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-:'relatina to net inoone rrom agricultural activity, of the holder and hie
kfﬁnily”and=that of total agricultural activity (for remunerated and
ﬁnrehunerated work).. Results are also provided which show the trend of the
"traditional income 1ndieator. net value added at factor cost, both in real’
’~terae{and»per capita. This report also provides information on trends in
L‘tgriculturil income between 1973 and 1984, whilst at the same time pinpointi
fthe reasons for the changes over the past few years (the effects: of volume a
;erricee).

i i

‘The second part of this document discusses the methodological signifieance"e“

" the ‘indicators used in this analysis.




1. Change in the net income from agricultural activity of the holder and
members of his fhmilx in 1984 as compared with 19§§ ' . o

L. comamlr! RESULTS |

1.

" (inflation rate

Following the aharp decline in 1983 (-14%), current eatinntea for 198"
indicate a nominal increase in the net income of the unremunerated , V
agricultural labour forcg (mainly consisting of the holder and members of hia
family) in the Community® of an average of 8.3% over 1983 (see Table 1).
According to current figures, this labour force continued to decline in 1984
(-1.6%); as a result, per capita net income increased by 10.1%. After
deflating this sate of change with the average rate of increase in prices

) in the Community, which is estimated at 5.6%, the net .
income from agricultural activity of the holder and members of his ramily in
1984 increased by 4.3% in real terms.

TABLE 1: Estimated net income from agricultural activity of the holder and
members of his family in 1984: rate of change as compared with 1983 (in §)
“Country Nominal Unremunerated Nominal per|{Implicit Real per
, and fore- [net income Jagricultural | capita net | price index lcapita
v cast date |[from labour force | income fromrof gross net income
S ' agricul- input agricul- domestic from
‘ tural tural product at ricultural
activity activity market jactivity
(1:2) prices (3:4)
(deflator)
1 2 5 4 . )
D (29. 1.85) +8.7 -1.0 +9.8 +1,9|  +7.8
F(21.11.84) +6.6 -1.9 +8.7 +7.0 +1.6
I (26.11.84) +1.0 -3.1 +4.2 +10.5 ~5.7
NL ( 8. 1.85) +12.0 -1.0 +13.1 +3.11| +9,7 -
B (4. 2.85) =440 -1.0 -3.0 +5.4i' -8,0
L (10.12.84) +2.6 -2.0 +4,7 +5.91 -1.1.
UK ¢ 9. 1.85 +21.6 +0,9 +20.5 +3.7 +16.2
IRL : : : +6.6 :
0K (23. 1.85) +327.0 =2.6 +338. +5.7 +314.8
GR : : : +18.1 :
gur 10 " 8.3 -1.6 +10.1 +5.6 +4.3
1 The agricultural income indicators referred to below in sections 1 and 2 .-

;2 Not including Ireland and Greece for which no estimates of income and/ov‘A<
labour input are available. b

3 Implicit price index of gross domestic product at market prices.

#

are obtained by successively deducting from the net value added at factor
cost the rents and interest paid by farmers, then employees' .
remuneration, and by dividing the result by the appropriate agricultural"
labour force input. See Part II for more details.

Not including Ireland and Greece.




/aetivity of the holder and members of his family shows an increase in five‘out

- There was also an increase in France, of +1.6% (-9% in 1983) which is below

-Decreases were registered for:

A rapid analysis of 1983-8“ trends in the net income from agricultural f "

of eight Member States - in some cases much higher than the Community average
of +4.3% (against =13.5% in 1983 as compared with 1982) o o b

'[benmgrk | +314.8% (-58.2% in 1983) o R
United Kingdom + 16.2% (-20.1% in 1983) ‘ '
Netherlands + 9.7% (not available in 1983) :

FR of Germany + T.8% (-34.,1% in 1983).

‘The véry high increase in income for Denmark is due to the fact that the réteSi I

of change are calculated from low residual absolute values.

the‘Community average. ~ _ 7 .

‘

)

-Belgium -8.0% (+4.7% in 1983)
Italy -5.7% (-0.9% in 1983)
Luxembourg -1.1% (-17.3% in 1983).




It is estimated tnat in 198“ the net income from agricultural aetivity’in the

Community (EUR 10

) of all persons working in agriculture increased by an‘

average of 3 2% in real terms and per capita as compared with 1983 (see Tab’ #
' lower rate of increase of this income indicator as compared with
that of the income of the holder and members of his family can be explainéd.by
the lower average inc¢rease in nominal net income (+6.8%) which could not be
offset with the decrease in the total agricultural labour force (-2.0%),

2). The

whilst the deflation rate remained the same.

average except in the case of Belgium, Italy and Luxembourg.

Table 2:

Estimated net income from agricultural activity of all,pe?SOns o

The rates of this'income

working in agriculture in 1984:

rate of change as compared with 1983 (in %)

. Country and

date of
estimate

Nominal net
income from
agricul-
tural

Total input
pof agricul-
tural labour
force

Nominal per
capita net
income fro
agricul-

Implicit
price index
of gross
domestic

Real per capita
net income from |
agricultural
activity

tural
activity
1:2)

activity product
: at market
prices

(deflator) -

(3:4)

3

D (29. 1.85)
F (21.11.84)
1 (26.11.84)
NL ¢ 8. 1.85)
B (4. 2.8%)
L (10.12.84)
UK ( 9. 1.85)
IRL :
|ox (23, 1.85) +143.3
GR - . . ‘ e

+8.8
- +8.3

+7.9
+10.8

=2.5 .
. +h.7
+13.3

+9.0

eur 10 *

4 Not including Ireland and Greece,

-labour force input are available.

for which no estimates of income and/or

Not including Ireland and Greece.




‘?ht latest estinates indicate that in 1984, the real and. ggr capita net value.
added at. factor cost in agriculture within the Community increased by an
‘averlge of 4,33 . . . - . : as compared with 1983 when thero was a- decrease
' 1$ as compared with 1982 (see Table 3).

:The net real and per capita value added at factor cost in agrioulture was
‘higher than in 1983 ih the following countries:

Denmark
Greece
"-United Kingdom
. Ireland
Netherlands
FR of Germany
France

+35.5% (-16.2% in
+11.6% (-11.6% in
+10.1$ (' 7-5’ in
+ T.4% (+4.7% in
+ 6.0% (+ 1.8% in
+ 5.7’ (‘2105’ in
+2.1% (- 4,6% in

1983)
1983)
1983)
1983)
1983)
1983)
1983)

change in France was lower than the |
Furthermore, the change was negative for:'

‘;As we have seen above (Tables 1 and 2) the
Community average.

Belgium
Italy

Luxembourg

- 6.5% (+3.7% in 1983)
- 1.1% (+0.3% in 1983)

- 0.5% (-15% in 1983)

" TABLE 3: Estimated net value added at factor cost in agriculture in 1984
r‘gpercentage rates of change as compared with 1983

Real per-
capita net
incone
from
agricul-
tural
lactivity
(3:4)

Implicit
price index
of gross
domestic
product

at market
prices
(deflator)

» Country and
“date of
. estimate

Nominal net {Total agri-
income from |cultural
agricul- labour force
tural input
‘activity

Nominal per
capita net
income from
agricultural
activity
(1:2)

lB ¢ 4. 2.85)

D . (29. 1.85)
F(21.11.84)
I (26.11.84)
INL 8. 1.8

L €10.12.86)
Tk ¢ 9. 1.85
IRL(22. 1.85)
DK (23. 1.85)
<16R- (Nov. 84)

|Eur 10

o TR
R =

e
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Reasons for the increase in agricultural income in 1984

In 1984, final agricultural output increased:

- in value by 7.2%
- in volume by 3.6%

- the average price increased by 3. 55, which is lower than the impliclt
‘ price index of gross domestic product at market prices (inflation rate):

+5.6%.

One of the main reasons for the'inerease in agricultural income is the

substantial increase in the volume of crop output (+8.5%).

TABLE 4: 1984/83 rates of change due to volume effects in §
. } 1 : {

D F 1 NL B L -~ UK IRL DK | GR JEUR.10
Final ‘
oiﬁutcrop 7.7 [49.3° [-3.9 |+7.5 [+10.0 [+26.9 [+21.6 [+15.1 [+62.7 [+9.5 | +8.5 |
Final animall 3 2 [+2,1° |+0.6 [#1.0 | +1.9 | 1,1 | 2.7 [ +2.7 | =1.5 [-1.5 | -0.1 |
output '
Total final | +3_.6 .+5,o" 2.0 |+3,0 | +4.6 | +3.7 | +5.9 | +4.8 |+15.4 |+5.9 | +3.6 |
output '
Intermediate ,
Consumption | +0.1 |+0.9 |-1.5 |+0.0 | -0.3 | -5.2 | -0.6 | +0.2 | +1.5 |+3.5 | +0.1

The volume of final crop output

Denmark
Luxembourg
United Kingdom
FR of Germany
Ireland

increased especially in:

+62.7%
+26.9%
+21.6%
+17.7%
+15.1%

A lower increase was recorded for:

Belgium
Greece
France
Netherlands

+10 . 0% -

C+ 9.5%

+ 9.3%
+ T.5%.

The only country with a decline in volume is Italy (-3.9%) which accounts for

. about 30% of the final crop output of the Community.

Tpe increase in the

- volume of final crop output is largely due to the spectacuiar expansion in the '
volume of final cereal output (28.2%) in the Community.

5

6 Sales only.

agricultural equipment.

Including changes in stocks and gross fixed capital formation of




Final crop output. + 8.5%
Cereals ~ - +28.2%
Root crops ‘ : ~ +14.3%
Fresh vegetables ‘ + 2.3%
Presh fruit - 2.1%
Grape must and wine. ~ - = T.6%°
Olive oil -25,4%

The effect of this trend in cereal output was as follows in the various
~eountries: ,
Very marked Luxembourg +133.6%
N , ) Denmark +111.0%

‘Marked FR of Germany + U42.6%

- . Greece - + 28.8%

United Kingdom + 28.7%

Ireland 26.9%

Belgium 26.6%

: France - 21.2%

'Less marked Italy 14.2%
: Netherlands 5.0%.

’ Incréases in output were also recorded for root crops in Luxembourg (+50%),
- Germany (+29%), Denmark and the Netherlands (+26% and +24%), Belgium (+18%),
the United Kingdom (+15%), France and Ireland (+8%). Falls in output are:

estimated for Italy and Greece (-1% to -14%). S

Wine production was down by -7.6% for the Community as a whole, with falling
figures for all countries except Greece (+11.3%):

FR of Germany -38%
Luxembourg -17.8¢%
Italy ' : - 6%

~ France - 2.8%.

In ﬁhe case of olive oil, a fall in overall production of 25.4% was recorded,if
"with Greece's increase of 15% not fully ofrsetting Italy's decrease of -uo;.

"As, far as livestock production is concerned,-the volume of production in the
- Community as a whole has remained stable (-0.1%) with only slight variationsf
from country to country ranging from -2.7% for the United Kingdom to +2. 7$
for Ireland..

