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¢ƘŜ CŀǊƳŜǊ ǿŀǎ ƳƻǘƛǾŀǘŜŘ ōȅ ŀ ŘŜǎƛǊŜ ǘƻ ǘǊŀƴǎŦŜǊ ΨŎǳǊƛƻǎƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ǘƻ ƻǘƘŜǊǎΩΦ IŜ ŀƭǎƻ ŀŘŘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ 

demonstrations provide the opportunity to see developments in agricultural machinery first hand and noted 

how economic benefit has never been a motivation for them.  

This is a win-win-

situation for both. Economic benefit has never been a motivation or reason of us! (Farmer)  

Programme Interviewee 1 noted how the Farmer (CS1), was naturally oriented to delivering demonstrations.  

[The Farmer has expressed a] keen interest since school days, has closely cooperated with the 

ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊΣ ŀƴŘ Ƙŀǎ ŎǳǊƛƻǎƛǘȅ ώΧϐ !ǎ ŀ ǘŜŀŎher at an agricultural school he also attaches 

importance to knowledge transfer for pupils. Social standing is no motivation. (Programme 

Interviewee 1) 

Programme Interviewees 2 and 3 reiterated the importance of a personal desire to want to deliver 

demonstrations, rather than a desire for financial benefit. In terms of tangible benefit, Programme Interviewee 

3 recognised how ς by becoming host farmers ς farmers expand their own network.  

Overall interest in plant production and in forwarding the information to colleagues. The focus is 

on personal conviction rather than economic benefit. Our water farmers only get 150 Euros for 

their activities. (Programme Interviewee 2)  

I can exclude economic benefit as a motivation. Host farmers want to expand their own 

knowledge, social standing in the region may be a reason too. Host farmers gain personal benefit 

due to close contact to advisers also beyond and above the agricultural holding. (Programme 

Interviewee 3)  

 

 

 



 

Programme Interviewee 1 suggested that the access to other farmers and the informal knowledge exchange 

associated with this, was a key motivation for farmers. The social aspect should not be underestimated either.  

The communication between the farmers and their exchange of knowledge could be a motivation 

factor. Last but not least the cosy get-together with food and beer in the end is a great trigger 

factor. (Programme Interviewee 1) 

The second Programme Interviewee highlighted the importance of content; particularly attractive for 

participants was the exhibition of machinery, as well as novel speakers.. By attending demonstration events, 

farmers can work towards their certificates of competence; which makes it  a significant motivation for 

participants.  

Technique (machinery exhibition) is a big trigger factor, interesting and new speakers, and 

confirmations for ÖPUL interventions or certificates of competence too. (Programme Interviewee 

2) 

 

Word-of-mouth advertising is the most effective way, agricultural journals and the newsletter 

from the agricultural chamber of Upper Austria are also used for advertising events. (Farmer) 

One of the Programme Interviewees noted the importance of differentiating the means of advertising and 

inviting participants. He noted that this needed to be tailored to the age of participants. Interestingly, the 

means of advertising were broad and varied.  

Depending on the age of the target audience the personal, printed invitation, for elder people, or 

a Facebook post, for the younger ones. The water farmers also use Email and send reminders via 

SMS or WhatsApp. Water farmers have to comply with a special number of participants that is 



targeted by the work group. Deductions are made in case of too less participants. (Programme 

Interviewee 2)  

Lƴ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ ǊŜŎǊǳƛǘƛƴƎ ǘǊŀŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭƭȅ ΨƘŀǊŘ ǘƻ ǊŜŀŎƘΩ ŦŀǊƳŜǊǎ ƻǊ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ ǘƘŜ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ ƻŦ ŎƻƳǇŜǘŜƴŎŜ 

(discussed above), meant that demonstrations had become of interest to all farmers, who needed to attend 

such events to achieve their certificate.  

We are successful with the certificate of competence, that farmers have to prove. Some pressure 

is put on the farmers because now they have to pass this kind of advanced training. (Programme 

Interviewee 3) 

For example pesticide residues are found in water. Therefore the rural government requires to 

advise farmers concerning stopping the application of a special pesticide and finding alternatives. 

