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Second report on the operation of the system of premiums ‘
for the non-marketing of milk and milk products and for the .
conversion of dairy herds

s
4

i

Article 13(1) of Regulation (EEC) No 1078/77 stipulates that the Commission is
to submit to the Council and the European Parliament a report on the i
operation of the premium system based upon the information supplied by the
‘Member States. At the request of all Member States the report covers: the

[ .

period up to, and including, December. , : , " .

The Commission subm1tted a f1rst report on the operation of the premium system
for the period from 1T July to’ 31 December 1977 in 1ts document COM(78)80 final
of 1 March 1978.

Results

Following the first report on the application of the premium system, the
Commission made proposals for removing the main difficulties arising from its
operation. The Council adepted the Commission's proposal in Regulaiion (EEC)

No 1041/78 and introduced a series of improvements.

At the same time it was decided to incerporate this new measure retrospectively’
if there were 6utstanding amounts still pa?abte; hence 12 000 appLiEations‘had N
to be re-examined. Therefore a separate~presentétidn of the resmlts for the
first and second period is impossible. The presented report thus cevers the
full period of application i.e. from 1 July 1977 to 31 December 1978. The
tables give only information on the applications apbroved by the Member States
in this period. It should be pointed out that at present the deadline for ,
applications is 31 March 1979 and that'this second interim report does not
provide a basis for a final assessment of how the measures aré considered by -
milk producers. There are‘cons1derable regional differences concern1ng the
participation (see annex II), Different reactions of milk producers to tXe '

*

measure so far are given in Section III of this report.


User
Rectangle


I B

Up to the end of December 1978 a total ofPSS,OOO:appLications haVe beenn
- approved. ) » ' ’
Results show that 2,82 %of milk producers gave up this form of activityvduring
‘the period July 1977 to December 1978, removing about 638,500 dairy cows or
2.55% of the total herd from production. According to the interim results the
percentage of hoLdings giving up milk production was highést in the Fedé}al

Republicof Germany and Luxembourg with 7 % and lowest in Ireland with 0,32 %o

The quantity of m1Lk marketed by applicants in the ref@rence per1od is about
2,5% of the quant1ty delivered to dairies in 1977. Th1s percentage is h1ghest
in Germany w1th 5, 2% and Llowest in Ireland with ©OyT% ‘

Table 1: Numoer of appt1cants and cows kept togeuher with the relevant percen-
tage of the total herd accounted for by apptxcat1ons approved in the
per1od from’1 July 1977 to 31 December 1978.

-

Ty

Applicants . Number of cows kept
Member State total v total %
1 of mil 'y : éf‘cowsl)
_ number % . producersy? 000 S '
Belgium ' 1,438 2,6 |} 2,18 18,5 | . 2,9 | -1,88
penmark - - 2,806 5,1 | 5,01 43,6 6,8 3,97
Germany 36,083 | 65,6 6,95 313,3 | 49,1 5,78
France 9,242 16,8 | 1,60 153,9 | 24,1 2,05 °
Ireland : 379 0,7 10,32 8,7 1,3 0,59
Luxembourg - 262 0,5 |7,00 ° 3,0 0,5 | 4,41
Netherlands 1,864 3,4 2,25 30,7 4,8 1,37
United Kingdom 2,909 {, 5,3 | 4,06 | 66,8 10,5 2,01
Communi ty 54,983 | 100,0 | 2,82 | 638,5 }100,0 | 2,55

“)at pecember 1977
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Non-marketing

Non-marketing continues to find much greéater favour than conversion.

{a) Number of applicants

The expectations of French milk producers in the monetary sphere and' the
fact that the implementing Directive on the elimination of cattle diseases
(78/52/EEC) was not adopted until December 1977, meant that farmers in France
and Ireland were at first reluctant to apply. The first applications from

Ireland were not approVed until February 1978.