“TABLE 6¢ 198“/83 rates of change in the main livestock produotion due to
volume effects in %

EUR 10

Final livestock production
Cattle and calves

Pigs

Sheep and goats

Poultry
- Milk

Eggs
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FR of Germany - 1.9 + 1.9
#rance + 2.7 + 7.0 .
- [Italy + 8.3 +10.5
Netherlands + 2.5 + 3.1
Belgium - 1.7 + 5.4
Luxembourg + 0.6 + 5.9
United Kingdom + 1.2 + 3.7
Ireland + 2.6 + 6.6
Denmark + 1.8 + 5.7
Greece +20.1 +18.1
EUR 10 + 3.5 + 5.6

Milk production fell in all producing Member States except in Luxembourg
(+3. 5%), Ireland (+4.1%) and Italy (+0.5%).

The sharpest declines were recorded in the United Kingdom (=6 1%), Denmark
(-3. 7%) and Germany (-3.5%).

Beef production, on the other hand, increased by +2.5% for the Community as a
whole, with the sharpest increases occurring in France (+8.7%), Belgium (+5%)
and Denmark (+4.2%). On the other hand, decreases were recorded in Luxembourg
(~8.2%) and Greece (=7.3%).

- The rate of change due to price (see Table 7) waé generally 3.5% higher for

final output in agriculture within the Community. This rate, which represents
the average change in the prices of agricultural production was particularly_'
high in Greece (+20.1%) and Italy (+8.3%). In other countries (France, -
Netherlands, Luxembourg, United Kingdom, Ireland and Denmark) the increase was
below the Community average whereas a negative rate of change was recorded in
Germany (-1.9%) and Belgium (~1.7%).

TABLE 7 Rate of change of final output in agriculture due to price effects
as compared with the price index of GDP

Country Rate of change due to Implicit price index
price of agricultural of GDP
production :

Table 7 compares the rate of change of agricultural prices with the overall .
inflation rate of each Member State. The inflation rate for the economy in
general was higher than the rate of change for agricultural production for
both the Community as a whole and all Member States except Greece.

The increase in the prices of crop production (see Table 8) was 3.4% for the
Community as a whole and was especially high in Greece (+19.5%), Italy (+8.4%)
and the Netherlands (+5%). On the other hand, there were marked decreases

especially in Belgium (-10. 3%), Denmark (-6. 5%), Germany (-3.5%) and the
United Kingdom (~3.1%).

As far as individual products are concerned, there was a fall in the price of
cereals (-3.9% for the Community) especially in the Netherlands (~10.5%),

. Belgium (-9.3%) and Germany (-7.8%) as compared with a marked increase in

Greece (+15.7%) and-Italy (+9.5%).

With regard.to the other products, a general increase was recorded especially
for vegetables (+8.7%) and olive oil (+7.5%).

L




Country | | 7ind antmei | risal eutpus |
. BRI ~ -Qutput S

{FR of Cepmany . 1. -1 -1,9

France = | 40 | +.3 8
[Ttaly - 4Bk 83 ] e
' [Netherlands T +5.0 - +1,0 +2,5

 {Belgium - -10.3 ' 2.9 -1.7

Luxembourg 4.7 42,0 ‘ +0.6

Unitpd Kingdom L =3, S 43,5 +1.2-
Ireland -1.2 +3.7 +2.6
Jponugvk =6.5 +6,8 .8
|Greece .  #19.5 21,4 +20, 1
nun 10. B . 33 . +3.5

,'Tho pricoo of ;g;gg__gggggggign 1noroaaod by + 3. 31 for the Community as a
whole and fell only in Germany (- 1. li).

; f All product prigoq increased in the Gonnunity as a whole except for cattle (-;
~ L.4%). The sharpest increass was that of eggs (+ 17.9%). '

Table A.3 of the Annex provides details of the price changes for each cattgorx
of products and country.

ntggg!giato coggggggiog (loo Table 9), i.e. the total ourrent purchases or -
goods and services used for final output in nsrioulture, inoreased for the ’
Community as a whole by + 6.2% in value and + 0.1% in volume between 1983 and
1984, rcaulting in a price: inovoaso of + 6.1%.

¥

Price

FR of Germany . +3, . 40,1 ' +3.0
rance ‘ +8,7 +0.9 +7.7
|Ataly 1 +9.1 -1.5 +10.8
.- '|Netherlands +3.0 . 0.0 +3.0
Belgium +6.3 -0.3 +6,6
jLuxembourg +0.5 ' =5.2 o +6.0
United Kingdom +3.0 | -0.6 +3.6
“1Ireland +6.1 +0.2 +5.9
iDenmark +8-0 . +1.5 +6.4
Greece +23.0 +3.5 : +18.8
lEUR 10 +6.2 +0.1 ' . *‘-1

4

- The pricou of intermediate consumption inoreased more quickly than inflation
. in the Community and most of the Member States except for Ireland, The
-~ inorease in the prices of intermediste consumption was especially marked in .
‘Oresce (+ 18.8%), and Italy (+ 10.8%) whilst it remained at between + 6% and | =~
» 8% in France, Bcl;ium. Luxembourg, Ireland and Denmark, and was relatively
: ?odonltq in Germany and the Netherlands (+ 3%) and in the United Kinsdon
(+ 3.6%).
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Among the products of‘intermediatélconSdmptioﬁ,‘enérgy préducts;'animal B
feedstuffs and fertilizers had the highest price increases. o
If the rate of change due to price of final output of agricultuﬁe is compared

with the equivalent rate for intermediate consumption, the resulting ratio
indicates the terms of trade of agricultural production.

TABLE 10: Terms of trade of agricultural production in 1984
1983 = 100

T T 1 IR — T T T
| NL| B L UK IRL 0K | GR |EUR 10
: = e :

|

|

|

D F

1 |
I l
T T o
| 98.1 [102.7

———— .

Price of

. 108.3]102.5| 98.3 |100.6 |101.2 [102.6 |101.8 |120.1]103.5
final output : :

— - r \
Price Of. 1103.0 |107.7 |110.8|103. 1066 }106.0 |103. 6 1105.9 |106.4 |118.8|106¢1\
intermediate I

1

consumption : } L
Eerms of | 9502 | 95,4 | 97,7] 99-5| 92.2 | 94.9 | 97.7 | 96-9 | 95.7 [101.1] 97.5.|
rade L l ‘ I S

L 1 I
I 1 1 T T - B
In 1984, with the exception of Greece (+ 1.1%) the terms of trade deteriorated

in all countries, especially in Belgium (- 7. 8%), Luxembourg (- 5.1%), Germany
(- 4,8%) and France (- 4.6%).

_H._.

T—T
t=T—
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——
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As regards the productivity of intermediate consumption, obtained by comparing

~ the index of the volume of final output with the index of the volume of

intermediate consumption, there was a general recovery as compared with the -
previous year. Productivity increased by + 3.5% for the Community as a whole co
with changes ranging from + 13.5% in Denmark to - 0.5% in Italy. ’

 TABLE 11: Productivity of intermediate consumption in 1984

1983 = 100

| T I | I I T | T T -
D F I NL B L UK. IRL DK’ GR  JEUR 10 _’

Volume of . '
final output [103.6 |105.0 |98.0 [103,0]104.6 |103.7 1059 |104.8 [115.4 |105,9|103.6

Volume of - , . .
intermediate |100.1 [100.9 [98.5 [100.0] 99.7 | 94.8 | 99.4 {1002 [101.5 |103.5]100.1 .
‘| consumption I ‘I { | | ]

- | [ T 1
Productivity ]103.5 [104.1 199-5 |103.0]104-9 [109.4 [106.5 |104.6 [113.7 [102¢3]|103.5 |
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TABLE JZ’ Net va_;ue added in agriculture as a percentg&e of net domestic
‘ product at_factor cost '

. R |
1976 =1977 1978 1979 1980 ]1981 |1982
_ I !
4,5 = 4.3 : 4.1 ! 3.9 } 3.6 | 3.3 | 3.3 ] 3.6
‘ I |

MEMBER STATES

GR

18.4
17.8
18.3

The contribution of the net value added at factor cost of agricultural

aetivity.has been declining constantly by Eomparison with the net’domegtic
.prOduét of the economy as a whole.
'JBetween 1973 and 1984 it dropped from 5.2% to 3.3% for the'Community as a
"whole. The éountries for which the contribution of the value added of
agriculture is lowest are Germany (1.4%) and the United Kingdom (1.9%), ,
@hereas it has remained relatively high in Ireland (10.2%) and especially 1n;1
Greece (18.3%). | R
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5. Trends in agricultural income for 1973 to 1984

The income of the agricultural holder and his family (see Table A.6.) from
their agrjcultural activity fell constantly between 1973 and 1981 in the _
Community as a whole (- 5.8% per annum on average); since then, this variable
has fluctuated, increasing in 1982, falling in 1983 and increasing again in '
1984, to revert to the average level for the years 1979-1980-1981. '

In Germany, the fall in income was contained until the end of the 1970s and -
became much more marked between 1978 and 1980. After a sharp rise in 1982, the
decline has continued over the past two years.

In France, the trend in income fell sharply towards the middle of the 1970s, a
second decline was felt in 1980 and 1981 and there was a slight recovery
between 1982 and 1984,

In Italy, there has been a constant decline since 1973 with the lowest level
since 1973 reached in 1984,

In Belgium and Luxembourg, the trend in income has fluctuated to settle at a
relatively high level over the past few years.

In the United Kingdom, income fell sharply towards the end of the 1970s but
has recovered slightly over the past few years.

As regards the income of all persons working in agriculture (see Table A.6.):

from their agricultural activity, this has also declined constantly for the
Community as a whole since 1973, in spite of slight recovery in 1982.

I'Not including the Netherlands, Ireland and Greece.
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!

Trends in total and per capita net value added for 1973 to 198& (see f\‘“

 Tables A.7 to A.1T) | N

In real terms, i.e. after deflating with the'implicit pbice index of the GDP
(base year 1980), net value added of agriculture fell constantly, by 26% 2
'»between 1973 and 1984, or - 2.7% per year. o

,:TABLE 13: Trends in total net value added and trends per capita

n1980" 8 = 100 - o

Years | Real total net Total agricultural Real per capita net |
value added labour force value added
1973 132 118 112
1974 17 ' 15 . 102
1975 115 ’ 111 : 104 -
1977 S 107 105 ' o
1978 112 105 107 x :
1979 106 102 : 104 ' .
1980 97 100 : 97 g
1981 : 97 98 - . 99 :
1982 104 95 : - 109 ' R
1983 96 * 94 ‘ 103 ' o
1984 - 98 92 107 1

The labour force indicator has also declined constantly (-2.2% per year) since | ‘/5
1973. The per capita net value added has remained relatively stable over the '
past 12 years.

