


quality production; broadening of activities (structural diversification) including  non-
agricultural farm-based activities such as agri-tourism, nature- and landscape management. The
third is re-grounding – mobilising resources through e.g. farming economically or off-farm
incomes. A large number of studies have provided evidence of the diversity of farms and
livelihood- and production strategies in Europe (e.g de Vries 1993, Jervell 1999, Eikeland 1999,
McNally 2001, Djurfeldt et al. 2002, Walford 2003, Meert 2005), demonstrating that
understanding diversification of farm household activities is important when describing and
analysing agricultural change.

In the context of organic farming, high farm diversity has traditionally referred to a mixed
production where different land use branches complemented each other on the farm, aiming at an
internal ecological balance (see review: Raupp, 2000). Reality is, that a majority of organic farms
in Denmark are highly specialised (Langer, 2002; Frederiksen and Langer 2004), but exhibit
various other types of diversity, including a range of non-agricultural income activities – both on
and off the farm. It is, however, not known if this diversity supports other dimensions of
sustainable agriculture – such as economical and environmental sustainability - and thereby
which role organic farms play in relation to societal goals of rural development, and internal
goals of developing the organic farming itself.

The concepts and approaches to study these aspects are not always totally clear, which may
confuse discussions of resource use. The diversification of core farming business has long been
conceptualised as pluriactivity – meaning the combination of agricultural with other economic
activity (Fuller, 1990). The concept of pluriactivity is however sometimes reserved for off-farm
income (Kinsella et al., 2000), while non-agricultural farm based activities may be termed
structural diversification or alternative farm enterprises (Ilbery and Bowler, 1998; Evans and
Ilbery, 1993). Part-time farming is another conceptual entrance to this issue, but as Evans notes
(ibid.) it is not always clear, whether part-time farming implies the existence of off-farm incomes
or only characterises the extent of agricultural human resource use. Moreover, it may be unclear
if all persons contributing working hours have been taken into account or only the farmer’s
activities have been considered. Another aspect is if the focus is on the farming household or on
the farmer. Some studies do not differentiate the role of the spouse in the development of
pluriactive farms, and pluriactivity may be defined as the participation of either spouse or farmer
in off-farm activities. Thus a farmer may work full-time on the farm but still be living on a
pluriactive farm. On the other hand it has been argued that the off-farm work of the spouse
should be seen as the agricultural version of the general development of the dual-income
households (Jervell, 1999), helped by the mechanisation of farm work, and that this may have
implications for the household decision making on farm issues. Thus it may be important to
make a distinction between the role of farmer and spouse in pluriactive strategies, as well as a
distinction between part-time farms as a characterisation of the input of human resources (time)
on the farm, or as the farmer’s engagement in off-farm work.

The approach taken here is based on a wish to focus on the strategies employed by the household
level and the differentiation of resource use to different kinds of activities. One way to do this is
to use livelihood strategies as an analytical approach. The concept of livelihood strategies has
mostly been applied in a development context, focussing on sustainable rural livelihoods
(Bryceson, 1999). In a developed world context, Kinsella et al. (2000) have demonstrated its use
as an analytical framework for identification of pluriactive strategies and their rationality in
Ireland. Livelihood strategies are here used in the sense of “patterns of behaviour that has already
taken place” (Fuller, 2004), and not as strategically planned pathways. Using this framework
allows a focus on the household more than on the farm operator as well as on the patterns of
resource allocation to farming, other farm based and off-farm activities.
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