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Abstract 
Urban and rural areas have often been differentiated by their capability and capacity for 
agricultural production. However, cities have had a long history of being the sites of food 
production, albeit at a smaller and more personalized scale. But now there are a growing number 
of urban agriculture (UA) projects that challenge the assumption that agricultural production is 
only for rural areas and that urban gardening is only for personal consumption. This research 
paper uses as its point of departure the recent shift from growing food in cities for personal 
consumption to growing food for the common good via urban agriculture projects. David 
Harvey’s critical exploration of current urban development policies and practices (and the 
challenges made to them) are used as the basis for analyzing the reasons for this shift and for the 
barriers UA groups face in starting and maintaining their projects. Are these barriers rooted in 
processes and policies associated with uneven geographical development? By challenging these 
barriers, can UA groups create opportunities for more urban food production or other social 
activities? Is there a broader shift in the way urban food production is viewed, and does this 
challenge the current global food production system? Using the city of Lund, Sweden as a case 
study, this paper will examine whether or not the shift towards more urban food production can 
be explained using Harvey’s analysis/interpretation of urban development theory/ideology that is 
rooted in capitalism and neo-liberal policies.   

Introduction 

Global Context 
Growing food in the city has a wealth of benefits for both urban residents and the city itself, but 
the focus of much of the literature (and media attention) on the subject has been on the end 
product: the farms and gardens that are already established and the many successes that have 
befitted them. Lacking has been a critical examination of the barriers to these projects and why 
these barriers exist if urban food production is touted as such an easy, affordable, and sustainable 
endeavour. However, it is important to note that urban food production is not a new concept. 
Victory Gardens were established to support a struggling nation in the United States during 
World War II, allotment gardens first emerged in Great Britain in the 18th Century and can now 
be seen in cities around the globe (Thorpe 1975), and many new immigrants in North American 
households grew a wide variety of products that could only be found in their mother land. After 
World War II, growing food in the city became less a part of cities’ function as “agribusiness and 
commercial food systems took over production from individuals…and agriculture policy became 
oriented to global markets” (Gorgolewski, Komisar & Nasr 2011 p.12). The negative effects of 
this system and the current corporate food regime can be observed by looking at the gross 
inequalities between agricultural production and distribution that are indicative of the current 
global food crisis that began in 2008 (Holt Giménez, Shattuck 2011). Figure 1 shows a few of 
the impacts that rising food prices in particular can have on people around the world. The fact 
that events such as these (world war, advancements in production technology) were able to shift 
an entire way of thinking about food and its effects on people is important to note because they 
represent the potential for global change, whether positively or negatively. 
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Figure 1 - Infographic explaining the impacts that rising food prices have on people around the world (International Food 
Policy Research Institute 2011) 

Urban Context 
However, even with a large number of people relying on the current food regime to feed 
themselves, there remains an interest in urban food production and indications that another, 
albeit smaller, shift in the way we think about food and agriculture is occurring. Growing food is 
now not only relegated to home gardens and apartment balconies but has moved to under-utilized 
urban spaces, rooftops of buildings, and small patches of public green space in order to provide 
for people’s own consumption or for the urban commons (whether defined as such or not). But 
there remains a disconnect between urban food production and those controlling urban spaces. 
Pothukuchi and Kaufman in their article ‘Placing the food system on the urban agenda’ explain 
that the urban food system is being displaced from urban discourse by both planners and citizens 
because historically there has been a distinct connection between urbanization and the 
establishment of well-defined, quintessentially urban issues (eg. Housing, transportation, 
infrastructure) resulting in the association of agricultural services with the rural realm 
(Pothukuchi, Kaufman 1999 p. 215). Furthermore, “agricultural activity was ruled out in more 
central locations, losing to urban uses that could bid higher rents” (p. 215), clearly indicating the 
connection between urbanization and the development of capitalism. Harvey directly addresses 
this connection in much of his writing, but he does not speak specifically about urban food 
production. Identifying correlations between what Harvey argues and what is driving UA 
projects is precisely what this research paper attempts to discern.  
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Methodology 

