also offer organic
certification and organic production transition support, and advocate with farmers to address their
needs in food and farm policy. Over the past 10 years, OEFFA’s Policy Program has been a leader

in advocating for organic and sustainable agriculture.
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We invite the candidate to complete this questionnaire based on priorities from the OEFFA
community. The following questions have been cultivated with various food and farm advocates and

organizations across Ohio. We will share the responses on our website for members and partners to

reference. Please reach out to policy(@oeffa.org with any questions.

Prior to the survey, we encourage the candidate to review the priorities and definitions section below

for context on issues we care about. The questions also include links to the relevant definitions.

OEFFA’s member-driven priorities (underlined) and related

programs and definitions:

Local and Regional Food Systems: Policy changes that support local and regional food system

infrastructure, processing systems, and investments that boost local economies, promote
sustainability, and secure a resilient food system

- Local food infrastructure: The foundational elements (physical, organizational, and
financial) required to produce, process, store, distribute, and sell food within a specific
locality or region

- Local Food Purchase Assistance (LFPA) program: The federal program that funded
Ohio CAN (Community + Agticulture + Nutrition)

o Ohio CAN enabled over 191 local producers to partner with the Ohio Association
of Foodbanks to distribute products to more than 2 million Ohioans in all 88

counties, allowing producers to expand into new markets while providing
communities with access to healthy local foods. The program was cancelled in 2025.
- Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP): A nutrition program providing
food benefits to low-income individuals and families to support their grocery budgets

- Produce Perks Midwest Family Fruit & Vegetable Coupon Program: Supports access

to healthy produce for low-income families and is funded through a state allocation of
Temporary Assistance for Needy Families funding


https://grow.oeffa.org/
https://action.oeffa.org/2026-election
mailto:policy@oeffa.org
https://ohiofoodbanks.org/site/assets/files/2956/final_ohio_can_guide_7.pdf
https://produceperks.org/our-programs-list/fruit-vegetable-coupon-program

Farm and Farmer Viability: Breaking down barriers in farming to ensure accessibility for all,

promote farmer resilience, and make certain that agricultural government programs work for
everyone by creating a system that is fair, functional, and informed

- Farm safety net: A group of federal programs and policies regularly administered by the
Farm Service Agency (FSA), like federal crop insurance, commodity programs, and disaster

assistance, that are designed to protect farmers and ranchers from financial crises
o From 1995-2025, more than $292 billion in taxpayer dollars went to commodity
subsidies, with much of the money flowing to the largest, wealthiest farms.

- Beginning farmers: Defined by the USDA as “an individual or entity who has not operated

a farm or ranch, or who has operated a farm or ranch for not more than 10 consecutive
years”’
o Signed into law in 2022, the Ohio Beginning Farmer Tax Credit Program offers tax

credits to beginning farmers who attend a financial management program and to
individuals or businesses that sell or rent farmland to beginning farmers.
- Farming Opportunities Training and Outreach Program (FOTO): A program
established in the 2018 Farm Bill that includes the Beginning Farmer and Rancher

Development Program (BFRDP), which provides training, technical assistance, and
resources for a new generation of farmers, and the 2501 program, which provides outreach

and assistance to historically underserved and veteran farmers and ranchers

- Specialty crops: Defined by the USDA as “fruits and vegetables, tree nuts, dried fruits,
horticulture, and nursery crops (including floriculture)”

Marketplace Fairness: Policies that support market inclusion and success of small and medium

farming operations, not just the largest operations

- Corporate consolidation: A process by which fewer, larger companies obtain more control
over an industry, reduce competition, and reshape supply chains
- The Packers and Stockyards Act: A bill enacted in 1921 in response to concerns about
meat processing consolidation and anticompetitive practices that had negatively impacted
both producers and consumers
o Recent rule updates to the Act were introduced to ensure farmers have fair systems

and that there are guardrails for large meat companies but have since been delayed.

