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VERSIONING AND HISTORY OF CHANGES

Item Details Various

Version v1.0 Date 2026-03-30
EUI Permanent
Secretariat /

Prepared by Konstantinos Karamarkos For

Food Partnership
Action 5 leader

e identification of up to 20
European case studies
(based on structured desk
research)

Scope e  provision of a European Confidentiality Deliverable 1.2
Case Study Long-list
Database of case studies
(up to 20)

(M1)

e Food Partnership Action
Plan (Sept 2025)

e Action 5 Description March 2026
Reference e EUI ToR 02/12/2025 . (as per Work
Timeframe
documents Order)
e  Work Order
E0112/2026/I1C/WO1

e Inception Note (Mar
2026)

This deliverable was prepared through expert-led desk research, source triangulation, structured
screening and analytical synthesis. Responsibility for source validation, case selection and
methodological judgement rests with the expert.
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1. THE DESK RESEARCH STEPS FOR THE EU
CASE STUDIES LONG-LIST WERE AS
FOLLOWS:

Compile selection criteria and data fields for each case study entry.

Search EU national and EU-level databases for relevant projects and initiatives.

Extract and record detailed information for up to twenty candidate case studies.
Cross-check sources and validate project details and outcomes.

Assemble the European Case Study Long-list Database with standardized entries for short-
listing.
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2. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Action 5 in the Urban Agenda for the EU Food Partnership is framed around the practical use of
public land owned, managed, or otherwise controlled by public authorities (including publicly owned
institutions) to enable local food policies, including through mechanisms such as land banks.

The work order requires:

)] a long-list of up to 20 European case studies,
(ii) a short-list of 8,

(iii) two webinars, and

(iv) a policy brief

This deliverable responds to the key question (1) as included in the Inception Report:

e What are some of the most interesting case studies across Europe?
(a long-list of up to 20)

The long-list prepared spans 18 EU Member States (with Italy and France appearing twice) and
covers multiple “public land to food system” archetypes that Action 5 typically needs to
compare:

e Municipal farms / municipal production for public catering (LL1) with measurable
supply-chain outcomes and procurement implications.

¢ EU-funded urban innovation hubs on public/peri-urban land (LL2) that combine
land activation, skills/jobs, and food policy experimentation.

¢ Regional land banks mobilizing land through statutory tools with transparent parcel/ha
KPIs (LL3, LL5).

¢ Municipal allotments / horticultural parks with quantified plot/area portfolios (LL4,
LL7, LL8, LL11, LL15, LL12), plus formal eligibility and tenure rules (strong transferability).

e Public-land concessions and cooperative/commons models (LL6) where a
public/para-public landholder awards a multi-year concession.

e Public land governance reforms / regularization (LL9) showing how cities manage
safety, legality, and cost allocation on public allotment lands.

LL10, LL13, LL14, LL16, LL17, LL1S, LL19 and LL20 combine more than one element of
the topics mentioned above.

A key methodological choice is standardisation, as the long-list is intended to facilitate subsequent
short-listing: a consistent set of measurable selection criteria and a database template that
captures:

e land tenure and public-control mechanisms,
e governance,

e  operational maturity, and

e evidence of outcomes.
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This approach is consistent with the phased workflow and the multi-criteria screening
logic described in the Inception Note for Action 5.

This deliverable introduces:

(a) explicit eligibility filters and a weighted scoring model aligned to the inception note’s five
screening families (relevance, implementation, outcomes, transferability, diversity),

(b) a standardized long-list entry template (mandatory vs optional fields) for a future
short-list comparative assessment,

and

(c) a European Case Study Long-list Database of 20 Case Studies spanning a wide range of
public-land instruments: municipal food-producing estates, urban allotment leasing schemes, “edible
city” conversions of public green space, structured land banks, and hybrid community—public
governance models.

Notes.

The long-list is not a benchmark study; it is designed as an operational evidence base to support
subsequent short-list selection, peer-learning activities, and the development of a practical “"How-to”
policy guide under Action 5.

It is intentionally broad and structured for filtering, and it also reflects alignment with key EU policy
priorities, including the EU Soil Strategy, the Circular Economy Action Plan, and sustainable food
system transitions.

The long-list database is designed as an operational tool for Step 3 (multi-criteria screening and
shortlisting) as defined in the Inception Note.
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3. CONTEXT AND SCOPE FOR ACTION 5

“Public land for local food policies” is the core focus of Action 5 and focuses on how public
actors can mobilise public land to assist regional food production and more general food
policy goals. Public land can include "land banks" as an enabling tool and is understood here as
land owned, managed, or controlled by public authorities, including publicly owned institutions.

The implementation logic described in the Action Plan (https://www.urbanagenda.urban-
initiative.eu/sites/default/files/2025-10/Food_Final_ACTION_PLAN.pdf) includes establishing an
Interest Group, exploring and analysing policy and land instruments, and compiling a repository of
case studies as an evidence base for peer learning and transfer. Concrete deliverables are
planned: long-list (<20), short-list (8), webinars, and written outputs within the 2026
timeframe.

Given the absence of a specified thematic sub-focus (e.g. youth farming or urban
agriculture) and of a defined budget ceiling for the overall action, the portfolio-based long-
list presented in this document is intentionally structured. It includes both:

(a) professional/local-supply models (municipal farms, agricultural estates, land banks, peri-
urban hubs) and

(b) community production models (allotments/community gardens) where the public land
control mechanism is central and outcomes are measurable (plots, hectares, participants, allocation
rules).

[10]



4. METHODOLOGY FOR IDENTIFICATION
AND VALIDATION

The methodology follows a phased approach consistent with the Inception Note's proposed
workflow and screening logic:

e long-list to short-list case studies,
e to peer-learning and webinars
e to the policy brief.

The long-list is not intended to be exhaustive; rather, it is designed to ensure coverage of the
main instrument types and governance models relevant to Action 5, rather than a statistically
representative sample.
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5. DESK RESEARCH STRATEGY AND
PRIORITISED SOURCES

The desk research strategy for Action 5 combined structured (institutional) discovery with
targeted keyword searches.

Primary source tiers (highest priority first):

Priority was given to primary and official sources wherever available.

EU-funded project portals and official repositories (e.g., Urban Innovative Actions
project pages and libraries) for initiatives with disclosed budgets and implementation
milestones.

National/regional land agencies and land bank portals where instruments are
statutory and updated with portfolio metrics (e.g., Galicia’s land bank statistics page with
periodic updates).

Municipal websites and official policy/program pages describing eligibility, allocation
rules, quantities (plots/hectares), and governance arrangements (e.g., metropolitan
allotment leasing terms; garden program “calls”; municipal land estate descriptions).
Official legal texts (gazettes / official journals) when the “project” is fundamentally a legal
instrument (e.g., land bank regulation).

Credible international organizations and research institutions (e.g., Food and
Agriculture Organization of the United Nations feature articles, peer-reviewed papers,
validated environmental declarations) when they add outcome data or triangulate
governance/impact.
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6. KEYWORDS, LANGUAGES, AND
INCLUSION LOGIC

Keyword families were used in English and, where needed, in national languages to reach primary
sources:

e “public land” and “urban agriculture” and “lease / concession / allotment / community
garden”

e “land bank” / “banco de tierras” / “banca della terra” / “bolsa de terras”

e “municipal farm” / “city-owned farms” / “municipal horticultural parks”

o “edible city” / “essbare stadt” (public green space converted to food-growing)

e “call for tenders” / “allocation rules” / “public invitation” (for plot leasing)
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7. KEYWORDS USED (ILLUSTRATIVE
EXAMPLES)

I additionally searched in English and local-language variants to capture “how the
mechanism is named locally.” Examples are:

e English core: “municipal farm”, “public land allotments”, “horticultural parks”, “city
gardens public call”, “land bank”, “public concession urban farming”, “lease principles
allotment gardens”.

e French: “régie agricole municipale”, “ferme municipale”, “appel a concession”, “jardins
partagés”.

e Italian: “"Banca della Terra”, “bandi concessione terreni”.

¢ Portuguese: “parques horticolas”, “hortas urbanas municipais”.

e Spanish/Galician: "Banco de Tierras”, “datos principales”, “arrendamiento”.

¢ Dutch: “stadslandbouw”, “Tuinen van West”, “erfpacht”, “pluktuin”.

¢ German: “Stadtgiiter”, “Krautgarten”, “"Umwelterklarung EMAS".

o Danish: “lovligggrelse af kolonihaver”, “kommune er grundejer”.

”owg AR\

e Croatian: “gradski vrtovi”, “javni poziv”, “vrtne parcele”.

”onX

e Slovenian: “vrticki”, “zakup”, “Cakalna lista”.
o  Greek: “dnuoTikdG Aaxavoknnog”, “KoIVwVIKO navTonwAeio”.
o Bulgarian: “3enena Codusa”, “rpaacka rpaguHa”, “oblimHcka 3ema”.

e Hungarian: “kozosségi kert palyazat”, “parcella kiosztas”.
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8. LONG-LIST CASE STUDIES DATABASE
INCLUSION RULES

The inclusion rules applied consistently throughout the document for the selected case
studies were:

o Operates within an EU member state (or is an EU-level program implemented in an EU
member state).

e Clear linkage to public land control (ownership, municipal “landlord role”, public agency
land bank, public authority-managed estate, or comparable).

o Explicit food-growing purpose (professional, semi-professional, or
household/community production), not only ornamental greening.

e Sufficient documentation to populate the mandatory database fields.

[15]



9. VALIDATION STEPS AND DATA
CONFIDENCE

For each selected Case Study, validation aimed for at least one primary/official source and,
where possible, a second independent corroborating source (EU portal, official report, research
publication).

For borderline or mixed-tenure cases, inclusion is conditional on the presence of a demonstrable
public control mechanism (ownership, lease authority, or public programme framework), which will
be further verified during short-listing.

A confidence rating is applied consistently across the long-list:

e High: multiple primary sources (or one primary and one authoritative independent source)
and numeric outputs (plots/hectares/beneficiaries) and clear governance/land-control
mechanism.

¢ Maedium: primary source available, but limited on outcomes/budget, or outcomes exist but
governance/land-control is less explicit.

e Low: largely secondary/research sources and/or missing land-tenure confirmation and/or
minimal outcome reporting (kept on the long-list only if strategically valuable as a model
type that is otherwise underrepresented).

[16]



10. ACTION 5 - VISUAL SUMMARY

Action 5
scope &
definitions

Eligibility filter

Long-List
Discovery
(£20)

Populate
standardized
template

Standardised
Case Study
Template

Weighted
Scoring &
Diversity
Balancing

Short-list: 8
case studies

Webinars: peer
learning &
validation

Output: policy
brief
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11. ELIGIBILITY FILTERS FOR LONG-LIST
ENTRY

The Case Studies are included in the European Case Study Long-list Database because they meet all
the following criteria:

1. EU eligibility: implemented in an EU member state (or EU program implemented locally in an EU
member state).

2. Public land mechanism is central: land is publicly owned OR a public authority is the controlling
landlord/manager OR a statutory land bank includes public land in its portfolio (explicitly described).

3. Food production is explicit: the land use includes cultivation of food crops and/or food-
producing agriculture (professional or community).

4. Operational reality: implemented (not only proposed), with a start year and at least one cycle
of operation OR formally established and actively allocating land (e.g., a land bank with current
portfolio statistics).

5. Minimum documentation: at least one primary/official source, or a credible authoritative report
that can be verified later.
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12. STANDARDIZED EUROPEAN CASE
STUDY LONG-LIST DATABASE TEMPLATE

The template below separates mandatory fields (needed for consistent later short-list analysis) from
optional fields (often missing in municipal programs, but valuable where available). It is
intentionally compatible with the Inception Note’s emphasis on structured case fiches and

comparability.
Case study entry template
Field Definition Mandatory Data type / Example value
controlled values
Case ID Unique identifier Yes Text A5-LL-01
Project/program  Official name (or Yes Text *Municipal
name most-used public Horticultural Parks”
name)
Location City/region; include |Yes Text Lisbon (municipal)
rural/peri-urban if
relevant
Country EU member state Yes Text Portugal
Geographic setting Primary setting Yes Controlled (urban / Urban
peri-urban / rural /
mixed)
Public land How public land is Yes Controlled and shortMunicipal land
mechanism mobilized text leased as allotment

plots

Land quantity

Area and/or number of
plots

Yes

Numeric and units

9.9 ha; 889 plots

(if available)

Implementing body|Lead implementing  |Yes Text City council / land
public agency
authority/agency

Partner Key partners (max 3-50Optional Text University; NGO;

organizations for long-list) farmers’ union

Start date Start year/date Yes Date or year 2011

End date / status |[End year or “ongoing” Yes Date/year and Ongoing

status

Funding source(s) [EU/national/municipal/\Yes (can be  [Text Municipal budget;

other “unknown") ERDF
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Data type /

Field Definition Mandatory controlled values Example value
Funding amount |Disclosed budget Optional Currency (EUR) €4,996,745.52
Objectives Stated objectives Yes Text Access to land; food
security
Target Primary beneficiaries |Yes Text New entrants;
beneficiaries residents; schools
Allocation/eligibility How beneficiaries Yes (where Text Residency and no
rules access land applicable) other suitable land
Activities/interventi Core actions Yes Text Lease calls;
ons training;
infrastructure
Outputs Direct outputs Yes (if Text and numbers # plots; # hectares
(quantitative) available) allocated

Outcomes/ impact
indicators

Measurable outcomes

Optional—Stron
gly preferred

Text and indicators

Participation;
production
volumes; waste
reduction

Monitoring/evaluati
on

Evidence type &
findings

Optional—Stron
gly preferred

Controlled (none /
monitoring /
evaluation /
research) and notes

External evaluation
report

Challenges/risks  Reported constraints [Yes Text Tenure insecurity;
budget; soil
Lessons learned  [Transferable learning |Yes Text Clear allocation
statements rules; support
services
Transferability Preconditions & Yes Text Replicable where
assessment scalability city owns land
Policy context Relevant Optional Text Land bank law;
statutes/plans/policies municipal plan
Primary sources  (Official links and Yes URLs and citations |Municipal page;
citations legal text
Data confidence  [Evidence strength Yes Controlled High
(High/Medium/Low)
Verification notes |What to verify next  |Yes Text Confirm budget and

evaluation

[20]




13. EUROPEAN CASE STUDY LONG-LIST
DATABASE OF UP TO 20 SELECTED CASE
STUDIES

For long-list purposes, I retained several medium-confidence cases where the
instrument type is strategically relevant for Action 5, but further verification is still
needed before shortlist selection.

