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Abstract

10  Aotearoa New Zealand (Aotearoa NZ) is an example of a high-income country with high
11 environmental impacts and health consequences associated with its food system. These impacts can
12  be partially addressed by enabling dietary transitions to healthy and sustainable diets. The EAT-
13  Lancet Commission proposed an internationally acceptable reference diet to promote planetary
14  health. We aimed to work with contributors to develop policy actions to support New Zealanders to
15  transition to healthy sustainable diets. These policies were further examined according to the World
16  Cancer Research Fund, NOURISHING and High Level Panel of Experts (HLPE) on Food Security and
17  Nutrition Food System frameworks. Semi-structured interviews (13) and focus groups (6) were
18  conducted with contributors from government agencies, industry, academics, community and rural
19  and urban tangata whenua communities. All interviews and focus groups were first transcribed using
20  Otter.al then reviewed by the research team. Thematic analysis was used to identify and summarise
21  each policy. 111 policies were suggested across the NOURISHING framework policy domains: 11
22 (10%) in behaviour change communication; 35 (32%) in the food environment; and 65 (59%)
23 addressing the food system. Participants spoke of behaviour change communication policies of
24  education, awareness campaigns, and workshops such as cooking classes. Food environment policies
25  targeted supermarkets and food retail, local food environments, and government standards and
26  regulations including food taxes and subsidies. Policies in the food system area looked at food waste,
27  supporting local food production and government structures and support. Contributors identified
28  policies that advocate and support planetary health.

29 Key policy insights

30 0 The majority of policies identified by contributors focused on food systems and specifically
31 food production

32 0 Many contributors highlighted existing policies or initiatives already implemented locally and
33 nationally but needed further support

34 0 There is limited research demonstrating the effectiveness of policies and initiatives
35 addressing sustainable food systems in Aotearoa New Zealand

36 0 Funding, resources and research of existing local initiatives and policies supporting

37 sustainable food systems in Aotearoa New Zealand and globally are urgently required

38
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41
Introduction

42  Food systems impose significant health and environmental impacts globally, which can be addressed
43 by enabling dietary transitions to healthy and sustainable diets." Currently, food systems globally
44 contribute to 34% of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from activities relating to agriculture and land
45  use, storage, transport, packaging, processing, retail, and food consumption.” Other environmental
46 impacts include the deterioration of water resources and loss of habitat and biodiversity. In
47  Aotearoa NZ, agriculture accounted for 50% of gross GHG emissions in 2020, due to the prominent
48  role of the agricultural industry in the Aotearoa NZ economy.>®

49  The EAT-Lancet Commission® proposed an internationally acceptable reference diet or 'planetary
50 diet' based on Rockstrom et al.'s™ planetary boundaries to promote planetary health. Six of the nine
51 boundaries (climate change, biodiversity loss, freshwater use, interference with the global nitrogen
52  and phosphorus cycles, and land-system change) are greatly affected by food production. The
53  planetary diet depicts a sustainable and healthy diet as high in unprocessed plant-based foods and
54  low in animal-based foods, consistent with the international literature.™™ Much of this literature is
55  on GHG emissions™ ™" with less attention given to the other planetary boundaries.® However,
56  synergies between GHG emission impact of diets and impact on other planetary boundaries such as
57 land use and water use are shown."®"

58  The food system impacts the health of New Zealanders, with dietary risks and high body mass index
59 accounting for the second and third highest contributors to health loss (DALYs) in 2017.
60 Additionally, diet-related health outcomes (such as obesity) are inequitably distributed.® These
61 inequities represent a failure of policy and violate Te Tiriti o Waitangi (a treaty signed in 1840 by the
62  Crown and tangata whenua) that includes the right to health equity.’ Food systems are a key area to
63  improve planetary health through reducing emissions and the consequences of climate change on
64  resilience and food security.

65 A global perspective is taken by The Commission and does not provide specific policy actions for
66  Aotearoa NZ to support their transition to a planetary diet. Utilising a food systems approach to
67  policy development and implementation requires strong engagement with affected contributors and
68  communities.” > With high meat consumption and economic reliance on meat and dairy exports,
69  Aotearoa NZ will face many challenges in achieving the necessary shifts to a planetary diet. There is a
70 need to investigate what policies will be accepted by the Aotearoa NZ public with potential for
71 implementation by policymakers. This includes cost-effectiveness and cultural acceptability.