Climate Change and Environmental Health: Advance climate resiliency and uplift organic and

sustainable agriculture as a solution to the climate crisis

- Healthy soil: Soil that functions as a vital living ecosystem that regulates water, sustains
plant and animal life, filters and buffers pollutants, cycles nutrients, and provides physical

stability and support for plants


https://www.fsa.usda.gov/
https://farm.ewg.org/progdetail.php?fips=00000&progcode=totalfarm&page=conc&regionname=theUnitedStates
https://www.ewg.org/research/triple-dipping-budget-bill-raises-farm-subsidies-wealthy-farmers-billions-dollars
https://lrftool.sc.egov.usda.gov/BFRP_Definition.aspx
https://agri.ohio.gov/programs/farmland-preservation-office/Beginning-Farmer-Tax-Credit-Program
https://www.usda.gov/sites/default/files/documents/2501_FactSheet.pdf
https://www.ams.usda.gov/sites/default/files/media/USDASpecialtyCropDefinition.pdf

o Ohio Soil Health Week: Officially signed into law in 2025, this weeklong celebration

includes outreach, education opportunities, and events to raise awareness around
Ohio's most valuable natural resource: our soil.
o H2Ohio Program: A statewide water quality initiative involving collaboration with

Ohio agencies aiming to reduce nutrient runoff, create wetlands, and improve clean
water access while supporting sustainable farming practices

- Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS): A USDA primary lands conservation

agency born out of the Dust Bowl days of the 1930s that now offers one-on-one,
personalized advice to producers and communities to find the best solutions to meet their
unique conservation and business goals

- Conservation programs: The Conservation Stewardship Program (CSP) and

Environmental Quality Incentives Program (EQIP) are popular, proven, voluntary programs

that incentivize farmers and landowners for their conservation practices offered through
NRCS.
o These programs are regularly oversubscribed, and in fiscal year 2025, just 24 percent
of EQIP applicants and 37 percent of CSP applicants were awarded contracts.

o Several other conservation programs are administered by NRCS, such as the
Regional Conservation Partnership Program (RCPP), easement programs, and
Conservation Innovation Grants.

- National Institute for Food and Agriculture: A branch of the USDA that advances
funding for initiatives that support the long-term viability of agriculture such as the

Sustainable Agriculture Research and Education (SARE) and the Organic Agriculture

Research and Extension Initiative (OREI) Program, among others

o After 35 years of demonstrated success in the SARE program, it has yet to receive its

fully authorized funding amount of $60 billion.

o For every dollar invested in agricultural research, $20 in economic activity is

generated.

Organic: Safeguard organic integrity through policies grounded in farmer experience and input that
support organic market infrastructure, access to technical assistance, and the successful transition to
organic production

- National Organic Program (NOP): A federal regulatory program that sets and enforces

national standards around growing, handling, and labeling organic products and works to
protect the integrity of the USDA Organic seal
o In 2025, U.S. sales of organic products reached $70.6 billion with an annual growth
rate of 6.8 percent—double that of the comparable marketplace, which grew at 3.4
percent. The U.S. remains a net importer of organic goods.

- In 1981, OEIFA became one of the first organic certification agencies in the country.

Today, we certify 1,120 operations, keeping 185,995 acres of land certified organic.


https://www.ohiosoilhealthweek.com/
https://h2.ohio.gov/home
https://www.nrcs.usda.gov/
https://www.nrcs.usda.gov/programs-initiatives/conservation-stewardship-program
https://www.nrcs.usda.gov/programs-initiatives/environmental-quality-incentives-program
https://www.iatp.org/one-step-forward-two-steps-back-conservation
https://www.nifa.usda.gov/
https://www.sare.org/
https://www.nifa.usda.gov/grants/programs/organic-agriculture-research-extension-initiative-orei-program
https://www.nifa.usda.gov/grants/programs/organic-agriculture-research-extension-initiative-orei-program
https://sustainableagriculture.net/blog/support-for-farmer-led-research-hinges-on-sare-funding/
https://ofrf.org/gordons-policy-corner/may-2024-how-research-helps-farmers/
https://ofrf.org/gordons-policy-corner/may-2024-how-research-helps-farmers/
https://www.ams.usda.gov/about-ams/programs-offices/national-organic-program
https://ota.com/about-ota/press-releases/us-organic-marketplace-achieved-significant-growth-2025
https://certification.oeffa.org/

Please provide your name:|Brennan Barrington

District or office you are running for: \Representative to Congress, OH-15

Federal Candidate Questions:

1. Do you personally support local farmers and/or contribute to your local food economy? If
so, how? Do you have experience working on health, food, farm, and environmental issues?

| have regularly patronized farmers' markets, and especially enjoyed a brand of
apple cider | got during the fall at the one in the Short North. Though this is largely fqg
economic reasons, | usually buy in-season produce.

