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Would Policies G6-G9 assist in creating a healthy city in accordance with Policy GG3 
and will they provide an effective strategic context for the preparation of local plans 
and neighbourhood plans? Are the individual policies and detailed criteria justified and 
necessary and would they provide an effective basis for development management? 
  
In particular: 
  
a) Will Policy G6 be likely to achieve net gains in biodiversity and consistent with 
national policy? Are specific provisions relating to European sites in BA necessary 
give other legislative requirements? 
  
b) Will Policy G7 be effective in protecting trees and woodland especially 
ancient woodland and veteran trees? 
  
c) Does Policy G8 provide sufficient encouragement to food growing? 
 

 
[Throughout this document, all text in bold are recommended policy additions] 
 
 
In pursuit of sustainable development The London Plan is an opportunity to respond to 
increasing social inequality, food insecurity and linked environmental issues in London. With the 
use of integrative policies it can recognise diverse social experiences, enable equitable 
opportunities, processes and resource-distribution including working through local and 
neighbourhood plans.  
  
In assessing the utility of policies G6-G9 we feel there is a need to critically engage with more of 
the guiding principles than what is proposed in (GG3) Creating a healthy city.  
 
 
1. Integrated and equalities approach through the London Plan 
  
i. GG3 should be amended to enable G6-G9 to be effective 
  
Policy GG3 can do more to integrate health strategies into wider planning considerations. An 
amended GG3 would integrate the social determinants of health, for example. Doing so would 
enable G6-G9 to be responsive to critical social and environmental inequalities such as food 
poverty, access to economic opportunities, and access to green space- all related to mental and 
physical health of individuals and communities. 
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We echo Just Space’s written statement (M9 – 2718) on this topic. 
 
 
ii. GG1 must be amended and central for consideration of G6-G9 to be effective 
  
Furthermore concerns around the failures of the Integrated Impact Assessment (IIA) to evaluate 
whether equality of opportunity is advanced through the London Plan must be seriously 
considered in relation to Good Growth Policies and the effectiveness of the Plan as a whole 
project. 
  
GG1 Building Strong and Inclusive Communities must, as well as GG3, take a central role in 
evaluating the effectiveness of G6-G9.  
  
There does not seem to be an understanding of the ways in which characteristics of protected 
groups intersect to produce multiple disadvantage. For example the specific disadvantage faced 
by Asian LGBTQIA people in accessing nature in the city is compounded further if they have 
disabilities. 
  
We echo Just Spaces suggestion for the use of a Social Impact Assessment tool. 
 
iii.  A Good Growth policy for ‘Food’ is required, GG7  
 
We suggest that a Good Growth policy specifically on ‘Food’ is necessary to take an integrated 
(Moragues-Faus and Carroll 2018) and equitable approach to evaluate the effective strategic 
context of G6-G9.  Food is a fundamental human right and an integrated approach is critical to 
metropolitan food security and London strategic planning.  
 

The NPPF statement on Healthy Cities states under core planning principles 17: 
 
promote mixed use developments, and encourage multiple benefits from the use of land in 
urban and rural areas, recognising that some open land can perform many functions (such as 
for wildlife, recreation, flood risk mitigation, carbon storage, or food production) 

  
The Milan Urban Food Policy Pact (2015) (MUFPP) to which London is a signatory, requires 
due attention to be paid towards including how cities ‘will encourage interdepartmental and 
cross-sector coordination at municipal and community levels, working to integrate urban food 
policy considerations into social, economic and environment policies, programmes and 
initiatives.’ 
 
This is echoed by the Mayor of London when he says that: 
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‘Food is also a key part of my social fairness and economic equality agenda as it affects the 
health, happiness and prosperity of us all...How our food system works and what Londoners eat 
is crucial in helping London to be a better place to live, work and visit.’ (Greater London 
Authority 2018)’ 
 
We support Just Space’s suggestions (M9 2718) as a starting point to develop this.  
 
----------------------------- 
  
Having argued that policies relating to G6-9 need to be assessed against more than GG3. We 
now examine the context of policies G6-9 and assess the extent to which we feel they provide 
an ‘effective basis for development management’ and ‘sufficient encouragement to food 
growing’. 
What follows are our proposals for policy changes and adjustments. We note that we 
emphatically state that Policy G8 provides insufficient encouragement to food growing in the city 
supporting it’s multiple benefits such as improved mental health, and contributing to secure, 
sustainable, healthy food access for all Londoners.  
 
2. ‘Food Forests’ as an integrated approach health, food and development 
management     
  
Recommended change to London Plan: 
  
To include the addition- 
  
“G7 
B3) Identify opportunities to integrate edible plants and trees into London’s urban forest 
in relation to Social Impact Assessment findings. To also encourage the planting of 
urban, food and forage species in public housing green amenity spaces on estates, along 
paths and within garden and community allotment spaces.  
 
 
3. A focus on agroecological community food growing 
  
Agroecology centers on food production that makes the best use of nature’s goods and services 
while not damaging these resources. It also refers to the entire system of food production and 
consumption, so as to service diverse needs and ecologically sound economies as well as 
servicing social and cultural needs (The International Forum on Agroecology, 2015). 
 
In addition to the changes below we would like to see ‘food growing’ expanded to 
‘agroecological community food growing’ throughout G8, recognising that the social and 
ecological benefits of food growing are highly dependent upon the systems employed to extend 
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their benefits to all members of the community and the extent to which food growing projects 
serve and empower all communities. 
 