I always try to keep in mind the present problems and topics. (Programme Interviewee 3)  

 

 

Some special issues are predominated by the host farmer and by the members of the working 

groups. The presented experiments need to have duration of at least 3 years. Another focus is on 

news and innovations, for example depending on new products for crop protection. Farmers 

want to become more familiar with them before using them. (Programme Interviewee 3) 

 

tŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀƴǘǎΩ ƛŘŜŀǎ ŀǊŜ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŘŜƳƻ ǎŜǘ-up. Results from an event in autumn for example 

are discussed with farmers, advisers and researchers. Their suggestions are taken into account 

for the follow-up event in spring. (Farmer) 

The Farmer reiterated how demonstration design was a product of cooperation between farmers and other 

stakeholders. This came through strongly in this Case Study.  

They are selected in cooperation between farmers, AGES, the agricultural chamber, the school 

ǘƘŀǘ LΩƳ ǘŜŀŎƘƛƴƎ ŀǘΣ ŀƴŘ ƳŜΦ ¢ƘŜ Ƴŀƛƴ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ƛǎ ǳǇ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊ ŀƴŘ ƳŜΦ /ǳǊǊŜƴǘ 

agricultural topics (e.g. pesticide residues in the groundwater) are presented and alternatives are 

stated. (Farmer) 



There was a similar emphasis on the inclusion of host farmers in the design of the overarching programme. 

Although it appears to be a democratic process, as Programme Interviewee 2 claimed ς ΨŀǇǇǊŜŎƛŀǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ 

Ƙƻǎǘ ŦŀǊƳŜǊ ƛǎ ƻŦ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴŎŜΣ ǘƘŜ Ƙƻǎǘ ŦŀǊƳŜǊ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ŎǊǳŎƛŀƭ ǇŀǊǘΩΦ  

Host farmers are always involved regardless of they are well known to our network or if they are 

newly recruited ones. (Programme Interviewee 3)  

On the one hand the topics are steered by the programme or network on the other hand the 

interest of the work group members, which is discussed at the annual meetings, is taken into 

account. Nevertheless not every wish can be satisfied. (Programme Interviewee 2)  

 

This choice is influenced by the host farmer, the consultant for agriculture of the agricultural 

chamber and myself. The approach should be as broad as possible.

 



Programme Interviewees 2 and 3 suggested that when groups are bigger, splitting the group into smaller 

groups was a useful tactic to facilitate discussion.  

The optimal group size is 30 people maximum. In case of more participants, they are split up in 

smaller groups, like at our field days. 15 to 20 people per group would be even more effective 

because than discussions arise but this is not feasible each time because a certain number of 

farmers has to be advised. (Programme Interviewee 2) 

I prefer 15 to 20 people per group. Above 20, smaller subgroups may split up and discuss a 

special issue. (Programme Interviewee 3) 

 

 

Prefer a combination of demonstrations and oral presentations. Also a machinery exhibition is 

part of our field days. Versatility is important, as well as food and drinks in the end. (Farmer) 

The most effective way is a balance between talk and practical activities. (Programme 

Interviewee 2)

We often meet in a restaurant for discussing before the field walks or also the other way round. 

The structure of the event also depends on the weather conditions. Farmers prefer evening 

events. Single presentations that are given in restaurants in front of a huge audience are less 

effective than events for small groups that are combined with field walks. (Programme 

Interviewee 3) 

The Farmer described a range of tools which he had found useful and was planning for future events. There 

ǿŀǎ ŀ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛǎ ƻƴ ΨƘŀƴŘǎ ƻƴΩ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘǎ ƻǊ ŀŎǘǳŀƭƭȅ ǎŜŜƛƴƎΣ ǎŎƻǇŜ ŦƻǊ ƻǇŜƴ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎƛƻƴ ƻǊ ŘƻƛƴƎ ǘƘƛƴƎǎ Ψƛƴ 

ǘƘŜ ŦƛŜƭŘΩΦ  

Question and answer sessions are most effective. Posters would be effective too. It is important 

to present topics directly in the field rather than at the meeting point in the machinery hall 

before the field walks. Hands-on tools or looking in a soil pit would be desirable for future 

planning. (Programme Interviewee 1)

 

Ǌȅ ǘƻ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊ ŜŀŎƘ ǇŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀƴǘΩǎ ǾƛŜǿΩΣ ŀƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ƴƻǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ƻŦǘŜƴ Ψƴƻǘ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ 

ŀǘ ŀ ŦƛŜƭŘ Řŀȅ ǿƛǘƘ Ƴŀƴȅ ǇŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀƴǘǎΩΦ IŜ ŘƛŘ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ŎƭŀƛƳ ǘƻ ΨŀǎǎǳƳŜ ǇŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀƴǘǎ ƘŀǾŜ ōŀǎƛŎ ƪƴƻǿƭedgeΩ 

about the demonstration topic.  