My sister, who lives in Morrow County, has a large vegetable patch and substantial
poultry operation, with 100+ chickens and other birds in her barns. Family visits ofter
involve assisting with the work in exchange for produce or fresh eggs: | have
weeded, harvested, planted, fed chickens, cleaned out parts of the barn, and plucke
chickens.

| was very focused on environmental policy in my policy minor at Ohio State, with
most of the elective courses for my minor being environment-focused. | also spent

2. For a truly resilient food system, connecting local producers with local consumers is vital.
How would you implement policy initiatives to increase local food access for Ohio
communities while acknowledging the unique challenges each community faces
(transportation, zoning policies, food processing infrastructure, accessibility)?

The main obstacle to local food access is over-regulation at both federal and state levels.
Farmers should be able to make direct sales to consumers without complying with
Byzantine requirements or fearing prosecution for technical violations.

The Federal Meat Inspection Act as amended arbitrarily prohibits sale of meat which did
not pass through a USDA-inspected facility. Small producers often face long waits for, and
hauls to, the nearest inspected plant, and high costs. Many areas lack nearby capacity,
which favors large packers. | would support repealing these requirements. People sickened
by improperly prepared meat have adequate recourse in tort law or not coming back; we do
not need top-down regulation of all meat processing.

Ethanol subsidies are also a major driver of our transportation-heavy food system. Land
which could be used to grow vegetables for local consumption is instead occupied by




3. TFollowing cancelled investments in local food procurement, like the LI'PA, farmers have felt
the impacts on their businesses. How would you shape permanent policy initiatives to
support local and regional farms with the economic opportunities that come from
procurement for schools, hospitals, and food banks?

We do not need a program of special subsidies to achieve this outcome. The problem is one of a
market distorted by large producers being allowed to impose external costs and given special
subsidies.

Corn grown for high-fructose corn syrup (requiring centralized processing) displaces not only cane
sugar but natural temperate-zone sweet produce. This happens because it is subsidized through
crop "insurance" and price supports, whereas cane sugar is artificially excluded. This favors
processed food over local options to satisfy those with sweet tooths. Those programs are a
massive handout to well-off businesses and should be reformed or eliminated.

Pollution is aggression. Large agribusiness has a price advantage because it uses chemicals
heavily, dumping the harm on society and flouting laws meant to protect the environment. Rather
than subsidizing such activity, any use of chemicals which harms useful insects or generates
nitrate runoff should be taxed and the revenue used to mitigate the harms (a Pigouvian tax). On a

4. How will you help ensure that nutrition and food assistance funding, like the Supplemental
Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP), are invested in local communities and support direct-
to-consumer sales with local farmers?

The problem with SNAP is that it is used to purchase unhealthy processed food
which is necessarily the product of complex supply chains. This causes child obesity|
and prevents children from ever learning appreciation for wholesome fresh produce.
If the SNAP program is to persist, | would support banning SNAP benefits from
being used for such unhealthy and overpriced products, so that SNAP users are
limited to cheaper and healthier options. This would necessarily include lots of local
produce.

It should also be easier for farmers and small retailers to accept SNAP benefits.
Reducing regulatory barriers to such direct-to-consumer sales would do the rest.




5. Farmers and rural families often face challenges when accessing childcare and quality
healthcare. How would you prioritize solutions to these issues so that farmers have a viable
personal safety net for themselves and their families?

Deregulate childcare, increase medical training openings, and eliminate unnecessary medical
qualification requirements. Rural areas will not need special subsidies if costs are reduced across
the board.

Any attempt to open a childcare involves myriad inspections, forms, checks, approvals, and other
nonsense with minimal benefit for child safety. This is largely an issue of state regulations, but |
would support using any federal grants constitutionally permissible to nudge states in the right
direction.

Likewise, the rural doctor shortage is because we are arbitrarily excluding large numbers of
gualified people from medical schools. Capacity needs to be increased dramatically by reducing
government-imposed barriers to entry. Because physicians prefer urban and suburban areas (for
reasons which make no sense to me), the benefit of this would mostly go to rural areas.

6. While the median age of farmers is 58 and rising, only a small amount ($50 million) of

federal funding is invested in the Beginning Farmer and Rancher Development Program
(BFRDP) each year. What policy implementations would you propose to lower barriers for

farmers entering the sector and support the long-term viability of their careers?