~ Table 14 summarizes the trend of this indicator (per capita value added) in i
- . the different Member States. o B

_r a4

“8"1980" = average of the years 1979, 1980 and 1981.




[

1973-75 |~0

1976-79 |-5,

1980-84 |+1..
|

The trend is negative in Italy and Germany, whereas figures remain around the
Community average in France following a slight improvement over the past few
_years. In the other countries, the trend has remained positive especially 1n
Denmark, the Netherlands, Belgium, Ireland and Luxembourg.

One final aspect of this analysis concerns the 1973-8u trends in the :
indicators "terms of trade" and "productivity" of intermediate consumption. It ‘
should remembered that the first indicator corresponds to the ratio betweén
~ the implicit price index of final agricultural output and the implicit price

" . index of intermediate consumption, whereas the second indicator corresponds to

the ratio between the index of the volume of final output and that of
intermediate consumption.

~ Table A.U4 in the Annex shows the trends in the terms of trade (or the "price
scissors™) for each Member State up to 1984, by comparison with the 1979-1981
' period.

1: There has been an overall gradual decline which means that the implicit pricé.

L - index of goods and services for intermediate consumption is rising more -

-rapidly than that of final output.

As regards the productivity of intermediate consumption (Table A. 5) following G

"a decline in the second half of the 1970s, the volume of production for the
Community as a whole has tended to grow more rapidly than the volume of
intermediate consumption in recent years. This trend is fairly general but

does not ‘apply to Greece,where the decline 1n productivity has continued into
the most recent years. ;

Injg80n = éverage for the years 1979, 1980 and 1981.




METHODOLOG!

In this document. the Statistical Office of the European Conmunities (SOEC)

gresents the estimates for the change in agricultural income in the Hember
t‘teﬁ .

'rThiae~estimates are based on rates of'chénge of three indicators:

- net value added at factor cost
- net income from agricultural. activity and

- net income from agricultural activity of the hblder and his family.

Groaa and net value added at factor cost in the production branch
'Agriculture' are computed as follows:

Final output
intermediate consumption

Gross value added at market prices
subsidies ‘

-taxes linked to production

ross value added at factor cost
epreeiation

net value added at factor cost

As regards the additional indicators, it should be pointed out that in
economic accounting terms:

Net value added at factor cost
Rents and interest payments

Net income from agricultural activity
Wages and salaries paid

Net income from agricultural activity (b)
of the holder and his family.

represents the total resources available to holders for remuneration of
labour (his own, that of the members of his family and the hired-
workforce) and of his own capital, including any profit deriving from :
farming activity. When divided by the total agricultural labour input, thc
first of the two additional income indicators is obtained; -




(b)

The
the

factor cost, and in the work input of the o agricultural labour force.

- 16 -

comprises the remuneration of the factors of produetion (land, capital and
labour) belonging to the holder and his family, including the net '
operating profit of the holding. When divided by the agricultural labour
input of the unremunerated workforce, the second additional income
indicator is obtained. :

following methodological points should be borne in mind when considering
data contained in the document:

Figures have been compiled according to the principle of the Economic .
Accounts for Agriculture, which form part of the European System of
Integrated Economic Accounts (ESA). Complete harmonization of absolute
data between countries has not yet been achieved, however, although the
rates of change are considered to be comparable.

National results already published in Member States (for example France)
may differ significantly from the estimates shown here because of a
different treatment of changes in stocks or other elements.

In ﬁhe text and table headings, 'per capita' is to be interpreted as 'per
unit of agricultural labour input of the . labour force'.

The data cover the relative changes in a given calendar year as compared
with the previous year. They thus comprise elements from two crop years.

The forecasts were made by experts in the Member States on the basis of
such evidence as was available on changes between 1983 and 1984 in the
prices and volumes of the various components of nominal net value added at

The data cover the production branch 'Products of agriculture and hunting'
and not the activity sector 'Agriculture', which may be taken in very
general terms to be the total of economic activities of" agricultural
holdings.

Net value added at factor cost in agriculture comprises the total of the
factor incomes in the agricultural production branch arising from
agricultural activity.
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.This income parameter is not, however, an indicator of the total househc
income of those engaged in farming. It should be noted that in addition
their purely agricultural income in the strict sense, agricultural

‘ holdings or households may also receive incomes from other, sources.

The average rates of change for agricultural gross and net value added in
the individual Member States and in the Community as a whole give no

- indication of the differences between regions and types of farm within the
Member States.

e

The data on the relative change in real per capita gross and net value
added at factor cost and of the two additional real income indicators are
obtained by deflating the corresponding nominal rates of change by the
. implicit price index of gross domestic product at market prices. The : v
relevant figures were supplied by the Directorate-General for Economic and i
Financial Affairs of the Commission of the European Communities. The real
rates of change do not represent the results of a computation -in volume
terms and are not, therefore, forecasts of the changes in gross and net
value added at constant prices; they are, on the contrary, indicators of:
the ehanges in the real value of agricultural income. The question of how
best to, remove the effects of inflation has been discussed in detail on
several occasions by the relevant SOEC working party, which has concludeﬁ
that . for the purposes of deflating nominal agricultural income there is,.
at present, no more appropriate price index available than the
above-mentioned 'implicit price index of gross domestic product at market
prices'. (1) .
The estimates are subject to a margin of error which increases as the
definitions of the numerator and denominator of each ratio are progressively
narrowed. Thus the indicators of real gross and net value added at factor cost,
per unit of labour input are regarded as more reliable than the indicator 'net
income from agricultural activity per unit of total agrioultural labour
input', while the latter, in turn, is considered more reliable than the .
indicator 'net income from agricultural -activity of the holder and hlS family
per unit of unremunerated agricultural input!'.

(1) The method of calculating this deflator for EUR 10 is based on P.P.S. ,
(Purchasing Power Standards). For the calculation of the Community totals
. of gross domestic product, both at current and at constant prices, ECU

(European Currency Units) are no longer used and have been replaced by
P.P.S. ‘

-
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Finally, the féal rates of change in value added for the Community (EUR 10)
have been calculated as the weighted average of the ten national real rates of
change. The weighting factors used in calculating the 1984 results wére'the '
relative contributions of the Member States to agricultural gross and net

value added at factor cost in the Community in 1983 (at current prices) i.e.:

EUR 10

Gross value added at

. factor cost

Federal Republic of Germany ‘ 14.30

France 24,63
Italy ‘ 28,07
Netherlands 7,19
Belgium 2.68
Luxembourg 0,12
United Kingdom ' 10,78
Ireland . 2,28
Denmark : 3,06
Greece ' 6.88
100,00

Community (EUR lO) were calculated in a similar manner, as weighted averages
of the ten real national rates of change. The weighting factors used in
calculating the 1984 results correspond to the relative contributions of the
individual Member States in 1983 in respect of 'net value added at factor cost
minus rent and interest payments' and the 'net value added at factor cost

minus rent, interest payments and wages and salaries paid!' for the Community

as a whole at current prices.

Net value added at

factor cost

11,37
24,79
29,33
7.80
2,95
0,12
10,20
2.41
2,82
8421

100,00
‘The real rates of change of the two additional income indicators for the
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III. TABLES ANNEXED (1)

0

Table 1984 1 rates of change in value compared with 1983 (at eurrant
prices)

Table A.2 1984 ¢ rates of change due, to volume compared with 1983

‘Table A.3 1984 rates of change due to price compared with 1983
. Table A.4 Development of the price scissors (terms of trade) - '1980' = 100
Table A.5 ‘Trends in productivity of intermediate consumption - 11980! g

~Table A.6 Trends in net income from agricultural activity from 1973 to
‘ - 1984, '1980' = 100 :

In&ices of gross and net value added in agriculture - '1980' = 100
Table A.7 Community
Table A.8 Federal Républic of Germany
Table A.9 = France
| Table - Italy
Table Netherlands
Taﬁle Belgium
Tablé ' Luxembourg
';Table , United Kingdom
Table Ireland
Table Denmark

Table Greece

(1) Commas should be replaced by full stops in the following tables.







. Sectoral income index 1984 1~ TT e N
Table A.1: 1984—p'éftenta§e'? rates'__o;f' change in value compared

+|Einal orop owtout | ;56 | 40,3} + 4,2 [413,0 |- 1,3 | +20,9 |47,8 | 413,27 |452,1 |+30,9 |+12,2 | ¢
bf whichs : “ ' ' , o L , R . . : . ; N
"‘Cerea@s - +31,4 ! +14,2 - | +25,0 |- 6,0 |+14,8 |+136,6 |+19,7 "'}17,6 93,5 | +49,0 | +23,2 -
Root crops }+12,6 +24,6 | +54,1 |+23,5 |[-15,4 -8,9 |+24,7 | +26,5 1 O . |- 5,3 |+22,0
" Potatoes 4 +16,4 +52,5 |+101,8 |+31,0 |-32,6 | -8,9 +31,1 | +59,8 : + 2,1 :
‘Sugar beet 1 +10,7 + 8,6 +6,0 |+9,0 |-2,5 : +#11,1 |+ 9,5 : 20,2 t o ofees
| Fresh vegetables + 7,5 +9,1. |- +9,7 |+17,0 [+ 1,0 +12,1 |+ 8,9 O T +29,k | +11,2
Fresh fruit +19,7 | - 5,1 }— 8,7 |- 1,5 |-15,0 (+122,2 [+ 7,9 : K +19,3 |- 1,1
Citrus fruit - - : - - 1 - o= - - +30,3 i s
Grapes N N B : + 1,5 : : - - #5,h |
Grape must and wine -15,1 +3,0 [l-10,8 . 17,8 . K B | +29,1 |} _ 3’3 i}
Olive oil | 1 = 1 = -k0;0 | - - - - : - +36,5 | -19,8 | 7
Flowers and ornemen— |4 3.0 | - 0,3 : ¥10.0 |+ 5,0 : : : : i : -
tal plants ) 2}3 R
: Final animal output - : , » ‘ co . ‘ : 1 v
== 233 | +6,57 61 [+2,0 [+4,9 | +0,9 po,7 |+65 |+5.2 |419,6 |+ 3,2
of which | | | ; K
Cattle and calves - 8,9 + 7,9 ¥ 6,7 |- 4,0 |+1,9 -10,3 |-2,2 | +8,1 |-6,0 |+11,2 |+ 1,1 :
Pigs - ]+ 1,0 | + 750 + 9,0 ! 7,5 }+10,5 + 5,3 | +14,7 | - 2,4 | +16,5 | +13,8 |+ 7,3
Sheep and goats . -5, ] +1,9 : |+17,5 |- 3,3 : +11,5 | +4,4 | -9,1 |+18,8 [+ 9,5 .
Poultry +8,1 | +7,8 | +7,5 |-5,0 |+10,8 | - 4,b |+ 5,9 | +:44 | +7,9 |+12,5 |+ 6,7
Milk o -%9 | +40 | +6,1 |-20 |-21,4 | +9,0 [-7,2]|+6,7|-3,2|+17,8 |- 0,3
Eges = e LN +14,8 +25,5 | +412,0 ] +11,1 - 58 |+90 | +9,7 |]+9,6 |+68,7 |+17,1
+ Agricultural contract e 17
; work -66,01 , : : : : : +13,2 : : s e o L
. = | Final output |+ 1,6 |+ 7,9‘2) ' 1-' 6,1 [+ 5,5 +2,8 +4,3 [+7,2 [ +7,5 +17,5 +4'2:'7',‘2  |+ 7,2 " /
$ Vot gvé.—i%lyablév f'N;»lv.- - 1) Sales only. - 2) Incl. stock c‘hvéng’eya'r‘xd gross fixed capital formation in respect of agricﬁltua{.i

