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POLICY 
HIGHLIGHTS 
 
CREATE, SUPPORT AND 
RESOURCE A MINISTRY OF 
AGROECOLOGICAL URBANISM 
Build a cross-departmental team of 
civil servants to promote the 
understanding of agroecology’s 
climate, health and ecological 
benefits, harmonize public policies, 
and achieve the ambitions of the 
national food strategy. 
 

INVEST IN POLICY RESEARCH 
Work with Defra, universities, 
agroecological producers, and 
regional and local authorities to 
assess how the current legislative 
framework limits agroecological 
producers’ economic viability, 
identify best practice, and 
contribute to the implementation 
pathways of the national food 
strategy. 
 

DEVELOP TRAINING 
PATHWAYS 
Develop paid apprenticeships,  
farmstart schemes, and a Green 
Careers Hubs, that support 
advanced level training in 
agroecological farming. 
 

RE-DEFINE PLANNING 
RESTRICTIONS 
Redefine planning restrictions on 
greenbelts, peri-urban areas and 
urban fringes, to enable growers to 
live in low-impact dwellings, and 
support the small-scale horticultural 
sector by removing high city rental 
and commuters costs  
 
PROMOTE SOCIETAL 
PATHWAYS 
Support societal pathways to 
appreciate the health and 
ecological benefits of agroecology, 
by including farms in a register of 
green social prescribing hosts, and 
by promoting public procurement of 
agroecological food.  

 

AGROECOLOGICAL FOOD PRODUCTION 
FOR HEALTH AND NET ZERO 
Agroecological food production is internationally advocated for its ability 
to bring together biodiversity restoration, carbon sequestration, soil 
care, social justice and planetary health. In the UK however its uptake is 
limited by institutional barriers, and therefore its benefits accessed by 
too few. Building on the concept of Agroecological Urbanism, a novel 
paradigm to re-centre urbanised societies on the Earth stewardship role 
of agroecological farmers, alongside the Food Zones framework and 
Permaculture, in this policy brief we illustrate results from a pilot study 
exploring pathways to bring agroecology into the heart of the UK net-zero 
agenda. Working with food system actors in Leeds and Bristol city 
regions, we have documented the economic, social and 
ecological/carbon credentials of selected prototype agroecological 
producers and identified specific place-based scalability barriers. We 
have then hosted local events for producers and local institutional 
power-holders (i.e. Defra, local and metropolitan authorities) to openly 
explore the data and lived experience, deepen understanding of the 
barriers, and co-design pathways to overcome them. We share the 
results of this process in the form of recommendations for policy, 
research and action.  
 
The UK imports 50% of vegetables and 84% of fruit from overseas, largely 
produced using synthetic inputs and industrial practices that create 
greenhouse gas emissions (GHGe), moved by airfreight and then wasted in 
large amounts during the farm-to-fork journey. Recent research has 
demonstrated that agroecological food production can contribute to net-zero 
targets, without replicating the vulnerabilities and harms of the current food 
system (price volatility, soil depletion, biodiversity loss, farmworker exploitation 
and food insecurity). Despite this evidence, UK horticulture investment remains 
oriented to high-tech solutions, while sustainable food strategies are largely 
focussed on consumption, ineffective at driving change in production systems, 
and constrained by siloes policy approaches. But what are the barriers to the 
capacity of city region policy communities to drive agroecological transitions, 
increase agroecological production and achieve carbon reduction? What 
pathways can we foresee to multiply agroecological farming models across 
urban and peri-urban areas across the UK? In the sections below we begin by 
grounding our research results in the conceptual models that informed the 
inquiry, we then expand on the evidence of agroecological benefits to society, 
public health and the environment, the barriers identified by the producers and 
we conclude with pathways for research and policy. 

1. Three frameworks for policy and action 

This work is framed by three conceptual frameworks: Permaculture, The Food 
Zones Model and the Agroecological Urbanism approach. These are all 
aligned to, or rooted in, agroecology as a practice, a movement, and a science. 
Agroecology is an approach to environmental management originating from 
indigenous and traditional approaches, acknowledging the interrelations 
between soil care, biocultural diversity, socio-ecological justice and people’s 
health. We briefly describe the frameworks below.  
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1.1 Permaculture 
The goal of permaculture is to design ‘agriculturally 
productive human settlements’. Its ecological principles 
and design strategies empower and upskill people to take 
action towards its goal. Permaculture aims to design 
regenerative, resource-conserving and productive 
landscapes, inspired by natural ecosystems and the 
wisdom of nature, maximising the inter-species alliance 
and collaboration that we observe in the ecosystem.  
Permaculture is being practised within homes and 
gardens, schools, businesses, farms and whole 
watersheds in over 120 countries. 
 