72  Research indicates that strong engagement with contributors and policy-level support involving
73 collaboration at different levels (such as national and local) are essential enablers for
74 policymaking.” > This research aims to address this research gap by conducting engagement with
75  contributors to develop policy actions specific to Aotearoa NZ. Policies were matched to the World
76  Cancer Research Fund NOURISHING and High Level Panel of Experts (HLPE) on Food Security and
77  Nutrition Food System frameworks to better understand their focus. We aim to describe dietary
78  policies identified during engagement with contributors to support New Zealanders to transition
79  towards healthy sustainable diets.
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80
M ethods

Positionality
82  The primary aim of this research was to improve health outcomes for New Zealanders with a
83 commitment to health equity and Te Tiriti o Waitangi, and a particular focus on Maori as tangata
84  whenua (Indigenous peoples’) of Aotearoa NZ. Bruce Kidd (he/him) and Cristina Cleghorn (she/her)
85  are Pakeha (New Zealand European) who research food, health and sustainability and contribute to
86  research that promotes planetary health and equity. Christina McKerchar (she/her) (lwi affiliations
87  are Ngati Kahunguru, Ngati Porou, Tihoe) and Hemi Enright (he/him) (lwi affiliations are Ngapuhi,
88  Ngaruahine, Ngati Ruanui), are Maori health researchers in the kai (food) and food system space. We
89  acknowledge that public health ethics of non-maleficence, social justice and an underlying

90  philosophy of health equity guide our team.
91

81

Engagement with contributors
92  Our research is part of the ‘Sustainable New Zealand Kai’ project funded by Healthier Lives He
93  Oranga Hauora National Science Challenge (U00X1902).** Engagement protocols were finalised with
94  the project team and advisory group. We undertook engagement among government ministries,
95 industry representatives, academics, urban and rural tangata whenua contributors, and a
96  community group once these protocols were finalised.

97  Recruitment used publicly available information to invite industry representatives (without exclusion

98  criteria) to attend a hui (meeting) with us. In tandem with this, the authors used snowballing to

99  recruit other contributors for interviews and focus groups. We used a semi-structured approach to
100  explore strategies to move towards healthy, sustainable food. For organisations where only one
101  individual participated, we conducted contributor interviews using a semi-structured interview
102  schedule, allowing the participant to contribute beyond the stated questions. Focus groups were run
103 by Dr Cleghorn and Dr McKerchar. 57 participants took part in one of six focus groups (with an
104  average of seven participants in each) and 13 participants were interviewed individually.

105 Focus groups followed a similar semi-structured approach used for the interviews. The stated
106  questions included asking participants how government and ministries should support New
107  Zealanders to eat healthy and sustainable foods, what policies/interventions could help New
108 Zealanders eat a more healthy and sustainable diet, ideas on the implementation of their
109 policies/interventions to ensure their effectiveness, and barriers to New Zealanders consuming
110  healthy and sustainable food.

111 Focus groups and interviews were recorded with contributor consent and transcribed using the
112 software "Otter.Al". Artificial Intelligence (Al) is increasingly used in public health research to
113 streamline tasks and reduce human workload.?® Al has predominantly been developed by non-Maori
114  without consideration of our health context in Aotearoa, Kaupapa Maori ethics or Maori Data
115  Sovereignty, which recognises that Maori data should be subject to Maori governance.?*? Otter.ai
116  was a useful platform that allowed us to check transcripts and playback audio files while making
117  amendments to the text. Since completing this research, the research team has reflected on the use
118  of Otter.ai and decided to remove all audio files and transcriptions from the platform.

