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The Policy numbers I am referring to are: 

1. Policy 2.18 ‘Green Infrastructure: the network of open and natural spaces’  
2. Policy 7.5 ‘Public Realm’ 
3. Policy 7.22 ‘Land for Food’ 

Note, I am grouping these three together because they relate to a single issue. 
 
I am objecting to these Policies because: 

1. Policy 2.18. The phrase ‘innovative use of street trees’ is too vague and misses the 
opportunity to guide planners in obtaining maximum value from the choice and 
placement of trees. Maximum value can only be obtained if the productive aspect of 
trees is included. This also applies to all vegetation in open and natural spaces. 
Promoting the use of green spaces as productive is vital to make our city as self-
sufficient as possible in a future energy restricted world, as the production and 
transport of food becomes increasing expensive, at the same time as we experience 
higher demand due to increased population exacerbated by high levels of migration. 
We do not currently have extensive knowledge and practice of how to achieve 
productive green infrastructure and it is important that we do not delay in acquiring it. 

2. Policy 7.5. The Strategic A paragraph describing strategy for London’s public spaces 
does not mention the need for these public spaces to be productive. The importance of 
this is described in (1) above. The Planning decisions B paragraph does not mention 
this either. 

3. Policy 7.22. Strategic B does not include the use of woodland and other open spaces 
for growing food. This is necessary to widen the scope of food production in the 
capital as in (1). 

 
 
 
 
 
 
The specific change I am seeking is:  
1a. Replace ‘innovative use of street trees’ by ‘innovative use of street trees and green open 
and natural spaces as productive elements, for providing fruit, nuts, berries, fuel etc.’ 
1b. Add an extra paragraph after 2.80 as follows: ‘Local trees and woodlands have the 
potential to provide useful products as indicated in the Tree and Woodland Framework. So 
also can other plants in open spaces. As the permaculture principle ‘Obtain a Yield’ states, 
any intervention we make in a system, any changes we make or elements we introduce ought 
to be productive, e.g. productive trees in public places, edible roof gardens, or urban edible 
landscaping. Such productivity can contribute to the supply of local food, energy and other 



products and enhance food security. In addition it intensifies the educational aspect of the 
environment. The Mayor will support work to identify ways to make green infrastructure 
productive, encourage innovative implementations and develop ways to incorporate this in 
planning processes.’ 
2a. Policy 7.5 Strategic A should read ‘London’s public spaces should be secure, accessible, 
easy to understand and maintain, be productive wherever possible, and incorporate the highest 
quality landscaping, planting, furniture and surfaces.’ 
2b Planning decisions B – insert an extra sentence after the first two ‘Productive plants and 
trees should be considered a priority in all developments.’ 
3a Strategic C should be added: ‘Use of woodland, parks and other open spaces as urban 
edible landscaping should be encouraged, for example to provide fruit, nuts or berries.’ 
3b LDF preparation should include at the end of the second sentence ‘and edible landscaping.’ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am providing the following evidence: 
Through a series of consultations with the local community in Brixton during 2009, under the 
heading ‘The Future of our Food’, the Brixton Transition Town Food and Growing Group 
gathered numerous visions of our how our future local environment will look and how food 
will be provided in a post-oil world. Many of these describe a bountiful environment, just 
outside our doors, in the streets and parks, combining open spaces with producing food, and 
with a much greater involvement in food production by local people. Details of visions are 
available online: http://transitiontowns.org/Brixton/FUTUREFOOD . We believe that these 
visions are important evidence that people can envisage an inspiring future, and one that they 
want to participate in, even in the face of radical change due to oil and other resource scarcity. 
The next phase of the work of the Food and Growing Group is to create our own plan to work 
towards these visions. The current version of the London Plan has provision for the 
development of community gardening projects, but will not help us to make our open spaces 
and street trees productive. As this is a relatively new concept within our city, it will be 
difficult, without policy encouragement, for the borough and private developments to embrace 
the notion of productive, edible landscaping and come up with innovative designs. A policy 
statement in the London Plan would be key in taking this forward.  
 
Another aspect of our community’s interest in this aspect is the development of an online 
Fruit and Nut Tree Map to show where trees are and assist the community in collecting and 
processing fruit which may otherwise be wasted. 
http://maps.google.com/maps/ms?ie=UTF&msa=0&msid=108090118774269469881.0004586bc0064c2203016 
 
The publication, in 2005 of the book, ‘Continuous Productive Urban Landscapes CPULs: The 
urban agriculture design book for sustainable cities’ (Architectural Press), edited by Andre 
Viljoen, consolidated  a body of research initiated and undertaken by Andre  Viljoen and 
colleague Katrin Bohn in the nineties on this subject. One current estimate is that London 
could be 30% self-sufficient in fruit and vegetables (verbal communication by Andre 
Viljoen), taking into account all relevant land. If it was necessary to put much land under 
production, due to severe food and/or energy shortages, it would be much better if we had 
devised methods of making our open and natural spaces productive and so avoid simply 
uprooting existing vegetation to replant food or energy crops.  

Some experience in this area has been gained as a result of the Garden city movement, an 



approach to urban planning that was founded in 1898 by Sir Ebenezer Howard in the United 
Kingdom. Garden cities were intended to be planned, self-contained, communities surrounded 
by greenbelts, containing carefully balanced areas of residences, industry, and agriculture. 
Howard published his book ‘To-morrow: a Peaceful Path to Real Reform’ in 1898 (which was 
reissued in 1902 as ‘Garden Cities of To-morrow’). For example, in Milton Keynes, one of a 
series of ‘Garden Towns’ designed as a result of this movement, plum and other fruiting trees 
have been planted in open green spaces and the fruit is collected by local residents. 