[SPEPN

.., 80008,

i
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Table As1: 1984-percentage rates of change in value compafed with 1983 (at.current prices)

D F I | NL B . L UK 'IRL. DK GR BUR 10
Final output 1,61+ Ty9 f+ 6,1 |+ 5,5 |+ 2,8+ 4,3+ 17,2 |+ 7,51 +17,51] + 27,2 |+ 1,2
Intermediate con- ’ ‘ .
sumgtion 3'1 + 8’7 ‘ + 911 '+ 3'0 + 6'3 + 0,5 + 3;0 + 6'1 8,0 + 23'0 + 6,2
of which 3
geegg a.:iu:;:dlings A4S 29 s + 14,5 -} + 15 + 55} - 54 |+ 50| + 5,8 H
rbilomere |t 2O 5.2 3 o + 5,51 = 53]+ 0,9 |+ 0,9} + 5,0 :
Fertilizers and soil ’ ’ '
conditioners - 1,0 : :

| Energy, lubricants el M t [ 60 |+ 54~ 1,0]+10,0 |+12,1 ] + 22,8 : ]

Material, small + 4,5+ 6 9 . +12.0 10.1 |
tools; maintenance "1 * ' + U, + 9T+ 1,5 $ + 3,8 : t
azg r:apa»irl;s1 MR LT : 6,0 + 6,5 |+ T,1 | + 6,7 s + 5,5 s :
Services :

+ 4,0 b 9,1 H + 545 H + 3,0 s + 9,2 s - 3
Gross value added ‘
at market prices - O3 W 7,3 §+ 48 | 8,5 - 1,9+ 69} +126 |+ 881} +30,2}1+ 28,51 + 8,1
Subsidies + 146,4 |+ 15,3 | + 44,5 }-250,0 | + 3,421 -232) - 1,5 +‘53;6 + 7,0} + 1, +35,0
Taxes linked to pro- | .
duction + 35,1 |+ 13,6 o+ 6,1 }+ 3,0 . + 44,5 + 16,6 {+ 96,7 - 1,4{ + 15, R

| Gross value added ‘ '
| at factor cost Ml 2|+ T2 |+ 8,0 | - 1,6+ 3,5) +10,6 |+10,6[ + 30,1 + 27,3 |+ 7,6

Depreciation + 3,5 |+ 8,0 + 14,2 |+ 5,0 + 5,0 + 4,9] + 2,4 |+ 5,3 + 4,2) +20,6 |+ 7,4
Net value added at o l. o S ' I . ’
factor cost L 6’0. *hl o+ 5’7 + 8,5 - 25| + 33| +133 |+ 11,6 + 39,5] + 27,6 |+ Ty 7

* Fot: é’vmlgble. - 1) Exel. mll tools.

. = 2) Subsidies minus taxes linked to pmauction and incl. aver- or
matmn of VA‘P. - 3) Excla depreciatlon for I'nrt . L /

11
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Table A.2:

1984-percentage rates of change due

to volume compafed with 1983

NL

UK

DX

EUR 10

Final crop output

‘of which

Cereals
Root crops
Potatoes

Sugar beet
Fresh vegetables
Fresh fruit
Citrus fruit
Grapes

Grape must and
wine

Olive oil
| Plowers and ornamen-
tal plants

Final animal output

of which

Cattle and calves
Pigs

Sheep and goats
Poultry

Milk

FEggs

Agricultural contract

work

Final output

+ 4+ ++ + +

1 + 11

+ 4+ + + 4+

\O

-

'—l
PO ee o = [ I~ OO

- W W e -
QOO OMN

-

w
|
=

o)

I+ 1+

P+ ++ + +

L+

145

NN NN

R | mw'\nww_\n
- - -

OoOUTIO OWnmoO

=
-

v e
wn

'].’0

- 10,0

+ + + + + +
=N

Y EPOR PO
B OOOOONAO

-

o+
o

+
-]
O

Hiv=OpaAW
- W e w e -

+ 4,6

cownwooo

1,1

Dppep o

L ]

327

ous S

+ 21,6

++++ ++
e D

AR AR o
O~hH o

I+ 4+ 11

+

P+ 1+ 01+

+ 62,7

+111,0
+ 26,1

§ oo os o0 o

BN

+

+1 41 +1
(]

+

= N
- w -

W

me\ﬂwl\)\ﬂb oY)

- W W W -

W]
se \UN
-

(&) wWaAKFH oOUVOW W ®

11 v+ 4+

't Not available. - Nil, -'1) Sales only. - 2)° Including stock change and gross fixed ‘

capital formation 1n respect of agr1cu1tura1 goods.

>
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Table A.2: 1984-percentage rates_of change due to volume compared with 1983

D F I NL B L [ IRL DK GR
+ | Final output . i
* W6 |+ 501 = 20) + 30f + 460 + 3,7 + 59 |+ 48 |+154 | + 5,9
-~ | Intermediate con- )
M . + o'l + 0’9 - 1,5 + oyo - 073 - 5'2 ond 0,6 + 0,2 + 1,5 + 3’5

of which

Seeds and seedlings 0,0 + 5,0 J + 10,0 0,0} - 82| - 59 |- 1,9 ]- 3,0 :
Feedingstuffs 1 - 1,0 - 3,0 s - 2,0 - 0,5] -13,0} - 2,8 |- 7,0 |~ 1,0 1
Fertilizers and : o
soil conditioners - 1L,0 | + 6,0 s + 3,0 = 0,3} + 4,8] + 3,6 |+ 6,8 [+ 6,0 s
Energy, lubricants | :

- . | Material, small + 1,0 | - 1o01) + 2,0 0,0 + 1,4] + 0,9 ) + 3,0 s

' tools; maintenance + 1,5 - 0,0 3 + 3,0 0,0 | : + 0,1 s - 0,4 3

and repairs ( ‘ )
Services [ + 20 |+ 20 : - 0,0 s |+ 1,1 |+ 3,0 s

~




A orat_income %ﬂdex 198& e : : . ,
Tabte A.3: 1984—percen;age rates of change due to pr1ce compared mth 1983 :

ML
) +|Final crop output |} _ 55 | L 1,0%| +8,4 | 45,0 |-10,3 [-87 | -31] -1,2] -6,5] 419,5 | + 3,4
. {
of which 3 ' | ‘ |
Cereals yo- 718 - 598 + 9,5 "1095 - 9;3 + 2,3 = '790 = 713 - 893 +15’7 - 3,9 -
Root orops -13,0 +15,4 +54,9 { +0,0 | -27,7 | -39,2 +8,61 +17,7| -20,7}| +10,5| + 6,7
Potatoes -18,0 +51,0 +96,7 | + 6,5 | -50,0 | -39,2 +15,9 | +60,0 ot + 8,5 s
Sugar beet - -10,0 - 3,0 +10,0 | -13,0 |} - 8,0 : -6,21 - 2,7 : +17,4 :
Fresh vegetables 0,0 + 8,0 +10,8 | +12,5 | - 1,0 0,0 - 3.4 . . +25,0 | + 8,7
Presh fruit "~ 5,0 - 6,0 + 2,5 | +12,0 | -15,8 | - 6,3 + 3,8 : o +26,6 -+ 1,0
Citrus fruit - : - S - - - - - : *20 V5 .‘i
Grapes : : : + 5,1 : : - - _ +19,7 H
Grape must and wine +37,0 +6,0 |J-5,1 - 0,0 . - _  +16.0  . b1 .
Olive oil | - : ) 0,0 - e - - D - - - +18’5 + 7’5 :
Flowers and ornemen- + 2,0 + 5,0 : + 4,51 +5,0 : : : : T | ‘
tal plants ' ‘ .
imal output '
+ | Final anim 324 -1,1 + 4,31) +8,31+1,0] +2,9 |+ 2,0 + 3,5 +37] +6,8| +21,4 ] + 3,3
. ' . : : ..,
of which 7
Cattle and calves -7,5 - 0,7 +76 | -701-2,91-23 11| +4,0| =98] 4200 - 1,4 -
Pigs ¥ 2,0 + 7,0 +53} +30¢{ +6,3]+1,5 +17,0| "+ 3,1} +17,3| +15,0| + 6,7 .
Sheep and goats ‘ - 3,5 + 4.0 3 + 4o | - 3.3 . +7.9] -0.6 . 8.0 | +9.1 :
Poultry . + 7,0 +10,0 | + 7,5 | +11,0 | #2,5 0,0 + 2,81 + 6,3 : +15,0 | + 6,7
Milk | = 1,5 +5,0 +56 | +1,0| +1,7 | + 5,6 -1,2| +2,7| +0,5} +17,9| + 2,2
Eges +15,0 | +16,0 | +27,0 | + 5,5 | +10,0| + 2,0 | +1b4,4| +15,7} + 9,1 | +70,1 | +17,9
+ | Agricultural contract 1 . A T
| work + 3,0 : : : : s 47,4 . . :
| - | Pinal output | [ -2 + 2,721 48,3 + 25| -1,7 | +0,6 [ +1,2] +2,6| +1,8] +20,1 | + 3,5

- !Not available. - N11. -~ 1) Sales only. - i- 2)\Incl. stock change and gross fixed
" R cap].‘ta.l fomatIon in respect of agrioultural goods. -~ , _ o

%
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Table A.3: 1984-percentage rates of change due to price compared with 1983

D F I NL B L UK IRL DK GR EUR 10
+ .Final output -1,9}+2,7 | +8,3}+2,5]-2,7]+0,6} +2,2}|+2,6} +1,8} +20,1} + 3,5
- Intermediate con— +30 ) +7,7|+0,8 | +30]}|+6,6}+6,0]+36}+59}+6,4]+18,81]+6,1
sumption . :
of which , - fﬁ
sEed_S and seedlings + L",5 - 2,0 M + ’-I-,O + 1,5 +ll+,9 + 0,5 + 7,0 + 9,0 : H i
Feedingstuffs + 40| + 8,5 +2,01 +6,01 +8,9f +2,7] +8,5] +6,1 : :
Fertilizers and .
s0il conditioners 0,0 ] +38,0 +30] +58] -5,5] +6,2}1 +5,5] +15,9 : : -
Energy, lubricants =
Maieri;y small + 3,5 ] + 8,Q” +10,0 | +10,1} +8,2 ] + 0,6 : +0,8 : :
tools; maintenance + 3,0 +38,0 +30} +6,5) +7,1 | +6,6 : + 5,9 : :
and repairs . :
Services . 5
! +2,01 +7,0 : + 5,5 : +1,9 : + 6,0 : : :
&~ .