119  Notes on the specific policies were taken during interviews and cross-checked with transcriptions
120  from recordings which were then used in thematic analysis. We used thematic analysis to identify
121  the policies from the transcripts.”® The policy name was used as the code. A longer description of
122 each policy was provided and also reviewed for key themes. When a key theme emerged across
123  more than one policy, the policies were grouped to discuss each theme. Policies and subsequent


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.05.24314489
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.05.24314489; this version posted October 6, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

124  themes were first analysed by BK and reviewed by CC and CM to confirm the final policy list and
125  themes for the qualitative discussion.

126  Inclusion criteria for a policy during the extraction phase included if: the policy was from the
127  participants' thinking and was mentioned without a prompt from the interviewer or focus group
128  facilitator; and/or when elaborating on a prompt from the interviewer or focus group facilitator, the
129  participant demonstrated original thinking on the policy, e.g., providing more detail or being more
130  specific. Policies were excluded if mentioned by a participant who then provided no further details
131  or discussion after a prompt from the interviewer or facilitator.

132 Policy extraction involved noting the key information relating to the policy and further quotes from
133  participants to provide contextual information. This included information on the policy's scope (e.g.,
134  what population it should apply to), implementation (e.g., the resources required) or any other
135 related information. Implementation and other related information such as barriers were discussed
136  in more detail during subsequent interviews and focus groups with contributors.

137  We analysed each policy to find its matched policy domain and associated policy area (See Table 1)
138 in the NOURISHING framework.”® If matched with the food system policy domain in the original
139  NOURISHING framework (Harness food supply chain and actions across sectors to ensure coherence
140  with health) they were subsequently matched to policy areas in the HLPE framework.*® Once
141  matched, the individual policies were reviewed to identify similar policies that could be grouped to
142  develop a final 'unique' list of policies. See a summary of the policy extraction process in Figure 1.

143 Figure 1: Overview of policy extraction process

144  The NOURISHING framework promotes healthy diets by allowing policymakers to develop suitable
145  policy responses across the three domains. Each domain is supported by evidence demonstrating
146  their influence on what and how populations eat.”” We used the NOURSHING framework as it
147  provides a comprehensive framework detailing the different policy domains for public health
148  nutrition.”® The HLPE Food System Framework supplemented NOURISHING to expand the food
149  system policy domain, as including a strong food systems focus was important for the objectives and
150  outcomes of this project (Table 1). The NOURSHING framework was developed by the World Cancer
151  Research Fund (WCRF) International to provide a comprehensive policy package with key domains of
152  action and policy areas.”® Microsoft Excel and Word were used to compile information on all policies
153  and group them. When presenting quotes relating to policies’ discussed by participants, punctuation
154  was revised and text that is not required was omitted with a ‘[...]". A final list of policies was created
155 using the NOURISHING and HLPE Food System Frameworks.

156
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157 Table 1: Integrating NOURISHING and HLPE Food System Frameworks
158

Results
159  From the interviews and focus groups, 204 policies were identified including duplicate and similar
160  policies. Of these 204 policies, 35 (17%) were categorised into behaviour change communication, 70
161  (34%) into food environment, and 99 (49%) into food system policy domains (Table 5).

162 Policies were then reviewed to group together these duplicates to create a list of 111 unique
163  policies. For the complete list of unique policies and number of mentions by contributors, see Table
164 2 in the appendix. The 111 unique policies were categorized into the following policy domains: 11
165 (10%) in behaviour change communication, 35 (32%) in the food environment, and 65 (59%)
166  addressed the food system (Figure 2). Policies and their supporting quotes are summarised below
167  according to the NOURISHING framework (Figure 3).

168 Figure 2: Unigue policies by NOURISHING and HLPE Food System Frameworks

169 Figure 3: Overview of policies suggested by contributors

170 _
Food environment

171 The 35 unique food environment policies were identified across a range of settings, including
172 supermarkets and food retail, farming and local food environments, food industry regulations, and
173  government standards and regulations. Policies addressing supermarkets included advertising limits
174  on promoting unhealthy food, shelf placements interventions, promoting recipes, low-cost ‘food
175  bags’, and local food. Contributors discussed a need to diversify products sold by supermarkets to
176  focus on health and the environment. Spaces in supermarkets were suggested to be re-organised to
177  provide an improved experience for families when shopping, one suggestion was supermarket
178  playgrounds for children.