Note on formatting: The Country column uses full country names throughout the table, including
repeated entries where relevant.

How to read the Data confidence Column: High = multiple consistent official/primary sources
with clear quantitative indicators. Medium = at least one official source but material gaps. Low =
partial official evidence and/or key fields missing.

Notes:

“Medium” does not imply weak relevance. It indicates that further verification is needed
before shortlist selection, especially on tenure, outputs, or evaluation depth.

Selected lower-confidence cases are included where they represent emerging or
underrepresented instrument types (e.g. circular land restoration, tender-based access mechanisms)
that are strategically relevant for Action 5.

Lessons and challenges are presented at a synthesis level and will be further refined and
validated for the shortlisted cases.
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Long-list table

Implementi . . .
Case Case Study ng Start / Funding N Target Activities / Measurable Evaluation Scalability / | Lessons learned Policy Prlm_a_ry / Data
ID (AS Country organizatio source & Objectives beneficiaries | interventions o_utc_omes / findings transferability| & challenges official confidence
relevance) n(s) end amount indicators context sources
IA5-LL- Mouans- France Municipality [2010- Mix of Protect farmland,  [Schoolchildren Municipal land Reported indicators ~ Recognized in EU High transfer Lesson: French local EU practice Medium-high
01 Sartoux munici of Mouans- ongoing municipal lenable local organic and municipal mobilization, include strong organic practice-sharing |interest, land-use article and
pal land and Sartoux (reported investment  supply, support catering users,  |municipal conversion and major (channels (e.g., replicability land control is most planning and  case-study |(strong
municipal inception of fand sustainable diets local/prospective production; food-waste reduction [URBACT/OPPLA- |depends on powerful when public sources. documentation;
farming model the “edible |participation jand food education farmers (via procurement and in school catering type case municipal land  |paired with stable |procurement. funding details
linked to local city” in EU tied to public laccess to land andeducation (notably an “80%"” documentation)  faccess, demand (public often not
lorganic public approach learning catering. municipal measures to link reduction figure is governance catering). Municipality consolidated
catering around networks demand). land to food widely reported), plus capacity, and uses land publicly)
(municipal land 2010-2011) ((exact capital outcomes. increased local procurement/leg Challenge: instruments to
acquisition and cost varies) sourcing via municipal al context. secure food
production production. scarce land, upfront policy goals.
lalignment) lacquisition cost and
administrative
complexity.
IA5-LL- OpenAgri: peri- [[taly Comune di Pan 2017- [ERDF budget Regenerate peri-  Young people Renovation UIA page publishes  [Transferability: Challenge Lesson: UIA primary  UIA official Medium
02 urban Milano (as  2020/2021 granted: urban fringe, create |(NEET), of Cascina milestones and strong for cities  |pattern typical of| project page  |portal
innovation hub lead) with  |(UIA a peri-urban SMEs/start-ups, |Nosedo as living expected result areas with peri-urban integrated urban |Public land becomes (excellent
lanchored in a multi-actor  implementati €4,996,745.5 agriculture disadvantaged lab, training, start- public assets and |innovation: @ high-impact policy jand associated primary
publicly-led partnership on period) 2 (UIA innovation hub, groups, peri- up calls, Outcome metrics capacity for multi- icoordination tool when it is project disclosure)
regeneration including P program) strengthen local urban agriculture prototyping could be extracted actor innovation  [cost, sustaining |actively managed as/documentation.
and food policy olitecnico di food policy actors, local solutions (e.g.,  from UIA journals/finalgovernance. hub post- an integrated hub
context (public Milano implementation, community. laquaponics reports for short-list. funding, and (land, infrastructure,
asset (among develop skills/jobs. mentioned); High relevance for [securing long-  training and
regeneration others) community-led IAction 5 because it term governanceincubation), rather
and skills/jobs initiatives. links land/place  |model. than simply
land food assets to food allocated for
system) policy delivery. agricultural use.
Challenge:
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Implementi

managing waitlists,

Case Case Study ng Start / Funding ... Target Activities / Measurable Evaluation Scalability / | Lessons learned Policy P"“‘.a.“’ / Data
ID (AS Country organizatio source & Objectives beneficiaries | interventions o_uttiomes / findings transferability| & challenges official confidence
relevance) n(s) end amount indicators context sources
[The model’s
sustainability is
fragile due to the
absence of a stable
long-term
operational and
financing
mechanism beyond
initial project
funding.
A5-LL-Banca della Ttaly Ente Terre 2013- Public Inventory and New entrants Land inventory  Reported: over 80 lots [Evidence is High Lesson: publishable [Established Official High
03 Terra: statutory Regionali ongoing instrument  allocate (including <40  and publication of jmade available administrative transferability as inventories and through program
land bank [Toscane public/private land |prioritization in  |lots, public totaling approximately |(instrument a “reference”  ftransparent call regional law  |page (clear
including public for productive use, |some cases), calls/bands for 4,500 ha, description and land-bank rules enable uptake. and legal/instrumen
land lots and strengthen rural farmers/foresters, [public assets, (prioritization rules  |portfolio outputs) |model, but implementing |(with launch [t definition;
allocation logic (administrativjobs, municipalities concession/lease described). replication Challenge: regulations and scale strong
prioritizing le operating placing land into mechanisms, (effectiveness depends on municipal capacity figures). quantitative
generational costs not support young the bank. integration of levaluation should national land  for abandoned-land |(referenced on portfolio
renewal consolidated |entrepreneurship, abandoned land be checked via law, land registry/census and the official outputs)
on the processes. lannual reports or (capacity, and transaction friction. page).
overview prevent IARTEA portal political
page) @abandonment. extracts). mandate.
|A5-LL- Municipal Portugal [Lisbon City [2011- Municipal Promote urban Residents/users [Establish and Published (current):  Monitoring/evaluatiVery transferableLesson: Embedded in  Municipal High
04 Horticultural Council ongoing program, agriculture, food allocated plots, |manage parks, on not for cities that municipal primary page
Parks of Lisbon: (program funding access, former gardeners |run calls/tenders 22 municipal parks, (consolidated in the ican designate  |pairing land lenvironmental/ with numeric ((official
large-scale described as famount not environmental in upgraded areas for allocation, 889 plots, 9.9 ha total [sources land and run allocation with ecological program numeric
municipal plot established; |disclosed on |sustainability, and |may receive directprovide organic- |production area. transparent plot training improves [structure policy,scale. outputs and
leasing for current the overview community allocation under [production allocation performance and rule
food-growing counts page interaction via conditions stated. training and systems with compliance. allocation rules framework)
within an urban published) municipal technical support. light technical land tender
ecological horticultural parks. support. Challenge: logic are
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Implementi

are tracked).

rentable due to
constraints).

Case Case Study ng Start / Funding N Target Activities / Measurable Evaluation Scalability / | Lessons learned Policy P"“‘.a.“’ / Data
ID (A5 Country organizatio source & Objectives beneficiaries | interventions o_uttiomes / findings transferability| & challenges official confidence
relevance) n(s) end amount indicators context sources
istructure soil/water issues,  explicitly
program land consistent referenced.
enforcement.

IA5-LL-Banco de Spain  JAGADER und [Instrument |Public Avoid farmland Land seekers \Web tool for Published (30 June  [Evidence is strong [Strong transfer [Lesson: Statutory land Primary High

05 Terras de ler Xunta de ongoing, instrument  @abandonment, make((farmers/entrepre parcels, 2025): 19,173 parcels, on administrative |potential as a bank framed as jprogram and
Galicia: regional Galicia statistics (budget not |and available for  |neurs), mediation, leasing|7,100.17 ha, outputs and land-bank publishing parcel- |part of rural  statistics (current official
land bank with updated at  disclosed on {agricultural/forestry/|landowners processes, portfolio status,  @archetype, level statistics policy pages. KPIs and clear
updated least through fthe statistics nature/social- placing parcels leasing status broader socio- requires capable [supports (instrument instrument
portfolio 30 June page) interest uses, into the bank, reference prices, reakdown and leconomic impact  [land agency, transparency. described as design)
statistics (public 2025. guarantee secure  |municipalities parcel state average prices are levaluation should (digital parcel created by the
agency role and management. (some parcels tracking (leased/injpublished. be mined from system and clear Challenge: keeping [rural ministry).
mediation and requested for process/available). IAGADER leasing rules.  parcels “rentable”
guarantees) municipal transfer documentation. (some are non-
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Implementi

Case Case Study ng Start / Funding ... Target Activities / Measurable Evaluation Scalability / | Lessons learned Policy Prlm_a!'y / Data
ID (A5 Country organizatio source & Objectives beneficiaries | interventions o_uttiomes / findings transferability| & challenges official confidence
relevance) n(s) end amount indicators context sources
IA5-LL- BoerenBruxselP Belgium Brussels- 2015 - ERDF Facilitate access to [New farmers / Public land ~3.3 ha secured for Strong evidence of High relevance [Lesson: Brussels Good |Agropolis/ High
06 laysans / Capital longoing (FEDER) land for career changers |mobilisation lagricultural testing employment for Action 5 Food Strategy |BoerenBruxse
Agropolis Region (pilot phase funding agroecological (municipal/regionaand additional public |generation per Public land access IPaysans
metropolitan (Bruxelles  2015-2021, [~€5.85 production in Urban residents | land made land parcels mobilised |hectare (high [Transferable to |must be combined [ERDF / publication  (multiple
agroecology Environneme (continuation million urban/peri-urban  [and local available) labour intensity  |metropolitan with training, ICohesion Policy ((Metrolab primary
network model nt) and via Good (2014-2020 context communities Up to 9 agricultural  fagroecology) regions with: incubation and (urban Brussels, sources,
— public land multi-actor  Food programming Creation of activities market access; innovation &  [FEDER) quantitative
mobilisation for partnership: Strategy) period) Support new Food Espace-Test simultaneously hosted Demonstrated public land agroecology can food systems) outputs and
agroecological Le Début des lentrants (urban lentrepreneurs Agricole (ETA) in test farm iability of small- @availability deliver high Brussels clear
production, Haricots farmers / (test farms for scale urban employment Metropolitan  [Environment |governance
training, and IASBL, Terre- "NIMAculteurs”) Local consumers new farmers) 16 candidates tested @agroecological strong density; and food jagroecology & |/ Good Food model)
metropolitan en-vue, (short food (with high farming models  igovernance policy benefits from food resilience [Strategy
food system Crédal, Develop local chains) Long-term land  |continuation rate) capacity a full value-chain  policies
istructuring Maison Verte ustainable food laccess via leases Successful approach. FEDER
(public land et Bleue, Eystems and short and partnerships [~80 full-time integration into |integration with programme
access and test Municipality upply chains lequivalent jobs across [regional food food policy Challenge: documentatio
farms and of Anderlecht [Training, ~10 ha agroecological strategy (Good n (Brussels-
ecosystem Integrate incubation and production Food Strategy) Particularly IAccess to land Capital
governance) production, business support aluable asa  remains a structural Region)
transformation, 3000 citizens engaged Recognised as systemic model constraint,
distribution and Development of  in awareness and pilot-to-policy (not single lagroecological
consumption short supply participation activities transition model |instrument. models can remain
chains and food leconomically fragile,
Contribute to system land continuity
metropolitan food infrastructure depends on public
resilience support and policy
Community stability.
lengagement,
leducation and
olunteering
schemes

[25]