Two out of the three Programme Interviewees claimed to plan for variation. The both referenced the use of 

pre-ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŜǾŀƭǳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǇŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀƴǘǎΩ ƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ŀ ƴƻǾŜƭ ŀƴŘ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘΦ !ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘΣ 



both noted that this is not always possible at smaller events; this may be something to consider developing the 

provision for in the future.  

We partly plan for the variation in learning capacities. In single cases (e.g. a seminar concerning a 

new programme for the Austrian fertilisation plan) we evaluate participants` knowledge in 

advance. This is not possible for demonstration events / field days. (Programme Interviewee 2)  

In case of small course groups with a more diverse audience like pupils and farmers I ask 

participants to introduce themselves to ascertain their standard of knowledge. In case of our 

working groups I know about that in advance. Planning for the variation in learning capacities is 

not possible at big demo events. (Programme Interviewee 3)  

 

 

I offer my PowerPoint presentation as printed slides before the event and an overview table for 

pesticides as well as folders on topics like erosion, driftage, resistances, and weeds. The latter are 

available on the info desk. Information material is also available on our homepage. (Programme 

Interviewee 3) 

Actual information from our network and the agricultural chamber is available on an information 

desk at each demonstration event. These are brochures, information sheets, etc. Participants 

ŎƻƭƭŜŎǘ ǘƘŜƳ ōŜŦƻǊŜ ƻǊ ŀŦǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŜǾŜƴǘ ώΧϐ ǇǊƛƴǘŜŘ ƘŀƴŘƻǳǘǎ ŘƻƴΩǘ ǎƘƻw great effect because they 

ŀǊŜƴΩǘ ǊŜŀŘΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜΣ ǿŜ ŦƻŎǳǎ ƻƴ ƘŀǾƛƴƎ ŀ ŦŜǿ ōǳǘ ǇǊŜŎƛǎŜ ǇǊƛƴǘŜŘ ƳŀǘŜǊƛŀƭǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ Ƙƛƴǘ ǘƻ 

our email as well as downloads from our homepage. (Programme Interviewee 2)  

 

 



 

There were approximately 350 attendees at the event, of which 37 completed the pre and post 
survey.  

 

 

  

n° 
surveys 

agricul
tural 

master 
emplo

yee 
farm
er 

pu
pil retiree salesman  adviser 

farmer + 
apprentice

ship 

training 
centre + 

apprentice
ship unknown 

occupations 37 1 2 15 9 1 1 1 1 1 5 

working 
area  

33                   

local area 29 1 2 12 6 1 1   1   5 
not local 
area 

4     2 1     1       

gender 35                   

male 34 1 2 13 9 1 1 1 1 1 4 

female 1                   1 

age 36                   

18-30 24   2 10 9       1 1 1 

31-40 1     1               

41-50                     

51-60 7 1   2     1       3 

60+ 4     2   1   1       

 



 

 

 

Hands-on opportunities  

Other multisensorial experiences  

Discussion opportunities and negotiating conflicting points of view 
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I had the feeling that I could share my 

own knowledge as relevant 

information.

0 22 42 33    0

I asked participants to 

share some of their own 

background knowledge 

during the demo.

0 2/6 3/6 1/6 0

I asked at least one question during the 

demonstration .

I shared my own point of view at least 

once during the demonstration.

I encouraged the 

participants to formulate 

their own point of view 

during the demonstration.

0 0 5/6 1/6 0

I felt encouraged to ask questions 

during the demonstration.
0 11 53 28    0

I encouraged the 

participants to formulate 

questions during the 

demonstration.

0 0 3/6 3/6 0

When there were any discussions, I felt 

comfortable sharing my opinion.
0 19 42 22    11

participant answers

84% yes

68% yes

demonstrator answers
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In my opinion, there were interesting 

discussions during the demonstration.
6 8 47 33    6

In my opinion, there were 

interesting discussions 

during the demonstration.