Literature Review 
By using selected existing literature written by Harvey and other authors who explore urban 
development policies and practices, key arguments will be drawn that reflect current 
development ideology and how this can potentially influence urban food production for the 
common good. This is important in order to understand the current discourse on urban 
development and to extract influences on, and barriers to, urban food production. A key source 
for this research is a 2004 published public lecture entitled Towards a general theory of uneven 
geographical development, where Harvey’s contention is that much of the growing inequality 
observed around the globe can be attributed to the capitalist system and ideologies rooted in neo-
liberalism (Harvey 2006 p.71): 
 The promised outcome of poverty reduction from freer trade, open markets and “neo- 
 liberal” strategies of globalization has not materialized. Environmental degradations and  
 social dislocations have also been unevenly distributed. Simultaneously, the uneven  
 geographical development of oppositional movements to neo-liberalism creates both  
 opportunities and barriers in the search for alternatives (p.71) 
Whether UA projects are in themselves an oppositional movement to policies and practices that 
have lead to this uneven geographical development is precisely what this research seeks to find, 
as UA groups seek alternatives to the increasingly industrialized, corrupt, and unsustainable 
agriculture industry. In order to answer this, Harvey has tentatively identified key 
conditionalities that must be met in order to theorize capital’s influence on uneven development, 
and each of the UA projects in Lund will be analyzed with these conditionalities in mind to see if 
they are in response to the policies and practices that have lead to uneven development. The 
similarities between the shift towards more urban food production for the common good in 
particular will also be analyzed alongside Harvey’s writings about the Right to the City (RTTC) 
concept (originally spatially conceptualized by Henri Lefebvre in 1968). Key factors in the 
RTTC movement have been extracted and will be compared with responses from participants of 
UA projects in Lund and observations made by the author: 

• Transformation dependant on collective power 
• Greater democratic control over production and utilization of surpluses 
• Removing distinctions between urban and rural 
• Remaking ourselves through remaking the city 

Qualitative Data 
The municipality of Lund has a number of UA projects that have been established by a variety of 
individuals and organizations. They include the following: 

• Ett Grönare Lund (in collaboration with Lund’s housing department LKF) 
• Radish Trädgård (students from Lund University) 
• Odla Tillsammans Brunnshög (Lund Municipality project in collaboration with 

Association of Organic Biological Farming) 
 
The following types of qualitative data gathered from the people and organizations involved in 
Lund’s various UA projects will be used alongside Harvey’s four coniditionalities and the RTTC 
concept. This will be done in order to see if there are relationships between UA projects and 
Harvey’s macro analysis of urban development (and the response to it through RTTC), or 
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whether there is instead an emerging shift in how common spaces are negotiated, utilized, and 
transformed.  
Interviews 
An interview was conducted with each of the project leaders from these groups, as well as more 
in-depth research about the groups via their respective websites. Questions regarding their goals 
for the project, the barriers they faced in getting the project started, the stakeholders involved, the 
benefits they observed, and the future outlook for their project were all asked in a personal, one 
on one interview. Discussions were also made about the broader outlook for UA projects, 
whether in Lund or on a more global scale.  
Participant Observation and Journaling 
The author engaged directly with participants in the Ett Grönare Lund project by becoming a 
volunteer with their garden project in the Lund district of Linero (picture or map in Appendix). 
The garden is located on the property of an expansive housing project, and children who reside 
there come to the garden every Thursday from 17-19h to participate in a variety of activities that 
are planned around an edible gardening theme. The majority of volunteers are students from 
Lund University, but anyone is welcome to volunteer and there is often a rotating group of 
people who show up every week. Observations made during the author’s time at Ett Grönare 
Lund were recorded through journaling that took place after each time spent at the garden. 
Survey 
Volunteers at the Ett Grönare Lund project were surveyed using the online survey generator 
Survey Monkey (https://www.surveymonkey.com). They were asked why they got involved with 
the project, what the benefits of a project like the garden at Linero are, whether more 
gardens/UA projects should be created, and what barriers they would foresee in creating more 
UA projects.  