Implementi . . .
Case Case Study ng Start / Funding ... Target Activities / Measurable Evaluation Scalability / | Lessons learned Policy Prlm_a!'y / Data
ID (A5 Country organizatio source & Objectives beneficiaries | interventions o_uttiomes / findings transferability| & challenges official confidence
relevance) n(s) end amount indicators context sources
A5-LL- Fruittuin van  Netherla [Lease 2013- Not publicly [Enable sustainable |[Local Lease municipal |Reported operational [Evaluation [Transferability is [Lesson: Fits within Research and Medium
07 West: municipalinds relationship  jongoing consolidated [ocal food residents/Commu [land, indicators include evidence is mainly moderate: municipal land- joperator info
land lease referenced in available |production and nity Supported lease start (2013) and academic/grey depends on long-term lease leasing and page. (good lease
lenabling peri- with Municipa sources, community IAgriculture (CSA) loperate governance/volunteer |iterature in municipal stability matters for peri-urban claim)
urban food lity of likely private |participation (self- |participants, orchard/food structure. currently captured willingness to |infrastructure planning
production and Amsterdam, revenue and ppick orchard, CSA  volunteers, production, sources. lease peri-urban |investment. context
CSA-style operating partnerships elements, on-site  visitors; local food provide land to
participation lentity: farm functions). buyers. community access multifunctional Challenge:
Fruittuin and volunteering farms and on  |palancing public
organization structures. local governance [access with
(biodynamic/ capacity. production needs,
Demeter land pressures at
production the urban edge.
noted).
IA5-LL- Stadtgliter Germany|Landeshaupts*Over 100  Municipal Manage municipal [City residents Operate 10 Published: 10 estates; Environmental Very high Lesson: Municipal land [City operator High
08 Minchen: large tadt years” historyenterprise, land for sustainable (education, agricultural farm-by-farm hectare |declaration transfer value as policy and page and
municipal Minchen /  is referenced, environmentadevelopment, allotment-style  |estates, organic  figures are disclosed; [provides a reference for municipal land EMAS/organic |validated (strong primary
agricultural municipal current | declaration organic production, "Krautgdrten”), conversion, summing estate audited/validated (ities that own |portfolios can certification environmentajreporting and
lestate portfolio lenterprise forconsolidated |indicates biodiversity, local consumers, |provide “Betriebsflache” reporting (EMAS  significant integrate food, frameworks | declaration quantitative
managed with agricultural  environmentaloperational renewable energy, |municipal community gardenfigures yields ~2,819 context), armland, more biodiversity, and (Bioland/Naturl |(PDF). land indicators)
lorganic estates | reporting  [reporting but fand public biodiversity/comp pplots, renewable |ha. limited transfer |education. land
conversion, (public (validated ot a single |engagement lensation users;  |energy and this acts as strong where cities lack referenced).
certifications, operator).  2025) is program (education and broader public.  piodiversity Renewable energy monitoring agricultural Challenge:
and published published.  ‘grant “Krautgarten”). measures. output “over four evidence assets. managing
lenvironmental amount” million kWh/year” is conversion
indicators published. timelines, public
lexpectations, and
long-term market
channels.
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Implementi . . .
Case Case Study ng Start / Funding N Target Activities / Measurable Evaluation Scalability / | Lessons learned Policy P"“‘.a.“’ / Data
ID (AS Country organizatio source & Objectives beneficiaries | interventions o_uttiomes / findings transferability| & challenges official confidence
relevance) n(s) end amount indicators context sources
|A5-LL- Kolonihaver on DenmarkCopenhagen |Process Municipal Maintain Garden Legalization of Published: 41 [The municipal [Transferability: [Lesson: lAnchored in Municipal High
09 municipal land Municipality approved budgeting is safe/sustainable association buildings and lassociations, ~3,500 |page is a strong  high for cities municipal primary page
in Copenhagen: 2021, referenced colony garden areas members/plot lenvironmental plots on municipal-  monitoring/implem jwith existing long-lived urban planning, ith explicit ((clear public
public land deadlines/rev ffor sewerage jon municipal land, |holders, city conditions, owned areas in the  |entation reference, allotment food-growing areas sewerage scale and ownership and
used for colony isions tendering formalize residents eligible |measurement, overnight-permitted  food production  systems, require planning, and ownership  |quantified
gardens with discussed, |and financingiconstruction/environjunder local cadastral steps, [category. outcomes are not moderate where finfrastructure and [colony garden statements. |scale)
explicit ongoing model (costs mental conditions  mechanisms fire safety quantified (garden zoning, legal compliance law context
municipal legalization [to be (incl. sewerage). (specific eligibility jplanning, use is implicit). infrastructure  planning. (referenced by
ownership and and recovered rules vary by sewerage works. and legal the
published scale infrastructure over time, no @ssociation). compliance Challenge: municipality).
lprogram. per-garden barriers differ.
total icost allocation
disclosed on disputes and
page). deadline feasibility.
\A5-LL- Forst- und Austria |City Organic Municipal Produce and market [City residents Organic farming [Published: ~2,000 ha City page reports [High transfer Lesson: City land Primary city High
10 Landwirtschafts enterprise  conversion |operations, [regional organic (direct purchase facross municipal @dministrative area, |ongoing research |value for cities management page with
betrieb der (MA 49) and milestones  |no single food, manage and |via city brand lands, compost ineyard ~60 ha, and an with large land  municipal ownershipjand organic quantitative
Stadt Wien (MA related units reported “project protect landscape |reported), use, research icompost use ~12,000 [*Exaktversuch” assets, also lenables long-term  (certification indicators.
49): large such (1978 pilots, budget” and biodiversity, institutional partnerships, tons/year, quantified |result serves as  [transferable as a prganic conversion frameworks are
municipal as Weingut staged disclosed on historically linked to consumers product marketing CO2-equivalent strong monitoring governance and research. explicit, links to
landholding Wien conversion  the page. city provisioning andistorically, and jand branding. comparison in levidence, model for “city- national
managed as Cobenzl as  thereafter), crisis resilience. broader public via compost trials is run organic Challenge: schemes are
organic described by fongoing leducation/product reported. estates.” referenced.
agriculture with the city. operations channels. limited replicability
documented ith updates where cities lack
outputs and published comparable land
product through assets.
channels 2025.
IA5-LL- Gradski vrtovi: [Croatia [City of 2013- Municipal Provide city-owned |Residents without [Public calls; 2- Published: 14 gardens,Monitoring page  Highly Lesson: Formal Municipal High
11 explicitly city- Zagreb ongoing program, arable land to other suitable ear renewable 2,152+ plots, 23.03 exists, municipal [transferable for municipal primary
owned land (municipal  plots residents for food |[land, allocation |use contracts, ha total area, plot size jnarrative claims [cities with idle  eligibility criteria anddecision pages.
allocated to decision allocated growing for own criteria include  |shared positive response, |public land and standardized (“Zakljucak™)
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Case Case Study ng Start / Funding N Target Activities / Measurable Evaluation Scalability / | Lessons learned Policy P"“‘.a.“’ / Data
ID (AS Country organizatio source & Objectives beneficiaries | interventions o_uttiomes / findings transferability| & challenges official confidence
relevance) n(s) end amount indicators context sources
residents for initiating the without needs, support residence and infrastructure up to 50 m2, contractsformal impact ability to run contracts reduce establishes the
food production project is monetary fee wellbeing and social criteria as  |(paths, storage, [free for 2 years. evaluation transparent conflict. program,
under a formal cited, currentfor 2-year  |social/environmentaldescribed. icomposters, etc.); (health/income) |allocation and public-call
municipal inventory contracts. benefits. lorganic-focused not quantified in  |provide basic  (Challenge: ongoing |mechanism is
decision published) guidance manual. the cited pages.  finfrastructure. |demand pressure  explicit.
and expansion
planning, plus
maintenance/enforc
lement.
A5-LL- Gardening in  [Finland (City of Long- Municipal Enable residents to [Residents via City leases land to Output metrics are Evaluation not [Transferability: [Lesson: Fits within Municipal Medium-high
12 the city Helsinki running, land grow food via lassociations, associations, program-structural consolidated in the istrong as a intermediary municipal primary (strong
program: city current administratio @allotments and community associations (leasing model) rather captured primary |governance associations reduce |parks/land page. governance
rents land to program n (funding community farms, groups, allocate plots, city than a single page, evidence is model (city to  transaction costs.  [rental clarity, weaker
ssociations for page not manage land access [associations provides guidance published “total plots” |mainly operational fassociation management, published
Eood—plant maintained consolidated) through associationsfacting as docs, supports KPI on the page guidance and leasing), Challenge: long-term numeric KPIs in
llotments and @and includes @and city contracts. |intermediaries.  |pop-up captured leasing especially where measuring food leases (e.g., captured page)
community updated community framework. cities prefer output/impact and [30-year leases
farming elements farming. contracting with maintaining referenced for
(e.g., pop-up associations lequitable access.  allotment
farming). rather than gardens) exist.
individuals.
IA5-LL- Allotments and [reland Dublin City Ongoing; Municipal Provide allotments |Residents Annual/licensed  (Clear operational Evaluation not [Transferability: |Lesson: Embedded in  |Municipal Medium
13 Community Council current page |parks/commujand community applying for grower allocation, joutputs: multiple captured; the best |high for cities city community primary
Gardens indicates nity services |gardens, support  allotments, local managed named sites, demand evidence is with parks/land [icensed models and parks page.
scheme: annual budgets (no community groups using allotment sites and limited availability administrative to allocate and fllow annual governance
managed licensing and ffunding improvement and [licensed across listed explicitly reported, operation and capacity for allocation and (linked in civic
lallotments and aiting list  figure local food growing. community locations; waiting [total plot count not  |demand. license-based  [flexibility. service
licensed management disclosed on gardens. list published in the management. structure).
community the page). administration.  captured page. Challenge: scarcity
gardens run by land long waiting
a city council lists, ensuring
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Case Case Study ng Start / Funding N Target Activities / Measurable Evaluation Scalability / | Lessons learned Policy P"“‘.a.“’ / Data
ID (AS Country organizatio source & Objectives beneficiaries | interventions o_uttiomes / findings transferability| & challenges official confidence
relevance) n(s) end amount indicators context sources
lequitable
distribution.
A5-LL- Bujna Poland (City of Program Municipal Support creation Resident groups  (Guidance, Measurable outcomes [Evaluation not [Transferability: |Lesson: Aligns with Municipal Medium
14 Warszawa Warsaw (as described as |support @and operation of  jand NGOs, promotion, access |in captured page focusicaptured, evidence moderate-high municipal publicprogram
community publisher of ongoing; program community gardens gardens may be facilitation, expert jon definitional scope |is program as an enabling  (city-backed lspace/green  |page
gardens the page (funding not [for ecological food (on land controlled support and mapping; numeric|structure and framework knowledge and governance andjreferencing
isupport: "Sagsiedzka” references (disclosed on growing, by public references, and fotals should be pulledienabling support. |(guides and mapping reduce civic map and
page and guidance captured integration, and institutions amongmapping of from the referenced resource barriers. participation  guidance.
city-supported support (2021) and a page). public-space others. gardens. map portal for short- support), but programs.
community references) |map portal. improvement. list. land-tenure Challenge: mixed
gardens and diversity must belland control across
mapping with managed gardens complicates
explicit food- explicitly for legal standardization
growing Action 5. and monitoring.
purpose
IA5-LL- Vrticki Slovenia Mestna Ongoing; Municipal Increase household [Residents without |Lease plots via  |Published: just Evaluation not High Lesson: Municipal Municipal High
15 program: obCina ordinance  |leasing (rent [self-supply and their own suitable direct contracts or|under 1,100 plots, consolidated, transferability for ordinance and primary
municipal Ljubljana referenced |per m2/year lecological gardening|land, applicants |public offer lease prices €0.70—  |primary evidence ismunicipalities  (Conflict is reduced [land-allocation [page.
lallotments (2020) and published, noknowledge via by waiting list or (collection, provide €1.00/m2/year, strong willing to by clear eligibility  procedure are
leased with current single organized allotment |public calls. infrastructure and fraining support administrative standardize plot [rules and referenced
explicit pricing program areas. free year-round |described. design and scale. areas, prices,  transparent pricing. explicitly.
eligibility rules, given. budget). trainings, maintain and training
prices, and teaching gardens. supports. Challenge:
scale controlling demand
and guaranteeing
longoing support
capability.
IA5-LL- Community Czechia Municipal 2017- District- Enable residents to [Local residents, [Install movable Reported participation [Evaluation not [Transferability: |Lesson: Operates within District articleMedium—high
16 gardens of District Praha ongoing/itera provided grow food and build schools/children’s planters (1 m2 interest (~70 published in the  strong for dense district public- ((primary).  |(clear
Praha 1: 1 tive, materials and social cohesion, centers units) and provide applicants at time of |[article, evidence is (ities lacking soil pace mechanism,
district-led expansion finfrastructure provide low-barrier lequipment, article) and number of joperational plots—movable Etewardship limited
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Case Case Study ng Start / Funding N Target Activities / Measurable Evaluation Scalability / | Lessons learned Policy P"“‘.a.“’ / Data
ID (A5 Country organizatio source & Objectives beneficiaries | interventions o_uttiomes / findings transferability| & challenges official confidence
relevance) n(s) end amount indicators context sources
seasonal food- described in |(containers/s seasonal cultivation ((participation allocate to gardens (three description and planters reduce |modular, seasonal |and civic quantified
growing on 2018 article. (il/water in dense urban mentioned). residents, opening in 2018; one |demand reporting. |and/soil model enables quick participation outputs beyond
public/district laccess space. seasonal opened 2017). constraints. scaling. work. participation
ispace with listed); no operation (April— and garden
explicit material published Oct). Challenge: seasonal count)
provisioning total budget. limits and limited
production volume.
|A5-LL- Municipal Greece Municipality Reported as Social Support vulnerable |Approved Allocate garden  |Published: ~0.5 ha, 50Evidence is [Transferability: |[Lesson: Embedded in  |Municipal High
17 egetable of operating program groups through beneficiaries (61 |plots (50 m2 per m2 per program- high for cities social solidarity primary
garden of Oropos with since the resources (in-food-growing applications beneficiary) on a |beneficiary, 61 approv @administrative; with social Inclusion is structures page.
Oropos: social- implementing early kind inputs  jaccess, free inputs, accepted as 5-stremma site, ed impact metrics services and increased when landformed during
program partners programme fand staffing fand psychosocial  [reported), provide plants,  |applications, 10% of ((income/food available public fis coupled with leconomic crisis;
municipal (municipal  |period; described); support, share part tools, water, production allocated security) not land; integrates [assistance and municipal
garden with cooperation context no of production with a social-service lagronomic advice, o a social grocery quantified in well with food  inputs. cooperation
defined plot described). suggests consolidated |social grocery. users, partner-  require 10% (Marathon captured page. assistance explicitly
lallocation and 2013-era budget municipality donation to social municipality). systems. Challenge: ongoing described.
social social crisis ~ figure. beneficiaries via |grocery. staffing, water
redistribution programming redistribution. access, and fair
beneficiary
selection.
IA5-LL- Public organic Bulgaria [Sofia ~2013— Supported  (Convert neglected |Local residents  |Allocate/authorize Reported land scale: [Evaluation is [Transferability: |Lesson: Policy context |Public Medium (clear
18 garden in Sofia Municipality ongoing through the |municipal green (including use of a city- “almost half a hectare”narrative/journalistmoderate-high includes broadcaster municipal
(Vitosha (program (article Green Sofia space into a families), wider  jowned plot, city property, ic, complementary where municipal pairing small municipal feature, land/support
district): support published Programme | community organic community provide community activity  |structured greening municipal grants/in- ['Green Sofia” |municipal claim, limited
municipal land described) 2014 (municipal  garden, rebuild volunteers. tools/materials viajand organic practices documentation programs can  kind support with  |project- program official outcome
used for with local describes greening social ties, enable municipal described. exists on explicitly include [resident stewardshipfinancing page and KPIs in
community resident ~18-month programme; |[local food growth program, “community food production |unlocks underused [procedures and jproject captured
organic initiative lead-in, project/tendefand environmental community garden initiatives” fon municipal land. broader documentatiojsources)
production group. verifies ring awareness. organizes for Sofia but land. neighborhood- |n
lsupported via a municipal references planting/maintena requires deeper Challenge: ispace renewal (Designscape
municipal land use and exist, but the nce. sustaining logic. S).
governance, skill
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relevance) n(s) end amount indicators context sources
greening program budget is not lextraction for development, and
program support) published). short-list. long-term
authorization.
IA5-LL- Community Hungary District 2023 call (at |Local/district [Encourage healthy [District residents /|Public tender/call |Outcomes not in Evaluation not [Transferability: |[Lesson: District-level  [Tender/call Medium-low
19 garden service minimum);  management {activity and applicants (as per ffor community captured snippet, published in high as an public asset page. (needs primary
cultivation operator ongoing (funding and |community call). garden cultivation;needs extraction from captured source, |administrative  tender-based accessmanagement lextraction of
tender (XIII (publisher): Xjpotential via |and area not gardening through allocation of call documents (plots, [this case is mechanism can support and civic plot/area and
District): III District  repeated disclosed in |managed calls. plots/areas. site area, awarded included primarily |where districts transparency. participation in monitoring
district-level Public Servicecalls (needs the captured applicants). as an “access-by- jown/control land greening/food data)
public call for ICompany verification). |snippet). tender” mechanismand can issue  |Challenge: ensuring production.
community lexample for scalingcalls with clear icontinuity after
garden use in dense cities. selection rules. tender period and
(public-land publishing
access via monitoring KPIs.
tender)
IA5-LL- CIRCULANDIA: [France / Multi-actor 2023/2024 — [EU funding |Restore degraded |Municipalities, Production and  [Expected indicators  [Too early for High potential |Lesson: EU Soil StrategyEU project  Medium—low
20 circular soil multi-  consortium ongoing (likely soils through land managers, fapplication of include hectares of  consolidated transferability to for 2030 page (to be ((project is
restoration country |(including Horizon circular reuse of farmers, public  |compost and bio- [restored soil, volume evaluation; regions with: Linking waste EU Mission “A confirmed) [recent -
through reuse municipalities Europe - soil jorganic waste, authorities based soil of organic waste monitoring management Soil Deal for ~ |Horizon requires
of locally , research or circular  improve soil health |managing improvers from  reused, improvements frameworks municipal/public |systems with land |[Europe” Europe / Soil verification of
generated institutions, leconomy- nd fertility, reduce [degraded land, [ocal organic in soil quality (organic expected within  land availability, frestoration creates [Circular Mission partners,
organic waste waste related aste streams, and [local communities waste matter, fertility), and |project lifecycle strong circular Economy Actiondocumentatiobudget and
for management programme support sustainable benefiting from  [Pilot restoration of|reduction of waste bio-waste synergies. Plan n quantitative
rehabilitating actors and land-use practices [improved land degraded soils streams management National/region |Project outputs)
degraded public land users; ligned with climate [productivity and |(including public systems, Local availability of [al bio-waste  consortium
and peri-urban specific and environmental ecosystem or municipal land organic waste is a f@and land-use  publications
land (circular partners to objectives services where applicable) policy interest in key enabling factor [policies (when
economy and be confirmed Development of circular economy available)
soil through circular value land soil health  (Challenge:
regeneration project chains linking Regulatory barriers
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lapplication documentatio land use integrating lon waste-to-soil
potential) n) Stakeholder public land applications
collaboration management
lacross waste, with circular Need for quality