1.2 The Food Zones Model 
The Food Zones Model (FZ) applies one of permaculture’s 
design tools - zoning - at a city scale. Based on actual 
trading figures from Growing Communities, a large box 
scheme in NE London, it reimagines UK food supply 
chains for cities, based on both ecological capacity and 
energy efficiency/resource conservation principles. It 
envisions a shift from 50% to 80% UK national food 
production, reducing greenhouse gas emission (GHG) 
and building climate resilience. In this model, 2.5 % of 
food is home produced, 5% of food is produced in urban 
areas, 17.5% in peri-urban areas and 35% in the rural 
hinterland around the city. The remaining food comes 
from the rest of the UK (20%), the rest of Europe (15%) 
and further afield (5%).  

1.3 Agroecological Urbanism 
Agroecological urbanism(1) is an approach to organise 
urban life, collective services and urbanisation processes 
based on the acknowledgement that the forms of 
urbanisation that we know have depleted soils and natural 
resources, created food-disabling environments, and 
continue to render precarious the livelihoods of soil carers 
and food producers. Building on the ecological and social 
equity principles of agroecology, centred on care for all 
forms of life, and for the planet as a whole, the concept of 
agroecological urbanism identifies eight key areas of 
transformation (called ‘building blocks’- or BBs). These 
building blocks are areas where new services, 
infrastructures, ways to organise urban resources and 
policies are needed to build and enable urban and peri-
urban agroecological food producers to thrive, and to build 
sustainable and carbon neutral food systems. The eight 
Agroecological Urbanism BBs acknowledge that 
resourcing agroecological farming requires breaking the 
boundaries and artificial divisions around institutional 
sectoral policies, and they are each focussed on bridging 
areas where a silo approach is producing adverse and 
contradictory effects (Vandermaelen et al 2023; Tornaghi 
and Dehaene 2024). The “productive housing estate” BB, 
for example, brings together housing and land access 
considerations for farmers, while the Landed Community 
Kitchens BB creates alliance between agroecological 
producers and food vulnerable consumers. 
 

Picture 1: An integration of the values and principles of the three frameworks used in this research 
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2. Learning from the evidence: the 
benefits of agroecology  
 
One of our key results in this project is the understanding 
that the institutional actors involved in our project had very 
little understanding of what agroecology is, how it differs 
from other production methods, and why many existing 
policy frameworks are unsuitable or problematic for 
agroecological producers.  
So, a first step in identifying pathways to build policies for 
agroecology and agroecological urbanism is to broaden 
the understanding of its benefits. The sections below, built 
from insights from the agroecological producers involved 
in the project, offer quick pointers on the main benefits, 
with resources available at the end of the brief for 
deepening understanding. 
 
2.1 Environmental benefits  
All agroecological growers, although not necessarily 
certified organic, use organic production methods, 
replacing synthetic chemical fertilisers, pesticides and 
herbicides with practices such as composting, cover 
crops, inter-cropping/ companion planting and the 
creation of biodiverse ecosystems that self-regulate pests 
and diseases. Maintaining wild edges for biodiversity 
around the cropping areas, and growing diverse crop 
types in close proximity, contrasts with the monocultures 
and  the chemical-reliance of industrial horticulture. 
Agroecological soils contain a healthy balance of organic 
matter and living myco-organisms, and are a healthy 
habitat for micro- and macrofauna, encouraging 
infiltration and reducing compaction related run-off and 
resultant flooding. By selling via local supply chains,  
waste and carbon emissions are also minimised or 
eliminated. 
 
2.2 Social Benefits 
The ethos and values of agroecology mean that 
agroecological producers regularly engage with a 
diversity of local communities in a range of ways. These 
include on-site cooking with multigenerational, cross-
cultural and mixed-income people, volunteering 
opportunities, and co-designing crop plans, or pricing 
mechanisms that take into account a diversity of life 
situations. On-farm volunteers benefit from engagement 
with nature, interpersonal connection, meal sharing and 
developing meaningful skills. Proximity to urban areas 
means that customers and volunteers can walk or cycle 
to the farms. While many traditional farmers experience 
feelings of isolation(2), agroecological producers, in 
contrast, are at the hub of a social network that supports 
and values them.  
 
