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Content 

• Food strategy of Mouans-Sartoux.
• Agroecological Urbanism and the difference with

traditional planning approaches - Michiel Dehaene
• Exploring Agroecological building blocks in a serious

game
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• Mouans-Sartoux – April 2024

• Agroecological Urbanism and the difference with
traditional planning approaches - Michiel Dehaene

• Food conversations game
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Mouans-Sartoux’s food
project



Local and organic canteens…



MEAD Sustainable Food Education Centre of Mouans Sartoux…



Self-production…



Facing food precariousness…



Access to healthy and sustainable food…



Reaching the non-participating…



Working with companies…



Focussing on macro-health challenges 
and cooperating with scientific
research…



Assessing the overall impacts of
the food project
3 impact assessment studies :
• Sustainable Canteens Observatory
• Impact assessment based on the « Syalinnov method »

• Environmental impacts : Territorial Life Cycle Approach

More info : here

Food-related GHG emissions reduction :
- 26 % on average for those who participated in our activities against -12 % for non participants
-up to - 42 % for the most committed.
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Why is it that urban communities fail to care for 
their own socio-ecological metabolism?

Why is there is no place in urbanizing societies 
for a virtuous practice like agroecology, and more 
particular for agroecological farmers as stewards 
of the urban metabolism?

How can urbanism become soil caring and food 
enabling?



1) URBAN AND METROPOLITAN EXPANSION ON AGRICULTURAL LAND
- ongoing sale of public farmland and farming infrastructure
- fragmentation of farmland
- farmers isolation and residualisation, rural to urban migration of 
farmless/landless farmers

- ongoing speculative development: systematic undervaluing of healthy
farmlands and over-valuing of speculative opportunities on land

2) THE ROLE OF SOIL IN THE FOOD WATER ENERGY NEXUS
- nutrient depletion, difficult to restore circular soil nutrient cycles in 
peri-urban contexts

- ongoing soil erosion and contamination
- energy and water challenges

3) GAP: AGROECOLOGY vs. URBAN FOOD COMMUNITIES
- urban food strategies / policies overly focussed on consumption side
- rural imaginaries predominant in agroecology community – little 
mobilization of agroecological communities in urban contexts

Key challenges for an agroecological urbanism
2. A transformative approach to sustainable food planning



1. Food as an urban question?

2. A transformative approach to 
sustainable food planning

3. Pathways to an agroecological 
urbanism and 8 building blocks















• Interrupting Logics of Substitution

• Embodying an ecology of care and 
more-than-human solidarities

• Building Resourceful Communities 
through Empowering Infrastructure

Building 
Blocks for an 

Agroecological 
Urbanism

3. Pathways to an agroecological urbanism

Three pathways



Interrupting logics of substitution

• post-capitalist and neo-liberal urbanism
• protection of use value / counter 

speculative measures
• environmental and spatial justice
• cultivating difference and diversity

3. Pathways to an agroecological urbanism



Ecologies of Care and More-than-
human Solidarities
• care as a disruptive practice / post-productivist 

practice
• humans as ‘critters’ of the soil, as care 

dependent animals in the web of life
• collective interdependence beyond the human
• Land sharing/Community Land Trusts (CLT)
• Skills sharing/skills buildings
• Community resourcefulness

→ territorial food hub
→ healthy soil scape
→ community kitchen

3. Pathways to an agroecological urbanism



Building Resourceful Communities 
through Empowering Infrastructure
• agroecology as urban public policy
• seeing what is ‘free’ for dominant farming 

model and hard to resource for alternative 
models

• urban ‘permanent improvements’ as 
decommodified assets

• the collective investment and labor 
involved in maintenance

3. Pathways to an agroecological urbanism



Building Blocks

Political 
Pedagogies
for Urban 

Agroecology

Farming the
Fragmented Land

Agroecological Park
Interrupt logics of 
substitution

Community 
Kitchen

Healthy Soil Scape
Territorial Food 

Hub

Embodying an ecology 
of care and more-
than-human 
solidarities

Productive Housing Estate
Land and Market Access 

Incubator

Building resourceful 
communities through 
empowering 
infrastructure

8 Building Blocks (BB)
3. Pathways to an agroecological urbanism







EXAMPLE: Political Pedagogies BB
Background:

- Farmer-to-farmer training, dialogos de saberes, and 
other horizontal forms of knowledge exchange are 
central in the political strategies of territorially 
grounded agroecological movements

- Training and learning have been central to farmers 
resilience (i.e. Cuba)

- importance of political pedagogies beyond farmer’s 
immediate needs: used as tools for gaining political 
traction, building alliances with consumers and 
other communities with a certain territory (i.e. 
‘extension inversa’)

- Rural-oriented pedagogies: the content of 
agroecological schools and farmers-led learning 
networks, however, have been overly focused on 
rural experiences, practices and challenges.