agriculture, and
public land
governance

resource flows

standards and
monitoring

Early-stage
implementation
limits evidence
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Typology of Public Land Instruments & Mapping of Case Studies (Action 5)

a N

Municipal
Production /
Estates

LLO1 Mouans-
Sartoux

LLO8 Munich

LL10 Vienna

¥ )

a

Land Banks
LLO3 Tuscany

LLO5 Galicia

"

N

>

-

Allotments
Systems

LLO4 Lisbon

LLO7 Amsterdam
LLO9 Copenhagen
LL11 Zagreb
LL12 Helsinki

LL13 Dublin

LL15 Ljubljana

-

~

/

~

Innovation
Hubs

LLO2 Milan

LLO6 Brussels

-

~

/

4 N

Community /
Social Models

LL14 Warsaw
LL16 Prague
LL17 Oropos
LL18 Sofia

LL19 Budapest

¥

)

Emerging
Models

LL20
CIRCULANDIA

<

Cross-cutting dimensions: Public land control | Governance | Allocation | Scale | Policy linkage
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14. PROPOSED CONTENT FOCUS AND
JUSTIFICATION FOR INCLUSION

The table above already embeds “why it merits inclusion” through the Action 5 relevance,
transferability, and lessons/challenges columns. To make the logic explicit for short-list
preparation, each case study should be treated as contributing at least one “analytical role
in the shortlist”, each of which maps directly to Action 5’s land-instrument emphasis.

. Reference archetypes (public land control is strong, KPIs are clear — when
possible): Galicia land bank, Zagreb city gardens, Vienna municipal agriculture
enterprise, Copenhagen municipal allotments, Lisbon municipal horticultural parks,
Ljubljana allotments.

. Integrated food-policy delivery models (land and food policy outcomes):
Mouans-Sartoux and OpenAgri.

. Hybrid public/commons governance under tenure pressure (critical for “risk-
aware” guidance): Chant des Cailles.

. Municipal land leasing to multifunctional peri-urban farms: Fruittuin van West.

. Mechanism variants to inform a "How-to” guide: district seasonal planter-based

gardens (Praha 1), tender-based access (Budapest district), and small-municipality
social gardens (Oropos).
. Circular soil restoration: multi-actor consortium.

Note:

The long-list is intentionally inclusive and exploratory. It combines high-evidence reference
cases with emerging or less-documented models in order to capture the full spectrum of public land
instruments relevant to Action 5.

Cases will be further filtered during short-listing through targeted verification of land-control
mechanism, implementation evidence, and comparable output indicators.



15. GAPS & UNCERTAINTIES

Several gaps recur across the long-list and can be addressed efficiently before short-listing, consistent
with the inception note’s recommendation to use a structured screening and documentation process.

Key gaps and uncertainties

Budget and cost structure:

Many city-run programs publish rules and quantities (plots/hectares), but not
consolidated program budgets (CAPEX/OPEX), making cost-effectiveness
comparisons difficult.

EU-funded projects disclose budgets clearly (e.g., OpenAgri’s ERDF figure), which may
bias short-listing unless municipal programs are cost-verified.

Evaluation depth:

Several cases demonstrate strong output monitoring (e.g., land-bank parcel counts;
plot counts and hectares) but lack published impact evaluations (health, income,
food security, biodiversity).

Tenure and “public land” strictness:

Some promising models operate on quasi-public or mixed-tenure land (e.g., social-
housing land in Brussels; municipal leases referenced in research), requiring
confirmation that they fit Action 5’s public land definition and that the public control
mechanism is replicable.

Comparability of “food outcomes”:

Allotment-type programs often track access metrics (plots, parks, waiting lists) but
not food production metrics; municipal estates track farming indicators but not
always “local food system” delivery metrics.
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16. SHORT-LISTING METHODOLOGY

. The expert will propose the eight case studies based on the methodology and
criteria described in the Appendix (Multi-criteria list).

. The IG members will also suggest case studies related to their primary areas of
interest.

. The Action 5 leader will agree on the final choice.

This scoring model operationalises the multi-criteria framework defined in the Inception
Note (Step 3, Phase 1).
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17. SOURCES REGISTER

Access date for all sources below: 2026-03-08/16.

This register lists the exact sources used (and cited) in this document. Priority was given to
primary and official sources. All sources used are also listed in the case study brief description

forms.
Sourc tublisher /! L. .
e ID Source type uthority Title / description URL (as accessed)
SR-01 (Official municipalVille de "Alimentation durable” timeline and  https://www.mouans-sartoux.net/la-

page

Mouans-
Sartoux

key figures (100% bio since 2012;
85% veg from régie; land acquisition
timeline)

ville/alimentation-durable/

SR-02 (Official municipalMEAD Mouans-"La régie agricole” (estate purchased https://mead-mouans-sartoux.fr/la-regie-agricole/
unit page Sartoux 2005; 85% veg; 1,200 meals/day
reference)
SR-03 [EU institutional [European Regional policy story on French https://ec.europa.eu/regional_policy/en/projects/R
site Commission  BioCanteens (includes Mouans- omania/french-biocanteens-seek-to-spread-
(DG REGIO) [Sartoux narrative and food waste organic-local-food-from-school-canteens-across-
reduction figure) leurope
SR-04 (Official project [European OpenAgri project page (Milan) https://uia.urban-initiative.eu/en/uia-cities/milan

portal

Urban Initiative
UIA

SR-05

Official EU
programme PDF

Urban
Innovative
Actions (UIA)

Call 1 selected projects PDF (includes
OpenAgri ERDF budget)

https://uia.urban-
initiative.eu/sites/default/files/2016-
10/Call%201%?20selected%20cities%20taking%20
0ff%20-%2018%20UIA%20projects.pdf

SR-06

Official regional
agency page

Ente Terre
Regionali
Toscane

Banca della Terra (start date;
lots/ha/buildings)

https://terreregionali.toscana.it/it-it/funzioni-
servizi/banca-della-terra

SR-07

Official municipal

Lisboa City

Horticultural parks (22 parks; 889

https://www.lisboa.pt/en/themes/environment/ecol

page Council plots; 9.9 ha) ogical-structure/horticultural-parks
SR-08 (Official regional AGADER Banco de Tierras “Datos principales” |https://agader.xunta.gal/es/banco-de-
agency (Xunta de (19,173 parcels; 7,100.17 ha; leasing-tierras/datos-principales
dashboard Galicia) status pipeline)
SR-09 |[Official regional AGADER Banco de Tierras overview (function https://agader.xunta.gal/es/banco-de-tierras
lagency page (Xunta de and purpose)
Galicia)
SR-10 (Official public e Logis- Ferme du Chant des Cailles https://www.lelogisfloreal.be/ferme-du-chant-des-

landholder page

Floréal

partnership (public call; 10-year
concession)

cailles/

(371




Sourc Publisher / . i
e ID Source type Luthority Title / description URL (as accessed)
SR-11 |Operator La Ferme du Project description and activities https://www.chantdescailles.be/
website (non-  [Chant des
government)  (Cailles ASBL
SR-12 |Operator Fruittuin van  English home page (activity https://fruittuinvanwest.nl/en/home-english/
website (non-  West indication; no tenure evidence)
government)
SR-13 (Official municipalCity of Tuinen van West page (official area  https://www.amsterdam.nl/leefomgeving/parken-
page Amsterdam  |description; tenure for specific recreatiegebieden/tuinen-van-west/
operator not stated)
SR-14 [Secondary Wageningen [Thesis mentioning Fruittuin van West |https://edepot.wur.nl/576192
academic PDF  University & |(used only as secondary context; not
Research accepted as land-tenure proof)
(WUR)
repository
SR-15 |Official municipalLandeshauptst Stadtgiiter Miinchen overview https://stadt.muenchen.de/infos/stadtgueter-
page adt Minchen ((certifications; kWh; scope) muenchen.html
SR-16 (Official municipalLandeshauptst Umwelterklérung Stadtgiiter Miinchen https://stadt.muenchen.de/dam/jcr:60d359e7-
PDF adt Minchen ((validated 2025/2026 evidence) e374-4f2f-aba9-
76532a532c1c/umwelterklaerung_sgm2025_validie
rt.pdf
SR-17 |Official municipalKgbenhavns  ['Lovligggrelse af kolonihaver” (41 https://www.kk.dk/politik/politikker-og-
page Kommune associations; ~3,500 lots; process indsatser/bolig-byggeri-og-byliv/lovliggoerelse-af-
details) kolonihaver
SR-18 (Official municipalCity of Vienna [MA49 agriculture operation page https://www.wien.gv.at/kontakt/ma49-
page (~2,000 ha; organic lead operation) [landwirtschaftsbetrieb
SR-19 |Official municipalCity of Zagreb 'O Projektu” Gradski vrtovi (14 https://www.zagreb.hr/o-projektu/84060
page gardens; 2,152+ plots; 23.03 ha; plot
size <50 m2)
SR-20 [Secondary ekozadar.hr  Urban gardens in Zagreb summary  https://ekozadar.hr/wp-
synthesis PDF  (non- (used as secondary corroboration content/uploads/2023/07/Urban-farming-in-
government  only) N.Macedonia-Serbia-Croatia-and-Bulgaria.pdf
publication)
SR-21 |Official municipalCity of Helsinki Gardening in the city (city rents areas https://www.hel.fi/en/culture-and-leisure/outdoor-
page to associations; maps and activities-parks-and-nature-
instructions) destinations/parks/gardening-in-the-city
SR-22 (Official municipalCity of Helsinki New 30-year leases (rent range; https://www.hel.fi/en/news/new-30-year-leases-
news page ~2,000 private spaces; principles for-allotment-gardens-changes-in-rent-and-
start 1 Jan 2027) maintenance-responsibilities
SR-23 |Official municipalDublin City Allotments and Community Gardens https://www.dublincity.ie/people-and-
page Council (annual assignment; waiting list communities/learn-about-community-improvement-
process) initiatives/allotments-and-community-gardens
SR-24 |Official municipalCity of Warsaw Social garden guidance page https://um.warszawa.pl/waw/sasiedzka/ogrod-

page

(definition; map link)

spoleczny1
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Sourc Publisher / . i
e ID Source type Luthority Title / description URL (as accessed)
SR-25 (Official municipalCity Vrticki programme page (applications; https://www.ljubljana.si/sl/ljubljana/zelena/vrticki-
page Municipality of |pricing; infrastructure; training) v-ljubljani
Ljubljana
SR-26 (Official municipalPraha 1 Community gardens expansion (2017 |https://www.prahal.cz/praha-1-nabizi-obcanum-
district page first; 2018 three gardens) tri-komunitni-zahrady/
SR-27 |Official municipalMunicipality of Municipal vegetable garden and social https://oropos.gov.gr/node/1676
page Oropos structures (5 stremmata, 50 m2 plots,
61 approvals, inputs/advisory)
SR-28 |Public Bulgarian "The first public organic garden in https://bnr.bg/en/post/100473750/the-first-public-
broadcaster National Radio Sofia” (common land framing; 2014 organic-garden-in-sofia
page (semi- report)
official)
SR-29 (Official municipalSofia “Green Sofia 2024"” programme https://www.sofia.bg/program-green-sofia-2024

page

Municipality

procedure (order announcing
financing procedure)

SR-30

Official operator
portal (municipal
company)

XIII District
Public Service
Company
(Budapest 13)

Community garden tender (Karpat
utca)

https://kozszolgaltato.bp13.hu/tevekenysegeink/pal
yazatok/palyazat-kozossegi-kert-muvelesere-2023/

SR-31

EU project /
Research &
Innovation
(Horizon
Europe)

European
Commission —
CORDIS
(Community
Research and
Development
Information
Service)

CIRCULANDIA - Circular solutions for
soil restoration through reuse of
organic waste and rehabilitation of
degraded land for sustainable land-
use and local food systems

https://cordis.europa.eu/ (search: CIRCULANDIA
\project)

This document was prepared based on expert judgement through desk research, source

triangulation, structured screening, and professional synthesis.
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ANNEX

A1 Recommended verification and short-listing steps by the EUI Expert

A practical next-step package (optimized for short-list readiness and the work order
deliverables) :

1. Evidence upgrades for top short-list contenders:
For the 10-12 highest-scoring long-list entries, retrieve: annual reports, budget lines,
evaluation summaries, and allocation statistics (applications, approvals, waitlists,
turnover). This is most feasible for cases with clearly identified public operators (Lisbon,
Zagreb, Vienna, Copenhagen, Galicia, Ljubljana, Munich).