: Not available. — Nil. - 1) . Excl. small tools.




'{Tabte'A;ﬁ:

Trends in the price scissors (1) or “terms of trade”

 m1980"s (2)

=100

- R , ‘ o
D F* L NL B L UK IRL* DK GR EUR 1n

1973 11,9 | 124,5 107,3 113,3 110,9 118,2 117,0 | 125,3 11,6 108, 4

| » o , o
1974 102,4 105,0 | 95,3 | 100,8 99,2 | 103,9 | 103,3 95,5 94,1 100,2 101,8
1975 110.3 108,0 94,7 110,3 109,7 | 101,6 11,7 96,8 100,1 94,2 106,5

| _ . : . , , ) :
1976 | 112,64 | 11,7 | 97,0 | 113,0 | 11,4 | 102,3 118,6 105,1 104,0 | 104,9 109,1
1977 | 108,3 .| 11,4 101,0 108,2 103,1 | 100,3 | 107,1 109,4 | 101,0 | 107,17 | 106,8
1978 | 108,6 109,7 | 107,2 | 107,6 | 106,2 102,8 104,8 113,9 110,5 .| 113,8 108,1
1979 105,1 -| 106,5 | 106,5 | 100,7 101,8 104,5 | 104,1 108,4 104,8 107,4 104,9
1980 98,2 97,6 100,6 99,4 99,7 99,2 97,7 95,3 99,6 96,6 98;6‘;

| 1981 9,7 | 959 | 92,9 99,9 98,5 | 96,3 98,2 96,3 95,6 96,1 96,5
1982 96,1 | 96,2 95,4 98,7 97,2 100,3 97,6 95,1 95,4 103,4 . 97;1

| , - —
1983 | 92,9 | 96,2 95,0 98,6 | 96,9 | 97,6 95,5 | 95,0.| 93,1 | 100,9 96,1 .

| 1984 | 88,5 91,7 92,9 | 98,1 | 89,4 92,6 93,3 92,0 89,1 102,0 | 93,7

| 1 | I | 1 | | | | L I

(1)7 Implicit i X of prices of f1naL output -divided by the 1moL1c1t index of nr1ceSOf 1ntermed1ate consum t1o -

<3) "1980“ -(15?5 + 1980 + 1981) _ IR . P -

‘ EUROSTAT est1nate.




Table A.5: -

= 100

Trends in produciivity of intermediate consumption (1) "1980" (2)
T | T T T | ] B ] T ]
D Fx 1 NL B L UK IRL* DK GR EUR 10 |
1973 106,1 112,9 112,6 101,0 102,1 99,7 90,1 14,2 103,2 119,5 105,0
1974 | 109,9 | 112,1 | 111,8 | 103,2 | 103,7 98,1 93,7 | 125,6 | 121,9 | 117,3 | 107,5 1
1975 107,8 109,5 116,0 | 101,3 95,2 97,6 89,7 138,2 | 105,9 14,2 105,7
1976 | 101,2 103,2 107,2 98,8 94,3 84,0 | 86,8 119,7 | 97,3 | 109,3 99,9 |
1977 | 101,9 | 100,7 | 102,0 | 99,8 | 95,5 | 93,0 | 92,4 118,7 106,3 |~ 98,2 99,4 |
I , :
1978 | 102,64 | 101,1 97,5 100, 1 98,8 101,1 96,5 110,8 98,4 102,6 .| 99,7
1979 | 97,2 | 101,3 | 98,6 99,6 | 98,4 | 100,8 | 95,8 | 95,6 | 94,8 | 97,2 | 98,2 |
1980 - 99,4 | 100,2 | 99,6 97,1 99,7 97,1 100,9 104,9 - 100,0 102,4 100,0
» I
1981 103,4 98,5 10t,7 | 103,5 101,9 102,1 103,3 99,5 105,2 100,4 | 101,8 |
1982 109,8 105,3 99,3 108,2 105,6 17,2 | 105,1 104,0 110,4 98,8 105,1
-1983 -104,7 101,8 101,2 105,8 102,6 100,5 101,7 102,0 105,2 ’ 93,0 102,4
1984 | 108,4 | 105,9 100,7 | 109,0 | 107,6 | 109,9 | 108,46 | 106,7 :“ 19,5 } 95,2 = 106,0
1 | ] 1 | | 1 : : '

(1) Index of volume of final output d1v1ded by the index of volume of 1nterned1ate consumnt1on

(2) "1980" = (1979 + 1980 + 1981)
* EUROSTAT est1mate.' R

3.
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1973 | 1974 | 1975 | 1976 | 1977 | 1978 | 1979 | 1080 | 1981 | 1982 | -1983 | 1984 X1984
) ' - : 1083
Germany - ‘l ! I | | 1 ’
«..0f the holder and his family | 148,0 | 121,9 | 146,7 | 154,7 | 147,2 | 138,8 | 114,7 | - 90,0 | 96,2 | 125,0 [ 82,4 | 88,8 +7,8
...of all persons working in agriculture | 137,2 | 114,9 | 135,3 | 142,9 | 137,8 } 131,3 | am1,4 | 91,9 97,2 | 120,5) 86,4 | 92,3) | +6,8
1 . France ] | ] ,
|...of the holder and his family 159,1 | 134,9 | 117,6 | 117,2 | 114,9 | 116,3 | 116,5 | 94,3 | 91,9 | 114,3 | 104,0 | 105,7 +1,6
l...of all persons working in agriculture 141,9 | 125,0 | 111,9 | 111,7 | 110,3 | 111,98 | 112,6 95,8 93,8 | 111,5 | 104,0 | 105,2 +1,2
Italy i I | | ,
|...of the holder and his family | 122,8 | 110,1 | 113,9 | 105,1 | 104,2 | 108,7 | 113,3 | 103,2 | 88,3 | 86,2 | 85,4 | 80,5 -5,7
|...of all persons working in agriculture | 97,5 | 93,4 | 99,6 | 96,0 | 98,4 | 102,5 | 106,3 | 101,7 ] 94,8 | 94,8 ] 95,1 | 92,8 2,4
\ Belgium | 1 B ~ _
«..of the holder and his family 125,7 | 98,1 | 102,2 | 119,8 | 91,9 | 100,0 | 107,2°| 90,8 | 102,4 | 116,1 | 121,5 | 111,8 -8,0
...of all persons working in agriculture 121,9 | 96,6 | 101,8 | 117,6 | 91,7 | 99,6 | 106,4 | o1,4 | 102,5 | 115,0 | 120,0 | 111,0 -7,5
~ Luxembourg | ,
«+.0f the holder and his family 17,8 | 9,1 101,4 | 81,9 | 108,7 | 102,4 | 105,6 | 93,5 | 101,6 | 150,0 | 124,0 | 122,6 -1,1
...of all persons working in agriculture 116,9 | 95,1 | 101,8 | 83,1 | 108,4 | 102,3 | 105,5 | 93,9 | 101,3 | 147,1 | 122,0 | 120,7 -1,1
United Kimgdon R | . . ,
«..of the holder and his family 218,1 | 163,5 | 162,9 | 177,8 | 157,3 | 138,1 | 111,4 | 87,6 | 102,8 | 129,5 | 103,5 | 120,3 +16,2
...0f all persons working in agriculture 143,8 | 125,5 | 125,9 | 134,2 | 123,2 | 116,7 | 106,0 94,3 98,1 | 113,9 | 104,4 | 114,1 +9,3
Denmark 1 | T
...of the holder and his family 717,4 | 599,0 | 354,9 | 334,2 | 411,6 | 405,6 | 89,1 | 16,4 | 98,8 | 365,0 | 152,4 | 632,2 | |+314,8
...of all persons working in agriculture 307,6 | 270,8 | 187,7 | 182,4 | 208,2 | 209,9 | 106,1 | 85,0 | 108,9 | 199,7 | 126,4 | 291,0 | |+130,2
] Community * ' : [
l...of the holder and his family 149,0 | 125,8 | 124,7 | 125,1 | 120,2 | 119,7 | 113,3 | 94,4 | 92,3 | 109,2 | 94,5 } 98,6 +4,3
‘ |...of all persons working in ‘agriculture | 124,64 | 111,0 | 112,2 | 113,4 | 111,3 | 112,1 | 108,5 | 96,4 | 95,2 | 107,1 | ‘98,4 | 101,5 3,2
- (1) 11980% = (1979+}980+1981) : 3. ' : .
* ° Excl. Netherlands, Ireland and Greece.




Sectoral income index 1984 ’ : o _FRANCE
Indices of gross and net value added at factor cost fro- 1973 to 1984

TABLE A.9 , ' "1980" (1) f 100 o : : f;

| ! | [ ! I I o | | I || :
| | 1973 | 1974 | 1975 | 1976 | 1977 | 1978 | 1979 1980 | 1981 | 1982 | 1983 1984 | %1984

| ' 1983
Nominal gross value added at | 68,3 68,9 70,1 | 75,7 81,1 | 89,1 97,6 | 96,7 | 105,7 | 132,64 | 137,7 | 147,6 +7,2
factor cost. : ’ .
Nominal net value added at 75,4 | 74,1 | 73,5 78,7 | 83,6 | 91,8 | 100,0 | 96,1 | 104,0 | 133,7 | 137,3 | 147,0 7,1
factor cost : : ﬂ
Agricultural Labour force | 117,3 | 113,5 | 109,7 | 107,4 | 105,2 | 103,5 | 101,8 100,0‘1 98,2 96,4 94,6 92,8 - =19
(input)
Nominal per capita gross ' 1 "
value added at factor cost 58,2 60,7 63,9 70,5 7.1 86,1 95,9» 96,7 | 107,6 | 137,3 | 145,6 | 159,1 +9,3

. >
Nominal per capita net | | | | | | =
|value added at factor cost 64,3 65,3 | 67,0 73,3 79,5 88,7 | 98,2 96,1 105,9 | 138,7 | 145,1 158,4 | | +9,2 |-

Implicit price index of | : . | ; o : _ ‘ .
“|gross domestic product at 48,7 54,1 61,4 | 67,5 73,8 80,4 88,7 99,6 | 111,7 | 125,6 | 137,8 | 147,4 : +7,0
market prices =

Real per capita gross value , ~ : ‘ o
|added at factor cost 19,5 | 112,2 | 104,1 104,4 | 104,5 | 107,1 108,1 97,1 96,3 | 109,3 | 105,7 | 107,9-} +2,1:

Real per capita net value ; : : o : o :
added at factor cost 132,0 | 120,7 | 109,1 108,6 | 107,7 | 110,3 | 110,7 96,5 l 9,8 | 110,4 | 105,3 107,5 +2,1
| | | | - | | , |

