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o Non-profit farming (which overlaps with “social farming”) provides an attractive model for 

many reasons

o It can enable organizations with an appropriate land-base to diversify their revenue 

stream as well as to draw in supporters from the community interested in agriculture

o Examples of these services include rehabilitation, therapy, sheltered employment, life-

long education and other activities that contribute to social inclusion

o In particular, social farming (SF) defines activities that use agricultural resources such as 

animals and plants to promote social services in rural areas, and in this way it could 

contribute to prevent their depopulation

o Basic structural statistical data on SF are often missing even in developed countries

o In Italy, integration among administrative and statistical sources let it possible to achieve 

to some preliminary results

Premise
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o Social and non profit farming are important examples of 

multifunctionality of agriculture activities

o The multifunctionality of agriculture has frequently been 

ignored and neglected by politics, economics and science, 

but also by agricultural companies and farmers themselves

o The only factors that seemed to count in agriculture were 

yield, price and economic efficiency of products

o Beyond agricultural production, there are many vital 

services and goods that agriculture provides and maintains

o These goods and services are of high value to 

communities, from the local level to the global community

o Since they are not always traded as a product, the market 

does not determine a price defining their value

Non profit, social farming and multifunctionality
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o The two data sources (year 2019) taken into account are:

1. the Farm Register (FR), updated on a yearly basis through integration of 11 

administrative and statistical sources

2. the Non Profit Register (NPR), including the non profit organizations existing in Italy

o The FR includes all the agricultural holdings existing in Italy

o The NPR does not include all the agricultural holdings which supply social farming 

services, but includes a part of them (those which operate as non profit organizations)

o Matching FR with NPR led to a database including 2.487 agricultural holdings. This is 

a proxy estimate of the true number of social farms, because non profit activities may not 

concern SF and, on the contrary, SF may be supplied by entities which are not no profit

o Matching: based on the fiscal code (persons) or the tax authority code (enterprises)

o Geospatial information was used in order to assess in which rural areas SF is applied

Methodology: how many social farms do exist?
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Some results (1)
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Geographical 

areas

Number of agricultural

holdings

% composition 

(Italy=100)

Number of 

SF per

1.000 

agricultural 

holdings
Total

With social

farming (SF)
Total

With social 

farming (SF)

Italy 1.516.135 2.487 100,0 100,0 1,6

North-West 140.005 484 9,2 19,5 3,5

North-East 216.055 563 14,3 22,6 2,6

Centre 255.274 611 16,8 24,6 2,4

South-Islands 904.801 829 59,7 33,3 0,9

Main results by geographical area

 Agricultural holdings with SF activities are relatively more diffused in the Central and Northern Italy 

rather than in the Southern and Island regions. SF contributes to reduce the very heterogeneous 

territorial distribution of agricultural holdings in Italy (almost 60% are located in South and Islands)



Some results – Municipalities (1)
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Geographical 

areas

Number of 

municipalities 

with social 

farming 

activities

Percent of 

municipalities 

with social 

farming 

activities

Italy 1.280 16,2

North-West 300 10,0

North-East 316 22,7

Centre 233 24,1

South-Islands 431 16,9

 SF is widespread throughout Italy, but the 

relative share of municipalities with SF 

activities is larger in Central and Southern Italy

Green shade: 

municipalities 

with SF farms

NORTH

CENTRE



Some results – Municipalities (2)
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 The relative share of municipalities with SF activities increases as the population density increases

44,3
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Some results – Municipalities (3)
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 The relative share of municipalities with SF activities is quite homogeneous according to 

the altitude of territories, even though it is moderately smaller for internal mountains 

Percent of municipalities with social farming activities
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Some results – Municipalities (4)
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 On average, municipalities with social farming activities host younger people, show larger 

increase of resident polupation along the last 50 years and are characterized by stronger 

presence of non agricultural (supporting) economic activities

Indicators for municipalties with and without social farming

With social 

farming All

With social 

farming All

With social 

farming All

Italy 21,4 22,7 20,0 13,1 2,9 3,5

North-West 22,6 23,1 21,3 19,5 2,1 3,1

North-East 20,8 21,4 26,5 19,1 2,8 3,2

Centre 23,0 23,8 19,5 17,2 2,7 2,9

South-Islands 20,4 22,4 13,0 0,9 3,7 4,4

         % share of people          

  over 64 years

% change of residents 

between 2021 and 1971

% share of persons 

employed in agriculture

Geographical 

 area



Next steps
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o The integrated database built up includes a few number of statistical indicators and does 

not contain the geo-spatial coordinates at the single holdings level (only by municipality)

o Moreover, the number of SF holdings was roughly estimated and we do not know which 

specific SF activities are carried out

o The seventh census of agriculture results will provide additional information as regards 

both the number of existing SF holdings and their structural features, including holder’s 

data (gender, education degree), employment, management of additional secondary 

activities beyond farming and breeding, incomes, digitalization

o These results will be available from March 2022

o In order to grant regular monitoring of non profit and social farming, ISTAT may plan a 

special survey on SF. It may be needed further effort at the EU level in order to agree on 

main definitions and concepts regarding SF, enabling data comparability