2.3 Health Benefits 
Access to regular supplies of fresh, nutrient dense 
produce underpins physical and mental health. Close 
engagement in growing the produce (and learning how to 
cook it at on-farm events), as well as improved freshness 
and flavour, increase the probability the produce will 
actually be eaten. For volunteers, the added benefits of 
gentle or  vigorous  physical  exercise  improves  fitness, 

while community and nature connection are essential for 
mental health. A couple of the farms have formal 
arrangements for hosting clients of “green social 
prescribing”, though this work is not adequately funded 
yet. The Mazi Project, a community kitchen in Bristol 
(picture below), brings further benefits by providing 
vulnerable young adults with “meal packs” and cookery 
training, to support them in moving out of care and 
developing new life skills that will improve their physical 
and mental health. 
 

 
 

3.4 Economic Benefits 
Small scale, urban agroecological projects are creating 
employment opportunities for entrepreneurs, while 
providing skills training pathways into professional 
growing. By trading food locally, each business is 
generating local economic activity and resilience, keeping 
money circulating locally rather than flowing out of the 
area, and returning value to the soil, people and 
businesses. The emphasis on equity within the 
agroecology movement, means that significant efforts are 
made to ensure that people on lower incomes are provided 
with access to produce, the farms themselves, and 
sometimes kitchens with shared cooking facilities and 
professionalising skills. Innovative models like Community 
Supported Agriculture and Community Shares are used to 
provide long-term business stability and a strong customer 
loyalty.  
 
3.5 Net Zero CO2 
Healthy soils can sequester atmospheric CO2 and 
agroecological methods minimise or eliminate emissions. 
Seven agroecological producers in the research used the 
Farm Carbon Toolkit’s Calculator to audit the balance 
between emissions and removals of carbon dioxide 
equivalents (CO2, nitrous oxide and methane) from their 
operations. Carbon emissions (CO2e) removals exceeded 
emissions for four out of the seven producers that used 
the calculator, suggesting that their farms are able to be 
carbon negative. The other farmers, with exception of a 
mushroom producers whose crops do not 
photosynthesise, had very low (although not negative) 
carbon emissions. However, repeated soil testing and 
auditing with the Farm Carbon Toolkit Calculator with a 
much larger sample of agroecological farms is necessary 
to build a more accurate picture of their carbon balance. 
 

Infographic: best results from Farm Carbon Toolkit 
Calculator from our research participants (next page). 
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3. Institutional and systemic barriers 
and producers’ demands 
A central objective of our research was the investigation 
of systemic and institutional barriers experienced by 
agroecological producers. Through interviews, on-farm 
visits and conversations during our engagement events, 
we have identified a number of barriers that prevent the 
producers from thriving economically, and from 
outscaling their agroecological production in urban and 
peri-urban contexts. The suggestions for action that they 
raised (presented below) speak to a range of 
organisations, government levels and educational 
institutions with the power to address them.  
 
3.1 LAND ACCESS BARRIERS 
- High land costs put ownership out of reach.  
- Tenants and institutions lack agency or control. 
- Limited access to council-owned land. 
- Disconnection between landowners and potential 

growers. 
Producers’ demands for action: 
● Release & map council-owned land using GIS / Land 

Explorer. 
● Designate land for county farms, allotments, and 

market gardens. 
● Use motions to councils (cross-party) to secure 

Right to Grow and growing spaces. 
● Create national and local land-matching services (as 

in Wales/Scotland). 
● Develop public-common partnerships for land 

access. 
● Replicate income-generating council land models  

 
3.2 CAPITAL FUNDING BARRIERS 
- Limited access to start-up and ongoing business 

development capital  
- Lack of government incentives for agroecological 

production. 
- Urban agriculture not recognised for its benefits, so 

under investment prevents further development. 
Producers’ demands for action: 
● Create investment-ready project portfolios to attract 

bank and public funding. 
● Cluster initiatives for shared capital access and 

visibility. 
● Make the economic case for agroecology (e.g., 

heating greenhouses with waste heat). 
 
3.3 MARKETS BARRIERS 
- Low food prices and cultural expectation that food 

should be cheap. 
- Weak local procurement. 

Producers’ demands for action: 
● Grow market share for urban agriculture (UA) 

through city-based supply chains. 
● Promote “insourcing”: encourage local production to 

meet local food needs/consumption. 
● Support entrepreneurial AE models driven by 

communities and non-institutional leaders. 