Theoretical and Conceptual Framework 
The complex world we live in today is structured around the dominant political economy as 
dictated by the hegemonic rule of capitalist, (mostly) western nations. But does this system lead 
to an increase in equality and well-being? Harvey would argue that it does not, and his working 
theory of uneven geographical development helps explain how this current system has lead to 
uneven development at a number of scales. He also discusses how to conceptualize social 
movements that will return the control of urban capital to urban residents through the Right to 
the City (RTTC) movement. In Rebel Cities: From the Right to the City to the Urban Revolution, 
Harvey talks specifically about social groups and how they relate to the commons through the 
practice of communing: “At the heart of the practices of communing lies the principle that the 
relation between the social group and that aspect of the environment being treated as a common 
shall be both collective and non-commodified---off-limits to the logic of market exchange and 
market valuations” (Harvey 2012 p.73). This can be witnessed today by observing the large 
number of food movements around the globe that are addressing the current corporate food 
regimes. Eric Holt Giménez and Annie Shattuck discuss these movements in detail and postulate 
that if these movements come together, they have the potential to construct an alternative to the 
current food regime because they are rooted in “practical, community and identity-based food 
justice alternatives” (Holt Giménez, Shattuck 2011 p.131). Specifically, the concept of food 
sovereignty is a common thread through many of these movements, the demands of which are 
“frequently anti-imperialist, anti-corporatist and/or anti-capitalist” (Holt Giménez, Shattuck 2011 
p.115). 
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Analysis/Findings 

UA Projects in Lund 
A brief description of each UA project in Lund will be given here, with information coming from 
both interviews and from each project’s website. 
Ett Grönare Lund 
Started in March 2011, the small edible garden at Linero was initiated as a tool for people of all 
ages and backgrounds to meet and integrate with each other (Linder 2012). Youth from Linero’s 
residential complex meet once a week to learn about gardening and other related activities, as 
well as engage and interact with each other and with the volunteers. According to project leader 
Julia Linder, they wanted to utilize urban gardening in a social way by establishing a small scale 
project that would last long term (Linder 2012), working in line with the goal of Ett Grönare 
Lund’s parent organization ABC (in English: Active Contributions for People and the 
Environment) to “engag(e) in activities that directly improve the lives of those in need, children 
and their families” (ABC 2013). Various stakeholders were involved in the project’s beginning, 
including the local housing authority LKF, the after school centre in Linero, members of the 
study association Sensus, Lund Municipality’s parks department, and Lund University’s 
environmental association Hållbarts universitet (ABC 2013).  
Radish Trädgård (Radish Garden) 
Conceptualized in November 2011 by students of the Lund University Master’s of 
Environmental Sustainability (LUMES) programme, the Radish Trädgård became a reality in 
May 2012 (Laycock 2012). Project member Rebecca Laycock said that it was started for a 
number of reasons, including fulfilling a school project, to communicate sustainability, to engage 
local residents, and to “build resilience into the Lund food system” (Laycock 2012). 
Odla Tillsammans Brunnshög and Odla I Lund 
Located in a part of Lund that has been slated for future development, the neighbourhood of 
Brunnshög has been the source of some contention between the Municipality and residents. In 
response to this, a small plot of land has become the site of an UA project called Odla 
Tillsammans Brunnshög, where anyone can join in both the gardening and the harvesting of 
edible plants (Lund Municipality 2013). Not far from this site is where Lund Municipality has 
delineated space for a large communal garden to be used by local residents beginning in spring 
of 2013 (Jansson 2012). 