(1) "1980" = (1979 + 1980 + 1981) : 3.
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TARLE A8:

frens

No| -

fa|
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add -

N

‘ T : — » - — : —
1973 | 1974 | 1975 [ 1976 | 1977 | 1978 | 1979 | 1980 | 1981 | 1982 |- 1984
Gersany - T T | 1 : '
«..0f the holder and his family | 148,0 | 121,9 | 146,7 | 154,7 | 147,2 | 138,8 | 114,7 |- 90,0 | 96,2 | 125,0 | 82,4 | 88,8 +7,8
...of all persons working in agriculture [ 137,2 | 114,9 | 135,3 | 142,9 | 137,8 | 131,3 | 111,4 | 91,9 | 97,2 | 120,5 | 86,4 | 92,3 +6,8
. France B | | , ' ,
|...of the holder and his family | 159,1 | 134,9 | 117,6 | 117,2 | 114,9 | 116,3 | 116,5 | 94,3 | 91,9 | 114,3 | 104,0 | 105,7 +1,6
}...of all persons working in agriculture | 141,9 | 125,0 | 111,9 ] 111,7 | 110,3 | 111,89 | 112,6 | 95,8 | 93,8 | 111,5 ] 104,0 | 105,2 +1,2
| Italy | 1 -1 I | | o
|+«.of the holder and his family | 122,8 | 110,1 | 113,9 | 105,1 | 104,2 | 108,7 | 113,3 | 103,2 | 88,3 | 86,2 | 85,46 | 80,5 -5,7
l...of all persons working in agriculture | 97,5 | 93,4 ] 99,6 | 96,0 | 98,4 | 102,5 | 106,3 | 101,7 | 9,8 | 94,8 ] 95,1} 92,8 C 2,4
Belgium | | i _
«..of the holder and his family 125,7 | 98,1 | 102,2 | 119,8 | 91,9 | 100,0 | 107,2°| 90,8 | 102,4 | 116,1 | 121,5 | 111,8 -8,0
...of all persons working in agriculture 121,9 | 96,6 | 101,8 | 117,6 | 91,7 | 99,6 | 106,4 | 91,4 | 102,5 | 115,0 | 120,0 | 111,0 -7,5
~ Luxembourg | | . ) .
««.0f the holder and his family uz,8 | 95,1 | 11,4 | 81,9 | 108,7 | 102,4 | 105,6 | 93,5 | 101,6 | 150,0 | 124,0 | 122,6 -1,1
...of all persons working in agriculture 116,9 | 95,1 | 101,8 | 83,1 | 108,4 | 102,3 | 105,5 | 93,9 | 101,3 | 147,1 | 122,0 | 120,7 -1,1 {
United Kingdom | 1
«+.of the holder and his family 218,1 | 163,5 | 162,9 | 177,8 | 157,3 | 138,1 | 111,4 | 87,6 | 102,8 | 129,5 | 103,5 | 120,3 +16,2
...of all persons working in agriculture 143,8 | 125,5 | 125,9 | 134,2 | 123,2 | 116,7 | 106,0 | 94,3 | 99,1 | 113,9 | 104,4 | 114,1 +9,3
Denmark | , | | ; T
...of the holder and his family | 7117,4 | 599,0 | 354,9 | 334,2 | 411,6 | 405,6 | 89,1 | 16,4 | 98,8 | 365,0 | 152,4 | 632,2 | |+314,8
...0f all persons working in agriculture | 307,6 | 270,8 | 187,7 | 182,4 | 208,2 | 209,9 106,1 85,0 | 108,9 | 199,7 | 126,4 | 291,0 +130,2
! f Connunity » | T | 1 | [
|...of the holder and his family | 149,0 | 125,8 | 124,7 | 125,1 | 120,2 | 119,7 | 113,3 | 94,4 | 92,3 | 109,2 | 94,5 |} 98,6 +4,3
|...of all persons working in ‘agriculture | 124,64 | 111,0 | 112,2 | 113,4 | 111,3 | 112,1 | 108,5 | 96,4 | 95,2 | 107,1 | 98,4 | 101,5 +3,2

(1) »1980% = (1979+]980+1981) 3 3.

*

" Excl. Netherlands, ireland and Greece.

P




Sectoral income index 1984
Indices of gross and net value added at factor cost fron 1973 to 1984

) " n =
TABLE A.9 , 4 1980" (1) 100

! | I r ! T
‘ 1973 | 1974 | 1975 | 1976 | 1977 | 1978

I -
1979 1980 | 1981 | 1982 1983 1984

factor cost.

I
I
:
Nominal gross value added at | 68,3 68,9 70,1 75,7 81,1 | 89,1 % 97,6 96,7 | 105,7 | 132,4 | 137,7 | 147,6
1
I

[Nominal net value added at 5,61 7,1 73,5 78,7 | 83,6 91,8

100,0 | 96,1 | 104,0 | 133,7 | 137,3 | 147,0
factor co$t , |

Agricultural Llabour force | 117,3 | 113,5 | 109,7 | 107,4 | 105,2 | 103,5 101,8 | 100,0 98,2 96,4 94,6 92,8
(input)

Nominal per capita gross |
value added at factor cost 58,2 60,7 63,9 | 70,5 77,1 86,1 95,9‘ 96,7 107,6 137,3 145,6 159,1

Nominal per capita net | | o l
value added at factor cost 64,3 65,3 67,0 73,3 79,5 88,7 98,2 96,1 105,9 | 138,7 | 145,1 158,4 +9,2

Implicit price index of | | : ’ . |

“jgross domestic product at 48,7 54,1 61,4 67,5 73,8 80,4 88,7 | 99,6 | 11,7 | 125,6 | 137,8 | 147,4 . 47,0
market prices -

Real per capita gross value : : o
|added at factor cost 19,5 | 112,2 | 104,1 104,4 | 104,5 | 107,1 108,1 97,1 | 96,3 | 109,3 | 105,7 | 107,9- +2,1:

Real per capita net valhe , : A . - :
added at factor cost 132,0 | 120,7 | 109,1 | 108,6 | 107,7 | 110,3 | 110,7 96,5 94,8 | 10,4 | 105,3 | 107,5 +2,1
1 < | . | .

(1) "1980" = (1979 + 1980 + 1981) : 3.




_ TABLE A.6:

" Excl. Netherlands, Ireland and Greece.

1974 | 1975 1976 1977 | 1978 1979 1981 | 1982 | -1983 %1984
N 1883
Germany - 1 .
««.0f the holder and his family 121,9 | 146,7 | 154,7 | 147,2 | 138,8 | 114,7 96,2 | 125,0 | 82,4 +7,8
...of all persons working in agriculture 114,9 | 135,3 | 142,9 | 137,8 | 131,3 | 111,4 | 97,2 | 120,5 | 86,4 | +6,8
1 A France | :
I...of the holder and his family 134,9 | 117,6 I 117,2 | 114,9 | 116,3 | 116,5 91,9 | 114,3 | 104,0 +1,6
}...of all persons working in agriculture 125,0 | 111,9 | 111,7 | 110,3 | 111,9 | 112,6 93,8 | 111,5 | 104,0 +1,2
Italy 7
«+e0f the holder and his family 110,1 | 113,9 | 105,1 | 104,2 | 108,7 | 113,3 88,3 86,2 85,4 -5,7
.+.0f all persons working in agriculture 93,4 99,6 | 96,0 98,4 | 102,5 | 106,3 94,8 94,8 95,1 ~2,4
Belgius B _
«..0f the holder and his family 98,1 | 102,2 | 119,8 91,9 | 100,0 | 107,2 102,4 | 116,1 | 121,5 -8,0
...0f all persons working in agriculture 96,6 | 101,8 | 117,6 91,7. | 99,6 | 106,4 | 102,5 | 115,0 | 120,0 -7,5
~ Luxembourg ]
«..0f the holder and his family 95,1 | 101,4 81,9 | 108,7 | 102,4 | 105,6 101,6 50,0 | 124,0 1,1
...of all persons working in agriculture 95,1 | 101,8 | 83,1 | 108,4 | 102,3 | 105,5 | 101,3 | 147,1 | 122,0 -1,1
United Kingdom |
.«.0f the holder and his family 163,5 | 162,9 | 177,8 | 157,3 | 138,1 | 111,% 102,8 | 129,5 | 103,5 +16,2
...0f all persons working in agriculture 126,5 | 125,9 | 134,2 | 123,2 | 116,7 | 106,0 | 99,1 | 113,9 { 104,4 +9,3
Denmark A :
«++0f the holder and his family 599,0 | 354,9 | 334,2 | 411,86 | 405,6 89,1 98,8 | 365,0 | 152,4 1+314,8
...0f all persons working in agriculture 270,8 | 187,7 | 182,4 | 208,2 | 209,9 ! 106,1 108,9 | 199,7 | 126,4 +130,2
| Commumity » s
|...of the holder and his family 125,8 | 124,7 | 125,1 | 120,2 | 119,7 | 113,3 92,3 | 109,2 94,5 +4,3
|...of all persons working in ‘agriculture 11,0 | 112,2 | 113,4 | 111,3 ] 112,1 | 108,5 | 95,2 | .107,1 | .:98,4 +3,2
(1) v1980" = (1979+)980+1981) : 3. :
*




TABLE A.7: Imdices of gross and met value added at factﬁr’cost in agrieulfure for the»Collunity (EﬂR 10) frol”1973 te 1984

- ‘ . ‘ : n1980" (1) - 100

1973 1974 ‘ 1975 1976 i977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 | 1983 1984 %1984
) 1983

[Nominal gross value added | s7,2| 58,4 ) 66,7 | 74,6 | 80,1 ] 8,0 | 92,9 | 98,0 | 108,3 | 125,7 | 128,1 |137,8 +7,6
at factor cost -
Noainal net value added 62,2 61,7 69,9 77,9 82,7 90,6 94,3 97;5 107,3 126,2 | 126,6 | 136,3 47,7 R
at factor cost : : )
Agricultural labour force 118,2 | 114,5 | 111,2 | 109,5 | t06,5 | 105,0 | t02,1 | 99,9 97,8 94,6 93,8 91,7 ' -2.2
{input) ' : ,
Nominal per capita gross 48,4 51,0 { 60,0 68,1 75,2 83,8 91,0 98,1 | 110,7 | 132,9 | 136,6 | 150,1 - +9,9
value added at factor cost f i
Nominal per capita net 52,8 53,9 62,9 71,1 77,6 86,4 92,2 97,6 | 109,8 | 133,4 | 135,1 | 148,7 +10,1 .
value added at factor cost -
Implicit price index of .
gross domestic product at , 47,1 52,8 60,7 67,3 74,2 80,8 89,0 | 100,2 | 110,8 | 121,9 | 131,5 | 138,9 +5,6
market prices -
Real per capita gross value 102,7 96,5 98,8 101,2 101,3 | 103,7 | 102,2 97,9 99,9 | 109,0 | 103,9 108,2 +h,1 f"
added at factor cost T

[Real per capita net value 112,0 | 102,1 | 103,7 | 105,7 | 104,6 | 106,9 | 103,6 | 97,4 | 99,1 | 109,46 | 102,7 | 107,1 | | +,3
|added at factor cost | ' :

(1) "1980" = (1979+1980+1981) : 3.