3.4 EDUCATION & TRAINING BARRIERS 
- Limited awareness of land-based careers in 

secondary schools;  
- Outdated agri-tech focused curricula in professional 

education, and too few agroecology training 
pathways. 

- Unpaid internships restrict diversity of who can afford 
to become a producer 

- Lack of practical farm-start support, beyond the entry 
level horticultural education (i.e. lack of business 
incubators where to test business models and market 
demand) 

Producers’ demands for action: 
● Partner schools with CSAs and local growers; create 

demonstration gardens. 
● Create a Green Careers Hub and link it with 

sustainability leads and school’s career advisory 
services. 

● Develop paid apprenticeships and farmstart 
schemes (incubator farms) on the Belgian model (3).  

● Train teachers and careers advisors (e.g., Top 
Trumps agroecology campaign). 

● Support neurodiverse trainees and create cross-
sectoral seasonal apprenticeships (i.e. combine 
market gardening with winter conservation work). 

 

3.5 REGULATION & POLICY BARRIERS 
- Defra’s and other grant systems are geared toward 

large-scale rural producers. 
- Weak urban/peri-urban representation of farming in 

national policy. 
- Small agroecological producers find difficult to bear 

administrative burden to apply for (modest) funding. 
- Limited local authority agency on food policy 
- Poor understanding of agroecology by health 

professionals limits the benefit of ‘social prescribing’ 
Producers’ demands for action: 
● Promote understanding of how agroecological 

initiatives align to the national priorities of health, 
resilience and inequality. 

● Collect data and storytelling evidence to support 
policy change. 

● Engage city councils’ leadership and integrate food 
into the “Best Ambition” strategy. 

● Promote motions and presentations to council 
committees. 

● Promote funding, coordination, championing and 
evaluation of social prescribing on agroecological 
farms. 

 

3.6 PLANNING & URBAN INFRASTRUCTURE 
BARRIERS 
- Difficulty securing planning permission for farm 

buildings/housing, even where growers own the land 
- Loss of key farming infrastructure (e.g. abattoirs). 
- Poor access to affordable land near urban markets. 

Producers’ demands for action: 
● Add agroecological land zoning and policy guidance 

in Local Plans. 
● Pilot “Agroecological Parks” as innovation and 

training hubs with shared-use infrastructure. 
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4. Policy and research pathways 
 
The demands and suggestions for action identified by the 
agroecological producers, presented in the section 
above, constituted the basis of our discussion with the 
policy makers and institutional actors involved in our in-
person events in Leeds and Bristol.  
Many of the policy makers felt themselves trapped within 
positions where budget constraints, policy silos, national 
priorities or institutional cultures disabled their ability to 
either see the barriers faced by the agroecological 
producers, or to act to address them in a meaningful way. 
Specific knowledge demands emerged from them as well, 
and together with the producers we tried to identify a 
range of possible pathways ahead. In this section we 
discuss these pathways, and their expected impacts.  
 
PATHWAY 1: CREATE, SUPPORT AND RESOURCE A 
MINISTRY OF AGROECOLOGICAL URBANISM 
Build a cross-departmental team of civil servants at local 
and national level to promote the understanding of 
agroecology’s climate, health and ecological benefits, 
harmonize public policies, and achieve the ambitions of 
the national food strategy. 
Policy domains are often specialised but separated, 
lacking opportunities and institutional mechanisms for 
coordination, innovation, and building deeper 
understanding of socio-economic constraints and 
opportunities. Sometimes such separation produces 
conflicting and contradictory policy frameworks. We 
piloted two Ministry of Agroecological Urbanism (MAU) 
workshops, bringing together civil servants from 
municipal, metropolitan and national (Defra) levels, with 
agroecological producers: these proved inspiring and 
created links and coordination across institutions. We 
suggest the creation of a longer-term Ministry of 
Agroecological Urbanism that would extend these 
experiments to a 3-5 year long pilot in 3-5 cities. It would 
represent a targeted approach to overcoming 
institutional barriers by developing and testing a 
multidisciplinary and intersectoral approach. 
 