Barriers for UA Projects 
The barriers that each project faced are important to reveal because they can be indicators of the 
local political climate. Harvey feels that these current “political economic fortunes” are 
extremely volatile and “cry out for better theoretical interpretation” at any number of different 
scales where they occur (Harvey 2006 p.71). When asked about the barriers to getting each 
project started (as well as maintaining the project), the interviewees expressed the following: 

• How to create real democracy and participation amongst the participants and amongst 
volunteers (Ett Grönare Lund and Radish Trädgård) 

• Knowledge gaps in regards to the actual gardening (Ett Grönare Lund) 
• Creating a lively atmosphere for both participants and volunteers (Ett Grönare Lund) 
• Opposition to project from residents, although limited in actual number of people 

opposed (Radish Trädgård and Ett Grönare Lund) 
• Municipality – inconsistency with information/approval given (Radish Trädgård) 
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• Municipality – waiting for them to do something they said they would (Odla 
Tillsammans Brunnshög) 

• Community engagement (Radish Trädgård and Odla Tillsammans Brunnshög) 
• Management issues (all projects)  

In addition to this, when asked about barriers that could be foreseen for projects similar to Ett 
Grönare Lund’s, volunteers within the project responded overwhelmingly that management 
issues would be the number one barrier, followed by approval from the municipality (see Figure 
2 below). 

 
Figure 2 - Responses to foreseeable barriers for UA projects (author’s own survey) 

 
Keeping these barriers in mind, a more in depth look at Harvey’s theory will be made to see 
whether the UA projects have emerged as a result of, or in response to, neo-liberal policies and 
practices that have helped to shape space in an uneven, inequitable way. According to Harvey, 
four conditionalities must be met in order to explain why this spatial development occurs, which 
according to his theory is made possible by the perpetuation of the capitalist system (Harvey 
2006 pp.75-109). Each conditionality will be discussed within the context of the current global 
food system as well as the UA projects in Lund. 
Material embedding of capital accumulation in socio-economic life 
With the commodification of food, a lot more goes into the production of edible items than just 
the ingredients themselves. As Shuman writes in his article about building community self-
reliance through import replacement, the growth of the food business has resulted in a 
disproportionate amount of money that goes into the marketing of food products compared to 
that which goes to the actual producer (Shuman 2004). This is in addition to the thousands of 
miles many products travel to get to the dinner table, the “decimation of once-vibrant rural 
communities”, and the large amount of waste created because of food that has spoiled in transit 
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(Shuman 2004 p.175). This can arguably be seen as a transformation of capital by the myriad of 
ways food is commodified and imposed upon our society as a fixed system that we depend upon 
(both nutritionally and economically). 
 Almost everything we now eat and drink, wear and use, listen to and hear, watch and  
 learn comes to us in commodity form and is shaped by divisions of labor, the pursuit of  
 product niches and the general evolution of discourses and ideologies that embody  
 precepts of capitalism (Harvey 2006 p.82) 
According to Harvey, the institutions and functions that keep this system going “promote the 
development of discourses so abstract as to be opaque to the mass of the population”, thus 
requiring critical enquiry in order to “penetrate to the underlying meaning of such phenomena 
and to explore their ramifications for daily life” (Harvey 2006 p.83). In the case of UA projects, 
the ramifications they are exploring are quite clear when a closer look is made at the soaring 
prices of food and the protests and actions being taken in response. Although not overtly stated 
in their goals or missions, the UA projects in Lund are attempting to address these issues by 
symbolically returning one of the most important forms of production back to their communities. 
This is in direct opposition to what Holt-Giménez and Shattuck explain as the “corporate-driven 
food enterprise” that is “anchored in ideologies of economic liberalism and free-market 
fundamentalism” (Holt Giménez, Shattuck 2011 p.116). This is because the projects a) are not 
rooted in producing food for economic gain, and b) have been established for the benefit of all, 
rather than for the few. All three projects have an open door policy in regards to who can join in 
the gardening activities, with Odla Tillsammans Brunnshög being the most “common” since the 
garden is located in an open field and welcomes anyone at any time to garden and harvest the 
fruits, vegetables, and herbs (Figure 3 below). The spaces themselves may not have been created 
in direct response to local neo-liberal or capitalist driven policies (in fact they all have been 
supported in some capacity by Lund Municipality), but their proliferation and utilization by the 
public indicates a growing reaction against the embedding of capital accumulation (aka 
commodification of food products) within the global food system. 
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Figure 3 - The garden at Odla Tillsammans Brunnshög (photo by author) 