The tendency of my other policy proposals here to reduce consolidation and make
local sales more feasible would also tend to increase opportunity for young farmers.
No special subsidies are necessary.



https://www.nass.usda.gov/Publications/Highlights/2024/Census22_HL_FarmProducers_FINAL.pdf

7. Federal farm pavments continue to grow, and large-scale conventional farms receive the

lion’s share of government spending through farm safetv net, disaster, and crop insurance
programs. How will you support a// producers, including small and midsize farms
(approximately under 2,000 acres) and those growing diversified or specialty crops, in
accessing a farm safety net to support their businesses?

| take the opposite approach to this question: none of them should have a
government-funded "safety net". Insurance which is subsidized is not insurance; it is
a taxpayer-funded handout to those already wealthy. The free market makes the bes
determination of what should be grown when, where, and how. Private-sector
solutions such as insurance cooperatives can step up to serve legitimate insurance
functions. A pure market system would be better for small farmers precisely because
the current system heavily funds large operations.

8. Four corporations control 80-85 percent of the U.S. beef market, with similar levels of

consolidation across other sectors of the food industry (inputs, retail, equipment, etc.). How
would you prioritize policy initiatives (like the Packers and Stockyards Act) and investments

in local food infrastructure (i.e., meat processing and vegetable packaging facilities) in a way
that optimizes local food system resilience and job creation?

As | noted, deregulation is key. Big companies can better afford the costs of
scheduling and paying for inspectors and maintaining the infrastructure to stay in
compliance. Eliminating inspection requirements and allowing processing to be done
however companies prefer, subject to civil liability if sickness results, would
dramatically lower costs and encourage competition.

Likewise, processing and packing operations need workers. Welfare reform to get
more citizens working, and reducing immigration barriers to allow willing foreign
workers to work, would lower costs.



https://www.reuters.com/world/us/trump-seeks-additional-11-billion-farm-aid-2026-06-24/
https://farmaction.us/concentrationdata/

9. Corporate consolidation continues to control our food system by raising prices for

consumers and decreasing farmers’ incomes. Meanwhile, farmland acres continue to

decrease in Ohio and across the country, which has led to higher land prices and the loss of

independent farms. What would you champion in office to combat the increasing corporate
control of our food systems and ensure that farmers feeding their communities have fair

access to markets and land?

| believe limited-liability corporations are inconsistent with free-market principles
and should not exist. As such, | have no objection to imposing a high tax rate on
them.

Deregulation prevents regulatory capture and thus favors smaller operations with
less political power, for which compliance costs are relatively larger.

Development should not be considered mutually exclusive with agriculture.
Suburban yards can be used for fruit trees and vegetable gardens. Local laws shoulg
allow and encourage this; a federal carbon tax would do so by increasing the costs
of transporting food long distances.

10. Our food system depends on the health of our environment and soil. What would you do to
support and expand programs and practices that build on-farm resilience, such as improving

access to USDA conservation programs?

The single biggest policy win here would be to end ethanol subsidies, which
encourage soil depletion, heavy spraying of chemicals, and monocultures which offe
less to pollinators. Instead of government making things worse with one program
and then spending money on a separate program to fix it, it should just get rid of the
first program.



https://thetransfarmationproject.org/blog/corporate-consolidation-food-industry/
https://thetransfarmationproject.org/blog/corporate-consolidation-food-industry/
https://u.osu.edu/aede/2024/03/08/ohio-farm-numbers-land-in-farms-and-agricultural-land-lost-to-development/
https://u.osu.edu/aede/2024/03/08/ohio-farm-numbers-land-in-farms-and-agricultural-land-lost-to-development/
https://www.ers.usda.gov/data-products/chart-gallery/58268

11. On-farm research facilitated by farmers in coordination with organizations and education
professionals has been vital for producers as they adapt to extreme weather events and
economic obstacles. Agricultural research funding continues to be in demand. Do you see
this as a priority for federal funding? If so, how do you plan to make this more of a priority
for Congress?

12. The USDA Organic label continues to be the most recognized and trusted label amongst

consumers. What policy initiatives would you advance or introduce to help organic
producers meet growing consumer demand for organic goods?

Forcing non-organic farms to pay the true costs of their chemical use and heavily
mechanized operations would naturally make organic food cheaper relatively. The
rest is just getting government out of the way.



https://foe.org/resources/label-guide/
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