Table 2: Number of apricants and cows kept together with the average
herd ber successful appLiéant for the non-marketing premium
in the period 1 July 1977 to 31 December 1978.
Member State‘ Applicants . Cows kept Cows per
: number % 1 000 % applicant
gelgium 1,264 2,5 13,5 2,6 10,7
Denmark 2,757 5,5 42,5 8,3 15,4
Germany 34,843 69,5 284,3 55,4 8,2
France 6,927 13,8 95,3 18,5 13,8
ireland 260 0,5 5,0 1,0 19,2
Luxembourg 255 0,5 2,8 0,6 11,0
Netherlands ©1,781 3,6 28,6 5,6 16,1
United Kingdom 2,040 4,1 41,1 8,0 20,2
Community 50,127 100,0 513,1 100,0 10,2

A
H

Italy was exempted from the scheme by Decision 77/433/EEC of 15 June 1977.


User
Rectangle


(b) Quantity of milk

If the appLication‘was approved before 22 May 1978, the basis for calcula-
ting the premium was the quantity of milk marketed by the applicant in 1976.
After that date the basis for calculating the premium was the quantity of
milk marketed by the producer in the 12 months preceding the month of appli-
cation. Administratively this new system has proved much easier to operate.
: N
When comparing the quantity of milk marketed in the reference period with
the quantity used for caLcuLéting the premium)it should be remembered that
until 21 May 1978 the premium was normally payable with respect to a maxi-
mum of 120 000 kg.» This quantity could only be increased if the applicant
was taking part in a programme for eradicating certain animal diseases.

However, only very limited use was made of this facility.

Table 3: Quantity marketed in the reference period and the quéntity
eligible for premﬁum in the case*of applications for the non-
marketing premium approved in the period 1 July 1977 to
31 December 1978 '

Refei?zce . Quantity eligible | Average quantity
Member State quantity o for premium per applicant (1)
milk in 4
tonnes : -
tonnes N “ kg
Belgium . ; 34,518 | . 2,0 27,309
penmark 197,313 175,517 9,9 63,662
Germany . 977,261 55,0 | - 28,047
| France | . 299,868 16,9 43,290 .
?Iretand 14,645 " 13,582 0,8 .. 52,238
ELuxembourg 10,044 9,075 " 0,5 35,588
'Netherlands 131,280 117,549 6,6 66,001
lUnited Kingdom 167,888 147,591 8,3 72,348
| : ' : :
| -
| Community . 1 774,961 100,0 - 354409

4
i

Refers to the eligible quantity in the period.
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Applicants R Cows kept Coﬁs per

Member State applicant
' Number % 1 000 4 :

Selgium | C174 3,6 5,0 . | 4,0 28,7
benmark S 49 1,0 1,1 | 0,91 239
Germany 1,240 25,5 29,0 ~{ 23,1 23,4
France 2,315 47,7 58,7 " 46,8 25,4
Treland 119 2,5 3,7 2,9 31,1
 uxembourg | 7 0,1 0,2 0,1 28,6
Netherlands 83 1,7 2,1 1,7 25,3
tnited Kingdom g9 | 17,9 | 25,7 | 205 29,6
‘community 4,856 |100,0 |125,5 100,0 25,8

f

Conversion

(a) Number of applicants

In order to be more flexible in the use to which they put.fheir land a
number of appLicants opted for the non-marketing premium although they
had already converted their herd to beef production as they did not want
to be obliged to keep a minimum number of cows. This should be taken
into account when assessing the two systems. The percentage of appli-
cations for ‘the conversionﬁpremium averages barely 11,7% among the Member
States, the highest.being in France with about 25,1% and the waest in
benmark wi;h only 1,7%.
Table 4z Number of applicants and cows kept together with the average
herd size per successful applicaﬁt for the conversion premium
from the period 1 July 1977 to 31 December 1978.

The average herd per applicant for the conversion premium is subsfantiaLLy
targer because Article 3 of the Council Regulation laid doﬁn~thét, in order
to obtain the conversion premium, an applicant must either have marketed

50 000 kg of milk in the reference period or, if a smaller quantity was
marketed, have on his hpLding on the day the application was approved at.
Least 15 dairy cows, including in-calf heifers. It appeared advisable to
retain this provision. | ‘

»
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(b) Quantity of milk ' .

The same basis of calculation as for the non-marketing premium applies

to the conversion premium.

