
Appendix 2: Applied Thematic Analysis – condensed codebook

This study was part of a larger socio-legal research project studying the law and governance 

dimensions of the Dutch agri-environmental model  on paper and in practice (Alblas 2021). 

In line with the theoretical framework detailed in the article, we focuses our analysis on 

three interrelated themes, namely the bridging functions of agricultural collectives in the 

setting of environmental objectives, the selecting of ecologically promising areas and the 

contracting of individual farmers. These themes are reflected primarily in themes 1-3 of the 

codebook.  

Theme Sub-themes Short description 

1. Collective in

context. 

I. History of the collective;

II. Old situation versus the

new model;

III. Collective as area 

partner.

Respondents were asked to reflect on the 

history of the collective, comparing this 

also to the agri-environmental respondents 

reflect on the agri-environmental 

governance situation before and after the 

collective model entered into force in 2016. 

The collective is placed in a broader 

context by asking respondents about the 

collective’s  cooperation with various other 

local actors active in the agri-

environmental domain.  

2. Objectives

of the 

collective. 

I. Objectives of the

collective in light of

provincial agri

objectives;

II. Securing goal alignment.

Respondents are asked about the core 

objectives of the collectives and/or those of 

the provincial governments. Respondents 

are asked to reflect on the extent to which 

the two align.   

3a. Role of 

collective in 

recruiting and 

contracting 

participants. 

I. Identifying motivations

of farmers to engage in

agri-environmental

management;

II. Role of collective in

motivating participants.

Respondents are asked about the process of 

getting farmers to join in (‘contracting’), 

focusing on what motivates farmers to 

participate (or not) in agri-environmental 

management. Further attention is paid to 

the role of the collective in motivating 

farmers to join in. 



3b. Role of 

collectives in 

coordinating 

measures and 

monitoring 

effects. 

I. Coordinating measures;  

II. Monitoring effects of 

agri-environmental 

measures; 

III. Monitoring data as input 

for coordinating 

measures. 

Respondents are asked about the 

collective’s role in coordinating agri-

environmental measures, as well as its 

approach to monitoring the effects of these 

measures (‘management monitoring’) and 

using these results to feed back into 

management decisions.  

4a. Role of 

collectives in 

rule- and norm 

setting. 

I. Approach to rule setting; 

II. Approach to rule 

communication; 

III. Approach to voluntary 

norm setting. 

 

Respondents are asked about the 

collective’s role in setting management 

rules (‘management prescriptions’), along 

with the approach to communicating the 

rules to the participants. Respondents are 

also asked about whether the collective sets 

voluntary norms, going beyond the rules is 

discussed.  

4b. Role of 

collectives in 

carrying out 

inspections. 

I. Approach to inspections;  

II. Interaction with 

inspections by state 

actors; 

III. Participating farmers’ 

perspectives. 

 

Respondents are asked about the 

collective’s role in carrying out internal 

inspections to assess participants’ 

compliance with set rules. Interactions 

between the collective’s and the state 

inspectors are also examined.  

4c. Role of 

collectives in 

carrying out  

enforcement 

and correction 

tasks.  

I. Approach to 

enforcement; 

II. Interaction with 

enforcement by state 

actors; 

III. Participating farmers’ 

perspectives. 

Respondents are asked about the 

collective’s role in carrying out 

enforcement tasks after non-compliance 

has been signaled. Interactions with the 

state’s enforcement actions are also 

examined. 

 

 


