Expert GI Masterclasses: ‘urban food’ 
Two identical urban food masterclasses – with the title of “how Green Infrastructure can ‘step up to the plate’” – took place on 23rd April 2010 (a morning session and an afternoon session) and were each attended by 16 delegates, mainly representing the Local Authority and Community sectors. The sessions began with presentations from Dr Martin Caraher, Professor of Food and Health Policy at City University London and Seb Mayfied, Food Up Front and Capital Growth Manager at Sustain. Martin provided the ‘scene setting’ for both sessions with background information on current issues in food production and policy. Martin highlighted the fact that although there are many good local food projects in the UK, there is no overall policy to provide structure to ensure the projects are joined up, sustainable and accessible to all. He also reminded each group of the public health principle that small changes across the whole population are better than big changes in a small proportion of the population – therefore, a solid policy that works across the population is essential.

Seb developed Food Up Front, which provides set-up support and materials to help people grow something edible in their gardens (balcony etc). In London, the success of Food Up Front led Sustain (the alliance for better food and farming) to ask Seb to co-ordinate Capital Growth, which aims to have 2012 new growing spaces in London by the end of 2012. He highlighted the issues, including access to land and financial sustainability but reiterated that there is a huge amount of enthusiasm in the local community.

Delegates were then invited to discuss the issues raised under the headings of three broad questions: 

1. Is there/What is the potential for green infrastructure to support urban/local food growing and supply in the South West? 

2. What are the key opportunities for and barriers?  

3. Is there potential for GI to support urban/local food growing?

Key points from delegates: 

· There is significant potential for GI to support urban/local food growing but structures, policies and targets are needed to make it happen at national and local level. For instance, local food security could be built in to Local Area Agreements and the role of Local Strategic Partnerships. The potential new policy planning statement (PPS17) may help to facilitate an increase in local food growth and provision. 
· Provision cannot be piecemeal but must be about an overall approach and commitment. 

· Planning has the potential to support increased local food production but barriers to overcome include the capacity of local authorities to own/maintain GI for food growing – for instance small patches of GI set aside for food growing in new developments. 
· GI strategy could/should encompass all land outside of domestic ownership ie commercial land, railway land etc. 
· Urban growing should be educational and increase interest and awareness of food and links to the rural landscape and communities. It helps to raise the food production issue ‘visibly’ for the public to see/understand food. ‘Growing your own’ is not currently impacting on supermarket spending – mainstreaming skills and knowledge is required for real impacts. 
· It is important not to be urban-centric and to keep scale with wider food production and farming which will always have a major role and needs to maintain its skills base.   
· The future of ‘market gardens’ is uncertain as food economy is currently driven by lowest price. New localised models may involve subsidies etc.
· Local and regional food partnerships could be formed between local authorities and amongst districts/parishes.
· Developers need to be involved in food strategies. Developer-led community interest management of GI in new developments has significant potential with good examples in the North and North West of the country. 
· Food should be included in procurement policies and targets and impacts monitored.
· Adapting existing GI for food growing has potential but this may involve changing land use away from other community uses (eg playing fields) so need to understand local needs/generate interest/demands through education etc. Food not currently seen as high priority like housing, economic development etc – need to prioritise it.
· Both re-skilling and advocacy would be required to change current food systems.
· Urban growing alone unlikely to feed a city but it can increase knowledge and lead to positive behaviour changes re. food choices – urban growing needs to be linked to agriculture land. 
· Link food strategy to other strategic goals and look for the win-wins.
· Best practice examples of urban growing including ‘Growing Community’ in Hackney that includes six ‘growing zones’.

Expert GI Masterclasses: ‘natural economy’  


Two identical natural economy masterclasses – with the title of “The Natural Economy – Unlocking the economic value of the natural environment in the South West Region” – took place on 10th May 2010 (a morning session and an afternoon session) and were attended by 22 and 21 delegates mainly representing the Local Authority and NGO/voluntary sectors. The sessions began with a presentation from Will Williams, Programme Director, Natural Economy Northwest and were followed by best practice examples from Neil Blackmore, East Devon District Council on the Exeter and East Devon growth points and Charlie Plowden and Kate Tobin on the Axe Estuary Wetlands.  
Will Williams’s presentation focussed on the development of the natural economy project in the North West of England, and how it began to build a business case for the economic benefit of accessible, integrated natural spaces (both rural and urban), stressing in particular the following points: as a rule of thumb, about 40% of the benefits of natural space can be monetised but it is important to realise that each project/area is different so this information shouldn’t be used as concrete evidence; it is very important to reposition the environment within sustainable economic growth and move away from a GVA only approach (which has been the target for development agencies); a wider approach is needed to look at Economic Benefits and include Economic security (ie flood protection, climate change impacts), and to show that a sustainable economy is underpinned by ecosystem services (ie clean air and water), as well as quality of life and quality of place. Therefore, it is vital that we ensure the services of the environment are linked via pathways to the benefits of society. 

The two case studies highlighted real world examples of where good GI was being incorporated into urban extensions and rural development, to the benefit of the local environment, community and economy. 


Delegates were invited to discuss the issues raised under the headings of three questions: 
1. What other economic evidence, support or guidance is required to deliver GI locally?  

2. What barriers and opportunities exist? 

3. Is there a need to strengthen the regional approach to this – if so, how?

Key points from delegates are grouped under thematic headings below: 

Evidence needed
· Evidence for the 11 benefits (as identified by natural economy project in the North West) is generic, so a wider range of local and relevant ‘type’ examples are needed. 
· Presentation of the case to stakeholders/potential funders depends on what they are trying to deliver, so information is needed to support various options. 
· Mixture of skills is required for good engagement with stakeholders – including monetising, advocacy and political influencing. These should be indentified in appropriate staff training.  
   
Barriers
· Current ground-rules for the contribution of GI to sustainable economic development – GVA – is totally inadequate. 
· Don’t seem to have access to standard GI costs for GI work – this must be available. 
· Convincing investors: correlation between business productivity and GI.

Opportunities
· Learning from each other.
· For statutory bodies to join up re: PSA delivery and associated funding.
· GI processes are widely used so many are familiar with them.
· 11 Benefits checklist available and is a useful tool.
· Collaboration on joined up funding.
· GI is well placed to enable strategic approach – embracing landscape, biodiversity, site protection etc.