Table 5: Quantity of milk in the reference period and quantity eligibLe
in the case of apptications approved for, the conversion premium
in the period 1 July 1977 to 31 December 1978

]

Quantity Quantity eligible 'Averagé‘quantity

Member State ) of milk 1in for premium . per applican 1)
the reference
*vear in tonnes. {fonnes i kg

Belgium x . 11,547 - 2,8 66,362
penmark o 5,217 4,447 1,1 | 90,755
Germany . 106,961 25,6 86,258
France | ) 177,215 | 42,5 76,550
Ireland 11,607 . {10,830 - 2,6 91,008
‘Luxembourg 830 718 | . 0,2 | 102,571
Netherlands 10,877 8,524 2,0 102,698
United Kingdom 116,512 | 96,864 23,2 111,466
Community . 417,106 100,0 185;895

1 . .
Related to the quantity concernedin the period.

{: far as the average quantity per applicant is concerﬁed one has to take
1nto account that applications which have been introduced before
22 May 1978 were limited to 120 000 kg
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Overall picture

According to the third joint structures survey held pursuant to Directive
73/132/EEC there were 1 949 200 farms in the Cémmunity keeping dairy cows
at the end of 1977. ‘ ' ' .

-

Table 6: Number of farmers keeping dairy cows and number of da1ry cows

in the Member States in 1973, 1975 and 1977

14

, Number of farmers keepingl Number of dairy cows

Member States : x.lga1ry cows ’ . x 1000

1973 | . 1975 1977 | 1973 | 1975 1977
Belgium 84,4 | 75,3 66,0 | 1,000 | - 994 983
Denmark 72,2 | 63,4 55,9 1,086 | 1,094 | 1,099
Germany 630,1 | 572,17 | 519;4 | 5,486 | 5,395 5,417
france 697,0 | 628,0 | 576,0 | 7,683 [ 7,549 | 7,510
Ireland A 143,5 | 132,2 | 120,0 | 1,390 | 1,380 | 1,484
Italy 607,17 | 536,3 | 453,2 | 3,051 | 2,882 | 2,945
Luxembourg 4,7 4,3 3,7 68 71 . 68
Netherlands 99,0 94,0 83,0 | 2,259 | 2,259 | 2,245
United Kingdom 92,8 1 80,0 72,0 | 3,515 | 3,250 | 3,327
Community | 2430,8 |2185,6 |1949,2 |25,538 |24,874 |25,078

~the total herd from product1on.»

~(a) ALL appLicanté'n

4

Compar1sén with’ the th1rd structures survey at the end of 1977 sh0ws that N
2,824 of m1lk broducers 'gave - up this form of act1v1ty dur1ng the pernod S
JuLy 1977 ‘to December 1978, remov1ng abOut 638 ,500 da1ry cows or Z,SSA_of L

(b) Total quantity of miLk o

-

The quantity of mitk‘marketed by applicants in the reference peribd‘isi
about 2,5% of the quantity delivered to dairies in 1977. This percentage

‘js highest,inwﬁe}many with Eﬁ2% and lowest in Ireland with 0,6%.
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TébLé‘?. Quantwty of m1Lk marketed in the reference peruod and percen—
ST tage of milk deL1ver1es and quant1ty eL1g1bLe in the case of
atl appt1cat1onsapproved from 1 July 1977 4o 31 Dezember 1978

Guantity of milk in the Quantity eligible for
Member State reference period premium
| '000 1 1000 .
tonnes % . ' tonnes -
Belgium . 1,6 2). 46,1 2,1
penmark 202,5 4,1 180,0. 8,2
Germany . '5,02§ 1084,2 49,4
France . 2,1 477 ,1 21,8
Ireland 26,3 0,7 24,4 1,1
Luxembourg 10,9 4,6 9,8 0,4
Netherlands 142,2 1,4 126,71 5,8
United Kingdom 284,4 1,9 2444 11,2
Community . . 2192,1 100,0

1Percentage of national deliveries to dairies in 1977
2Percentage of eligible quantity .

{¢) Structure of applicants

4

Herds of between 3 and 29 cows account for 84,2% of all applications. The

structure of applications in the individual Member States is shown in
Tebles 3 to 10 in Annex I. '
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Table 8: Total number of applicants and cows kept by herd size together
w1th relevant percentages of the total herd beLong1ng in the
various herd s1ze categories, for appL1cat1ons approved in the
Community (excluding France) in the per1od July 1977 to
December 1978.