A suggestion has also been made by Rob Hopkins, of the Transition Towns network, that this 
view of urban planting as essentially unproductive is a relatively recent approach. He states: 
‘It is only in the last 30 or so years that we have perfected the art of creating totally useless 
landscapes. New industrial estates and business parks typify this, planted with ‘low 
maintenance’ shrubs, specifically bred to be entirely unproductive.’ (Transition Culture 
weblog: http://transitionculture.org/ )  

Views on the urgency of this problem are expressed in a recent report on planning policy and 
encouraging food growth in London, published last week by the London Assembly's Planning 
& Housing Ctte (chaired by Jenny Jones). It states ‘The world’s only Professor of Food Policy 
told the Committee “we are sleepwalking into a major problem when it comes to food”. 
London is very dependent on food imports and has only three or four days’ stocks of food 
should there be any disruption to supply.’(p9). This report also says that  
‘Sites should be identified that are suitable for temporary and unconventional food growing 
operations.’  
http://www.london.gov.uk/assembly/reports/plansd/growing-food.pdf. 
 
The Strategic section of Policy 2.18 on Green Infrastructure does say ‘The Mayor will work ... 
to secure benefits including, ... local food, production’ However, this is not more clearly 
specified in subsequent sections, and thus the impression is given that, in the main, this food 
production is the concern of particular community, commercial or household gardening 
projects. 
 
One of the broad objectives of the Mayor’s Food Strategy is ‘to develop London’s food 
security’. Whilst the London Plan includes plans through the ‘Capital Growth’ scheme for 
food growing schemes, it leaves all other green infrastructure – open and natural spaces - out 
of this discussion. These areas are considered by the plan to be important for their 
contribution to climate change mitigation and adaptation, for tourism, for health benefits by 
encouraging exercise etc, but not for their productive potential. As indicated above, it is likely 
in the future that London will need to produce much more of its food and fuel within its 
boundaries and it is important for work to begin now on developing methods of achieving this 
within green infrastructure, to balance productivity with all the other valuable aspects of this 
land – biodiversity, recreation, aesthetics and so on. 
 
In the publication ‘Connecting Londoners with Trees and Woodlands: A Tree and Woodland 
Framework for London, March 2005, GLA’ 
http://www.london.gov.uk/mayor/environment/forest/docs/ltwf_full.pdf 
Objective D4 ‘Support the use of local tree and woodland products as part of sustainable 
management of the resource’ supports our submission, while acknowledges that very little 
exploitation is currently being carried out and suggests that energy production is an area of 
significant potential, thus highlighting another potential product of importance in the future as 
energy prices rise. 
‘Products from woodlands are numerous, and include timber for construction, wood for the 
craft industry, fencing and furniture, grazing, wood and charcoal for fuel, and foods such as 



fungi and berries. But very few of the woodlands in London are now managed on a 
commercial basis. Energy production offers one of the most significant areas of potential. 
The London Bioenergy Report28 found that arboricultural operations carried out in London 
by contractors working for local authorities generate much material suitable for processing 
into a biomass fuel per year. If used to generate heat, this could result in a significant 
reduction in London’s net CO2 emissions.’ 
 
It should be noted, however, that other publications consider trees only in relation to climate 
change resilience, and do not discuss their productive potential. This is further reason to make 
explicit reference to productive potential in the London Plan – to ensure that a move to 
consider the wider benefit of trees is initiated. 
For example 
Leading to a Greener London, July 2009, GLA 
http://www.london.gov.uk/mayor/publications/2009/docs/leading-greener-london-300709.pdf 
P19 states 
‘Studies show that increasing tree cover by 10 per cent can reduce the surface temperature of 
a city by between three and four degrees centigrade. We aim to increase tree cover across 
London from 20 per cent today to 25 per cent by 2025 – around two million additional trees – 
with a further five per cent increase by 2050. We will investigate the right places to plant trees 
to deliver the greatest benefits, complementing our existing work that has determined the right 
species of tree to suit local circumstances in the face of a changing climate.’ 
 
Also the ‘Right Trees Campaign’ emphasizes the planting of trees to survive changing 
climate, but does not consider productivity. 
http://www.right-trees.org.uk/ 
It states ‘We need to ensure that the trees we are planting now in London and other urban 
areas will thrive in the face of a changing climate and also help us cope with the predicted 
warmer temperatures and changes in weather patterns we will experience for the rest of the 
century.’ 
 
Evidence for the need to consider these issues more urgently can be found in the Chief 
Scientific Officer, Professor John Beddington’s presentation ‘A Perfect Storm: Environmental 
Issues for 2030’ – food and energy demands are predicted to rise by 50% by 2030.  
 
Evidence for possible scenarios due to decreased oil availability can be found in numerous 
books, for example Strahan, D. (2007) ‘The Last Oil Shock: The Imminent Extinction of 
Petroleum Man’, John Murray Publishing. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
You can post your representation to the Mayor, GLA City Hall, 
SE1 2BR or send by email to mayor@london.gov.uk with 
“Replacement London Plan” in the subject line.  The deadline is 
5 p.m. on Tuesday 12 January 2010. 