3. Pathways to an agroecological urbanism



EXAMPLE: Political Pedagogies BB
Key challenges of BB:

- Urban specific challenges need specific 
learning and strategizing: especially around 
access to land-housing; urban finance/funding; 
urban infrastructures; educating consumers

- How can cities become place in which 
agroecological food production
can thrive?

- How can agroecological farmers take up a role 
as stewards of the resources needed for 
agroecological farming (starting with soils)?

- How can agroecological farmers become part 
of urban political constituency?

- How can agroecological farming be valued in 
an urban context and be sheltered from urban 
speculation?

3. Pathways to an agroecological urbanism



What next?

Every spatial planner, urban planner, 
landscape architect, food planner needs:

to find his/her own position in the planning 
process 

&
select suitable pathways and building blocks 

for the planning domain, area or project.



Assignment



Let’s play a game!
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The question for Lazdynai
How could the former greenhouse site support a sustainable food system for Vilnius?

SITE + TENURE

work with real boundaries, 
access and land control

NEIGHBOURHOODS + USERS

connect Lazdynėliai and Bukčiai 
to a productive landscape

REGIONAL FOOD LINKS

connect producers, food 
infrastructure and public 
institutions

Your task: build one credible scenario and show who can make it happen.

Workshop brief: MLA Vilnius Tech Foodscapes, Autumn 2026. Illustrative images from prior course materials.
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The mission and the one rule
Build one credible scenario for the former greenhouse site with six card families.

PLACE where the system lands

CHALLENGE what reinforces the problem

ACTOR users and decision-makers

INFRASTRUCTURE capacity to adapt and connect

ACTION a first move and structural change

FLOW what moves and who controls it

ONE RULE Every action must answer a challenge and 
connect a place, an actor and a flow.

Foodscape Conversations facilitator guide. Photo © Roxana Maria Triboi.
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The selection recipe
Start from the Lazdynai brief. Choose only what the scenario needs.

1 PLACE

former greenhouse site 
and its food-system links

2 CHALLENGES

two pressures that 
reinforce one another

4 ACTORS

user, operator, food-chain 
actor and decision-maker

2 INFRASTRUCTURES

adapt one and create or 
connect one

2 ACTIONS

one 90-day move and one 
structural move

3 FLOWS

name what moves and 
who controls it

Name the Agroecological Urbanism building block and record who holds decision power.
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35 minutes in six moves
31 minutes of working time + 4 minutes for setup and transitions.

1

PLACE

0 min

2

CHALLENGES

5 min

3

ACTORS

4 min

4

INFRASTRUCTURE

7 min

5

ACTIONS

6 min

6

FLOW + TEST + 
PITCH

10 min

OUTPUT 1 place, 2 challenges, 4 actors, 2 infrastructures, 2 actions, 3 flows
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The four tests before the pitch
Test the scenario against the real conditions of Lazdynai.

ACCESS

Who can reach and 
use it? What makes 
access practical?

ECOLOGY

What does it 
restore? What 
energy, water or soil 
burden remains?

POWER

Who decides? Who 
is heard? What 
remains contested?

FEASIBILITY

Who controls the 
land? What can start 
within 90 days?

The pitch must include the unresolved decision.
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Example: a greenhouse commons in Lazdynai
One possible answer, included to show the level of detail.

PLACE

Former greenhouse site and two 
nearby neighbourhoods

CHALLENGE

Unclear land control and no practical 
link to regional producers

ACTORS

Residents, municipal planner, 
landholder and producer cooperative

INFRASTRUCTURE

Modular growing space, 
neighbourhood hub and weekly 
delivery point

ACTION

A 90-day open-site pilot with one 
market day and a shared growing 
cycle

FLOW

Produce, people and data move in. 
Compost and revenue return.

OPEN DECISION: Who secures land access and funds the first safe structure?

Illustrative workshop answer. Photo © Roxana Maria Triboi. Case brief: MLA Vilnius Tech, 2026.