, Total number oS Cows kept Applicants® | Cows2

Cows per appL1cants(3 Total (3 :

farmer -

‘ | Number % '000 % %
1- 2 5,189 -11,6 9,0 1,9 1,5 1,8
3- 4 7,389 16,5 25,8 5,4 3,6 3,6
5- 9 13,655 30,5 93,0 19,5 3,5 i 4,8

10 - 14 7,842 17,5 | 91,8 | 19,3 4,6 31

15 - 19 4,584 10,3 76,5 16,0 4,4 4,4

20 - 29 4,119 9,2 9,7 20,5 3,4 3,5

30 -39 | 1,232 2,8 | 40,9 | 8,6 2,2 2,1

40 - 49 376 0,8 16,4 3,4 1,2 1,2

2> 50 355 0,8 25,6 5,4 0,7 0,6

Total 44,741 100,0 476,7 100,0 3,3 2,7

1 Holdings with dairy cows in the Community
2 Total dairy cows in the Commun1ty
3 Germany to November 1978

(g} Conditions for premiuhs

The conditions for granting the premium are shown in Annex I to the first

report and there have been no significant changes.

(h) Amount of premium

The Council fixed the amount of premium with effect from 22 May 1978.

It

. is no longer linked to the target price for milk.
Premium u.a./100 kg

b ) Non-marketing Conversion 1
(ATt o Mtk S5 78 | from T3S TR [op e R g |,
leso than 30 000 kg 16,483 20, 15,615 17,50
30 00 1to 50 000 kg 15,615 18,

50 001 to 120 000 kg 13,013 13,50

more than 120 000 kg 0 11,4 G 11,0
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. (e) Monthly approval of applications

. The number of applications approved each month shows how the measure is

operating in the various Member States.

Table 9: Number of applications for non-marketing and conversion premiums

approved each month»by Member States

Month - B} DK D F IRL L NL UK
77 July - - =1 - 3 L. -
August - | ws|fanos| 28] - m} s -
September | 44 | 136 | 127 -~ | 14 169 | 23
October 77 | 28s| 2,386} s29f - | 1 136 | 196
November | 130 | 305| 2,549 st7| - | 1s| sz | 217
pecember | 113 | 260| 2,070}. 7s0] - | 24| 105 | 210
78 January g2 | 216| 2,76 913} - | 29 84 | ‘208
February | 149 | 127 2,418] sor| 74| 31 107 | 198
March so | 181 4,197 1,124) 32| 25 148 | 179
April 169 | 193| 2,883] 93| 49| 35| 221 | 219
May 98 | 185 1,983| 92| 4| .42 80 | 201
June 0 o] 1,452 0 0 0| 38
wly | .o | s8] 1,211 ol 2 s8 | 101
August 0 147 755 s2| 7 154 | 173
‘September| 249 03] 3,580 (7% 4w 2| 196 | 300
october | 167 | 110| 1,493 45| 4 29 | 291
November | 28 | 244] 1,435 4so] 25| s 57 | 211
December | 82 | 120 1,000 4581 58 2 85 | 144
Total 1,438 | 2,806 36,083) 9,242| 379| 262| 1,864 | 2,909

o
(f) Reaction of producer-marketers

The marketing of milk products by milk producers has almost entirely
disappeared in the Community. Whole milk deliveries account on average

for more than 98% of all milk marketed in the Community.. Only in
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Belgium are sizeable quantities of cream still delivered to dairies;

and farmbouse butter still represents almost a quarter ‘of total produc-
tion.

(g) Combination of'the premium system with a programme for eliminating

animal diseases

Oonly in the United Kingdom and Belgium was occasional use made of this
facility. The rule became superfluous when the ceiling for paying the

premium was raised.

Effects of Regulation (EEC) No 1041/78

(a) Reference period

The original fixing of a unified reference period - Article 2(1) of
Regulation (EEC) No 1078/77 used the 1976 calendar year - meant that a
comparable calculation had to be carried out for each application as a
number of cows‘correspondinq to this quantity of milk had to be present

on the farm on the day of approval (the Council did not wish to pay out
money for cows which had already been disposed of). The new Regulation
provides that the reference period is to be the twe[Qe calendar months
preceding the month of application. The competent authorities responsible

for implementing the regulation are satisfied with its administration.

