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Figure 2: ‘Triggers’ for on-farm innovation
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Source: Agrilink Survey Data.

Figure 3: Number of different sources of advice when assessing an innovation
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Source: AgriLink Survey Data.

Figure 3, most farmers reported only
one or two sources of advice. ‘Droppers
(who had ceased to implement or use
the innovation) often had the smallest

)

number of advice sources.

Many advisors identified by farmers
would not traditionally be considered
‘advisors’” (i.e. public or private
independent advisors). They were
often linked to the provision of services
(e.g. input supply, financial services).
For example, Figure 4 shows that the
private sector (particularly machinery
suppliers) were most commonly
identified by farmers as important
sources of advice on technological
innovations (e.g. precision-farming,
robotic milking). Public advisory
services play a very weak role, with the
exception of Poland, where local
public advisory services complement
other sources of advice. Farm business
organisations (FBO) were particularly
important in France.

Few of these advisors formally charge
their services to farmers. Instead, costs

Figure 4: Sources of advice on
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service advice has not been developed .

in response to farmers’ direct market

demands for advice. This is true for both Others Private Advisory

independent and linked advisors. Family Private Sector
Informal

The call for European farmers to Spedialist RO Sector

innovate uncovered the failure of Farmers Public Advisory

privatising farm advice. Privatisation NGO

did not trigger the supply of
professional pluralistic farm advice
demanded by innovation. As shown
by AgriLink, innovation advice tends
to be scarce and provided by

non-formal sources. Also, it appears
to be limited to farmers able and
willing to pay for knowledge-
intensive advisory services.
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