Accumulation by dispossession 
Capitalist survival is dependent on the reinvestment of surpluses, and finding new vehicles for 
this surplus is fundamental to the process of accumulation by dispossession. Whether through 
cultural appropriation or through the “cannabilization of assets”, the methods by which capital 
surpluses are accumulated greatly affect social life at local, national, and global scales (Harvey 
2006). According to Harvey, “the appropriation of cultural histories as commodities to be 
consumed through tourism” has generated a large amount of business for those who have the 
ability to dispossess and exploit someone else’s cultural artefacts (Harvey 2006 p.92), of which 
food could easily be used an example. Strengthening one’s cultural identity and not letting it 
succumb to appropriation is an integral part of UA projects around the globe that emphasize the 
connection between food and culture in their activities. With the projects in Lund there was 
unfortunately no indication of this in particular, however there were many opportunities 
observed specifically in the Ett Grönare Lund project. On one of the group’s meeting days, youth 
participants and volunteers were asked to bring food dishes from home, and a few of the children 
brought dishes that were based on recipes from their family’s country of origin. This would have 
been a great starting point for a brief discussion about food as an important part of culture, as 
well as the importance of keeping various cultures’ traditions alive after relocating to a new area 
of the world. Without this, there is a risk of loosing an important part of a person’s cultural 
identity, as well as letting that identity become appropriated and commodified. When speaking 
about the potential of more UA projects, Shuman notes that “a nation’s food system is rooted 
deeply in its history, culture, diet, and land-use policies” (Shuman 2004 p.176), all combining 
together to create opportunities for maintaining a diverse food system. However, Laycock from 
the Radish Trädgård project expressed a concern about the co-opting of these types of projects 
by higher classes whose interests could potentially overshadow the traditional location of UA in 
communities who are struggling with food insecurity issues (Laycock 2012). This reflects 
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Harvey’s concern about factions within the capitalist system seizing “opportunities to 
appropriate assets of others (such as farmers or industrialists)” in order to gain “the power to 
devalue them and even destroy them” (Harvey 2006 p.94). Although Harvey is speaking on a 
much more larger scale, it is nevertheless a relevant concern that UA projects that were 
originally intended to be spaces for the common good would be turned into spaces subjected to 
market valuation. Although the UA projects in Lund are not actively responding to accumulation 
by dispossession (whether because of their geographical location or other reasons), there is 
potential to raise awareness of the issue in order to maintain these spaces for not only the 
physical common good, but also for the cultural common good. 
Capital accumulation in space and time (fundamental characteristics of capital accumulation) 
As noted in the previous paragraph, capitalism is driven by a reinvestment of surpluses. However 
it also involves many other complex strategies and tools that serve its fundamental goal of 
accumulating more capital. While a discussion of each of these would go well beyond the scope 
of this paper, it is important to note them in order to better frame the conditions Harvey is 
referring to. They include the notion of growth/expansion as a necessity, the exploitation of 
living labour in production, the natural occurrence of class struggle (but in a non-threatening 
manner), technological change, the contradiction and instability of the system, the inevitability of 
crises, and the devaluation of surpluses if they are not reinvested (Harvey 2006 p.95). The UA 
projects in Lund are counteracting many of these strategies and tools by attempting to take 
control of the production of a common good (food), while at the same time providing space for 