(b) Increased‘bremiums

The fixing of a standafd amount - applicants found it difficult to see
the connection with the percentage of the target price - and the increase
of the premiums had positive effects on reactions to the measure (see
Table 9). The removal of the upper limit of 120 000 kg for calculating

the premium probably encouraged farmers with large herds to convert to
beef production.

{(¢c) Method of payment

In an effort to facilitate conversion for farmers wishing to give up
dairy farming, the Council has provided that 50% of the non-marketing
premium and 60% of the conversion premium would be paid in the first three

months of non-marketing. The tax regulations of some Member States meant
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: fhat‘aicdhé%déhébtefpart'ofﬁthe premium therefore went in taieé,‘ﬁeducing"‘;,

i

o fgrméh’s ﬁhterest; “Applicants were therefore allowed ‘to" choose to.

receive their premium in five (non-marketing) or four (conversion) equal
annual instalments. About 3 000 farmers (5,5%) have so' far chosen this ’
method. Most of these applications came from Denmark, the United Kingdom
and the Netherlands.

(d) Adjustment of applications to the new rules

In Article 2 of Regulation (EEC) No 1041/78 the Council provided that
premium applications lodged before the date of eﬁtry into force of that
Regulation (i.e. 22 May 1978) but which had not yet been approved were to
be adapted automatically to the new rules, except where this would re;utt
in a lower premium. Where the premium application had already been approved,
only the amounts still outstanding on the date of entry into force of the
new rules (22 May 1978) were to be adapted. This retrompective application
of the rules has led to considerable difficulties and has meant consider-
able additional administrative outlay for the competent authorities. About
37 000 applications had already been approved on that date:and some 12 000
had to be reviewed. About 1 000 applications which héd not yet been-

approved were affected by the new rules.

(e) Disposal of farms

Article 2(2)(b) obliges an applicant to undertake not fo allow his holding
or any part thereof to be used by others for dairy farming until the end
of the non-marketing period (five years). 1In order to simplify and faci-
litate checks where only a part of the farm is transferred, Afticle 9(5)
of Commission Regulation (EEC) No 1391/78 provides that this obligation
shall be considered as being fulfilled if the transferee does not keép )
more than the number of dairy cows he had on the day of the trahsfer. Suéh

transfers have so far occurred only in Denmark in about 25 cases.

Prosress so far and reasons for narticipation/hon—participatiDn

(a) Main centres

Most applications for premiums were submitted in those regions of the .
Community which also showed the highest degree of participation in the
two carlier programmes (sece the reports of 22 July 1971 (SEC(71)2732) and
6 December 1974 (SEC(74)4852). These are, in particular, areas of arable
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pastureland (Schleswig-Holstein, Lower Saxony, Westfalia), areas where
pig farming predominates {Netherlands), the western regions of the
United Kingdom and Eastern France. Detsilzd information is contained
in Annex I1I.

(b) Reasons for giving up dairy farming

The main reasons for ceasing milk production were:

availability of atternative forms of fdarming, especially where the

farmer's wife was overworked, particularly in spare-time farming;

speciatization on a singLé branch of production;

- technical problems connected with milk production;

excessively high wage éosts for milkers on Large farms and difficulty
in finding relief staff for weekends;

better prices for pigs aﬁd cereaLs'in the initial stage of the system;
succession problems - the non-marketing period of five yvears was some-

times seen as a transitional period, i.e. until the successor had grown
up;

dairies have changed their system of hitk collection from churns to
tankers; this method requires'the producer to build a refrigeration
plant for milk; smaller produceré do not find this economical and
therefore give up milk production;

in order to cut costs, dairies have stopped collecting small amounts
of milk daily, forcing farmers to instal refrigeration plants;

for small farms, the premium was usually an added incentive to cease

farming;

tow milk yields;

I

the applicant's health and age;

1

occurrence of diseases such as tuberculosis, brucellsis or leucosis;
a restrictive policy on the prices of milk generally led large farms
to give up dairy production; the introduction of the co-responsibility

tevy for milk was a further argument put forward by this class;

falling demand for farm gate sales;

the granting of a premium was the final inducement to give up a farm.

