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Context 
• Avon DTC has undertaken KE activities in 

parallel with scientific research 

• Activities have been based primarily around: 
– Understanding priorities for DTC science from the 

perspective of catchments stakeholders and 
researchers;   

– Gauging current sources of evidence and advice 
among farmers which may impact on farm and 
water management practices;  

– Testing decision support software for managing 
water pollution risks among farmer and 
agronomists. 
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Avon DTC Stakeholder Group & DTC scientist events 



Science into practice: key challenges emerging from 
these early KE events 

 – ls the science understood? 
• It is one thing to create scientific knowledge on water and its 

management, but quite another to translate science  into 
information that can be exploited and used.  

– How much science is enough?  
• There is a need to strike a balance between building confidence in 

scientific evidence and providing farmers with enough information 
to take action against pollution. 

– Is science itself enough? 
• Sometimes we have too big an expectation of what scientific 

evidence can influence on its own. The key is  always to link the 
science to practical concerns regarding enterprise viability.  

– Can scientists do it alone? 
• Long term success is reliant on distributed networks of expertise:  

building farming publics into procedures of evidence gathering 
(such as monitoring) as well as mechanisms for applying science 
(such as decision support tools)    

 

 

 

 

 

 



Results of survey on farmers and 
advice 

• 64% response rate (23 farms) 

• Majority regularly use an adviser 

• Word of mouth by far most important way of 
leaning of existence of adviser, followed by 
recommendation of parents/previous 
occupier of holding 

• Accountants & farm business advisers are 
most trusted sources of advice 

 



Avon Farmers’ use of advice 
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• Advice on accounts & soils seen as most important in terms 
of farm profitability 

• Soil testing seen as most important in terms of reducing 
pollution from farming activities 

• The majority (82%) stated that they are already sufficiently 
well informed,  although time and finances were a barrier to 
seeking additional advice for 18% and 27% respectively. 

• Factors most likely to stimulate an increased uptake of advice 
are: 
– Availability of new grants (mentioned by 85%) 
– Changes in agricultural regulations (75%) 
– CAP reform (70%) 
– Reduced profit margins (40%) 

 



Practical Science-Farming community 
interactions 

FarmScoper 

 Tool box for farm scale 
calculation of pollutant 
losses and  cost effect 
design of mitigation “mix”  

Put this decision support 
tool to the test with 
farmers & advisors. 

Considered tool box’s 
value in terms of 
plausibility of results, 
viability of outputs, 
useability of interface  



Key Findings from Farm Scoper 

• Respondents generally either constructively critical or 
cautiously supportive of the aims and intentions of 
Farmscoper; 

• Participants generally interfaced with Farmscoper well but 
point to some design issues that could usefully be considered 
in the software’s future evolution; 

• Data from Farmscoper perceived to reinforce and add 
scientific credibility to the guidance farmers received from 
farm advisors; 

• Farmers and advisors were generally curious about the 
assumptions upon which these types of software are based. 
Exploring ways in which these assumptions are made explicit 
could be considered in future iterations of the programme.   

• Where possible the outputs of Farmscoper should be linked 
directly to questions of farm profitability and economics. This 
will be key to wider uptake.  
 