the creation of new strategies and tools that could potentially challenge the current system. This 
was observed specifically in the Ett Grönare Lund project where both the youth and the 
volunteers were encouraged to adopt a democratic process to decision-making and problem 
solving. Additionally, project manager Linder expressed the importance of changing people’s 
perception of what makes a city beautiful through projects like the garden at Linero (Linder 
2012), exemplifying the alternative to the stark separation between urban and rural land uses. At 
the Odla Tillsammans Brunnshög, project manager Jannson noticed a marked change in the way 
people view food as those involved with the garden realized that the best way to get “organic, 
local, tasty, healthy and gourmet” food is to grow it themselves (Jansson 2012). The control of 
living labour in production (in this situation) is returned to the consumer, which can additionally 
lead to more awareness of surpluses and their value due to the time and weather-sensitive nature 
that food gardening requires. Those involved with the Radish Trädgård hoped to “build resilience 
into the Lund food system” (Laycock 2012), which would directly challenge the contradictory 
and unstable nature of the current system as well as address the issue of constantly needing to 
expand and grow in order to consistently create a capital surplus. Reliance provides a system 
with the capacity to “absorb disturbance and reorganize while undergoing change so as to still 
retain essentially the same function, structure and feedbacks, and therefore identity” (Folke et al. 
2010), whereas the current policies and practices of the market emphasize unabated growth by 
setting up “innumerable points for the extraction of value and surplus value” (Harvey 2006 p.97). 
Furthermore, the minor challenges faced by the UA groups in regards to dealing with Lund 
municipality indicate that the municipality recognizes the importance of strengthening the local 
economy (whether economically, socially, or culturally) through UA projects. In fact, the 
municipality requested from the Radish Trädård group a handbook about how to start similar UA 
projects in the future (Laycock 2012), recognizing the variety of benefits these projects can bring 
to the city such as self-reliance, job creation, and a reduction in CO2 emissions due to less food 
miles traveled (Shuman 2004). In fact, Lund Municipality approached Odla Tillsammans 
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Brunnshög project manage Jansson to start the garden, and there is an even larger garden 
currently in the planning phase nearby that will also include workshops, a greenhouse, and a 
variety of activities for gardening groups (Jansson 2012). Therefore, along with the municipality, 
all the UA groups in Lund are doing their part to protect their space (albeit mostly small in size) 
from the fundamental characteristics of capital accumulation, in turn preserving pockets of the 
city for people who are subverting (whether aware of it or not) the global food system. 
Political, social, class (or other) struggles at a variety of scales 
This section of Harvey’s theory examines “the varying character of social struggles in relation to 
the other three elements within the theoretical structure”, and in doing so, their role as 
determinants of uneven geographical development can potentially be revealed (Harvey 2006 
p.109-110). Lund’s UA projects do experience such struggles, although on a much less dramatic 
scale than what Harvey is discussing and within a unique context due to the economic and 
political climate of both the municipality and the nation of Sweden. Specifically, there is an on-
going discourse about the expansion of Lund Municipality in the Brunnshög district where the 
Odla Tillsammans Brunnshög garden is, and it has garnered much opposition from people who 
think the development is unneeded and will reduce the amount of valuable, highly fertile 
agricultural land (Jansson 2012). Although the future at the moment is unclear for Brunnshög, 
the active participation of local residents who value the land as space for agricultural activities 
can be perceived as disapproval for development practices that are rooted in capitalistic gain. 