0 1/6 3/6 2/6 0

If participants didn't agree with each 

other during discussions, somebody 

(demonstrator/other participant) tried to 

reach a consensus between them.

3 9 46 29    14

If participants didn't agree 

with each other during 

discussions, somebody 

(me or somebody else) 

tried to reach consensus 

between them.

0 2/6 4/6 0 0

participant answers demonstrator answers
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I felt actively involved during the whole 

demonstration process.
0 22 59 19    0

Were participants 

(farmers, advisers, 

researchers etc.) involved 

in the overall 

development of this 

demonstration? If yes, 

how?

I felt like the demonstration increased 

my ability to rely on myself as a farmer.
3 5 57 30    5

I could relate well to other participants 

(because they have an agricultural 

background similar to mine).

3 1 54 32    0
Most of the participants 

were well known to me.
0 2/6 4/6 0 0

A lot of the other participants are part of 

the same farmer network as me.
8 17 47 28    0

A lot of the participants are 

part of the same 

network as me.

0 2/6 4/6 0 0

I felt like I could trust the knowledge of 

(most of) the other participants.
3 19 33 42    3

The demonstration felt like an informal 

activity to me.
3 8 49 41    0

The demonstration felt like 

an informal activity to 

me.

0 0 2/6 4/6 0

I thought the host farm was comparable 

enough to my own farm.
0 28 39 31    3

I think the host farm was 

well suited for this demo.
0 0 0 6/6 0

I had the feeling the demonstrator was 

like one of us.
3 11 56 31    0

I had the feeling I could trust the 

demonstrators knowledge.
3 6 58 33    0

I got along very well with the 

demonstrator.
3 11 51 31    3

I got along well with the 

participants.
0 0 1/6 5/6 0

participant answers demonstrator answers

2/6 answered yes, by discussion 

and involvement in the planning of 

the demo event.



 

What would you ideally like to learn 

today?

what do you intend for 

the particpants to learn 

today?
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The demonstration met my 

expectations regarding what I wanted to 

learn.

3 8 50 39    0

I think participants have 

learnt what I intended 

them to learn.

0 0 1/6 5/6 0

The demonstration exceeded my 

expectations.
6 22 36 36    0

I tried to surprise 

participants with 

uncommon/new 

knowledge/new skill.

0 2/6 3/6 1/6 0

I felt surprised at some point(s) during 

the demonstration.
3 17 58 28    0

I felt surprised at some 

point(s) myself during the 

demonstration (e.g. by a 

question or discussion).

0 4/6 1/6 0 1/6

I obtained a clearer understanding of 

the topic(s) demonstrated.
3 8 58 31    0

I obtained a clearer 

understanding of the 

topic(s) myself.

0 3/6 2/6 0 1/6

I have the feeling I learned something 

new (knowledge, skill, practice, etc.).
3 8 58 31    0

I have the feeling I learned 

something new during this 

demo (from participants, 

discussion...).

0 1/6 4/6 0 1/6

I thought about how I could implement 

some of the ideas and practices on my own 

farm.

8 6 61 25    0

I reflected on my own 

point of view myself at 

some point during the 

demo.

0 3/6 2/6 1/6 0

I reflected on my own point of view at 

some point during the demonstration.
3 14 59 24    0

I encouraged participants 

to reflect on their own 

point of view during this 

demo.

0 1/6 4/6 1/6 0

I learnt about the principles underlying a 

practice.
3 11 56 25    6

I encouraged participants 

to reflect on their own 

situation sometime during 

this demo.

0 0 3/6 3/6 0

I thought about how we learn something 

new on demonstrations (e.g.: teaching 

methods).

6 21 44 26    3

I encouraged participants 

to reflect on how we  

learn something new on 

demonstrations. 

0 1/6 4/6 1/6 0

I thought about why I want to learn about 

the topic(s) of this demonstration.
3 26 43 23    6

I encouraged participants 

to reflect on why we are 

trying to learn about the 

topic of this demonstration

0 0 5/6 1/6 0

participant answers demonstrator answers

most answers contained: crop 

protection; effects of plant 

production products, 

experiments on and 

characteristics of varieties; 

drought on arable land,  tips, 

practice-oriented information 

and solutions, current situation 

in cereal production; results for 

experiments on sowing density; 

indicators for yield level; how to 

improve arable farming on the 

own farm

getting to know new products and 

new techniques in crop production; 

agricultural tools for the protection 

of soil and water; presentation of 

new varieties; practical experience



Participants: 

