
Merit based income from sustainable
land management in mountain farming

Farmers’ perceptions and 
motivations regarding result‐

oriented measures 

Alexander Wezel, Audrey Vincent, and the Merit team

Department of Agroecology and Environment, Dept. of Social Sciences, 
ISARA Lyon, France

User forum ‐ Vienna 13 October 2015



Study areas

Carinthia (AT)Upper Allgäu (DE)

E t lb h d LEntelbuch and  Lucerne 
Hinterland (CH)

South Tyrol (IT)

Das Bild kann nicht angezeigt werden. Dieser Computer verfügt möglicherweise über zu wenig Arbeitsspeicher, um das Bild zu öffnen, oder das Bild ist beschädigt. Starten Sie den Computer neu, und öffnen Sie dann erneut die Datei. Wenn weiterhin das rote x angezeigt wird, müssen Sie das Bild möglicherweise löschen und dann erneut einfügen.

Vercors (FR)



Interviews with farmers

Germany 15
France 15
Austria 14
Italy 14Italy 14
Switzerland 21

Total: 79



Main type of production 

Some farms 
combine 
several 

% Interviewed farms

production 
types

- 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)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 
countrycountry

‐ Agri‐environmental measure contracts per farm quite divers:
French and Italians have less than German, Austrian and Swiss on average. 
Th l tt th h ft ifiThe latter three have often very specific measures.
‐ 37 % have contracted result‐oriented measures (only Switzerland, France).



Economic interest
as motivation for being involved in agri‐environmentas motivation for being involved in agri environment 

measures

‐ Economic interest is of high importance for the large majority of g p g j y
farmers



Preservation of natural environment and natural 
heritage as motivation for being involved in agri‐heritage as motivation for being involved in agri

environment measures

P ti f t l i t d t l h it i f hi h‐ Preservation of natural environment and natural heritage is of high 
importance for the large majority of farmers



‘Because other colleagues are engaged too’
as motivation for being involved in agri environmentas motivation for being involved in agri‐environment 

measures

‐ Engagement in agri‐environment measures does not depend on g g g p
what colleagues are doing.



Result oriented measuresResult‐oriented measures



Farmers’ statements regarding potential disadvantages 
with the implementation of result oriented measureswith the implementation of result‐oriented measures
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Farmers’ statements regarding potential disadvantages 
with the implementation of result oriented measureswith the implementation of result‐oriented measures

Although quite a lot of different constraints and potential 

problems were mentioned by farmersproblems 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.q p pp



Farmers’ opinions about if result‐oriented measures can 
be implemented more easilybe implemented more easily 

b h l ( d‐ A bit more than 50 % see a more easy implementation (compared to 
action‐oriented)



Farmers’ opinions about if result‐oriented measures give 
more flexibility to adapt measures on farmsmore flexibility to adapt measures on farms

‐Majority see more flexibility to adapt measures



Farmers’ opinions about if the result‐oriented approach 
promotes more direct and efficient management ofpromotes more direct and efficient management of 

biodiversity on farms 

‐Majority see promotion of efficient biodiversity 
management



Farmers’ opinions about that is more easier to control 
implementation of result oriented measuresimplementation of result‐oriented measures 

‐ Different viewpoints about controllability



Farmers’ opinions about the statement that if results 
cannot be achieved due to external reasons then loss ofcannot be achieved due to external reasons then loss of 

payments would be unfair to farmer

‐ 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 incomepotentially provide more income

‐ Different opinions about providing more income



Farmers’ own suggestions for result‐oriented measures

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

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

Only few propositions of farmers for result‐oriented measures:

R lt i t d f i l bi di it (b‐ Result‐oriented measures for animal biodiversity (bees, 
earthworms, birds... )

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

‐ Plant species‐rich meadows
‐ Have more different species on the farm



Farmers’ perception of biodiversityFarmers  perception of biodiversity
conservation and their motivations to 
engage in agri‐environment measures

23



Typology of farmers

 An analysis of the questions related to:
Farmers’ vision of their role in the protection of‐ Farmers  vision of their role in the protection of 
the environment

‐ Farmers’ motivations to be involved in agri‐g
environment measures

 A ranking based on the identification of the factor or 
th bi ti f f t d l i th f ’the combination of factors underlying the farmers’ 
vision and motivation



Farmers’ vision of their role in the protection of the 
environmentenvironment

Committed to 

Nature 
protection as 

21
325

actively take
part in projects
related to thea part of 

farmers’ role 6 1
18

related to the 
environment

5

Production of agricultural 
goods as a main goal



Farmers’ motivations to engage in agri‐environment 
measuresmeasures

Environmental
conviction

Economic
b fit

12

79

« benefits » 
of AEM8 4

19

9
9

Social recognition of 
farming and farmer’s role

N

9

No 
subscription



Vision of their role in the 
protection of the environment

Committed

Motivation 
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to subscribe
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Indifferent

Environmental Social Economic & 
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EconomicComplex
No 
subscribtion

Production
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Legend :    Austria;     France;    Germany;    Italy;    Switzerland



Vision of their role in the 
protection of the environment

Committed

Profile 1Profile 1 
Profile 2 
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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

Motivation 
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g
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Vision of their role in the 
protection of the environment

Committed
Profile 2:

Preservation of nature as 
part of the farmer’s role
and potentially taking an 

advantage of it

Motivation 

Nature
advantage of it
(27 farmers)
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Vision of their role in the 
protection of the environment

Committed

Motivation 

Nature

to subscribe
AEM

Indifferent

Environmental Social Economic & 
Environmental

EconomicComplex
No 
subscribtion

Profile 3: 
Agricultural production as a main

Production

Agricultural production as a main 
objective but an involvement in 
actions having a social and 

i l di ienvironmental dimension
(8 farmers) 



Vision of their role in the 
protection of the environment

Committed

Motivation 
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EconomicComplex
No 
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Profile 4: Maintaining the 

Production

g
farm as main goal. 
Biodiversity preservation as 
a possible waya possible way
(15 farmers)



Vision of their role in the 
protection of the environment

Committed

Profile 5: 
A balanced vision 
of their role in 
nature 

b

Motivation 

Natureprotection but no 
involvement in 
agri‐environment
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AEM

Indifferent

measures
(9 farmers)

Environmental Social Economic & 
Environmental

EconomicComplex
No 
subscribtion

Production



Farmers’ profiles and prefered measure approach

 Farmers of profiles 3 and 4 would prefer result oriented measures
 Farmers of profiles 1 and 2 are more balanced (close to the proportion 

of the whole sample)
 No clear tendancy for profile 5 (agri environment measures is not No clear tendancy for profile 5 (agri‐environment measures is not 

important for them)



Conclusions
• A bit more than half of the farmers would prefer result‐
oriented measures.

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

M f ith th lt i t d h• Many farmers see with the result‐oriented approach 
potential easier implementation, more flexibility to adapt 
measures and efficient management of biodiversity onmeasures, and efficient management of biodiversity on 
their farms.



Conclusions
• Farmers’ vision about their role in biodiversity 
conservation and their attitude towards AEM is important 
f h d i f f i ifor the design of future agri‐environment
measures

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