Important sources of information for assessing interest level of farmers
Own observations

Farmer views (interest)
Getting to know past actions

Information of technicians (contact farmers); e.g. contacting also in choice of interviewers, i.e. active/ less active farmers

Hypotheses
Master hypotheses more general, but research hypotheses should give at the end clear information; they should be “testable”
Issue of variation, what works best and why? What are causes of variation among farmers in their interest level, actions regarding tree planting?
Generated Hypotheses
Motivation

H 1.1 Motivation of smallholder farmers towards tree growing activities is constrained due to other economic enterprises (addressing economic value of any kind of crops).
H 1.2 Motivation towards tree growing activities is constrained in particular among poor smallholder farmers due to their strong cultural ties, which among others don’t allow women to plant trees.

H 1.3 Motivation towards tree growing activities is constrained in particular among women & the youth due to lack of decision-making power, respectively due to the high burden (just women, or also youth) in terms of daily tasks.
In terms of motivation, figuring out which …

… are the interests of the individuals/ groups (going around in the group to get each individual view + why are some farmers motivated/ not motivated, i.e. personal interest/ disinterest + of others? Getting to know the variations of interests); measuring: high, medium low (?)
… are the most profitable enterprises; in terms of profitability, but also long wait
… are constraints that (motivated) farmers do not plant trees (culture/ land pressure …); do cultural constraints exist at all, who is addressed in general?
… is the role division between male, female, elder and youth in terms of decision-making, responsibilities.
Organization

H 2.1 In order to carry out tree planting activities successfully in a sustainable manor, smallholder farmers require external start-up support.
Focus on conditions of farmers (resources), profitability and constraints

Profitability = addressing pay-back period, net-returns and resources required (land, capital, labor ( question of quantification) ( Lit: Arnold + Dewees: SH and tree planting (across the world) 

Constraints addressing low profitability, taboo, risk of grazing

H 2.2 In terms of tree growing activities smallholder farmers see disadvantages in common group approaches due to different expectations (towards tree species, training & extension, input-output efficiency).
Lit: Frank Place; Factors affecting the performance of farmer groups

In terms of organization, figuring out which …

… are the disadvantage/ advantages working with established groups?
… are the reasons working/ working not with groups (Nyando/ Yala)

… activities actually carry out e.g. in Nyando
… opportunities exist in Yala to work through groups

Climate
H 3.1 In terms of climate change and its consequences on conventional land use practices prosperous as well as higher educated smallholder farmers are more eager to have a change in land use practices by enhanced tree growing activities (also due their more extended resources like land, capital, knowledge).
In Western Kenya, already ten years ago, farmers belief towards trees and rain has been ‘trees bring rain’(?!)

Question of wealth and education, i.e. awareness towards climate change by planting trees vs. provision of extended resources by spending those not on trees but extension of cash crops or commitment on planting more trees!!! ( small conceptual framework (as diagram to understand a matter)
Poor = low income, possible to measure by discount rate, i.e. how long can I wait to have a return by planting trees e.g.; poor farmers in general high discount rates, rich farmers low discount rates (what is the purpose of trees, i.e. fruit, fodder, timber, fuel wood …)
In terms of climate (carbon) issues, figuring out which …

… are perceptions of farmers towards climate change interrelated with a change in land use practices like e.g. agroforestry, enhanced tree growing activities

… are interests of farmers towards tree growing activities in terms of expected tree lifetime and tree cover

… are the objectives of existing by-laws (in order to address CDM requirements of permanence and leakage) ( Case study!!!

H 3.2 In terms of enforcing sustainable land use practices by enhancing tree growing activities effective by-laws play an active role pursuing common action.
H 3.3 The establishment of effective by-laws elaborated on a participatory basis by the community will ensure the guarantee of secure carbon stocks for future investors by planted trees
Findings in form of case studies, elaboration of a checklist in terms of allowing tree growing activities ( In terms of climate (carbon) issues, figuring out which are the objectives of existing by-laws (in order to address CDM requirements of permanence and leakage)

· What are the FAILURES & successes (positive effects) of by-laws?

· Conflicts by interest groups like grazers and farmers/ tree growers

· How are they established & ENFORCED?

· Overall term: negotiation support in terms of conflicting groups; mean of by-laws (may be definition of a conceptual framework)
· Constraints: motivation due to taboos, profitability, grazing risk 

Benefits 

H 4.1 Groups already involved in various development activities – on a more or less independent basis – will due to their higher experience in designing & implementing project activities easier carry out carbon projects in a first run and therefore generate higher returns to individual farmers.
H 4.2 In order to have an improved livelihood on a larger-scale in a long run, smallholder farmers prefer the distribution of external benefits in kind (generated by carbon markets) on a common base.
In terms of benefits, figuring out which …

… is the support needed by smallholders/ smallholder groups to carry out enhanced tree growing activities (carbon projects)
… are the needs in order to have an improved livelihood in the region 

… are the objectives in fulfilling these needs, i.e. benefits in cash vs. in kind or individually or common

Choosing the sample: discussion with Anja + Mango, Isaac, Luca and Tom & contact persons in the area
Which kind of farmers are of interest (sampling on purpose)? 
· groups and individual farmers

· rich and poorer farmers 

· (active and less active farmers)

· male and female (also in terms of female led-households)

· elder and youth
Distribution on Nyando (Lower N = LN; MN; UN) & Yala (LY; MY; UY)

· General group interviews

· In depth group interviews divided by male, female, elder, youth

· In depth individual interviews by rich and poorer farmers, (active and less active farmer)

Conducting of interviews with interpreter, getting information by taking notes!! Group interviews up to 2 hours, individual interview up to 45 minutes!! Conducting of group as well as individual interview both informal (what do I want to know!!)
Analysis of data

· Scoring farmers like low, mid, high interested farmers (categories) with e.g. wealth & education (variables)
· Correlation between farmer groups and variables ( use of CHI-SQUARE-Test

· Use of intervals like yield per ha and link it with categories with ranking (quantify)/ without ranking (gender) like interest of farmers
· Crossing of variables like interest of farmers (low, mid, high) with profitability (yes, no); or others like wealth, education, grazing yes-no, taboo yes-no
Others:

· Anja: Set of publications on ‘interests in tree planting’ + (Tel. FRIDAY)
· Lou: WS on carbon issues (publication of Mogens Buch-Hansen) + Contact TIST
· REFINE hypothesis + checklist group interviews (Bogen mit Luecken fuer Notizen) + ELABORATION of checklist by-law study + ELABORATION of in-depth semi-structured (Mail to Anja, Lou, Steve)!
· Visit: 1) VI-Agroforestry in Kisumu; 2) Greenbelt-Movement Mr. Kahare Njogu (active especially in Central Kenya, SH are more interested in trees, more commercialized); 3) TIST; 4) GTZ