(below) Bristol: first Ministry of Agroecological Urbanism 

 
The Ministry could build upon existing grassroots food 
partnerships to strengthen partnership working between  

different levels of government, business, NGOs and 
academics. Such work would proceed alongside and 
complement existing initiatives, such as the development 
of Environmental Land Management Schemes (ELMS), 
the work of the Sustainable Food Places network, and the 
“food conversations work” being carried out by the Food 
Farming and Countryside Commission. Our research 
team would offer guidance and support to select and 
facilitate a right mix of expertise to ensure covering all key 
areas of relevance, as well as targeted training and 
mentoring from other cities whether intersectoral work 
has been further advanced. 
 
PATHWAY 2: INVEST IN RESEARCH FOR POLICY Work 
with Defra, universities, agroecological producers, and 
regional and local authorities to assess how the current 
legislative framework limits agroecological producers’ 
economic viability, identify best practice, and contribute 
to the implementation pathways of the national food 
strategy. 
Our pilot Ministry of Agroecological Urbanism workshops 
in Leeds and Bristol revealed that policy makers had very 
little awareness of the barriers experienced by 
agroecological producers in the current policy 
frameworks, and asked for a systematic mapping of the 
barriers experienced by producers in different fields of 
their operations (from farm to fork). 
A second important pathway would therefore be a 
dedicated research plan, co-participated by both 
producers and policy makers, focussed on systematically 
identifying the disabling or contradictory policy 
frameworks currently at play in the UK. 
This could be complemented by concrete alternative 
options (appropriately costed to specific geographical 
contexts), built on proved and effective examples from 
UK and EU contexts.  
Together, they would be a valuable resource to 
supporting the implementation of the UK Government 
National Food Strategy for England. 
 
PATHWAY 3: RE-DEFINE PLANNING RESTRICTIONS 
Redefine planning restrictions on greenbelts, peri-urban 
areas and urban fringes, to enable growers to live in low-
impact dwellings(4), and support the small-scale 
horticultural sector by removing high rental and 
commuters costs. 
The Government ambition to build 1.5million new homes 
is putting particular pressure on (often agricultural) land 
around cities, towns and villages. Urban fringes, indeed, 
are the areas where most agricultural land is lost, on an 
ongoing basis. At a time when geopolitical alliances are 
volatile, just-in-time food systems are breaking down, a 
large portion of the UK farming workforce is approaching 
retirement age, and the national food security is at risk, 
pathways that halt land take, and support housing for 
younger generations of new (precarious) entrant farmers 
are urgently needed. 
Old frameworks such as the Garden Cities model, or more 
contemporary examples such as the Regenerative 
Settlement(5) or the Agroecological Urbanism(1) frameworks 
can help local  authorities  grappling with this  pressure to  
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think holistically about how to integrate food production 
and protection of agricultural land with the need (and 
pressures) for affordable homes and new economic 
infrastructure.  
Concrete examples for this pathways are a re-definition 
of planning restrictions, to enable growers and trainees to 
live in a low-impact way where they work. This would 
dramatically alter the economics of small scale 
horticulture by replacing high rental costs with the lower 
running costs of energy efficient homes. Another pathway 
could be on a moratorium to halt the sale on and 
development of public farmland, and priotitize 
new/young/landless farmers in accessing land and start 
up enterprises. Motions and local plan consultations have 
been suggested as ways to influence local planning in 
favour of local food economies, safeguarding agricultural 
land and providing landworker dwellings. 
 
(below) Low Impact Dwelling at Strode Valley Organics 

 
 
PATHWAY 4: DEVELOP TRAINING PATHWAYS 
Develop paid apprenticeships, farmstart schemes, and 
Green Careers Hubs, that support advanced level training 
in agroecological farming. 
The horticultural and agroecological sectors have 
developed a number of grassroots training opportunities, 
but their development, consolidation, and outscaling are 
limited by the endemic underpayment and little financial 
retribution of farmwork. A serious national investment is 
supporting the sector must engage with supporting the 
growth of the next generation of farmers, both at entry 
level and at more advanced business management level.  
Properly funded paid apprenticeships, farm-start 
schemes, and Green Careers Hubs at regional levels 
would offer important career pathways to support not only 
horticultural skills development fit for agroecological 
production, but also other valuable skills, such as product 
development, business management, and marketing. A 
number of pilot initiatives led by public authorities across 
Europe are in existence. Our research team could 
organise coaching and mentoring for public authorities 
and national food strategy leaders to learn from these 
initiatives.  
 
(top right) Horticultural training at Organic Lea, London 

 

 
 
PATHWAY 5: PROMOTE SOCIETAL PATHWAYS 
Support societal pathways to appreciate the health and 
ecological benefits of agroecology, by including farms in a 
register of green social prescribing hosts, and by 
promoting public procurement of agroecological food. 
 