2. Normalize outcome indicators for comparability:
Define a “minimum comparable indicator set” for Action 5 short-listing, for example:
) land mobilized (ha or m2),
access units (plots/leases/lots),
beneficiaries (households/participants/farmers),
allocation transparency (public call? selection rules?),
support services (training, tools, water),
a small set of “food system outcomes” where feasible (e.g., production volume
proxy, participation frequency, or public catering linkage).
) This aligns with the action plan’s practical orientation and the inception note’s
structured fiches.

3. Short-list construction as a balanced collection of Case Studies (not only
“best scored”):

Because the end products include a How-to guide, the final 8 should cover different
instrument “families”: at least one land bank, one municipal estate, one allotment-scale
municipal leasing scheme, one social-inclusion garden model, and one dense-city modular
approach.

A2 Weighted scoring criteria for later short-listing by the EUI expert
(Multi-criteria list)

A scoring approach aids in balancing "best practice" with diversity and transferability for
the short-list (8 cases mandated by the work order).

Proposed scoring (0—100), aligned to the inception note’s five families :

) Strategic relevance to Action 5 (0—30)
o Public land control strength (0-10): documented public
ownership/landlord role; explicit instrument.
o Food-policy linkage (0—10): named linkage to local food systems (public
catering, local markets, food security, training).
o Use of land instrument(s) (0—10): clarity of the tool (lease model, land
bank, estate management, zoning and access).
. Implementation maturity and governance (0—20)
o Longevity (0-8): =3 years operation scores higher; statutory/ongoing
instruments score higher.
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o Governance clarity (0-6): roles, allocation criteria, operating entity.
o Manageability (0-6): staffing/operational model described; administrative
feasibility.
) Evidence and measurable outcomes (0—25)
o Quantified outputs (0—10): hectares/plots, beneficiaries, allocations.
o Outcome indicators (0-10): e.g., supply volumes, participation,
environmental gains, inclusion metrics.
o Evaluation/learning evidence (0-5): published evaluation, audits,
research, or structured monitoring.
) Transferability and scalability (0—20)
o Replicability within typical municipal powers (0-8).
o Resource intensity and prerequisites (0—6): budget/land requirements and
legal dependencies are explicit.
o Documented transfer or demonstrable adaptability (0-6): guidance,
networks, replication in other cities.
) Portfolio contribution and diversity (0-5)
o Adds thematic/geographic/instrument diversity to the final 8-case mix.

Rationale: this weighting reflects that the short-list must feed a practical “How-
to” guide (so governance, instruments, and transferability matter), while also
capturing evidence (outcomes) and maintaining diversity, all consistent with
the action plan’s emphasis on peer learning and feasible replication.

A3 Case Studies Brief Descriptions
The case study brief descriptions following provide a simplified narrative summary of the

long-list database entries; any available quantitative and governance details are provided
in Section 13.

Case Study 1

Mouans-Sartoux Municipal Farming Model
France
1. Overview

The municipality of Mouans-Sartoux, located in southern France, has developed one of the most
recognised European examples of how public land can support local food policy.

The city created a municipal agricultural farm on publicly owned land, which produces
organic vegetables used in the local school catering system.

This model demonstrates how municipal land governance can be directly linked to food
policy objectives, including local food supply, sustainable diets and food education.

2. Public Land Mechanism
The key policy instrument is the direct mobilisation of municipal farmland.

Key elements include:
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e agricultural land acquired by the municipality

e creation of a municipal farming service

e  public ownership and management of farmland

e direct use of municipal land to supply public catering

The municipality retains full control over the land and its use, allowing agricultural production to
align with local food policy goals.

3. Policy Objectives
The initiative pursues several interconnected objectives:

e  protect agricultural land from urbanisation

e  supply organic local food to school canteens

e promote sustainable diets among children

e reduce food waste in public catering

e strengthen local food system resilience
4. Implementation and Activities
The initiative combines several coordinated actions:
Municipal farming operations

e vegetables are produced on municipal farmland

e  production is aligned with school catering demand
Public procurement integration

e municipal food services use locally produced organic food
Food education programs

e schools participate in food education activities
Food waste reduction measures

e menu planning and behavioural measures reduced food waste.
5. Governance and Stakeholders
The initiative is led by the Municipality of Mouans-Sartoux.
Key actors include:

e municipal agricultural unit

e municipal school catering services

e |ocal education programs

e municipal planning and food policy departments

This integrated governance allows coordination between land management, food production and
education policies.
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6. Outputs and Outcomes

Reported outcomes include:

100% organic school meals since 2012
significant reduction in food waste in school canteens
municipal farm supplying a large share of vegetables used in school catering

international recognition through European policy networks.

7. Transferability and Replication Potential

The Mouans-Sartoux model has high replication potential.

Key enabling conditions include:

municipal access to agricultural land
institutional capacity to manage farming operations
alignment between land policy and public procurement

political commitment to sustainable food systems.

8. Key Lessons for Public Land Governance

Key lessons include:

municipal land ownership can be a powerful tool for food policy
linking land management with public catering creates stable demand

integrated governance across municipal departments is essential.

9. Challenges and Risks

Main challenges include:

limited availability of farmland
land acquisition costs

administrative complexity of municipal farming operations.

10. Sources

Primary sources include:

Municipality of Mouans-Sartoux official pages

EU case study documentation

research and policy reports on the Mouans-Sartoux food policy model.
10.1. Municipality of Mouans-Sartoux (official pages)

https://www.mouans-sartoux.net

https://www.mouans-sartoux.net/environnement/agriculture-communale/
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https://www.mouans-sartoux.net/

https://mead-mouans-sartoux.fr (official site of the Maison d’Education & I'Alimentation
Durable — MEAD)

10.2. EU case study & policy documentation
https://urbact.eu/good-practices/mouans-sartoux-sustainable-food-policy
https://ec.europa.eu/food/system/files/2020-09/fsn_mouans-sartoux_en.pdf

https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu (Urban Agenda for the EU — Food Partnership,
Action 5 context)

10.3. Research & policy reports
https://foodshift2030.eu/case-study/mouans-sartoux/
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/Local_food_policy_Mouans-Sartoux_case

https://www.civitas.eu/content/mouans-sartoux-local-organic-food-school-meal

[44]



https://mead-mouans-sartoux.fr/
https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu/

Case Study 2

OpenAgri: Peri-Urban Innovation Hub
Italy

1. Overview

OpenAgri is a European urban innovation project implemented in Milan that demonstrates how
publicly controlled peri-urban land assets can be mobilised to support local food systems,
employment and social innovation.

The initiative focused on the regeneration of a peri-urban agricultural area around Cascina
Nosedo, a historic rural complex located on the southern fringe of Milan. Through the Urban
Innovative Actions programme, the municipality transformed this site into a peri-urban
agriculture innovation hub combining food production, entrepreneurship, training and
community engagement.

The project illustrates how public land and publicly owned agricultural assets can be used as
platforms for experimentation with sustainable food systems and urban-rural integration.

2. Public Land Mechanism
The core policy instrument is the activation and regeneration of publicly owned peri-urban
agricultural infrastructure.

Key elements include:

« regeneration of the publicly owned Cascina Nosedo farm complex

e municipal leadership in land management and project governance

« use of public land as a living laboratory for urban agriculture innovation

e creation of an innovation hub integrating food production, training and start-ups

Through this mechanism, the municipality retains strategic control of the land while enabling
multiple actors to experiment with new agricultural and food system models.

3. Policy Objectives
The initiative pursues several interconnected objectives:

« revitalise underused peri-urban agricultural land

» promote sustainable and innovative urban agriculture

« create employment opportunities for young people and disadvantaged groups
 support start-ups and entrepreneurship in the agri-food sector

o strengthen Milan’s local food policy framework

e improve connections between urban food demand and peri-urban production.

4. Implementation and Activities
The project combines several coordinated actions:

Peri-urban agricultural hub development
« renovation and reuse of the Cascina Nosedo agricultural complex
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Training and capacity building
« programmes for young people and aspiring farmers in sustainable agriculture and
entrepreneurship

Support for start-ups and innovation
o calls for innovative agri-food start-ups and experimentation with new production models such
as aquaponics

Community engagement
« participation of local communities and social organisations in food production and urban
agriculture initiatives

Policy experimentation
« use of the site as a living lab for new governance approaches for peri-urban agriculture.

5. Governance and Stakeholders
The initiative was led by the Municipality of Milan.

Key actors include:

e Comune di Milano (project leader)

e Politecnico di Milano

e research institutions and universities

* local agricultural organisations

e social innovation actors and NGOs

« private sector partners and agri-food start-ups

This governance model enabled collaboration between public authorities, research institutions
and local communities.

6. Outputs and Outcomes
Reported outputs include:

e creation of a peri-urban agricultural innovation hub

 renovation and reuse of the Cascina Nosedo farm complex

« training programmes for young entrepreneurs and disadvantaged groups
 support for agri-food start-ups and experimental farming initiatives

» development of innovative production models such as aquaponics

The project contributed to strengthening Milan’s urban food policy ecosystem and increased
awareness of peri-urban agriculture as a strategic urban resource.

7. Transferability and Replication Potential
The OpenAgri model has strong transferability potential for cities with peri-urban agricultural
land.

Key enabling conditions include:

« availability of public or publicly controlled peri-urban land assets
» municipal capacity to coordinate multi-actor innovation projects
e access to innovation funding or EU programmes

e integration of food policy with urban regeneration strategies.

8. Key Lessons for Public Land Governance
Key lessons include:
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e peri-urban public land can act as a platform for food system innovation

« integrating agriculture with social innovation and entrepreneurship increases impact

« publicly owned agricultural infrastructure can be repurposed for experimentation and training
» multi-stakeholder governance strengthens the sustainability of urban food initiatives.

9. Challenges and Risks
Main challenges include:

 coordination complexity between diverse stakeholders

« long-term sustainability after project funding ends

« balancing experimental activities with agricultural production
e securing stable governance and financing for the hub.

10. Sources
Primary sources include:

¢ Urban Innovative Actions (UIA) project documentation

* OpenAgri project reports and webpages

» Municipality of Milan food policy documentation

» Research and policy analyses on peri-urban agriculture innovation hubs.

10.1. OpenAgri / Municipality of Milan (official project sources)
e  https://www.openagri.eu

e  https://uia-initiative.eu/en/uia-cities/milan-calll

e  https://www.comune.milano.it (search: food policy Milano / OpenAgri / Cascina
Nosedo)

10.2. EU case study & programme documentation
e  https://www.uia-initiative.eu/en/projects/openagri

e  https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu (Urban Agenda — Food Partnership context)

e https://ec.europa.eu/regional_policy/en/projects/Italy/openagri
10.3. Research & policy reports

e  https://www.polimi.it/en (Politecnico di Milano — partner outputs & research
references)

e  https://foodshift2030.eu (related Milan food policy ecosystem insights)

e https://www.researchgate.net/publication/OpenAgri_Milan_periurban_agriculture
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https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu/
https://www.polimi.it/en
https://foodshift2030.eu/

Case Study 3

Banca della Terra — Regional Land Bank
Italy

1. Overview

The Banca della Terra of Tuscany is a regional land bank that mobilises publicly owned and
abandoned agricultural land for productive use. The initiative provides an institutional
mechanism through which land parcels can be inventoried and allocated to farmers and new
entrants. It represents a strong example of how public land instruments can support rural
development and generational renewal in agriculture.

2. Public Land Mechanism
Key instrument: statutory regional land bank.

Elements include:

e inventory of public and abandoned land

» public calls for leasing parcels

o prioritisation of young farmers

« transparent allocation rules for agricultural use

3. Policy Objectives
Improve access to land for food production, strengthen local food systems and support
sustainable agriculture.

4. Implementation and Activities
Implementation involves land allocation, community participation and institutional support for
urban or peri-urban agriculture.

5. Governance and Stakeholders
The initiative is led by public authorities with participation from local communities, civil society
organisations and agricultural actors.

6. Outputs and Outcomes
Outputs include allocation of land plots, participation of residents or farmers and development of
local food production activities.

7. Transferability and Replication Potential
The model is transferable to cities or regions with publicly owned land and institutional capacity
to manage land access mechanisms.

8. Key Lessons for Public Land Governance
Public land can be mobilised to support sustainable food production, community participation
and local food system resilience.

9. Challenges and Risks
Challenges include land availability, long-term governance arrangements and maintaining
financial sustainability.