(¢} Reasons for the poor response

Some of the reasons for the low response ares

-y

4
9

¢ good feed altutionin the 1976/77 farm year. The measures were adopted

fodder for 1977, so that the animals were also inseminated;
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Low feedingstuff prices and the high profidility of milk productlgn relative tu
thke ratio has continued to develop in favour of milk production;

her enterpric

- the lack of alternatives, particularly 1in pasture-~land areas, as Article

2(2)(b) obliges the farmer to undertake in writing ihat

during the non-

marketing périod:he will not allow his holding or any part thereof to be

used by others for dairy farming,

It is

difficult to let or sell pasture-land if dairy farming is forbidden;

- high taxes; as 50 or 60% of the premium is paid out within three months

and the animals are generally sold within the same year,

the additional

income increases the farmer's liability for tax (Netherlands, United

K%ngdom)' the Council has adjusted the reguLat1on to permxt payment 1in

annual 1ngtaiments, which has helped a number of farmers,

conversion from dairy farming;

excessive loss of value when breeding animals have to be sold for slzughter;

the uncertain situation on the market in beef as seen by those considering
L]

the general recession which deters part-time farmers in particular from

applying for the premium, as no other job openings are available;

increase of up to 21.4% from 22 May 1978 has so far had

period;

- farmers are waiting for an increased premium.

(d)CounseLLing of applicants

Y

the premium for small farms with fewer than 10 cows is considered to low; the

little effect;

the Regulation is administratively too complicated and too restrictive;

inflaetion reduces the value of the premﬁum during the non-marketing

Before submitting their appL1cat1on, applicants are generaLLy advised by

the responsible nati onal body or professional organization of the advis-

ability of participating; dairies and the dairy industry in general are

continuing to put pressure on farmers not to participate.

(e} Estimated further applications up to 31 March 1979

The Tuture of the scheme carn be seen as follows:
{au’) short term

in the first quarter of 1979 one can expect a series

of applications

from farmers who are willing to stop milk production but who are still

using up winter fodder. However the original aim (1

.3 mio cows) witl
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fall far short‘of being reached. Total estimates for this period
vary from 90 000 to 100 000 cows, making a total of 750.000 cows
withdrawn from milk production. ‘

(bb) medium term

a further restrictive price policy in the milk sector could lead
to additional +interest.

1

Conclusions

Participation in tﬁé scheme is still below expectations. Deliveries of
milk to dairies inébeased by 5% in 1978. 'On the other hand, approved
applications account for 2,5% of all milk de(ivered to dairies, i.e. half
of the annual increase in the last year is compensated. It seems advis-
able and necessary 'to prolong the scheme béyond 31 March 1979. The
Commissioﬁ is of the opinion that if the s§heme is extended until the end

of the milk year 1979/80 the original target might still %be reached.

I

. o et e .
ES LN [N N LRV SRt M £
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ANNEX T

Breakdown by Member State of applicatns for the two premiums

Table 1 : Non-marketing premium for the whole Community.
Table 2 : Conversion premium for the whole Community.
Table 3 : Breakdown of appli;ants in Belgium.

Teble 4 : Breakdown of applicants in Germany.

Table S5 : Breakdown Qf applicants in Luxembou;gL

Table 6 : Breakdown of applicants in United Kingdom.
Table 7 : Breakdown of applicants in Denmark.

Table 8 : Breakdown of applicants in Netherlands

Table 9 : Breakdown of applicgnts in Ireland.

Table 10 : Breakdown of applicants in France.
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~1
o)

[
-
w

-3

: Number of applicants and cows classified by size of herd covered

by applications for the non-marketing premium approved between’
July 1977 and December 1978 *) '

(excluding FRANCE)D

vt e o i et e i o e et Wt i i A o i T B R M o s SN v 8 Yem S A A M g A o P e e S Mk S o St T A dhme T n e T S bt e A S e ST A e S AP (P S Y S0P MR T A S e e e S o T
prrpmnimipulfem o fa e & fn o oo p s onty g e Rasn G arr e st eSS S S e e g

