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Overview
Small groups of students adopt the role of trade associations and public interest groups that are influential in U.S. food policy. Through classroom discussion, power weightings are assigned to the groups. In exercises later in the semester, these power weightings will determine how many votes each interest group gets. 
	
Objectives
· To learn about the trade associations and public interest groups that are influential in U.S. food policy.
· To reflect on diverse economic and non-economic sources of political power.
· To contemplate political power in the U.S. food system as it actually is, not as we wish it would be.
· To have fun acting out a role.

Procedures
The activity has 6 stages.
1. Preparation. 5 minutes. There are roles for 12 groups. Assign students to 12 small groups of 1 to 5 students each. Distribute the student handout (see below). 
2. Within-group discussion. 5 minutes. Students read the handout and discuss among themselves the economic and non-economic sources of their group’s political strength.
3. Plenary discussion. 10 minutes. Every group begins with one vote. Groups who believe they have above-average political power may petition for 1 to 3 additional votes. The instructor asks a student to speak up on behalf of the group, explaining the sources of political power that merit additional points. Other students may ask questions or respond. The decision making can generally be by consensus, but, if needed, the instructor can make the final ruling. We did not use voting for these decisions. The decisions can be recorded in a blank tally sheet such as Table 1. An example of a completed tally sheet is given in Table 2. 



Table 1. Interest group voting power, for use in later votes (blank sheet).
	
	Industry or public interest
	Trade association or public interest group
	Power score (# of votes)

	
	
	
	Base
	Added
	Total

	1
	Fresh fruits and vegetables
	United Fresh Produce Association
	1
	
	

	2
	Processed fruits and vegetables
	American Frozen Food Institute
	1
	
	

	3
	Conventional beef
	National Cattleman’s Beef Association
	1
	
	

	4
	Alternative beef
	American Grassfed Association
	1
	
	

	5
	Conventional dairy
	National Milk Producers Federation
	1
	
	

	6
	Budget deficit hawks 
	Citizens Against Government Waste 
	1
	
	

	7
	Anti-hunger
	Food Research and Action Center
	1
	
	

	8
	Public health nutrition advocacy
	Center for Science in the Public Interest
	1
	
	

	9
	Food manufacturers
	Consumer Brands Association (formerly Grocery Manufacturers Association)
	1
	
	

	10
	Food retailers
	Food Marketing Institute
	1
	
	

	11
	Nutrition science (industry-oriented)
	International Food Information Council
	1
	
	

	12
	Nutrition science (mainstream)
	Academy of Nutrition and Dietetics
	1
	
	

	Total
	
	
	
	
	





Table 2. Interest group voting power, for use in later votes (sample or default values).
	
	Industry or public interest
	Trade association or public interest group
	Power score (# of votes)

	
	
	
	Base
	Added
	Total

	1
	Fresh fruits and vegetables
	United Fresh Produce Association
	1
	
	1

	2
	Processed fruits and vegetables
	American Frozen Food Institute
	1
	
	1

	3
	Conventional beef
	National Cattleman’s Beef Association
	1
	2
	3

	4
	Alternative beef
	American Grassfed Association
	1
	
	1

	5
	Conventional dairy
	National Milk Producers Federation
	1
	2
	3

	6
	Budget deficit hawks 
	Citizens Against Government Waste 
	1
	
	1

	7
	Anti-hunger
	Food Research and Action Center
	1
	
	1

	8
	Public health nutrition advocacy
	Center for Science in the Public Interest
	1
	
	1

	9
	Food manufacturers
	Consumer Brands Association (formerly Grocery Manufacturers Association)
	1
	2
	3

	10
	Food retailers
	Food Marketing Institute
	1
	1
	2

	11
	Nutrition science (industry-oriented)
	International Food Information Council
	1
	
	1

	12
	Nutrition science (mainstream)
	Academy of Nutrition and Dietetics
	1
	
	1

	Total
	
	
	
	
	19






Who’s the Boss?: A Power Mapping Discussion Exercise
Student Handout

Overview
Small groups of students adopt the role of trade associations and public interest groups that are influential in U.S. food policy. Through classroom discussion, power weightings are assigned to the groups. In exercises later in the semester, these power weightings will determine how many votes each interest group gets.

The class has been broken into 12 interest groups, including the following trade associations and public interest groups (see Table). Each group begins with 1 vote. The class will discuss which of these groups have greater political power, recognized through the assignment of 1 to 3 additional votes. These vote numbers will be used later in the semester in a voting role-playing exercise.

Table. Industry or public interest group voting power, for use in votes.
	
	Industry or public interest
	Trade association or public interest group

	1
	Fresh fruits and vegetables
	United Fresh Produce Association

	2
	Processed fruits and vegetables
	American Frozen Food Institute

	3
	Conventional beef
	National Cattleman’s Beef Association

	4
	Alternative beef
	American Grassfed Association

	5
	Conventional dairy
	National Milk Producers Federation

	6
	Budget deficit hawks 
	Citizens Against Government Waste 

	7
	Anti-hunger
	Food Research and Action Center

	8
	Public health nutrition advocacy
	Center for Science in the Public Interest

	9
	Food manufacturers
	Consumer Brands Association (formerly Grocery Manufacturers Association)

	10
	Food retailers
	Food Marketing Institute

	11
	Nutrition science (industry-oriented)
	International Food Information Council

	12
	Nutrition science (mainstream)
	Academy of Nutrition and Dietetics







