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Interviews with farmers

Farm Questionnaire WP 2

Germany 15

Fra nce 15 A. General Information
. Date of the interview:

AU Strla 14 Name of person(s) performing the interview:

Italy 14 Name of the interviewed person:

Switzerland 21 Telephone number:

Name of the farm:

Location of the farm:
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¢ GPS coordinates (main building of the farm, if not already available):

¢ (Onwhich altitude (m above sea) is your main farm: et m
The farm
How large is the utilized agricultural area: ........... ha
How much arable land you have presently; .......... ha Of which is rented ............ ha
How much permanent grassland you have............ ha Of which is rented ............ ha
How much of your agricultural areas are 18-35 % steep:_........c....r...... N@
How much of your agricultural areas are over 35 % steep:_................. ha

What is your farm type?



Main type of production

Specialist milk
Specialist cattle rearing
Suckler cows

Specialist sheepand goats

Other
Mixed crops and livestock
Specialist pig / poultry farm Some farms
Specialist fattening combine
Specialist horticulture several
Specialist arable crops production
. types

% Interviewed farms 0%  10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

- milk production 61% (Germany leader 93%)

- cattle rearing 25% (most of them located in Italy)

- Combined cattle milk, rearing and fattening 16% (most of them in
Austria)

- sheep and goats 13% (most of them in France)

- specialists pig and poultry 6% (all of them in Switzerland)



Adoption of agri-environment measures in 2014

[1;2] means for example 1 or 2 measures adopted on the farm



Adoption of agri-environment measures in 2014 per

country
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The latter three have often very specific measures.
- 37 % have contracted result-oriented measures (only Switzerland, France).



Economic interest

40

- Economic interest is of high importance for the large majority of

farmers



Preservation of natural environment and natural
heritage as motivation for being involved in agri-
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- Preservation of natural environment and natural heritage is of high
importance for the large majority of farmers



‘Because other colleagues are engaged to
for being involved in agri-envi

="
o
=)
=
")
=)
=

as motivation
measures

- Engagement in agri-environment measures does not depend on
what colleagues are doing.



Result-oriented measures



Farmers’ statements garding potential disadvantages



Farmers’ statements garding potential disadvantages



Farmers’ statements garding potential disadvantages



Farmers’ statements garding potential disadvantages



Farmers’ statements regarding potential disadvantages
t

with the implementation of result-oriented measures
Although quite a lot of different constraints and potential
problems were mentioned by farmers,

58 % stated that they would prefer a result-oriented approach
27 % favoured the measure-oriented approach

6 % have an equal preference for both approaches.



sult-oriented measures can

ed more easily

Farmers’ opinions about if

re
be implement

EE

en

40‘

- A bit more than 50 % see a more easy implementation (compared to
action-oriented)
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Farmers’ opinions about if result-oriented measures give
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- Majority see more flexibility to adapt measures
-



Farmers’ opinions about if the esult-oriented approach

- Majority see promotion of efficient biodiversity

management
e



Farmers’ opinions about that is more easier to control
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of farms

- Different viewpoints about controllability



Farmers’ opinions about the statement that if results
en loss of

canhot be achieved due to external reasons
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- Loss of payments due to external reasons would be

perceived as unfair by less farmers answering this question
-



Farmers’ opinions the result-oriented measures can
potentially provide more income
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- Different opinions about providing more income



Farmers’ own suggestions for result-oriented measures

 Many farmers stated that they have difficulties to answer this
question.

e Many did not respond, e.g. all Swiss farmers as they stated that
they already have different result-oriented measures.

 Many farmers stated measures which would be typical for the
action-oriented approach.

Only few propositions of farmers for result-oriented measures:

- Resuit-oriented measures for animali biodiversity (bees,
earthworms, birds... )

- Meadows (temporary grassland): impose a minimum number of
species

- Plant species-rich meadows

- Have more different species on the farm
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Typology of farmers

® An analysis of the questions related to:

- Farmers’ vision of their role in the protection of
the environment

- Farmers’ motivations to be involved in agri-
environment measures

e A ranking based on the identification of the factor or
the combination of factors underlying the farmers’
vision and motivation



Farmers’ vision of their role in the protection of the

environment

lllll - 8

Committed to
actively take

Nature . _
protection as part in projects
a part of related to the

, environment
farmers’ role

Production of agricultural
goods as a main goal




Farmers’ motivations to engage in agri-environment

measures

Environmental
conviction

Economic
« benefits »
of AEM

Social recognition of
farming and farmer’s role

subscription




Vision of their role in the
protection of the environment

Committed
Nature
Motivation
to subscribe
. AEM
Indifferent

subscribtion Environmental Social Comglex Economic & Economic
Environmental

Production



Vision of their role in the
protection of the environment
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Legend : @ Austria; @ France; BGermany; Altaly; @Switzerland




Vision of their role in the
protection of the envirgnme
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Vision of their role in the
protection of the environment

Committed
Profile 1:
Nature and biodiversity
preservation as a
central element of farm
management
(18 farmers) Nature
Motivation
to subscribe
Indifferent AEM

subscribtion Environmental Social Comgdlex Eco_nomlc& Economic
Environmental

Production



Vision of their role in the
protection of the envir

Committed

Profile 2:
Preservation of nature as
part of the farmer’s role
and potentially taking an
advantage of it
(27 farmers)

Nature
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Vision of their role in the
protection of the environment
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Vision of their role in the
protection of the environment

Committed

Motivation
to subscribe
AEM

No
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Profile §:

A balanded vision
of their role in
nature
protectign but no
involvement in
agri-environment
measures

(9 farmgrs)
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Farmers’ profiles and prefered measure approach

- Farmers of profiles 3 and 4 would prefer result oriented measures

—> rarmers Ot ProTiles 1 and Z are more palanced (close 10 The proportion
of the whole sample)

- No clear tendancy for profile 5 (agri-environment measures is not
important for them)




Conclusions

e A bit more than half of the farmers would prefer result-
oriented measures.

e Many see a lot of constraints:
- risk of not obtaining results
- transition period without subsidies
- measures for temporary meadows?
- bureaucracy

 Many farmers see with the result-oriented approach
potential easier implementation, more flexibility to adapt
measures, and efficient management of biodiversity on
their farms.



Conclusions

 Farmers’ vision about their role in biodiversity
conservation and their attitude towards AEM is important
for the design of future agri-environment
measures

e Many farmers would favour different types of
grassland management on the farm to
improve biodiversity conservation, but they have
difficulties to provide own suggestions for result-oriented
measures.

 Farmers would need advice, support or training to
implement biodiversity measures.
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