The Defra-led UK Government Food Strategy (6) has 
identified clearly the importance of accessing nutritious 
food in addressing public health issues. Our research has 
identified a 5th pathway to support agroecological food 
production for health and net zero through the promotion 
of societal engagement. Engagement in food growing for 
leisure, or for mental health support is a way to encourage 
to encourage dietary changes, better diets, and deeper 
connection with land, nature, the seasons and 
understanding of climate change. Tasting freshly picked 
food or convivial eating offer also proven, powerful, 
visceral/ sensory experiences that can significantly and 
permanently transform food behaviours. Policy 
communities can further promote and influence these 
transitions by including agroecological farms in the 
register of green social prescribing hosts, by promoting 
voluntary city food charters to steer the food sector 
towards agroecologically produced food, or directly 
promoting public procurement of agroecological food.  
 

___________________________________ 
NOTES 
(1) To know more about this new paradigm for 

urbanisation, you can access the online incubator for 
an Agroecological Urbanism at this link: 
www.agroecologicalurbanism.org  

(2) The Farming Community Network https://fcn.org.uk/ 
(3) EspaceTest and BuerenBruxselPaysans: 

https://www.agroecologicalurbanism.org/conversation
-starters/boerenbruxselpaysans  

(4) Low impact dwellings are highly energy efficient, 
buildings powered by renewable energy, built using 
sustainable, local materials such as timber and straw 
bales 

(5) https://www.regenerativesettlement.com  
(6) UK Government food strategy (2025), 

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/a-uk-
government-food-strategy-for-england  
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Glossary  
Agroecology = is an holistic, practical and philosophical 
approach to the design and management of food and farming 
systems that work in harmony with nature and the wellbeing 
of al forms of life. It is a thriving global movement, as well as 
a science and a way of life. Originating, and successful, in the 
global south as a productive system of land management, 
core to the Food Sovereignty movement, its practice in the 
UK is growing but still marginal. Agroecology offers a single 
entry point for addressing multiple environmental and social 
challenges in an integrated, holistic way. Agroecology 
practitioners apply both ecological (the relationship between 
plants, animals, soil life, humans and the environment) and 
social concepts and principles (social equity, justice, valuing 
of cultural diversity and people’s knowledge) to create 
generative, just and resilient economies. 
 
ELM = Environmental Land Management scheme is a UK 
government scheme put in place in 2022 to substitute the 
payment to farmers previously obtained by the Common 
Agricultural Policy (CAP). The ELM scheme offers payment 
to farmers for a range of actions which deliver ecological 
benefits These include, for example, the creation of wildlife 
habitat such as hedges and field margins, cover crops to 
prevent water runoff and build soil health, flood and drought 
management through nature-based solutions, and peatland 
restoration.  
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Methodological note  
The content of this brief is based on research results from 
the PAU project mentioned above. The research was 
carried out between October 2024 and September 2025.  
Ten agroecological producers across the cities of Leeds 
and Bristol were interviewed, either on site or online, by 
the authors of this study. They represented a range of 
agroecological approaches, including small and medium 
veg and meat producers, mushroom growing, market 
gardens, community supported agriculture and 
agroecological kitchens. The producers were also invited 
to take part in a Farm Carbon Toolkit ‘pilot’, to measure 
the balance between carbon emissions and removals. The 
producers were asked to send soil samples from their 
farms for analysis, and to input data from their on-farm 
operations and previous soil testing results, into the Farm 
Carbon Calculator, and seven of the agroecological 
producers undertook this exercise.  
Meanwhile, ten institutional actors, ranging from Defra, 
municipal or parish councils, and metropolitan regional 
authorities, and working in public health, planning, public 
procurement, economy, parks and green space 
departments were approached and briefed about the 
scope of the research. Results from the farmers interviews 
were then compiled into an ‘evidence pack’, which was 
sent to all institutional actors and agroecological 
producers, ahead of two events held respectively in Bristol 
(April 2025) and Leeds (July 2025). The in-person events 
created the opportunity to deepen knowledge of the 
barriers that each community experienced and to discuss 
pathways for future policy, research and action. 
All institutional actors were met again after the in-person 
events to follow up and refine research results and next 
steps. More details on the outcomes of the project are 
available in the two other open access publications, both 
listed in the reference list on the top of this page and 
marked with an asterisk (*) 
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