 
Recommended changes to London Plan: 
 
To include the additions- 
Policy G8 Agroecological community food growing 
 
8.8.1b The social and ecological benefits of food growing are highly dependent upon the 
systems employed and the extent to which food growing projects serve and empower 
communities. The GLA looks particularly to support the work of agroecological 
community-focused food growing initiatives at different scales across all of London’s 
communities.  
 
 
4. Equitable and secure land access essential to encourage food growing 
  
As highlighted in the MUFPP (2015) a key action for urban agriculture is to: ‘Protect and enable 
secure access and tenure to land for sustainable food production in urban and peri-urban areas, 
including land for community gardeners and smallholder producers, for example through land 
banks or community land trusts; provide access to municipal land for local agricultural 
production and promote integration with land use and city development plans and programmes.’ 
  
A key issue for food growing and community food initiatives in London is a lack of secure land 
access and ownership which creates barriers to: 
  
- creating long-term business plans that generate sustainable jobs 
- securing long-term funding 
- investing in biodiversity strategies 
- community development and cohesion 
- investing in long-term soil health 
  
Secure land tenure for the above activities will contribute to enterprise, job-creation, training 
schemes, efforts to address climate change, and act as a foundation to enable an integrated 
healthy strategy for the capital (GG3). 
  
In the last two years our members have lost two established growing sites with one more project 
on borrowed time for their site. For this reason we welcome a strengthening of land protection 
for urban agriculture initiatives that are often deeply embedded in communities supporting 
access to fresh foods, community cohesion and mental and physical health for example. 
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We suggest long-term leases/ownership of sites to enable and encourage food growing. For 
example Forty Hall Farm is leased from the London Borough of Enfield on a 99 year agricultural 
lease, giving the farm a huge amount of stability and economic stability for return upon 
infrastructure investment.  
 
Whilst we welcome support for accessing spaces for food growing, the emphasis on meanwhile 
use for community gardening and food growing cannot be said to fundamentally assist to create 
a healthy city unless it is speaking of a ‘meanwhile’ healthiness, rather than sustainable health 
for all Londoners. 
  
Recommended change to London Plan: 
  
To include the additions- 
  
“A. In Development Plans, boroughs must: 
 
1) protect existing allotments, community gardens, agroecological community food 
production sites, food hubs and community kitchens with secure long-term agreements 
(e.g. 100 years) 
 
2) identify potential sites suitable for needs for long-term (e.g. 100 years) community 
managed gardens, agroecological community food production and food hubs with 
cooking and training facilities in urban, peri-urban and greenbelt areas on both borough 
owned and privately owned land and make these details publicly available 
 
3) expand existing allotments and encourage provision of space for community 
gardening by the specific requirements that new or regenerated housing sites must have 
spaces allocated for household and community gardening as standard. 
 
4) on the basis of Social Impact Assessment findings work with community groups to 
use neighbourhood planning and community mapping  to protect the interests of groups 
which would be otherwise be further disadvantaged when identifying new spaces for 
food growing. 
   
8.8.3.b The GLA will provide strategic guidance on the instruments with which boroughs 
can support agroecological community food growing, examining all the potential 
methods available  (including reviews of their own land banks, tax rates tied to land use, 
incubator site establishment for new entrants, long term leases, leases tied to ecological 
and social goods) 
  
 
5. Procurement 

5 



  
Public procurement has a huge potential to support local businesses and have an economic 
multiplying affect across a local area (nef, 2011). A more progressive localised policy of 
procurement could support enterprise and enable employment pathways for Green 
Infrastructure workers whilst developing local economics.  This is highlighted in The London 
Food Strategy (2018). The Preston Model of community wealth building shows a good example 
of a city council changing it’s tendering processes to monetarily support and strengthen 
community enterprise.  
 
Recommended change to London Plan: 
  
We recommend the addition- 
  
‘8.8.7 The GLA and Boroughs to have at least 10% sustainable and culturally-appropriate 
food procurement from London agroecological initiatives by 2025 providing equitable 
economic opportunities for producers. 
 
8.8.8.The GLA will establish policy and institutional arrangements, including innovative 
partnerships, that facilitate London’s food producers and providers access to public 
procurement contracts. 
 
 
6. Equitable opportunities and leadership  
 
Given the huge potential impacts of providing healthy, sustainable, agroecologically grown food 
to all of london communities, it is important that we facilitate the exchange of knowledge, 
experience and skills found in the diversity of community food growing that already takes place. 
Through both participating in and eating the product of healthy food growing, processing and 
sharing, there is a great impact on physical and mental health, community cohesion and 
empowerment (Federation City Farms and Community Gardens) and the connection of these 
factors to race and ethnicity, social class, income, etc, there is a huge need to ensure that the 
positive benefits of food growing initiatives are spread further into all communities across 
London. This should include equitable opportunities in training and jobs in agroecological food 
production, for example. 
 
Recommended change to London Plan: 
  
We recommend the addition- 
 
8.8.9 The GLA and local boroughs will encourage and support food growing to integrate 
cooking, sharing and eating into their projects. They will also recognise, within 
neighbourhood planning and other instruments, the existence of a wide array of food 
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production strategies by different communities, particularly protected groups. The GLA 
will partner with groups already leading on examining inclusion and access to 
allotments, community gardens, agroecological food production sites, food hubs and 
community kitchens to uplift this work to ensure access for all.  
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