179

180  Another person, similarly identified that there was “a missed opportunity in supermarkets. | think
181  they can play a really critical role in influencing households and families in terms of what they
182  purchase but how they purchase it and how they use it”.

183

184  Other participants spoke of supermarkets' overwhelming influence as a food environment and their
185  dominance as a barrier to a localised, community-orientated food system. One participant said,
186 “How much profit can supermarkets be allowed to make on certain items? Thats is where |
187  see it. Because | know how much profit they're making. You know, like about delivering the kai to the
188  people. It's not about a conglomerate called Foodstuffs, making as much money as possible”

189

190  Contributors highlighted local food environments, such as farming and gardens in different settings,
191  including schools and local communities with healthy food and drink policies, and government
192  standards in eating and activity guidelines. Food industry regulation was discussed, citing advertising
193  limits, food labelling, reformulation, increasing food access, and reducing food deserts. Government
194  standards were discussed, such as incorporating sustainability into guidelines, taxes on unhealthy
195  foods, subsidies on healthy foods, and wealth taxes for wealth redistribution. Participants also spoke
196  of increasing incomes through increasing wages, benefits, and introducing a living wage and
197  universal basic income. A participant spoke of increasing wages to make healthy and sustainable
198  food more accessible, “I...] income is one of the main determinants of how people eat, how much
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199  healthy food they can afford, and we have a housing crisis. [...] So I think if you're thinking about
589 barriers to sustainable food, the cost of living crisis is probably quite important...”

Food system
202  The 65 unique policies within the food system policy domain first focused on food waste including
203  providing more compositing sites for the opportunity to compost food waste, and waste
204  minimisation policies to remove excess materials that cannot be composted. Supporting sustainable
205  and healthy farming practices and local food production, regulating inputs (such as fertilisers), and
206 facilitating land use change were discussed. A participant explained the need for buy-in from farmers
207 themselves, “Because the agricultural sector groups have a vested interest in their producers being
208  recognized for being [...] better than average. However, you define what that average is. So the idea
209  of differentiating between produce from different farms [...] is [...] a good one”
210
211  For local food production supporting community gardens through establishing a community garden
212  network with food hubs and growing food indoors and outdoors, enabling rural communities to
213  barter food, access wild food sources, support local milk production and home kill, and rewarding
214  farmers for sustainable practices were raised. The necessary infrastructure for local food production
215  was also discussed such as implementing a nationwide permaculture policy to encourage local food
216  production. Land use change was raised in terms of diversifying the crops grown by farmers,
217  engaging with farmers and providing incentives.
218
219  One participant discussed shifting funds from importing and exporting food, “you could go about it
220 by saying [...] like, we're not going to be exporting as much and we're not going to be able to import
221 as much. And [...] look at all these markets that are available to us [...], you might have to sink some
222  money into an indoor facility to make your citrus”
223
224  Other system level policies raised by contributors included creating a new ministry department
225  dedicated to food (e.g. a Ministry of Food) and reviewing legislation such as pesticides and
226  herbicides laws. Participants spoke of the siloed and disconnected nature of how the government
227  manages food which results in inefficiencies, “[...] food as a concept sits over about 25 different
228  government agencies currently and they all take a piece of the pie and wander off with it [...] And |
229  think there's an opportunity to set up [...] a government cross agency collective that is specifically
230  about food” This dedicated ministry could address all food-related areas, from food production to
231  the hospitality industry. The need for a national food strategy was raised alongside key policy design
232  principles and considerations such as food-sensitive urban design, removing industry influence, Te
233  Tiriti o Waitangi based policy, and involving young people in decision-making.