;onl incqne index 1984

TABLE A.8

Indices of gross and net. value added at factor eost frou 1973 to 1984

"1980" (1) =

100

‘ | | I | I g . S -
1973 | 1974 1975 | 1976 1977 1978 | 1979 | 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 S
| | | T
Nominal gross value added at 96,3 89,5 | 103,7 | 109,7 | 107,8 ‘108,i 100,5 95,7 f03,8 120,1 103,9 | 109,2 7*§3f
factor cost : | : : o : S
1 ' ' _ 1 ‘ ' ’ ‘
[Nominal net value added at 113,5 | 100,5 | 118,5 | 125,5 | 120,3 | 118,3 | 103,9 93,6 | 102,5 | 124,1 97,9 | 103,8 4
factor cost : ‘ ' | .
Agricultural Llabour force 126,4 | 121,17 | 118,1 | 115,2 | 109,4 | 107,1 | 101,8 | 99,8 | 98,5 | 96,2 | 93,7 | 92,2 i <1,6
(input) ' : - v - A g
Nominal per capita gross , C AN
value added at factor cost - 76,2 73,9 87,8 95,2 98,5 | 100,9 98,7 95,9 | 105,4 | 124,8 | 110,9 | 118,4 - +6,8
Nominal per capita net | ; , . -
vatue added at factor cost 89,8 83,0 | 100,3 | 108,9 | 110,0 | 110,5 | 102,1 93,8 | 104,1 | 129,0 | 104,5 | 112,5 Hf?,?
Implicit price index of | | ] 7 R
gross domestic product at 7,9 | 77,8 82,4 85,3 88,4 92,1 95,8 | 100,0 | 104,1 | 108,9 | 112,4 | 114,5 +1,9
market prices - ' o
Real per capita gross value : -
added at factor cost 104,5 | 95,0 | 106,6 | 111,6 | 11,4 | 109,6 | 103,0 95,9 | 101,2 | 114,6 98,7 | 103,1 +4,5
Real per capita net value - , . ";T
added at factor cost -123,2 | 106,7 | 121,7 | 127,7 | 124,4 | 120,0 | 106,6 93,8 | 100,0 | 118,5 93,0 98,3 +5,7

. (1) "1980" = (1979 + 1980 + 1981) : 3.




Sectoral income index 1984 : - _FRANCE Q;i
Indices of gross and net value added at factor cost froq 1973 to 1984 | ).;g
- _ : ‘ R
n " = 2
© TABLE A.9 1980" (1) 100 =
| I I | I i | Bl I ‘ ' :
| ] 1973 | 1974 | 1975 | 1976 | 1977 | 1978 .| 1979 1980 | 1981 | 1982 1983 1984 | X%;%%
Nominal gross value added at | 68,3 68,9 70,1 | 75,7 81,1 ] 89,1 97,6 96,7 | 105,7 | 132,464 | 137,7 | 147,6 +7,2
factor cost. ‘ : : ’ .
Nominal net value added at | 75,4 | 74,1 | 73,5| 78,7 | 83,6 | 91,8 100,0 | 96,1 | 104,0 | 133,7 | 137,3 | 147,0 +7,1
factor cost ‘ ; | ‘ : »
| ‘ N
Agricultural Labour force | 117,3 | 113,5 | 109,7 | 107,4 | 105,2 | 103,5 | 101,8 | 100,0 98,2 96,4 94;6‘ 92,8 o =-1,9 b
(input) '\;7
Nominal per capita gross N . ' i > o 7f;§
value added at factor cost 58,2 60,7 63,9 70,5 77,1 86,1 95,9 96,7 | 107,6 | 137,3 | 145,6 | 159,1 _ +9,3 o
Nominal per capita net ] | 5 :
Jvalue added at factor cost 64,3 65,3 67,0 73,3 79,5 88,7 98,2 96,1 105,9 | 138,7 | 145,1 158,4 +9,2 |- REs
Implicit price index of I I ' . l ‘ - L : i
|gross domestic product at 48,7 54,1 61,4 67,5 73,8 80,4 88,7 | 99,6 | 11,7 | 125,6 | 137,8 | 147,4 - 7,0 :
market prices , - 3
Real per capita gross value ‘ N
|added at factor cost | 19,5 | 112,2 | 104,71 | 104,4 | 104,5 107,1 | 108,1 97,1 96,3 | 109,3 | 105,7 | 107,9-| | +2,.1 :
Real per capita net value : : _ , - : -
added at factor cost 132,0 | 120,7 | 109,71 | 108,6 | 107,7 | 110,3 | 110,7 96,5 94,8 | 110,4 | 105,3 | 107,5 +2,1

(1) "1980" = (1979 + 1980 + 1981) : 3.




Sectoral inco-e 1ndex 1984

Indlces of gross and net value added at factor cost from 1973 to 1984

. . "1980" (1) = 100 ;  '
’ TABLE ‘A.10 oL

T ) 1 | ' : s

] 1973 1974 1975 | 1976 1977 1978 1979 |_1980 1981 . | 1982 1983 1984 %1984 -
Nominal gross value added at 33,0 37,6 45,6 52,4 63,0 | 74,1 87,6 | 101,0 | 111,5 | 126,8 | 146,2 | 156,7 547;2;\
factor cost ] ‘ SOl
Nominal net value added at | 34,6 8,7 46,8 | 53,3 63,91 7¢5,5| 89,1 | 101,3 | 109,6 | 123,4 142,5 | -150,6 45)7l
factor cost - L
Agricultural labour force 117,8 | 115,3 | 110,7 | 109,8 | 107,2 | 106,1 | 103,2 | 100,3 | 96,5 | 91,1 | 91,0 | 88,0 -3,3
(input) . : A
Nominal per capita gross ] . - | | | . o
value added at factor cost 28,0 32,6 41,2 47,7 58,8 69,8 84,9 100,7 115,5 139,2 160,7 178,2 +10)9
Nominal per capita net | | | ’ : RN
value added at factor cost | 29,4 33,6 42,3 48,5 | 59,6 71,2 86,3 101,0 113,6 135,5 156,6 171,2 - +9;3fi‘“
Implicit price index of _ . .
gross domestic product at 32,0 37,8 44,5 52,5 62,5 7,2 | 82,6 99,6 | 117,8 | 138,9 | 159,9 | 176,7 +10,5: |
market prices ) ‘ o
Real per capita gross value | :
added at factor cost 87,5 86,2 92,6 90,9 94,1 98,0 102,8 | 101,17 | 98,0 100,2 100,5 100,9
Real per capita net value | » . v .
added at factor cost 91,9 | ~ 88,9 95,1 92,4 95,4 100,0 104,5 101,4 96,4 97,6 97,9 96,8

(1) "1980" = (1979 + 1980 + 1981) : 3.




Sectoral income index 1984 .
Indices of gross and net value added at factor cost from 1973 to 1984

TABLE A.13 "1980" (1) = 100 |
I I — , B T 1
| 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 %4;%;
[Nominal gross value added at | 82,2 | 79,1 | 82,7 78,1 | 92,8 93,9 | 98,7 | 95,1 | 106,2 | 147,8 | 136,9 | 141,7 +3,5
factor cost . A | 7
Nominal - net value added at - 85,2 79,5 82,1 | 75,7 93,9 | 94,9 99,6 94,2 | 106,2 | 156,5 | 141,3 | 146,0 ' t%,}( ;“‘ s
factor cost ‘ : ' : _ . ‘
|Agricultural labour force 124,0 | 118,3 | 114,0 | 108,8 | 104,3 | 107,71 | 103,6 | 99,6 | 96,8 | 94,7 | 92,8 | 90,9 | | -2,0.- 4L
(input) . S
[Nominal per capita gross | ] | | - s
|value added at factor cost | 66,3 | 66,9 | 72,5| 71,8 89,0 87,7 | 95,31 95,5 | 109,7 | 156,1 | 147,5 | 155,8 , +5,6.u:’7;
Nominal per capita net ] , : 7 7 v v ~3
value added at factor cost | 68,7 | 67,2 72,0 | 69,6 90,0 88,6 96,1 | 94,6 | 109,7 | 165,3 | 152,3 | 160,5 . +5,4 | .

‘ S y
|Implicit price index of ] | | . | | | . : R ég
gross domestic product at 62,2 73,3 72,5 81,6 83,1 87,4 92,5 99,8 | 107,7 | 116,9 | 126,7 | 134,2 | | +5,9 #
market prices ) ' ‘ i ' ¥
|Real per capita gross value | - | | | | | : ‘ | | T 5
added at factor cost ' 106,6 91,3 | 100,0 88,0 | 107,1 | 100,3 | 103,0 95,7 | 101,9 | 133,5 | 116,4 | 116,1 -0,3 . -
Real per capita net value . : : - R R
added at factor cost 110,5 91,7 99,3 | 85,3 | 108,3 1 101,4 : 103,9 } 9,8 |=101,9 { 141,4 | 120,2 | 119,6 -0,5 | o

| | | | L \ | — L s

(1) "1980" = (1979 + 1980 + 1981) : 3.




L Sectoral dncome index 1984 : ' ' _ - : A R S
T Indices of gross and net value added at factor cost from 1973 to 1984 : : v , 7 - ' “5;

" TABLE A.12 "1980" (1) = 100

1 | | I : T _ —
1973 1974 | 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 | 1980 1981 1982 1983 | 1984

Nominal gross value added at 88,4 | 79,0 88,8 - 103,3 89,0 98,0 94,2 97,6 | 108,2 123,5 | 134,6 | 132;4
factor cost - s - « :

Nominal net value added at 94,5 81,8 91,9 | 108,2 | 90,1 99,3 93,6 97,3 | 109,1 126,6 | 138,2 | 134,7
factor cost . ‘ , . E

Agricultural labour force 132,1 127,1 121,5 | 16,2 | 110,8 | 106,3 | 104,8 | 99,5 95,7 94,0 93,3 92,4
(input) ; _ . ' _ ok

. Nomfnal per capita gross ‘ ) . A
value added at factor cost | 66,9 62,2 73,1 88,9 ‘80,3 92,2 89,9 98,1 113,1 131,4 144,37 1463,4 | | . -0,6.