10. Sources
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Official municipal pages, programme documentation and research sources related to the
initiative.

10.1. Official / Institutional sources (Region of Tuscany)
e  https://www.regione.toscana.it/bancadellaterra

e  https://www.artea.toscana.it (Tuscan Agricultural Agency — ARTEA manages the
platform)

e https://www.regione.toscana.it/agricoltura
10.2. EU policy & programme documentation
e  https://ec.europa.eu/agriculture/rural-development-2014-2020_en

e  https://ec.europa.eu/eip/agriculture/en/find-connect/projects (search: Banca della
Terra Toscana)

e  https://www.fi-compass.eu (land access & financial instruments in agriculture)

10.3. Research & policy reports
e  https://www.researchgate.net/publication/Access_to_land_Tuscany_Banca_della_Terra
e https://www.fao.org/family-farming/detail/en/c/1043641/

e  https://www.sciencedirect.com (search: /and banks agriculture Europe Tuscany)
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Case Study 4

Municipal Horticultural Parks Programme
Portugal

1. Overview

The Lisbon Municipal Horticultural Parks programme provides urban residents with access to
publicly owned land for food production through organised horticultural parks across the city.

2. Public Land Mechanism
Key instrument: municipal land allocated as horticultural parks.

Elements include:

* municipal plot allocation

¢ organic gardening training

e community management structures

« integration with urban ecological planning

3. Policy Objectives
Improve access to land for food production, strengthen local food systems and support
sustainable agriculture.

4. Implementation and Activities
Implementation involves land allocation, community participation and institutional support for
urban or peri-urban agriculture.

5. Governance and Stakeholders
The initiative is led by public authorities with participation from local communities, civil society
organisations and agricultural actors.

6. Outputs and Outcomes
Outputs include allocation of land plots, participation of residents or farmers and development of
local food production activities.

7. Transferability and Replication Potential
The model is transferable to cities or regions with publicly owned land and institutional capacity
to manage land access mechanisms.

8. Key Lessons for Public Land Governance
Public land can be mobilised to support sustainable food production, community participation
and local food system resilience.

9. Challenges and Risks
Challenges include land availability, long-term governance arrangements and maintaining
financial sustainability.

10. Sources
Official municipal pages, programme documentation and research sources related to the
initiative.
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10.1 Programme and institutional sources

e Agropolis / BoerenBruxselPaysans programme documentation (Metrolab Brussels,
FEDER)

e Brussels Environment (Bruxelles Environnement) — Good Food Strategy
https://goodfood.brussels

e  Brussels-Capital Region — urban agriculture and food policy pages
https://environment.brussels

10.2 EU programme & policy documentation

e  European Regional Development Fund (ERDF / FEDER) — Brussels-Capital Region
programme documentation
https://erdf.brussels

e Urban food policy and metropolitan agriculture initiatives under EU Cohesion Policy
frameworks

10.3 Research & supporting reports
e  Metrolab Brussels publications on Agropolis and BoerenBruxselPaysans
e Regional reports on agroecology and urban food systems in Brussels

e Policy and research literature on Espace-Test Agricole (ETA) and urban agroecology
models
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Case Study 5

Banco de Terras de Galicia
Spain

1. Overview

The Banco de Terras de Galicia is a regional land bank designed to reduce land abandonment
and improve access to farmland by making parcels available through a public management
system.

2. Public Land Mechanism
Key instrument: public land bank managed by a regional agency.

Elements include:

« digital parcel inventory

» mediation between landowners and farmers
« leasing contracts for agricultural use

e transparent public database of parcels

3. Policy Objectives
Improve access to land for food production, strengthen local food systems and support
sustainable agriculture.

4. Implementation and Activities
Implementation involves land allocation, community participation and institutional support for
urban or peri-urban agriculture.

5. Governance and Stakeholders
The initiative is led by public authorities with participation from local communities, civil society
organisations and agricultural actors.

6. Outputs and Outcomes
Outputs include allocation of land plots, participation of residents or farmers and development of
local food production activities.

7. Transferability and Replication Potential
The model is transferable to cities or regions with publicly owned land and institutional capacity
to manage land access mechanisms.

8. Key Lessons for Public Land Governance
Public land can be mobilised to support sustainable food production, community participation
and local food system resilience.

9. Challenges and Risks
Challenges include land availability, long-term governance arrangements and maintaining
financial sustainability.

10. Sources
Official municipal pages, programme documentation and research sources related to the
initiative.
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10.1 Programme and institutional sources

e Xunta de Galicia — Banco de Terras de Galicia (official programme page)
https://agader.xunta.gal/es/banco-de-tierras

e AGADER (Galician Agency for Rural Development) — official land bank information and
services
https://agader.xunta.gal

e Banco de Terras — official statistics and parcel database (“Datos principales”)
https://agader.xunta.gal/es/banco-de-tierras/datos-principales

10.2 EU programme & policy documentation

e  EU rural development and land management frameworks (CAP / Rural Development
Policy context)

e  European policy references on land banks and land-use governance (supporting context
for replication under EU frameworks)

10.3 Research & supporting reports
e  Policy and research literature on land banking instruments in Europe
e  Studies on farmland abandonment and land access mechanisms

e Reports on regional land governance and agricultural restructuring in Galicia
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Case Study 6

Agropolis / BoerenBruxselPaysans Metropolitan Agroecology Model
Belgium
1. Overview

The Agropolis / BoerenBruxselPaysans initiative in the Brussels-Capital Region represents a
flagship European example of how public land can be mobilised to support agroecological
production, training, and local food systems.

Developed within the framework of the regional Good Food Strategy and supported by ERDF
funding, the initiative combines:

e access to public and peri-urban land,

e training and incubation for new farmers, and

e development of short food supply chains.
It demonstrates a systemic approach, where public land is not only allocated but embedded in a
broader food policy ecosystem linking production, employment, and urban resilience.

2. Public Land Mechanism
The core policy instrument is the mobilisation of public land through multi-actor governance
arrangements.

Key elements include:

e allocation of regional and municipal land parcels for agroecological use
e establishment of Espace-Test Agricole (ETA) (test farms on public land)
e long-term land access mechanisms (leases, partnerships)
e integration of land into a metropolitan food strategy framework
Public authorities act as land enablers and coordinators, rather than direct producers.

3. Policy Objectives

The initiative pursues multiple interconnected objectives:
o facilitate access to land for new farmers
e promote agroecological production models
e support employment and skills development
e strengthen local food systems and short supply chains
e enhance urban food resilience and sustainability

4. Implementation and Activities
The model combines several coordinated interventions:

Land access & infrastructure
e mobilisation of ~3.3 ha for test farming + additional public land
e  provision of production spaces and facilities

Training & incubation
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e  support for “NIMAculteurs” (new farmers)

e  business incubation and mentoring schemes
Production & market integration

e development of short supply chains

e integration of production, transformation, and distribution
Community engagement

e participation of citizens and local communities

e awareness-raising and educational activities

5. Governance and Stakeholders
The initiative is coordinated by the Brussels-Capital Region, with a strong multi-actor
partnership:

e Bruxelles Environnement (regional authority)

NGOs (e.g., Le Début des Haricots)

land organisations (Terre-en-vue)

financial actors (Crédal)

municipalities (e.g., Anderlecht)
This ecosystem governance model enables coordination across land, training, and food policy.

6. Outputs and Outcomes
Reported outcomes include:

e ~3.3 ha of land secured for agricultural testing

e up to 9 simultaneous farming activities in test farms

e 16+ new farmers incubated

e ~80 full-time equivalent jobs across ~10 ha agroecological production
e ~3,000 citizens engaged in activities

The initiative demonstrates high employment intensity per hectare and viability of small-scale
agroecological models.

7. Transferability and Replication Potential
The Agropolis model shows high transferability, particularly for metropolitan regions.

Key enabling conditions:

e availability of public or semi-public land
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e strong institutional coordination capacity
e integration with a regional food strategy
e access to EU or public funding for initial setup
It is especially valuable as a systemic model, not just a land allocation tool.

8. Key Lessons for Public Land Governance
Key lessons include:

e public land access must be combined with training and incubation
e agroecology can deliver high employment density

e successful models require full value-chain integration

e governance must link land policy with food system strategy

9. Challenges and Risks
Main challenges include:

e limited availability of suitable land

e economic fragility of small-scale agroecological models
e dependence on public funding and policy continuity

e complexity of multi-actor coordination

10. Sources
10.1 Primary programme and institutional sources

e Agropolis / BoerenBruxselPaysans programme documentation

e  Brussels Environment (Good Food Strategy)
10.2 EU programme sources

o ERDF / FEDER programme documentation (Brussels-Capital Region)
10.3 Supporting reports

e  Metrolab Brussels publications

e Regional food policy and agroecology reports
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Case Study 7

Fruittuin van West
Netherlands

1. Overview

Fruittuin van West is a multifunctional peri-urban farm operating on municipal land leased by the
City of Amsterdam and offering community participation in sustainable food production.

2. Public Land Mechanism
Key instrument: municipal land lease for agricultural production.

Elements include:

« orchard-based food production
e community volunteering

« self-harvest participation
 educational activities

3. Policy Objectives
Improve access to land for food production, strengthen local food systems and support
sustainable agriculture.

4. Implementation and Activities
Implementation involves land allocation, community participation and institutional support for
urban or peri-urban agriculture.

5. Governance and Stakeholders
The initiative is led by public authorities with participation from local communities, civil society
organisations and agricultural actors.

6. Outputs and Outcomes
Outputs include allocation of land plots, participation of residents or farmers and development of
local food production activities.

7. Transferability and Replication Potential
The model is transferable to cities or regions with publicly owned land and institutional capacity
to manage land access mechanisms.

8. Key Lessons for Public Land Governance
Public land can be mobilised to support sustainable food production, community participation
and local food system resilience.

9. Challenges and Risks
Challenges include land availability, long-term governance arrangements and maintaining
financial sustainability.

10. Sources
Official municipal pages, programme documentation and research sources related to the
initiative.
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10.1 Programme and institutional sources

e Municipality of Amsterdam — Tuinen van West (official area and land-use context)
https://www.amsterdam.nl/leefomgeving/parken-recreatiegebieden/tuinen-van-west/

e  Fruittuin van West — official website (project description and activities)
https://fruittuinvanwest.nl/en/home-english/

10.2 EU programme & policy documentation

e  EU urban agriculture and peri-urban land-use policy frameworks (context for municipal
land leasing and food systems)

e  European policy references on short supply chains and sustainable urban food systems
10.3 Research & supporting reports

e Wageningen University & Research (WUR) — studies referencing Fruittuin van West and
urban agriculture models

e Research literature on peri-urban agriculture and community-supported agriculture
(CsA)

e  Reports on municipal land leasing for multifunctional farming systems
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https://www.amsterdam.nl/leefomgeving/parken-recreatiegebieden/tuinen-van-west/
https://fruittuinvanwest.nl/en/home-english/

Case Study 8

Stadtgiiter Miinchen Municipal Agricultural Estates
Germany

1. Overview

Stadtgtiter Miinchen manages a portfolio of municipal agricultural estates used for organic food
production, biodiversity conservation and public engagement.

2. Public Land Mechanism
Key instrument: municipal ownership of agricultural estates.

Elements include:

e organic farming operations

« biodiversity and landscape management
e community garden plots

» renewable energy production on farms

3. Policy Objectives
Improve access to land for food production, strengthen local food systems and support
sustainable agriculture.

4. Implementation and Activities
Implementation involves land allocation, community participation and institutional support for
urban or peri-urban agriculture.

5. Governance and Stakeholders
The initiative is led by public authorities with participation from local communities, civil society
organisations and agricultural actors.

6. Outputs and Outcomes
Outputs include allocation of land plots, participation of residents or farmers and development of
local food production activities.

7. Transferability and Replication Potential
The model is transferable to cities or regions with publicly owned land and institutional capacity
to manage land access mechanisms.

8. Key Lessons for Public Land Governance
Public land can be mobilised to support sustainable food production, community participation
and local food system resilience.

9. Challenges and Risks
Challenges include land availability, long-term governance arrangements and maintaining
financial sustainability.

10. Sources
Official municipal pages, programme documentation and research sources related to the
initiative.
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10.1. City of Munich / Stadtgiiter Miinchen (official pages)
https://stadtgueter-muenchen.de
https://stadt.muenchen.de/service/info/stadtgueter-muenchen/
https://stadt.muenchen.de/infos/landwirtschaft-in-muenchen.html
10.2. EU case study & policy documentation
https://urbact.eu (search: urban agriculture / public land practices)

https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu (Urban Agenda for the EU — Food Partnership, Action 5
context)

https://ec.europa.eu/info/food-farming-fisheries/key-policies_en
10.3. Research & policy reports
https://www.foodpolicycoalition.eu

https://www.researchgate.net (search: municipal agriculture Munich / urban agriculture
governance)

https://www.oecd.org/cfe/cities/urban-agriculture.htm

https://www.fao.org/urban-agriculture
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https://urbact.eu/
https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu/
https://www.researchgate.net/

Case Study 9

Copenhagen Municipal Colony Gardens
Denmark

1. Overview

Copenhagen maintains a large network of colony gardens located on municipally owned land
used by residents for food growing and recreation.

2. Public Land Mechanism
Key instrument: municipal land allocated to garden associations.

Elements include:

« regulated garden plots

e infrastructure upgrades

¢ long-term planning and legalisation processes

3. Policy Objectives
Improve access to land for food production, strengthen local food systems and support
sustainable agriculture.

4. Implementation and Activities
Implementation involves land allocation, community participation and institutional support for
urban or peri-urban agriculture.

5. Governance and Stakeholders
The initiative is led by public authorities with participation from local communities, civil society
organisations and agricultural actors.

6. Outputs and Outcomes
Outputs include allocation of land plots, participation of residents or farmers and development of
local food production activities.

7. Transferability and Replication Potential
The model is transferable to cities or regions with publicly owned land and institutional capacity
to manage land access mechanisms.

8. Key Lessons for Public Land Governance
Public land can be mobilised to support sustainable food production, community participation
and local food system resilience.