Behaviour change communication
236  Of the 11 unique policies within the behaviour change communication policy domain, participants

237  predominately discussed education, public awareness campaigns and classes. Topics included food
238  waste, education on using offcuts of food, sustainable and healthy food, gardening, cooking, land
239  use change, farming systems, re-establishing people’s connection with food, and supporting local
240  growers. For example, one participant explained the need for education on what a sustainable
241  healthy diet is: "I think that there needs to be probably more education on what a sustainable
242  healthy diet actually is. It should be included [...] in the healthy eating and activity guidelines because
243  there's not much [...] there. It's more about [...], you need to eat this much of the stuff of food, but
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244 not really talking about where the food is coming from and taking that into consideration.” There
245  was an empbhasis on linking other policies to education. Another participant discussed the links
246  between education, access and affordability of food: “[...] things like bringing things closer to people
247  [...] feeds into education and feeds into access to food or feed into the cost [...]”.
248
249  The importance of community engagement and a bottom-up approach to ensure buy-in of affected
250 communities was discussed. This involved participants suggesting that the content and
251  implementation of the policies were culturally appropriate by recognising the role of food in
252  communities and centering their values. One participant described this as balancing cultural values
253  with improving food waste, for example: “And this is where we're conflicted because we have a
254  perception that to manaaki our whanau we need to have an abundance. [...]. But that needs to be
255  balanced out...”
256

Discussion

Main findings
258  Policies suggested by contributors predominately focused on the food system (especially production
259  systems) and had a strong local and community focus, particularly on children and young people.
260 This food system focus aligns with the large influence agriculture has on contributing to the
261  environment compared to other sectors within Aotearoa NZ.>** Food environment policies looked at
262  supermarkets and food retail, farming and local food environments, food industry regulations and
263  government standards and regulations. Food system policies were directed towards food waste,
264  local food production, supporting sustainable and healthy farming practices, facilitating land use
265 change, and systematic policies such as within central government. The behaviour change
266  communication policies centered education with public awareness campaigns, and classes within
267  each policy domain.

257

268  Most policies targeting the food system appear to suggest a general agreement among our
269  contributors on the government'’s responsibility for delivering more sustainable kai in Aotearoa NZ.
270  This aligns with previous research engaging with contributors and communities about food policy in
271  Aotearoa NZ, for key issues of food insecurity and the right to food for Indigenous children
272  guaranteed by the government.** This general agreement of the states’ responsibility is
273  particularly high among the public in Aotearoa NZ compared to other countries, with New
274  Zealanders demonstrating the highest agreement of the government’s responsibility for food policy
275  (70%) than any other country.®® The focus of food system policies and particularly production
276  systems by the contributors in our project was similarly found in other studies involving engagement
277  with agri-food contributors (e.g. farmers, food producers, advisors etc.) on sustainable food
278  systems.®*’ Skils and competencies considered by agri-food contributors worldwide for
279  transitioning towards sustainable food systems included a “system perspective” which was reflected
280 in the policies generated by our participants.>

281  The focus on production systems was reflected by a similar project in lowa, America where sixteen
282  organisations in the agricultural, environmental non-governmental organisations, federal and state
283 agencies, and research organisations suggested policies for improving agro-ecosystem outcomes.*
284  Of the suggested policies, 64% were associated with land management, with examples of rewarding
285  more sustainable farming practices and making such management practices mandatory to mitigate
286  negative externalities.*® These suggested policies were similar to those raised by contributors on our
287  project and are unsurprising given the focus on land use and dominance of food production in the
288  Aotearoa NZ economy. Contributors in Larsen et al. (2019) identified land use planning and
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289  targeted conservation as key areas to help improve environmental outcomes with agriculture, which
200  were similar to ideas held by our participants.* Bastian and Coveney (2011) also had similar food
291  system-level policies such as land planning policies suggested by their contributors involved in
292  improving food security in Australia.*®

293  The strong local and community focus of all interventions suggested across the three policy domains
294  is reflected in other studies when asking contributors about their perceptions of a sustainable food
295  system.® Garcia-Gonzalez and Eakin (2019)* looked at contributor perspectives in education,
296  community building, production, distribution, policy development, waste management and
297  processing sectors for example. Their definition of a sustainable food system included key aspects
208  such as “local food activities”.*® Further, their participants discussed the role of Arizona as a large
299  food-producing area that failed to prioritise local communities over exports. This was a similar
300 theme among contributors in our project and their perceptions of Aotearoa NZ. As one of their
301 participants stated, “You can buy products at farmers markets but there needs to be policies and

302  programs that make it possible for change to occur at a larger scale” (p.74).%