Demonstrator: 

Observed points of improvement 

Observed main strong points of the event: 



 





 



 

 

 

 



 

 

 Bio Austria 

 

ΨhǊƎŀƴƛǎŀǘƛƻƴ ŦŀǊƳŜǊΩ ƻǊ ǿƻǊƪƛƴƎ ƎǊƻǳǇ ƭŜŀŘŜǊΩǎ ǊƻƭŜ 

Advisers 

ActƻǊǎΩ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ  



Fibl  

Networking 

Other actors 

Host farmer  

!ŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ tǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŜ LƴǘŜǊǾƛŜǿŜŜ мΣ ǘƘŜ Ƙƻǎǘ ŦŀǊƳŜǊΩǎ ǊƻƭŜ ƛƴ ŀ ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘƛon may vary from 
some oral presentation to total absence. On the other hand Programme Interviewee 2, referred to a 
more actual role of host farmers. 

 
Host farmers are involved in case of bigger events, when preparing a pit with a soil profile 
for example aƴŘ ƎƛǾƛƴƎ ǎƻƳŜ ƻǊŀƭ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴΦ ώΧϐ Lǘ ƛǎ ǳǇ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ Ƙƻǎǘ ŦŀǊƳŜǊ ǘƻ ƻŦŦŜǊ 
which fields are visited during smaller field days. I have to decide if these experiments fit 
with the demonstration programme and I act as the demonstrator. The host farmer 
provides his fields for the event but does not necessarily have to be present. (Programme 
Interviewee 1) 

 
Host farmers are involved in individual demo activities as well as in the overall demo 
programme. Concerning field days, host farmers present experiments from our project but 
they also present other topics that are relevant on their farm. This programme is planned 
beforehand with the host farmer. (Programme Interviewee 2) 

 
Researchers, experts and companies 



Target Audience 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 



 

 

 



 



 

Only 8 farmers participated, which were all men who worked in the local area. There were only 8 
presumably due to the fact that this field day was right in the middle of harvest time. All of them 
completed the pre and post survey.  

 

  n° survey 
participants farmer farmer/pensioner pensioner 

occupations 8 6 1 1 

age 8       

18-30         

31-40 1 1     

41-50         

51-60 3 3     

60+ 4 2 1 1 

 



 

 

Hands-on opportunities  

Other multisensorial experiences  

Discussion opportunities and negotiating conflicting points of view 
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I had the feeling that I 

could share my own 

knowledge as relevant 

information.

0 1/8 6/8 1/8 0

I asked participants to share 

some of their own 

background knowledge 

during the demo.

1/2 1/2 0 0 0

I asked at least one 

question during the 

demonstration .

I shared my own point of 

view at least once during 

the demonstration.

I encouraged the 

participants to formulate 

their own point of view 

during the demonstration.

0 1/2 1/2 0 0

I felt encouraged to ask 

questions during the 

demonstration.

0 0 4/8 3/8 1/8

I encouraged the 

participants to formulate 

questions during the 

demonstration.

0 0 2/2 0 0

When there were any 

discussions, I felt 

comfortable sharing my 

opinion.

0 1/8 1/8 5/8 0

participant answers demonstrator answers

7/8 yes

5/6 yes
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In my opinion, there were 

interesting discussions 

during the demonstration.

0 0 6/8 2/8 0

In my opinion, there were 

interesting discussions 

during the demonstration.

0 0 1/2 1/2 0

If participants didn't 

agree with each other 

during discussions, 

somebody 

(demonstrator/other 

participant) tried to reach 

a consensus between 

them.

0 0 1/7 3/7 3/7

If participants didn't agree 

with each other during 

discussions, somebody (me 

or somebody else) tried to 

reach consensus between 

them.

0 1/2 1/2 0 0

participant answers demonstrator answers
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I felt actively involved 

during the whole 

demonstration process.

0 1/8 5/8 2/8 0

Were participants (farmers, 

advisers, researchers etc.) 

involved in the overall 

development of this 

demonstration? If yes, how?

I felt like the 

demonstration increased 

my ability to rely on 

myself as a farmer.

0 0 6/8 2/8 0

I could relate well to 

other participants 

(because they have an 

agricultural background 

similar to mine).