9. Challenges and Risks
Challenges include land availability, long-term governance arrangements and maintaining
financial sustainability.

10. Sources
Official municipal pages, programme documentation and research sources related to the
initiative.

10.1. City of Copenhagen (official pages)
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https://www.kk.dk

https://www.kk.dk/borger/bolig-og-byggeri/kolonihaver
https://international.kk.dk/live/green-copenhagen

10.2. EU case study & policy documentation

https://urbact.eu (search: urban gardens / allotment gardens / public land practices)

https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu (Urban Agenda for the EU — Food Partnership, Action 5
context)

https://ec.europa.eu/environment/urban/index_en.htm
10.3. Research & policy reports

https://www.sciencedirect.com (search: allotment gardens Copenhagen / urban agriculture
Europe)

https://www.researchgate.net (search: urban allotment gardens governance)

https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/urban-adaptation-in-europe

https://www.fao.org/urban-agriculture
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https://www.kk.dk/
https://urbact.eu/
https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu/
https://www.sciencedirect.com/
https://www.researchgate.net/
https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/urban-adaptation-in-europe

Case Study 10

Vienna Municipal Agricultural Enterprise (MA49)
Austria

1. Overview

Vienna manages a large municipal agricultural enterprise producing organic food and
maintaining agricultural land within the metropolitan territory.

2. Public Land Mechanism
Key instrument: city-owned agricultural production units.

Elements include:

¢ large-scale organic farming

« landscape management

e compost use and circular practices
 educational activities

3. Policy Objectives
Improve access to land for food production, strengthen local food systems and support
sustainable agriculture.

4. Implementation and Activities
Implementation involves land allocation, community participation and institutional support for
urban or peri-urban agriculture.

5. Governance and Stakeholders
The initiative is led by public authorities with participation from local communities, civil society
organisations and agricultural actors.

6. Outputs and Outcomes
Outputs include allocation of land plots, participation of residents or farmers and development of
local food production activities.

7. Transferability and Replication Potential
The model is transferable to cities or regions with publicly owned land and institutional capacity
to manage land access mechanisms.

8. Key Lessons for Public Land Governance
Public land can be mobilised to support sustainable food production, community participation
and local food system resilience.

9. Challenges and Risks
Challenges include land availability, long-term governance arrangements and maintaining
financial sustainability.

10. Sources
Official municipal pages, programme documentation and research sources related to the
initiative.
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10.1. City of Vienna / MA49 (official pages)

https://www.wien.gv.at

https://www.wien.gv.at/umwelt/wald/landwirtschaft/
https://www.wien.gv.at/english/environment/forestry-and-agriculture/
10.2. EU case study & policy documentation

https://urbact.eu (search: Vienna / urban agriculture / public land practices)

https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu (Urban Agenda for the EU — Food Partnership, Action 5
context)

https://ec.europa.eu/info/food-farming-fisheries/key-policies_en
10.3. Research & policy reports
https://www.oecd.org/cfe/cities/urban-agriculture.htm

https://www.researchgate.net (search: Vienna urban agriculture MA49 / municipal farming
Europe)

https://www.fao.org/urban-agriculture

https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications
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https://www.wien.gv.at/
https://urbact.eu/
https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu/
https://www.researchgate.net/
https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications

Case Study 11

Gradski Vrtovi — City Gardens Programme
Croatia

1. Overview

The Zagreb City Gardens programme allocates municipally owned agricultural plots to residents
for personal food production.

2. Public Land Mechanism
Key instrument: municipal garden allocation programme.

Elements include:

e public calls for plot allocation
 standardised plot sizes

e organic gardening guidance
e shared infrastructure

3. Policy Objectives
Improve access to land for food production, strengthen local food systems and support
sustainable agriculture.

4. Implementation and Activities
Implementation involves land allocation, community participation and institutional support for
urban or peri-urban agriculture.

5. Governance and Stakeholders
The initiative is led by public authorities with participation from local communities, civil society
organisations and agricultural actors.

6. Outputs and Outcomes
Outputs include allocation of land plots, participation of residents or farmers and development of
local food production activities.

7. Transferability and Replication Potential
The model is transferable to cities or regions with publicly owned land and institutional capacity
to manage land access mechanisms.

8. Key Lessons for Public Land Governance
Public land can be mobilised to support sustainable food production, community participation
and local food system resilience.

9. Challenges and Risks
Challenges include land availability, long-term governance arrangements and maintaining
financial sustainability.

10. Sources
Official municipal pages, programme documentation and research sources related to the
initiative.
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10.1. City of Zagreb (official pages)

https://www.zagreb.hr

https://www.zagreb.hr/en/city-gardens/

https://www.zagreb.hr/gradski-vrtovi/

10.2. EU case study & policy documentation

https://urbact.eu (search: Zagreb / community gardens / public land practices)

https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu (Urban Agenda for the EU — Food Partnership, Action 5
context)

https://ec.europa.eu/environment/urban/index_en.htm
10.3. Research & policy reports

https://www.researchgate.net (search: Zagreb urban gardens / community gardening
governance)

https://www.sciencedirect.com (search: urban gardening Eastern Europe / allotment gardens
policy)

https://www.fao.org/urban-agriculture

https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications
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https://www.zagreb.hr/
https://urbact.eu/
https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu/
https://www.researchgate.net/
https://www.sciencedirect.com/
https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications

Case Study 12

Gardening in the City Programme
Finland

1. Overview

Helsinki’s gardening programme allows residents to cultivate food through allotment areas and
community gardens located on municipal land.

2. Public Land Mechanism
Key instrument: municipal land leased to associations.

Elements include:

e association-based plot management
¢ long-term land leases

e support for community farming

3. Policy Objectives
Improve access to land for food production, strengthen local food systems and support
sustainable agriculture.

4. Implementation and Activities
Implementation involves land allocation, community participation and institutional support for
urban or peri-urban agriculture.

5. Governance and Stakeholders
The initiative is led by public authorities with participation from local communities, civil society
organisations and agricultural actors.

6. Outputs and Outcomes
Outputs include allocation of land plots, participation of residents or farmers and development of
local food production activities.

7. Transferability and Replication Potential
The model is transferable to cities or regions with publicly owned land and institutional capacity
to manage land access mechanisms.

8. Key Lessons for Public Land Governance
Public land can be mobilised to support sustainable food production, community participation
and local food system resilience.

9. Challenges and Risks
Challenges include land availability, long-term governance arrangements and maintaining
financial sustainability.

10. Sources
Official municipal pages, programme documentation and research sources related to the
initiative.

10.1. City of Helsinki (official pages)
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https://www.hel.fi

https://www.hel.fi/en/urban-environment-and-traffic/parks-and-green-areas/allotment-gardens
https://www.hel.fi/en/urban-environment-and-traffic/urban-agriculture

10.2. EU case study & policy documentation

https://urbact.eu (search: Helsinki / urban gardening / public land practices)

https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu (Urban Agenda for the EU — Food Partnership, Action 5
context)

https://ec.europa.eu/environment/urban/index_en.htm
10.3. Research & policy reports

https://www.researchgate.net (search: Helsinki urban agriculture / community gardening
governance)

https://www.sciencedirect.com (search: urban gardening Nordic cities / allotment gardens
policy)

https://www.fao.org/urban-agriculture

https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications
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https://www.hel.fi/
https://urbact.eu/
https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu/
https://www.researchgate.net/
https://www.sciencedirect.com/
https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications

Case Study 13

Dublin City Allotments Programme
Ireland

1. Overview

Dublin City Council provides allotments and community gardens on publicly owned land to
support local food growing and community engagement.

2. Public Land Mechanism
Key instrument: municipal allotment licensing system.

Elements include:

» annual licences for gardeners

« waiting lists for plots

e community garden management

3. Policy Objectives
Improve access to land for food production, strengthen local food systems and support
sustainable agriculture.

4. Implementation and Activities
Implementation involves land allocation, community participation and institutional support for
urban or peri-urban agriculture.

5. Governance and Stakeholders
The initiative is led by public authorities with participation from local communities, civil society
organisations and agricultural actors.

6. Outputs and Outcomes
Outputs include allocation of land plots, participation of residents or farmers and development of
local food production activities.

7. Transferability and Replication Potential
The model is transferable to cities or regions with publicly owned land and institutional capacity
to manage land access mechanisms.

8. Key Lessons for Public Land Governance
Public land can be mobilised to support sustainable food production, community participation
and local food system resilience.

9. Challenges and Risks
Challenges include land availability, long-term governance arrangements and maintaining
financial sustainability.

10. Sources
Official municipal pages, programme documentation and research sources related to the
initiative.

10.1. Dublin City Council (official pages)
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https://www.dublincity.ie
https://www.dublincity.ie/residential/parks/dublin-city-allotments
https://www.dublincity.ie/residential/community/community-gardens

10.2. EU case study & policy documentation

https://urbact.eu (search: Dublin / allotments / urban gardens / public land practices)

https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu (Urban Agenda for the EU — Food Partnership, Action 5
context)

https://ec.europa.eu/environment/urban/index_en.htm
10.3. Research & policy reports

https://www.researchgate.net (search: Dublin allotments / urban agriculture Ireland)

https://www.sciencedirect.com (search: allotment gardens governance Europe / community
food systems)

https://www.fao.org/urban-agriculture

https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications
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https://www.dublincity.ie/
https://urbact.eu/
https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu/
https://www.researchgate.net/
https://www.sciencedirect.com/
https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications

Case Study 14

Bujna Warszawa Community Gardens
Poland

1. Overview

The Bujna Warszawa initiative supports the creation of community gardens across Warsaw with
municipal support and guidance.

2. Public Land Mechanism
Key instrument: municipal support framework for gardens.

Elements include:

e technical guidance

¢ mapping of community gardens
o support for resident groups

3. Policy Objectives
Improve access to land for food production, strengthen local food systems and support
sustainable agriculture.

4. Implementation and Activities
Implementation involves land allocation, community participation and institutional support for
urban or peri-urban agriculture.

5. Governance and Stakeholders
The initiative is led by public authorities with participation from local communities, civil society
organisations and agricultural actors.

6. Outputs and Outcomes
Outputs include allocation of land plots, participation of residents or farmers and development of
local food production activities.

7. Transferability and Replication Potential
The model is transferable to cities or regions with publicly owned land and institutional capacity
to manage land access mechanisms.

8. Key Lessons for Public Land Governance
Public land can be mobilised to support sustainable food production, community participation
and local food system resilience.

9. Challenges and Risks
Challenges include land availability, long-term governance arrangements and maintaining
financial sustainability.

10. Sources
Official municipal pages, programme documentation and research sources related to the
initiative.

10.1. Bujna Warszawa / City of Warsaw (official pages)
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https://bujnawarszawa.pl

https://um.warszawa.pl

https://zielona.um.warszawa.pl
10.2. EU case study & policy documentation
https://urbact.eu (search: Warsaw / community gardens / public land practices)

https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu (Urban Agenda for the EU — Food Partnership, Action 5
context)

https://ec.europa.eu/environment/urban/index_en.htm
10.3. Research & policy reports

https://www.researchgate.net (search: Warsaw community gardens / urban agriculture Poland)

https://www.sciencedirect.com (search: community gardens governance Europe / urban food
systems)

https://www.fao.org/urban-agriculture

https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications
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https://bujnawarszawa.pl/
https://um.warszawa.pl/
https://urbact.eu/
https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu/
https://www.researchgate.net/
https://www.sciencedirect.com/
https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications

Case Study 15

Vrticki Municipal Allotment Programme
Slovenia

1. Overview
Ljubljana’s Vrticki programme provides organised allotment gardens on municipal land for urban
food production.

2, Public Land Mechanism
Key instrument: municipal plot leasing scheme.

Elements include:

 waiting lists and eligibility rules

« fixed rental prices

e training programmes for gardeners

3. Policy Objectives
Improve access to land for food production, strengthen local food systems and support
sustainable agriculture.

4. Implementation and Activities
Implementation involves land allocation, community participation and institutional support for
urban or peri-urban agriculture.

5. Governance and Stakeholders
The initiative is led by public authorities with participation from local communities, civil society
organisations and agricultural actors.

6. Outputs and Outcomes
Outputs include allocation of land plots, participation of residents or farmers and development of
local food production activities.

7. Transferability and Replication Potential
The model is transferable to cities or regions with publicly owned land and institutional capacity
to manage land access mechanisms.

8. Key Lessons for Public Land Governance
Public land can be mobilised to support sustainable food production, community participation
and local food system resilience.

9. Challenges and Risks
Challenges include land availability, long-term governance arrangements and maintaining
financial sustainability.

10. Sources
Official municipal pages, programme documentation and research sources related to the
initiative.

10.1. City of Ljubljana (official pages)
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https://www.ljubljana.si
https://www.ljubljana.si/en/ljubljana-for-you/environment/urban-gardens/
https://www.ljubljana.si/sl/moja-ljubljana/okolje/vrticki/

10.2. EU case study & policy documentation

https://urbact.eu (search: Ljubljana / allotment gardens / public land practices)

https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu (Urban Agenda for the EU — Food Partnership, Action 5
context)

https://ec.europa.eu/environment/urban/index_en.htm
10.3. Research & policy reports

https://www.researchgate.net (search: Ljubljana urban gardens / allotment policy Slovenia)

https://www.sciencedirect.com (search: allotment gardens governance Central Europe / urban
agriculture)

https://www.fao.org/urban-agriculture

https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications
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https://www.ljubljana.si/
https://urbact.eu/
https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu/
https://www.researchgate.net/
https://www.sciencedirect.com/
https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications

Case Study 16

Praha 1 Community Gardens
Czechia

1. Overview

The Praha 1 district created modular community gardens using movable planters to allow
residents to grow food in dense urban spaces.

2. Public Land Mechanism
Key instrument: district-managed urban gardening infrastructure.

Elements include:

» modular raised beds

 seasonal gardening programmes
« |ocal resident participation

3. Policy Objectives
Improve access to land for food production, strengthen local food systems and support
sustainable agriculture.