303  Within this strong local and community focus were key policies situated in settings such as schools,
304 community events, and local gardens, highlighting the needs of children and young people.
305  Participants in Garcia-Gonzalez and Eakin (2019) also had this focus as “improve food
306  access/distribution” and “edible landscape/gardening” were two top characteristics in their outline
307  of a sustainable food system.?” One participant in their study explained “Every school should have a
308  school garden. . . . For people to be in touch with their food we need to start with the kids. | would
309 hate to give up on adults, but there is a lost generation of people who think food needs to be fast
310 food.” (p.71).®

311  There is generally limited evidence of the policies suggested by contributors on dietary consumption
312  and environmental outcomes such as greenhouse gas emissions.* This is particularly for food
313  system-based policies that are across sectors (agriculture, health and the environment).*® Further
314  research is required to investigate these policies and resources such as funding need to be allocated
315  tosupport contributors currently implementing such policies.
316

Limitations
317 We were able to include participants and organisations from government agencies, industry,
318  academics, community, and rural and urban tangata whenua communities. The representation of
319  industry and urban farmers was less strong than the other contributor groups. We invited these
320 groups to participate similarly to other contributor groups but the invitation was not accepted as
321  commonly. We are unsure of their reasons for not participating and do not make any assumptions
322  about why. We note this as a limitation as their representation was less considerable than the other
323  groups. We generally had a strong response rate as 20 individuals and 7 focus groups were initially
324  contacted to participate in the project. As with other qualitative research, it is important to
325 acknowledge that the representativeness of the findings is limited to those who participated.
326

Implications
327  We have engaged with contributors across various sectors to ask for their proposed solutions to help
328  the population transition towards healthy and sustainable diets in Aotearoa NZ. To our knowledge,
329  this is the first study to further build on the work of the EAT-Lancet Commission by generating
330 policies that are localised to the context of Aotearoa NZ.
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331  We found that contributors proposed a range of policies that were generally targeted at the food
332  system level, with a particular focus on production systems. There was also a strong theme of

333  policies proposed at the government level to assist communities with creating their own solutions.
334
335 Futureresearch

336  Research on the effectiveness of local initiatives supporting sustainable food systems is required in
337  terms of their impacts on health outcomes (e.g. diet-related such as fruit and vegetable intake),
33g  environmental outcomes (e.g. greenhouse gas emissions and water use), and social outcomes (e.g.
339 social cohesion). Alongside research supporting local initiatives, researchers must work with
340 contributors and communities in developing, implementing, or enhancing new or existing policies

such as community gardens and promoting plant-based food for planetary and human health.
341 ]

Conclusions
342  Many policies (111) were suggested by contributors on this project across community, government,
343  industry, academia and rural and urban tangata whenua communities. Using the NOURISHING and
344  HLPE Food System Frameworks, policies predominately focused on food systems and specifically
345  food production. Despite limited research on their demonstrated effectiveness in the literature, this
346  research demonstrates that there are initiatives supporting sustainable food systems that require
347  further resources and research. Those working in sustainable food systems policy need to support
348  contributors and communities in developing, implementing or enhancing new or existing policies to
349  improve the health and environmental wellbeing of people in Aotearoa NZ and globally.
350
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NOURISHING Framework

Domain

Food N
environment

(0]

U

R

|

S
Food system H
Behaviour |
change
communication

G

Policy Area

Nutrition label standards and regulations on
the use of claims and implied claims on
foods

Offer healthy foods and set standards in
public institutions and other specific settings

Use economic tools to address food

affordability and purchase incentives

Restrict food advertising and other forms of
commercial promotion

Improve the quality of the food supply

Set incentives and rules to create a healthy
retail environment

Harness supply chain and actions across
sectors to ensure coherence with health

Inform people about food and nutrition
through public awareness

Nutrition advice and counselling in health
care settings

Give nutrition education and skills

HLPE Food System Framework
Alignment with NOURSHING

Production systems

Storage and distribution
Processing and packaging

Retail and markets

Adapted from Figure 1 Hawkes C, Jewell J, Allen K (2013)”° and Figure 3 HLPE (201 7)*°
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