0 0 4/7 3/7 0
Most of the participants 

were well known to me.
0 1/2 1/2 0 0

A lot of the other 

participants are part of 

the same farmer 

network as me.

0 0 6/8 2/8 0

A lot of the participants are 

part of the same network 

as me.

0 1/2 1/2 0 0

I felt like I could trust the 

knowledge of (most of) 

the other participants.

0 0 5/8 2/8 1/8

The demonstration felt 

like an informal activity 

to me.

0 0 3/7 4/7 0
The demonstration felt like an 

informal activity to me.
0 0 1/2 1/2 0

I thought the host farm 

was comparable enough 

to my own farm.

1/7 1/7 3/7 2/7 0
I think the host farm was 

well suited for this demo.
0 0 1/2 1/2 0

I had the feeling the 

demonstrator was like 

one of us.

0 0 5/8 3/8 0

I had the feeling I could 

trust the demonstrators 

knowledge.

0 0 2/8 6/8 0

I got along very well with 

the demonstrator.
0 0 3/8 5/8 0

I got along well with the 

participants.
0 0 1/2 1/2 0

participant answers demonstrator answers

1 said no. The other 

one said yes, because 

of the coordination 

with the advice service 

of BioAustria.



What would you ideally 

like to learn today?

what do you intend for the 

particpants to learn today?

stro
n

g
ly

 d
isa

g
re

e
d

 

d
isa

g
re

e
d

 

a
g
re

e
d

stro
n

g
ly

 a
g
re

e
d

n
o

t a
p

p
lica

b
le

   stro
n

g
ly

 d
isa

g
re

e
d

 

d
isa

g
re

e
d

 

a
g
re

e
d

 

stro
n

g
ly

 a
g
re

e
d

 

n
o

t a
p

p
lica

b
le

 

The demonstration met 

my expectations 

regarding what I wanted to 

learn.

0 0 4/8 4/8 0

I think participants have 

learnt what I intended them 

to learn.

0 0 2/2 0 0

The demonstration 

exceeded my 

expectations.

0 2/8 4/8 2/8 0

I tried to surprise participants 

with uncommon/new 

knowledge/new skill.

0 1/2 0 1/2 0

I felt surprised at some 

point(s) during the 

demonstration.

0 1/8 5/8 2/8 0

I felt surprised at some 

point(s) myself during the 

demonstration (e.g. by a 

question or discussion).

0 1/2 1/2 0 0

I obtained a clearer 

understanding of the 

topic(s) demonstrated.

0 0 5/8 3/8 0

I obtained a clearer 

understanding of the topic(s) 

myself.

0 0 2/2 0 0

I have the feeling I learned 

something new 

(knowledge, skill, practice, 

etc.).

0 1/8 4/8 3/8 0

I have the feeling I learned 

something new during this 

demo (from participants, 

discussion...).

0 0 2/2 0 0

I thought about how I 

could implement some of 

the ideas and practices on 

my own farm.

0 0 4/8 4/8 0

I reflected on my own point 

of view myself at some point 

during the demo.

0 1/2 1/2 0 0

I reflected on my own 

point of view at some 

point during the 

demonstration.

0 0 5/8 3/8 0

I encouraged participants to 

reflect on their own point 

of view during this demo.

0 2/2 0 0 0

I learnt about the 

principles underlying a 

practice.

1/8 1/8 4/8 2/8 0

I encouraged participants to 

reflect on their own 

situation sometime during 

this demo.

0 2/2 0 0 0

I thought about how we 

learn something new on 

demonstrations (e.g.: 

teaching methods).

1/7 0 4/7 1/7 1/7

I encouraged participants to 

reflect on how we  learn 

something new on 

demonstrations. 

0 1/2 1/2 0 0

I thought about why I want 

to learn about the topic(s) 

of this demonstration.

1/8 2/8 3/8 1/8 1/8

I encouraged participants to 

reflect on why we are 

trying to learn about the 

topic of this demonstration

0 0 2/2 0 0

participant answers demonstrator answers

new production methods; seeds 

inoculation with compost tea; 

expertise in the roller crimper 

method; new knowledge and 

socialising; putting the no till 

technology into practice

beeing aware of 

alternative mangement 

tools; information 

concerning new 

cultivation methods



Participants: 

Demonstrator: 

Observed main strong points of the event: 

Observed main improvements: 



 





 




































































































































































































































































































































































































































