Cows per N Ao et e o :
producer ; Number : % : x 1 000 : % :
1 - 2 5189 12,3 ¢ 9,0 : 2,2
3- 4 7388 : 17,8 : 25,8 : 6,3
5~ 9 : 13 652 ° 32,3 . 93,0 : 22,7
10 - 14 : 7714 18,3 90,1 : 21,9
15 = 19 : 3 866 9,2 64,4 : 15,7
20 - 29 : 3126 : 74 73,6 : 17,9 :
30 - 39 : 803 1,9 1 26,6 : 6,5
40 = 49 : 260 0,6 : 11,3 : 2,7 :
= S0 ; 227 i 0,5 j 16,7 j 4,1 §
total : 42 225 - 100,0 :  410,5 : 100,0 :

e o et e s e S . e T e S At A A S o G ok o i D S i Uve e o e e S A S At e ek A o e S 4o v o T T ok Y e b i e S e A o s i e o e Y e T ke S e iy
R S S S R o N S N L N N I L L L S S o L L L L L L I L S L S S N S S S S S S N SR LS A SES R mEms=sn o ==

*) Germany %o November 1978
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Tabtlae 2 Number of applicants and cows classified by size of herd covered
' by applications for the conversion premium approved between
July 1977 and December 1978 *) '
(without FRANCE) :
Cows per G Aeplicemts S cous _
producer Number : % : x 1 000 : % :
1 - 2 : - : - : - : - :
3- 4 F 1 : - : o : o :
5- 9 : 3 : 0.1 : o : o) :
10 - 14 128 | 5, ° 1,7 : 2,6
15 - 19 : 718 : 28,5 : 12,2 : 18,4
20-29 . 993 F 39,5 24,1 : 36,5
30 - 39 429 1T T 17,10 v T 14,2 : 21,5
40 - 49 F 176 : 4,6 5,0 : 7,6
%3 50 : 128 : - 5,1 : 8,9 : 13,4
total : 2 516 100,0 66,1 100,0

e e o T T o T e e T T e e h e e T S M T T e it e e e e o S o S e o i e e Y S o (o P e A AP it ke St s S AP P P e e et P e Yo S o £
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*) Germany to November 1978
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ANNEX 1T

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION OF APPLICATIONS BY MEMBER STATE

: Belgium
12

Denmark

: France
14

Germany

: Netherlands
: United Kingdom
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TABLE 11

Geographical distribution of total number of applicants

(non-marketing and conversion) July 1977 to December 1978 in Beigium

- . v On An e O e e S e o G Ca DT e S Mee o AN e A s TR G A e e A A e e DN e e R KA D S G AN AR R TR K B D 40P R GO G WD W AR e A

REGION NUMBER OF APPLICATIONS
: Anvers : . 56
: Brabant : 147
: Hainaut : 63
: Limbourg : 136 :
: Lieége : : 47
: Luxembourg : 28 :
: Namur -3 44
: Flandre Orientale : 233
t Flandre Occidentale : : 348
BELGIUM 1.102

O S e T S G o e 4B S e S G D D U S S R G AR G G A G G W e B n A NS 4 e e e SR G D R R D A B WD G D G SR G SR e AR
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TABLE 12

Geographical distribution of applicants (non-marketing and

conversion) 1.7.1977 - 22.11.1978 in Denmark

T o T T o e e e oo o s ol ot o o o 00 s o ot 4 o o s o =0 s e e e s = - - .~ o i - = - - o > o - o e = -

REGION NON-MARKETING CONVERSION TOTAL
1 KOEBENHAUN : 7 - : 7
2 FREDERIKSBORG : 32 s 1 33
3 ROSKILDE : : 41 : - 41
4 VESTSJAELLAND : 279 1 280
5  STORSTROEM : C241 5 246
6 BORNHOLM : 73 1 74
7 EYN 482 9 491
8 SOEMDERJYLLAND : 229 3 232
9 RIZE o181 6 : 187
10 VEJLE 305 8. : 313
: 17 RINGKOEBING : 422 : 10 432
P12 AARHUS : 544 : 12 556
D13 VIBORG : 426 : 11 437
D14 NORDJYLLAND | : 529 . o 11 540
DENMARK 3.791 73 3.869

-.__-..-.._——---—_—-—----——----------—_—-—-——--—-—-.‘—_—o—--——-————-_—----—-—--u-—_——-—-————
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TARLE 13 .

