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Foreword
Globally, an estimated one-third of all food produced is wasted rather than eaten. In North America, an 
estimated 30 to 40 per cent of the food available for human consumption is lost. This food loss and waste 
occurs throughout the food supply chain: on farms, in processing and manufacturing facilities, during 
transport and distribution, in retail and foodservice outlets, and in households. 

Fortunately, there is growing national, regional and international impetus to address food loss and waste, 
and food waste-related policies and programmes across North America are gaining momentum. The 2030 
Development Agenda underscored the importance of the issue by including the target of reducing per 
capita global food waste production by one-half by 2030. The United States government has a national 
goal for food loss and waste reduction and also runs the Food Recovery Challenge with businesses and 
organizations that have been taking steps to reduce their food waste since 2011. The Canadian government 
is also paying growing attention to the food waste challenge. And many states, provinces, cities and private 
actors are increasingly focused on the issue as well.

This report is the product of a collaboration between UN Environment North America and the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency. The study examines ways in which life cycle thinking and related tools 
such as life cycle assessment can be used to inform effective policymaking, aimed at reducing food loss and 
waste. It describes how these methodologies can help decision makers prioritize policies and interventions 
through better estimates of the environmental impact of food loss and waste, comparisons of food waste 
disposal options, and evaluations of alternative intervention or abatement strategies. Case studies presented 
in the report highlight examples of how life cycle thinking is already being used successfully to reduce food 
loss and waste in North America. 

We hope that the report will be useful for policymakers and other stakeholders, as we all confront the critical 
challenge of reducing food waste and loss around the world.

Dr. Barbara Hendrie				     
Director, North America		   
UN Environment				  
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