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Survey on Drivers and Barriers

An online survey was conducted to analyse drivers and barriers to farms' participation in The set of respondents consisted of 26% of Natural Persons (NP) and 74% of Legal Persons

the FSDN survey in spring 2026.The set of 190 respondents included 54% of farms currently (NP with Double-Bookkeeping, Cooperatives, Public Limited Companies, and Limited Liability
participating in the FSDN survey and 46% of farms that were non-participants. Holdings of all Companies). Regarding management type, 69% of holdings were conventional, 25% were organic,
legal forms, types of farming, categories of utilised area, and regions in the Czech Republic were and 5% were regenerative.The most frequently contributing types of farming were Mixed
represented. production, Grazing livestock, Fieldcrops, and Milk production.

Drivers of FSDN participants and non-participants (proportion in %) Barriers of FSDN participants and non-participants (proportion in %)

Drivers — Participant Drivers — Non-Participant Bad timing
CAP developm??g
Representativeness 15.3 Type of farming 14.9 Financial mcentl\;g

Shaping CAP I (5 3 Benchmarking [ 4.4 ~ -

Real data [ (4.4 Better awareness | 134 e s Non-Participant
. Lower burden [ 209 Issues with data collector P
Type of farming [N, 122 15 -—
» Services /benefits [ 114 N NN
Long-term participant [Nl 105 Lack of information NS
Financial incentive [ (o4 56.1 S~

Financial incentive N 0.0
Shaping CAP [ 79

Good relations [N 79 Personal contact [ 5.0 Lack oftime/s%fsf Participant
Habic [ 52 Peer exchange Iy 5.0 Loss of data coIIectgz
Benchmarking [INNEGN 48 Good relations [ 25 No ben?ﬁg
Others I 44 Others [ 25 OtheSrE
Sensitive d'ﬁtg
Drivers Barriers
The most often motivation for holdings participating in FSDN is For non-participant, the greatest motivation would be providing data of For all holdings, the greatest obstacle to participation is/would be the high burden of processing
an effort to provide real data for shaping CAP (15%), increase the their type of farming to show the real situation (15%), get useful feedback documents and the lack of time or work capacity.
representativeness and informativeness of data (15%), the sense of or benchmarking (14%), reduction of the burden in data collecting and Furthermore, non-participating holdings cited the lack of information about FSDN as the most
responsibility for providing data on the real situation of Czech farms processing (13%), better awareness of FSDN (13%) and obtain some common barrier.
(14%), increase the representation of their type of farming in the survey  additional services (such as consulting, accounting software, GHG report,
(12%), and long-term cooperation with FSDN (1 1%). easier access to loans or subsidies, etc.; | 1%).
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= financial incentives as important obstacles, as well. Large farms lose interest if they have no benefits
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FSDN implementation contribution.
NP — Natural Person, PLC — Public Limited Company, LLC — Limited Liability Company = Other K /