‘Geographigal Diqtr:buticn af t@tal number of applicaﬁts and cgws
‘ (non marketmgA o } 2]

REGIOV o "". . NUMBER OF APPLICATIG%S NUMBER OF COWS
‘Ite de France B : 22 ‘ "“?, e 517
Champagne~-Ardennes : 351 . 5,996 .
Picardie : 558 o 9.810
Haute Normandie ‘ : 415 o 7.420 -
Centre - : 354 ‘ . o 4.015 :
Basse Normandie ‘ : 324 B 5.875
Bourgogne - _ L 293 ; : . 2.676 s
Nord ; , 783 -2«
Lorraine . : 255 : : 4.850 f
Alsace ’ - : 233 : : 2.678

Franche Comte : 153 - : 2.397

Pays de la Loire SR 612 - 7.366 :
Bretagne ' v R 1.087 : 14.213
Poitou Charente : 685 T 6.783
Aguitaine : 258 : 3.300
¥%idi Pyrénées : 435 : : 5.448
Limousin - : 53 B 7%

Rhone Alpes : 330 ’: : 4.291
Auvergne : 53 ' : &57 :
Languedoc Roussilon : 1 2 151
Provence Cdte-d'Azur : 32 360 :
Corse : ) . 0
TOTAL .

- - -
T GRS G > . - - - - S " - - - - - . - -
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TABLE 14

Geographical distribution of total number of applicants and cows

(non-marketing and conversion) 1.7.77 to 30.11.78 in Germany

B R e e e e R e R e L R P R L L Y

REGION : NUMBER OF APPLICATIONS : NUMBER OF COWS
Schleswig-Holstein : $2.185 S 39.533 :
Hamburg . : ) 22 : 305
Bremen : 14 : 161
Niedersachsen : 6.117 N 61.796
Berlin : _ 4 : 66
Nordrhein-Westf. . .3 6.528 : 65.178
Hessen S 3.749 : 23.112
Theinland-Pfalz : 2.158 ot 13.745
Saarland : 188 : 1.574
Bayern : 9.798 o 71.717
Baden-Wurttemberg : 4.331 : 28.231

Germany K 35.094 © 305.434
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TABLE 15

- Geographical distribution of total number of applicants and cows

: ’ '(‘nén-marketing ’and,convers’;iohﬁ)f 1.7.77 to 30.11.78 in Netherlands

. v, . - o . > W s - S e ma g S S, o WU MR WO BN G D e e A S A G B W S W A AR AR S A N (e W e me 4

_ REGION : NUMBER OF APPLICATIONS : NUMBER OF COWS :
Grohihgén ‘ : B 126 i T 1.996 :

CFriestand 1o % 1541 :
Drenthe’ . R - 130 : 24169
Overijssel B [ - © 0 3.204 :
Ijsselmeerpolders A 46 : 1.307 :
Gelderland : 368 : 4.738 :
Utrecht : 34 : 683 :
N. Holland : 106 - : 1.745 :
Z. Holland | : 106 : 1.700 :
Zeeland : o 37 : 606 _
N. Brabant ' : 338 | : 5.950 :
Limbura : 204 : 3,438 :
Netherlands : 1.761 ot 29.077
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TABLE 16
Geographical distribution of total number of‘épplicants and cows

(non-marketing and conversion) 1.7.77 to 30.11.78 in the United Kingdom

S am  ew am e e e W o N A D R S B T I T W AR S e R e SR S e e G WD G G e A e T e S B G e e A N W AN N M W S G SN SR R e

REGION NUMBER OF APPLICATIONS NUMBER OF COWS
: ENGLAND

Eastern Region : 125 3.579
£ost Midlands Region : 214 : 5.827
west Midlands Region : - 288 : . 6.779
Northern Region : 207 4.681
Scuth Eastern Region : . 125 - 3.275
South Western Region : 778 - 16.291
Yorks and Lancs Region : 159 : 3.801
TOTAL ENGLAND 1.896 44,233
Wales : ' 443 : 6.975
Scotland : - 137 :  5.645
Northern Ireland : 290 : 5.080

T e e e i e e e e o o e e 4 G e - - e S - - - -
.
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