Benefits of UA Projects – Towards a RTTC movement? 
Although the number and types of benefits varied throughout the projects (mainly because of the 
different scales of the projects and where they are located), one stood out as being the most 
beneficial and experienced by all projects: social interaction. This will be elaborated on further in 
the discussion and conclusion section of this paper. Other benefits were as follows: 

• Inspiration for future projects (all projects) 
• Empowerment - personal and ability to grow food (Ett Grönare Lund and Odla 

Tillsammans Brunnshög) 
• Learning from and about the democratic process (Ett Grönare Lund and Radish Trädgård) 
• Curiosity about farming in the city (Odla Tillsammans Brunnshög) 
• Health, exercise (Odla Tillsammans Brunnshög) 

The specific benefits that the UA projects in Lund experienced were alongside the broader 
benefit of transforming the way people view and utilize common space in the city. Harvey points 
out that the right to a city is “a common rather than an individual right since this transformation 
inevitably depends upon the exercise of a collective power to reshape the process of 
urbanization” (Harvey 2008 p.23). Urban agriculture projects in Lund appear to be achieving this 
urban reshaping through their literal transformation of space as well as via the relationships they 
are forming with Lund municipality. Each UA group had direct contact with either one or more 
municipal employees, and although there were problems that each group encountered, they were 
fairly minor and eventually solved (for example: communication issues, waiting for soil to be 
tilled, inconsistency with approval of projects). The spaces themselves where these gardens are 
located play an important role in increasing visibility of not only the UA projects but also of 
challenging the definition of what is urban and what is rural. The fact that these projects are in 
public, sometimes highly visible spaces can be in stark contrast to what Harvey describes as the 
growing spatial form of cities: “fortified fragments, gated communities and privatized public 
spaces kept under constant surveillance” (Harvey 2008 p.32). Harvey believes that this spatial 
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disconnection makes it difficult to sustain “ideals of identity, citizenship and belonging”, 
especially when the “spreading malaise of a neoliberal ethic” is added to the mix (Harvey 2008 
p.32). In contrast, many of the UA projects specifically promote ideals of democracy and 
belonging, therefore creating the potential to overcome challenges both internally and externally 
and to continue to challenge the notion of what common public space should be used for. 
However, for these spaces to become resistant to the broader consequences of neoliberal policies 
and practices they will most certainly need to adopt more political and/or social positions. As 
Harvey puts it, “while these public spaces and public goods contribute mightily to the qualities of 
the commons, it takes political action on the part of citizens and the people to appropriate them 
or to make them so” (Harvey 2012 p.73). With the UA projects in Lund, the potential is certainly 
there for more appropriation for the common good and further movement towards taking back 
their right to utilize public space for a common benefit. 
 

 
Figure 4 - The Radish Trädgård (photo taken by author) 

Discussion and Conclusion 
The specific political climate of a city or region can play a large role in starting and maintaining 
projects that have a social, economic, and environmental impact (whether positive or negative). 
Harvey speaks specifically about how this climate can lead to or deter uneven geographical 
development, and his working theory that explains this type of development points specifically to 
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aspects of the capitalist system (and its associated practices) and neoliberal policies that can lead 
to this. In the case of Lund, Sweden, urban agriculture (UA) projects have been started and 
maintained not necessarily as a direct response to these policies and practices, but instead to 
provide a common space for residents to participate in a socially, economically, and 
environmentally meaningful activity. That being said, the projects themselves and the people 
who are involved in the UA groups are indirectly affecting many of the mechanisms that serve to 
uphold the current system and associated ideologies. Whether addressing issues of the global 
food system or teaching youth about the importance of democratic participation, the gardens 
themselves are providing space for people to question and challenge the status quo in indirect 
and direct ways. By overcoming and continuing to challenge barriers such as management 
issues, they are paving the way for more community food production in the city, and the 
forthcoming community garden handbook by members of the Radish Trädgård is a perfect 
example. Additionally, the broader impact of the projects is evidenced by the public visibility of 
the projects and their thought-provoking use of urban space. This use of space for common food 
production challenges the relationship that urbanization and capitalism have shared (and 
continue to share) by putting the production and consumption processes back into the hands of 
urban citizens and restricting the movement of capital surpluses that both urbanization and 
capitalism need to rely on for their survival. 

Sowing the seeds of society 
Overwhelmingly the most beneficial outcome of all the UA projects in Lund (according to the 
interviews, survey, and personal observations) has been the ability of the projects to connect 
people in a social way. This is extremely important if the above-mentioned challenges and 
barriers will continue to be faced. Even more so, the spaces themselves have the potential to 
become larger spaces (symbolically speaking) of social and political action that could further 
challenge how, where, and for whom food is produced and, more importantly, who has the right 
to determine how such spaces are used within the city. Life giving services such as food 
production and potentially life changing social and political action should not be mutually 
exclusive because “if food movements can play a radical role in food regime change, they may 
go a long way towards driving the social transformations needed to ensure broader systemic 
changes” (Holt Giménez, Shattuck 2011 p.137). Harvey would more than likely agree that, at the 
very least, challenging the current system is needed, but it is up to the people within spaces such 
as those provided by the UA projects in Lund to rise to the occasion. 
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