4. Implementation and Activities
Implementation involves land allocation, community participation and institutional support for
urban or peri-urban agriculture.

5. Governance and Stakeholders
The initiative is led by public authorities with participation from local communities, civil society
organisations and agricultural actors.

6. Outputs and Outcomes
Outputs include allocation of land plots, participation of residents or farmers and development of
local food production activities.

7. Transferability and Replication Potential
The model is transferable to cities or regions with publicly owned land and institutional capacity
to manage land access mechanisms.

8. Key Lessons for Public Land Governance
Public land can be mobilised to support sustainable food production, community participation
and local food system resilience.

9. Challenges and Risks
Challenges include land availability, long-term governance arrangements and maintaining
financial sustainability.

10. Sources
Official municipal pages, programme documentation and research sources related to the
initiative.

10.1. Praha 1 / City of Prague (official pages)
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https://www.prahal.cz

https://www.praha.eu

https://www.prahal.cz/zivotni-prostredi/
10.2. EU case study & policy documentation
https://urbact.eu (search: Prague / community gardens / public land practices)

https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu (Urban Agenda for the EU — Food Partnership, Action 5
context)

https://ec.europa.eu/environment/urban/index_en.htm
10.3. Research & policy reports

https://www.researchgate.net (search: Prague community gardens / urban gardening Central
Europe)

https://www.sciencedirect.com (search: urban micro agriculture / modular gardens / community
gardening governance)

https://www.fao.org/urban-agriculture

https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications
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https://www.praha1.cz/
https://www.praha.eu/
https://urbact.eu/
https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu/
https://www.researchgate.net/
https://www.sciencedirect.com/
https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications

Case Study 17

Oropos Municipal Vegetable Garden
Greece

1. Overview

The Municipality of Oropos established a municipal vegetable garden programme to support
vulnerable residents through access to land for food production.

2. Public Land Mechanism
Key instrument: municipal social garden programme.

Elements include:

¢ allocation of garden plots

e provision of tools and plants

« partial donation of production to social grocery programmes

3. Policy Objectives
Improve access to land for food production, strengthen local food systems and support
sustainable agriculture.

4. Implementation and Activities
Implementation involves land allocation, community participation and institutional support for
urban or peri-urban agriculture.

5. Governance and Stakeholders
The initiative is led by public authorities with participation from local communities, civil society
organisations and agricultural actors.

6. Outputs and Outcomes
Outputs include allocation of land plots, participation of residents or farmers and development of
local food production activities.

7. Transferability and Replication Potential
The model is transferable to cities or regions with publicly owned land and institutional capacity
to manage land access mechanisms.

8. Key Lessons for Public Land Governance
Public land can be mobilised to support sustainable food production, community participation
and local food system resilience.

9. Challenges and Risks
Challenges include land availability, long-term governance arrangements and maintaining
financial sustainability.

10. Sources
Official municipal pages, programme documentation and research sources related to the
initiative.

10.1. Municipality of Oropos (official pages)
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https://www.oropos.gov.gr

https://www.oropos.gov.gr/el/news

https://www.kede.gr (Central Union of Municipalities of Greece — relevant municipal practices)
10.2. EU case study & policy documentation

https://urbact.eu (search: social gardens / urban agriculture / public land practices)

https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu (Urban Agenda for the EU — Food Partnership, Action 5
context)

https://ec.europa.eu/social/main.jsp
10.3. Research & policy reports

https://www.researchgate.net (search: social gardens Europe / urban agriculture social
inclusion)

https://www.sciencedirect.com (search: community gardens social policy / food security urban
Europe)

https://www.fao.org/urban-agriculture

https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications
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https://www.oropos.gov.gr/
https://urbact.eu/
https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu/
https://www.researchgate.net/
https://www.sciencedirect.com/
https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications

Case Study 18

Public Organic Garden — Sofia
Bulgaria

1. Overview

A community organic garden created on municipal land in Sofia demonstrates how local
authorities can support citizen-led food production initiatives.

2. Public Land Mechanism
Key instrument: municipal greening programme supporting food gardens.

Elements include:

 conversion of unused municipal land
e community stewardship

e support through local programmes

3. Policy Objectives
Improve access to land for food production, strengthen local food systems and support
sustainable agriculture.

4. Implementation and Activities
Implementation involves land allocation, community participation and institutional support for
urban or peri-urban agriculture.

5. Governance and Stakeholders
The initiative is led by public authorities with participation from local communities, civil society
organisations and agricultural actors.

6. Outputs and Outcomes
Outputs include allocation of land plots, participation of residents or farmers and development of
local food production activities.

7. Transferability and Replication Potential
The model is transferable to cities or regions with publicly owned land and institutional capacity
to manage land access mechanisms.

8. Key Lessons for Public Land Governance
Public land can be mobilised to support sustainable food production, community participation
and local food system resilience.

9. Challenges and Risks
Challenges include land availability, long-term governance arrangements and maintaining
financial sustainability.

10. Sources
Official municipal pages, programme documentation and research sources related to the
initiative.

10.1. Municipality of Sofia (official pages)
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https://www.sofia.bg

https://www.sofia.bg/en/web/guest/environment
https://www.sofia.bg/en/web/guest/green-system

10.2. EU case study & policy documentation

https://urbact.eu (search: Sofia / community gardens / urban agriculture / public land practices)

https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu (Urban Agenda for the EU — Food Partnership, Action 5
context)

https://ec.europa.eu/environment/urban/index_en.htm
10.3. Research & policy reports

https://www.fao.org/urban-agriculture

https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications

https://www.researchgate.net (search: Sofia urban gardens / community gardening Eastern
Europe)

https://www.sciencedirect.com (search: community gardens governance Europe / urban food
systems)
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https://www.sofia.bg/
https://urbact.eu/
https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu/
https://www.fao.org/urban-agriculture
https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications
https://www.researchgate.net/
https://www.sciencedirect.com/

Case Study 19

Budapest XIII District Community Garden Tender
Hungary

1. Overview

The Budapest XIII District community garden programme allocates gardening plots through
public tenders managed by the district service company.

2. Public Land Mechanism
Key instrument: district-level public tender for land use.

Elements include:

o calls for applications

« regulated use of municipal land

e community gardening management

3. Policy Objectives
Improve access to land for food production, strengthen local food systems and support
sustainable agriculture.

4. Implementation and Activities
Implementation involves land allocation, community participation and institutional support for
urban or peri-urban agriculture.

5. Governance and Stakeholders
The initiative is led by public authorities with participation from local communities, civil society
organisations and agricultural actors.

6. Outputs and Outcomes
Outputs include allocation of land plots, participation of residents or farmers and development of
local food production activities.

7. Transferability and Replication Potential
The model is transferable to cities or regions with publicly owned land and institutional capacity
to manage land access mechanisms.

8. Key Lessons for Public Land Governance
Public land can be mobilised to support sustainable food production, community participation
and local food system resilience.

9. Challenges and Risks
Challenges include land availability, long-term governance arrangements and maintaining
financial sustainability.

10. Sources
Official municipal pages, programme documentation and research sources related to the
initiative.

10.1. Budapest XIII District (official pages)
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https://www.budapest13.hu

https://kozszolgaltato.bp13.hu

https://www.budapest.hu
10.2. EU case study & policy documentation
https://urbact.eu (search: Budapest / community gardens / public land allocation practices)

https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu (Urban Agenda for the EU — Food Partnership, Action 5
context)

https://ec.europa.eu/growth/single-market/public-procurement_en
10.3. Research & policy reports

https://www.fao.org/urban-agriculture

https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications

https://www.researchgate.net (search: Budapest community gardens / urban land allocation
governance)

https://www.sciencedirect.com (search: urban agriculture governance / public land allocation
Europe)

Case Study 20

CIRCULANDIA

France - multi-country
1. Overview

CIRCULANDIA is presented in the long-list as a recent European initiative focused on soil
restoration through the reuse of locally generated organic waste, with application potential for
degraded public and peri-urban land.

The project is relevant to Action 5 because it shows how public authorities can connect land
management, bio-waste valorisation and local food-system objectives, especially where
degraded municipal or publicly controlled sites need rehabilitation before productive use.

At this stage, CIRCULANDIA appears particularly valuable as an emerging circular land-
restoration model rather than as a mature municipal farm or allotment scheme, which makes it
useful for the portfolio as an innovation-oriented case.

2. Public Land Mechanism
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https://www.budapest13.hu/
https://kozszolgaltato.bp13.hu/
https://urbact.eu/
https://urbanagenda.urban-initiative.eu/
https://www.fao.org/urban-agriculture
https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications
https://www.researchgate.net/
https://www.sciencedirect.com/

The key mechanism is the use of circular bio-based soil improvers to rehabilitate degraded land,
including public or municipally managed land where applicable.

Key elements include:

reuse of locally generated organic waste as an input for soil restoration

pilot application on degraded or low-quality land, including public and peri-urban sites

public authority involvement in land access, land management and local coordination
integration of waste management, soil regeneration and land-use planning

For Action 5 purposes, the central interest lies in the fact that public land can function as a
testing and demonstration ground for circular soil-restoration solutions, creating conditions for
later food production or wider ecological use.

3. Policy Objectives

The initiative pursues several interconnected objectives:

restore degraded soils and improve their productive capacity

reuse local organic waste and reduce disposal pressures

improve soil health, fertility and organic matter content

support more circular and climate-resilient land-use practices

create stronger links between waste policy, land policy and sustainable food systems

4. Implementation and Activities

The initiative combines several coordinated actions:

Organic waste valorisation

production of compost and other bio-based soil improvers from local organic waste streams
Pilot soil restoration

application of soil improvers to degraded land, including public or peri-urban sites where
relevant
Monitoring and testing

assessment of soil quality improvements such as organic matter, fertility and restoration
performance
Circular value-chain development

linking waste management actors, land managers, researchers and end users in a circular
system

5. Governance and Stakeholders

The initiative is structured as a multi-actor consortium bringing together research organisations,
public authorities, land managers and waste-management actors.

Key actors include:

municipalities and public authorities managing degraded land

research and technical organisations supporting soil restoration methods

waste-management actors supplying or processing local organic waste

farmers, land users and other stakeholders involved in restored-land applications

This governance model is important because it requires coordination across sectors that are
often managed separately: waste, soil, land-use planning and local food-system development.
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6. Outputs and Outcomes

As the project is recent, the main evidence currently concerns expected and emerging outputs
rather than consolidated long-term impacts:

pilot restoration of degraded soils using locally generated organic waste expected indicators on
hectares restored and volumes of waste reused monitoring of soil-quality improvements,
including fertility and organic matter creation of a practical demonstration model for circular
land regeneration

7. Transferability and Replication Potential

CIRCULANDIA has strong transfer potential for cities and regions that combine three conditions:
degraded land needing restoration, functioning bio-waste streams, and public-sector willingness
to test circular land-use solutions.

Key enabling conditions include:

access to degraded municipal or publicly controlled land

availability of suitable organic waste streams and treatment capacity

technical monitoring capacity and quality-control standards

policy alignment between land restoration, circular economy and food-system objectives

8. Key Lessons for Public Land Governance

Key lessons include:

public land can be used not only for food production, but also for pre-productive restoration
linking waste management with land restoration creates strong circular synergies
soil-quality monitoring and standards are essential for credibility and replication

9. Challenges and Risks

Main challenges include:

e regulatory barriers related to waste-to-soil applications

e need for quality assurance and monitoring of soil improvers

e coordination complexity across multiple sectors and organisations

e limited evidence so far because the project is still at an early implementation stage

10. Sources

Primary and contextual sources include:

10.1. EU policy and programme context
https://environment.ec.europa.eu/topics/soil-health/soil-strategy-2030_en

https://research-and-innovation.ec.europa.eu/funding/funding-opportunities/funding-
programmes-and-open-calls/horizon-europe/eu-missions-horizon-europe/soil-deal-europe_en

https://mission-soil-platform.ec.europa.eu/
10.2. Note on project-specific documentation

Project-specific primary documentation for CIRCULANDIA should be added once the consortium
and official project page are publicly confirmed.
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ANNEX

TABLE OF ACRONYMS

A5 Action 5
LL Long-List
CS Case Study
M1/ M2/ M3 Deliverable milestones
IG members Interest Group Members
FAO Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations
NBS Nature-Based Solutions
SFS Sustainable Food Systems
UAA Utilised Agricultural Area
HEU / Horizon
Europe EU research programme
European Innovation Partnership for Agricultural Productivity and
EIP-AGRI Sustainability
JTF Just Transition Fund
LULUCF Land Use, Land Use Change and Forestry
SPA Spatial Planning Authority
UA Urban Agenda
UAEU Urban Agenda for the EU
CSA Community Supported Agriculture
CAP Common Agricultural Policy
CF Cohesion Fund
CLLD Community-led local development
CoR Committee of the Regions
CORDIS Community Research and Development Information Service (EU)
CSR Corporate Social Responsibility
DG European Commission’s Directorate General
DG REGIO Egggﬁesgli§$mmission’s Directorate General for Regional and
EC European Commission
EU European Union
EUI European Urban Initiative
FUA Functional Urban Area
INTERREG European Regional Development Fund
JPI Joint Programming Initiative
JRC European Commission’s Joint Research Centre
KPI / KPIs Key Performance Indicator(s)
LL/ LL1-LL20 Long-list case study identifier (internal numbering)
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MS Member State

NGO Non-governmental organization

OECD Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development
OP Operational Programme

PPP Public-Private Partnerships

R&D Research and Development

RFSC Reference Framework for Sustainable Cities
RIS Research and Innovation Strategies for Smart Specialisation
ROP Regional Operational Programme

SDG United Nations Sustainable Development Goals
SDGs Sustainable Development Goals

SMEs Small and Medium sized Enterprises

SMSTs Small and Medium Sized Towns

ToR Terms of Reference

TG Task Group

UAETP Urban Agenda Energy Transition Partnership
UDG Urban Development Group

UDN EU Urban Development Network

UIA Urban Innovative Actions

UN United Nations

VAT Value added tax

WO Work Order

WG Working Group
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