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TOPICS OF SURVEY #3:

> FARMING CONTEXT

> FARMERS’ AWARENESS ON IPM

> CULTURAL PRACTICES: FARM LEVEL
> CULTURAL PRACTICES: CROP LEVEL

> SELF-EVALUATION: PERCEPTION
OF CHANGES

NUMBER OF
FARMS

30

PARTICIPANT COUNTRIES

BELGIUM, GREECE,
PORTUGAL, SLOVENIA,
SPAIN




Main cultivarsin
participating countries

100%
90%
80%
70% HNA
60% B Yuhk
50% B Treixadura
0% M Soultanina
30% m Mulcher
20% m Albarifio
10%

0%

Belgium Greece Portugal Slovenia Spain

Each country is specialised in a particular cultivar.




Farmers’' awarenessonliPM

13

CHANGES IN MOTIVATION CAUSES OF CHANGES IN PERCEPTION

Other sources of information that have been driving changes

During the last 4 years, farmers' motivation to decrease I _
pesticide use has: in farmers' perception of IPM and pesticides:

During the last 4 years, farmers' motivation to adopt _ ‘ ® |PM Resource Toolbox
IPM has: .

Contracts for my productions

B Decreased Slightly decreased Not change B Slightly increased B Increased
Development of direct

marketing or short market chain
m Changes in regulation

CONTRIBUTION FROM HUB COACHES AND OTHER FARMS

m Advisory services

The IPMWORKS hub coach and other farmers of the

IPMWQORKS group played a role in the change in I _

farmers' perception of IPM and pesticides:

m Societal pressure

m Others

B Not at all true Not really true Intermediate W Rather true W Fully true

Farmer’'s motivation increase to reduce pesticide use and adopt IPM.
Interest of hub coach and other farms in changing the farmers’ perception of IPM and pesticide use.

Importance of IPM resource toolbox, changes in regulation, advisory services and societal pressure in changing
the farmers’ perception of IPM and pesticide use.




Cultural practices: farmlevel

CHANGES IN CULTURAL PRACTICES AT THEFARM LEVEL

During the last years, farmers changed their spraying

treatments:

During the last years, farmers changed their spraying

equipment so as to reduce doses or amount of pesticides _

applied:
During the last years, farmers adapted the landscape

around their vineyards to favour biodiversity and attract _

beneficial organisms:

W Not at alltrue  m Not reallytrue  mIntermediate ® Rathertrue B Fully true

Half of farmers adapted the landscape around their vineyards to favour biodiversity and change their spraying
equipment.




Cultural practices:croplevel [p|

CHANGES IN CULTURAL PRACTICES AT THE CROP LEVEL works=~

During the last years, farmers tolerated more diseases in their vineyard:

During the last years, farmers tolerated more pests in their vineyard:

During the last years, farmers tolerated more weeds in their vineyard:

During the last years, farmers developed further the use of DSS:

During the last years, farmers developed further grape camouflage (Kaolin...):

During the last years, farmers developed further Hormone like bait (poison released only to
attracted insects):

During the last years, farmers developed further Trunk treatment (glue/lime):

During the last years, farmers developed further insect mass trapping (chemotrophic/
biological attraction):

During the last years, farmers developed further mating disruption:

During the last years, farmers developed further Biocontrol solutions (release of biocontrol
agents):

During the last years, farmers changed pruning to reduce pest/disease pressure:

During the last years, farmers changed canopy management (leaf plucking, dishudding...) to
reduce pest/disease pressure:

During the last years, farmers changed fertilisation to decrease pest/weed/ disease pressure:

During the last years, farmers changed under-row management to reduce herbicides:

During the last years, farmers changed between-rows soil management/cover to enhance
biodiversity:

During the last years, farmers changed between-rows soil management/cover to reduce
herbicides:

B Not at all true  ®m Not really true  ®Intermediate B Rather true B Fully true

More tolerance to weeds.
Half of farmers use more DSS and change fertilisation and canopy, under-row and between-row management.

No further tolerance to diseases and pests.
No further grape camouflage, hormone like bait, trunk treatment and insect mass trapping.




Self-evaluation i’PM

PESTICIDE USE DEPENDING ON THE COUNTRY works~

During the last years, herbicide use (frequency, doses)
has:

Spain
Slovenia
Portugal

Greece
Belgium

M Increased mSlightlyincreased ™ Notchange mSlightly decreased ™ Decreased

During the last years, chemical Fungicide use (frequency, During the last years, chemical Insecticide use (frequency,
dose) has: doses) has:

S /a1 I eEte @ ..

S| O\ 1y Slovenia I
P Ot L1 || 1P O L1 22 | 10
(G & C e Greece |

B 1 g L | B | g L 1
M Increased m Slightly increased m Not change mSlightly decreased ™ Decreased B Increased M Slightly increased ™ Not change B Slightly decreased B Decreased

Tendency of less use of pesticides (herbicide, fungicide and insecticide) during the study,
although there is some variation between the type of pesticide and countries.
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WEED PROBLEMS

Increased
Slightly increased

Did not change

Weed problems

Slightly decreased

Decreased

Decreased Did notchange Increased
Herbicide use (frequency, doses)

Slightly less weed problems when
herbicide useis reduced.

Self-evaluation

. DISEASE PROBLEMS

Increased
Slightly increased
Did not change

Slightly decreased
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Decreased

Decreased Did notchange Increased
Chemical Fungicide use (frequency, dose)

Slightly less disease problems
when fungicide use is reduced.
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f v PEST PROBLEMS
Increased +

Did not change |

Slightly increased —|— T
I

Slightly decreased

Decreased —I—

Decreased Did notchange Increased
Chemical Insecticide use (frequency, doses)

Invertebrate pest problems

Slightly less pest problems when
insecticide use is reduced.




Increased

Slightlyincreased

Did not change

PPP costs

Slightly decreased

Decreased

Decreased Did notchange Increased
Chemical PPP use (frequency, dose)

No change in PPP costs when
pesticide use is reduced.

Self-evaluation

Equipment costs

-

ﬁ EQUIPMENT COSTS > L SALARY COSTS

Increased Increased ‘ .
Slightly increased » Slightlyincreased .
)
(7]
o
. (8] .
Did not change > Did not change ‘ .
5]
Slightly decreased A Slightly decreased . ‘
Decreased Decreased ‘
Decreased Did not change Increased Decreased Did not change Increased
Chemical PPP use (frequency, dose) Chemical PPP use (frequency, dose)
o [ ] o
Non change in equipment costs No change in salary costs when

when pesticide use is reduced. pesticide use is reduced.




Self-evaluation

YIELDS @ WORKLOAD A PROFITABILITY

Increased Increased '

=
Increased S
S
g Fy
Slightly increased © Slightly increased = Slightlyincreased .
o
2 £ g
E Did not change g_ Did not change "é Did not change .
> 5 o
Slightly decreased E Slightly decreased g Slightly decreased . .
2 [
Decreased -E Decreased Decreased ‘
=
Decreased Did notchange Increased Decreased Did notchange Increased Decreased Did notchange Increased
Chemical PPP use (frequency, dose) Chemical PPP use (frequency, dose) Chemical PPP use (frequency, dose)
(] (] o o o o o og®
No change in yield when pesticide No change in work load when No change in profitability when

use is reduced. pesticide use is reduced. pesticide use is reduced.
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