Nominal per capita net o | |

value added at factor cost 71,5 64,4 75,6 93,1 81,3 93,4 89,3 97,8 114,0 134,7 148,1 145,9
|Implicit price index of | | ] . i

gross domestic product at 60,2 67,8 75,9 81,7 87,8 91,5 95,7 99,5 | 104,8 | 112,1 118,8 | 125,2
market prices : : : . o

.|Real per capita gross value | ' : ] ' . i
added at factor cost 111,1 9,7 96,3 | 108,8 91,5 | 100,8 93,9 | 98,6 | 107,9 | 117,2 | 121,5 | 114,6 | -

Real per capita net value v , ' ¥+ 31
added at factor cost 118,8 | 95,0 99,6 | 114,0 92,6 | 102,1 93,3 98,3 | 108,8 | 120,2 | 124,7 {1 116,6 | |

(1) "1980" = (1979 + 1980 + 1981) : 3.




e

Sectoral income index 1984 _ \ ~  LUXEMBOURG
Indices of gross and net value added at factor cost from 1973 to 1984 : ' i

"1980" (1) = 100

TABLE A.13

1 S | [ ] I | | _ : : - I
| : . | 1973 1974 | 1975 1976 1977 1978 | 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 %1984
| | | ToE |
I o - , .
[Nominal gross value added at | 82,2 79,17 8,7 78,1 | 92,8 93,9 | 98,7 | 95,1 | 106,2 | 147,8 | 136,9 | 141,7 +3,5
factor cost A
Nominal net value added at | 85,2 | 79,5 | 82,1 | 75,7 | 93,9 9,9 | 99,6 | 94,2 | 106,2 | 156,5 | 141,3 | 146,0 | | +3,3 | -
factor cost I : : , —t
|Agricultural labour force 124,0 | 118,3 | 114,0 | 108,8 | 104,3 | 107,1 | 103,6 | 99,6 | 96,8 | 9,7 ] 92,8 90,9 | -2,0 { -:
Ginput) ’ : _ x
Nominal per capita gross | i , ' | o 4?*:
value added at factor cost | 66,3 | 66,9 | 72,5| 71,8 | 89,0| 87,7 { 95,3| 95,5 109,7 | 156,1 | 147,5 | 155,8 ( +5,6. .
— _ : ~?‘:
Nominal per capita net : , , =
value added at factor cost | 68,7 | 67,2 | 72,0 | 69,6 | 90,0 | 8,6 | 96,1 | 94,6 | 109,7 | 165,3 | 152,3 | 160,5 i-i +5,4 |
, l : [ ¥
, I ‘
Implicit price index of | | | | _ I : T
gross domestic product at | 62,2 | 73,3 | 72,5| 81,6 | 8,1 | 87,4 | 92,5| 99,8 | 107,7 | 116,9 | 126,7 | 134,2 | | +5,9
market prices | _ : | : ' '
- ‘ [ - , ‘ I A
Real per capita gross value | | | 7 | | | | ‘ N
added at factor cost | 106,6 | 91,3 | 100,0 | 88,0 | 107,1 | 100,3 { 103,0 | 95,7 | 101,9 | 133,5 | 116,4 | 116,1 -0,3 |
| T 1
_ , I ] 7 | ] R
Real per capita net value | . : | : SR kN S N
added at factor cost | 110,5 | 91,7 | 99,3 85,3 | 108,3 | 101,4 { 103,9 | 94,8 |«1o1,9 141,4 | 120,2 | 119,6 -0,5 |
' | | | 1 ' -

(1) "1980" = (1979 + 1980 + 1981) : 3.




VSectoral, income index 1984

" Indices of grass and net value added at

 factor cost from 1973 to 1984

"1980" (1) = 100

TABLE A.14

1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 | 1982 1983 1984 | %1984 - '
Nominal gross value added at | 44,6 | 46,6 | 57,5 | 70,1 | 75,1 | 81,4 | 89,3 | 99,1 | 11,7 | 128,0 | 125,5 | 138,8 | | +10,6 |
factor cost - : o
Nominal net value added at 50,8 { 50,1 61,2 75,41 78,5 | 83,7| 90,0 97,6 | 112,4 | 132,4 | 127,5 | 144,5 .+13,3tf
factor cost \ : o
Agricultural labour force | 111,6 | 107,5 | 104,8 | 105,9 | 104,6 | 104,5 | 102,5 | 99,8 | 99,7 | 96,9 | 96,0 | 95,2 -0,8 1
(input) IR
Nominal per capita gross | | | | | | .
value added at factor cost 40,0 | 43,3) s4,9| 66,2 71,8 77,9 ] 87,1 | 99,3 | 112,0 | 132,1 | 130,7 | 145,7 +11,5 -

‘ l ] . "'
n

Nominal per capita net | | | | | | :
value added at factor cost | 45,5 | 46,6 | 58,4 | 71,2 75,0 | 80,1 87,8 | 97,8 | 112,7 136,6 | 132,8 151,7 | | +14,2
Implicit price index of . 7 1
gross domestic product at 34,9 40,0 50,9 58,5 66,7 74,1 8,9 | 101,6 | 113,5 | 121,5 | 127,7 | 132,4 +3,7 |
market prices : -k
Real per capita gross value | | | | o L
|added at factor cost 114,6 108,3 | 107,9 -] 113,2 107,6 105,1 102,6 97,7 98,7 108,7 102,3 110,0 '+?,5
Real per capita net value , | ; 'i 5
added at factor cost 130,4 | 116,5 | 114,7 } 121,7 | 112,4 | 108,1 | 103,4 | 96,3 | 99,3 | 112,4 | 104,0 | 114,5 +10,1

(1) "1980" = (1979 + 1980 + 1981) : 3.




Sectoral income index 1984
Indices of gross and net value added at

TABLE A.15

factor cost from 1973 to 1984

©"1980" (1) = 100

1975

-
1977 | 1978

I
| 1980

1983

' 109,9°

1974 | 1979 1981 1982 1984

Nominal gross value édded at 43,4 61,0 98,5 94,0.| 107,5 | 129,3 | 145,9 | 161,4
factor cost - : .

Nominal net value added at 46,8 66,4 102,4 | 114;6 | 100,4 92,9 | 106,7 | 129,6 | 147,0 | 164,1 i
factor cost

Agricultural Labour force 115,8 114,3 109;4 | 108,4 105,9 100,0 94,1 92,6 | 90,6 88,3
Nominal per capita gross | v .

value added at factor cost 37,4 | 53,1 92,6 93,7 | 113,8 | 139,1 160,3 | 181,8
Nominal per capita net | | .

value added at factor cost 40,3 57,9 | 94,4 92,5 | 113,0 | 139,5 | 161,5 | 184,9
|Implicit price index of ] ol .

gross domestic product. at 41,4 50,7 86,2 98,4 | 115,3 | 132,9 | 146,9 | 156,6
market prices ‘

Real per capita gross value

added at factor cost _ 90,3 | 104,9 107,4 95,2 | 98,7 104¢7 “109,1 | 116,1
|Real per capifa net value T ‘ -
added at factor cost ' 97,3 | 114,2 109,5 94,0 98,0 118fq4,

980" = (1979 + 1980 + 1981)




;Sﬁctoral inzo-e indnx 1984
C Indices of gross and net value added at factor cost fro- 1973 to 1984

= 100

"1980" 1)

“TABLE A.16

1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 7 1978 1979 1980 | 1981 1982 1983 1984

|Nominal gross value added at 60,7 64,5 | 61,2 66,9 80,3 92,1 86,9 97,7 | 115,4 | 146,4 | 135,5 | 176,3
‘factor cost ' : : o , -

Nominal net value added at 67,9 | 69,9 62,7 68,5]| 84,1 | 96,7 | 86,7 | 96,9 | 16,5 | 152,4 | 133,2 | 185,8 |
factor cost ' ‘ , B

Agricultural labour force 119,7 117,1> 114,4 111,4 109,4 106,1 103,6 | 98,9 | 97,5 l 95,8 92,7 | 90,3 .
(input) : R B

Nominal per capita gross , , : P 3
value added at factor cost 50,6 54,8 53,3 { 59,8 73,1 86,5 83,5 98,5 | 118,0 | 152,3 | 146,2 | 195,3 |

Nominal per capita net . - NS

value added at factor cost 56,5 59,5 54,6 61,3 { 76,6 90,8 83,3 97,7 | 119,0 | 158,6 | 143,7 | 205,8

Implicit price index of , , ~
gross domestic product at 51,6 58,2 65,7 71,4 77,9 85,2 91,7 99,2 | 109,2 | 121,5 | 131,4 | 138,9
market prices : : . .-

Real per capita gross value | . : -
added at factor cost 98,1 94,2 81,1 83,8 93,8 101,5 91,1 99,3 | 108,1 125,3 | 11,3 | 140,7

Real per capita net value ’ ‘ . . ' : : . - R,
added at factor cost . 109,5 | 102,2°| 83,1 | 85,9 98,3 | 106,6 90,8 | 98,5 | 109,0 | 130,5 | 109,4 | 148,2

(1) "1980% = (1979 + 1980 + 1981) : 3.




Sectoral income index 1984
' Indices of gross and net value added at

faétor cost from 1973 to 1984

"1980" (1) = 100

- TABLE A.17 ik
| | | ! ] - o I | S N A 54”
| 1973 | 1974 | 1975 | 1976 | 1977 | 1978 | 1979 1980 | 1981 1982 1983 1984 %1984
[Nominal gross value added at | 32,5 | 37,8 | 42,3 | 52,1 | 55,5 | 68,9 | 76,6 | 99,6 | 123,9 | 158,6 | 176,4 | 224,6-] | 27,3
factor cost : : : _
‘[Nominal net value added at | 33,1 | 38,3 42,8 | 52,6 55,7 69,2 76,5 99,6 | 124,1 ] 159,2 | 175,9 224,4 +27,6
| factor cost ’ ‘ o A
[Agricultural Llabour force | 110,6 |. 109,0 | 107,4 | 105,9 | 104,4 | 103,0 | 101,4 | 100,0 | 98,6 | 91,8 95,7 | 92,6 -},Z
(input) : B
Nominal per capita gross | I | | ’ | : Lo
value added at factor cost 29,4 | 34,7 ] 39,4 | 49,2 | 53,2 66,9 | 75,5| 99,6 | 125,7 | 172,8 | 184,3 | 242,4 31,3
Nominal per capita net ] | | | | ' : “:> ~
value added at factor cost 29,91 35,1 ] 39,9 | 49,7 | 53,4 | 67,2°| 75,4 | 99,6 | 125,9 | 173,4 | 183,8 | 242,2 +31,8-
| ST
‘|Implicit price index of | ] - R
gross domestic product at 35,3 42,7 4,0 553 | 62,5]| 70,6 | 83,8 | 98,6 | 117,7 | 146,5 | 175,5 | 207,3 | | +18,1
market prices B Lo N : s
Real per capita gross value _ b ' - B
‘added at factor cost 83,3 81,3 8,1 ] 89,0 | 85,1 | 94,8 90,17| 101,0 106,8 118,0 105,0 116,9 fJﬂ,S’
Real per capita net value I
added at factor cost 84,7 | 8,2 | 8,1 | 8,9 | 8,4 | 95,2 | 90,0 | 101,0 | 107,0 | 118,4 | 104,7 | 116,8

(1) "1980" = (1979 + 1980 + 1981) : 3.






