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Report from the Commission to the Council on applying
the premium system for the conversion of dairy cow

herds to meat production
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report from the Commission to the Council on applying the
pramium system for the conversion of da.iry cow herds to
meat produci;:.on
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I. The Commnity Reculations

The premium system dealt with in {this report was set up by Regulation (EEC)
No 1353/73 of 15 May 1973 introducing a premium system for the conversion
of dairy cow herds to meat production (0J No L 141, 23 May 1973)s -

The rules of application were set up by the Commission in Regulation (EEC)
No 1821/73 of 5 July 1973 (0J No L-184 of 6 July 1973)e The authorization’
not to impg.expen"b the premium.gystem for the conversion of dairy wow herds
to meat produciion was granted, pursuant to Article 5 of Reguls'lon (EBC)
No 1353/73; on the one handy to the French Republic of Corsica (Commission
Deoision of 24 September 1973); OF No L 283 of 10 October 1973), and on
the other hand, %o Ttaly for the whole of its territority (Commission
Decision of +28 September 1973; OF No L 286 of 13 October 1973).

These decisions furthermore authorize the two Member States in question to .
apply, in the Regions specified above, the premium for the specialized -
raising of cattle for meat ‘production laid down in Article 6 of Regulation |
(EEC) No 1353/73.

Unfortunately, the Commission has ¢nly fragmentary information available
on the application of this latter premium ‘of which the effects, moreover,

seenm very limijeds



This report will be confined to a study of the way in whioh the system of
the conversion premium is applied by the Member States &ith the exception
of Ttaly. ’

The Pederal German.Republio ]f), the French Republic 2) and Ireland 3) have
been authorized, in acocordance with Article 2 of Regulation (EEC) No 1353/7
4o grant this premium to producers keeping less than 11 but more than 4 cows
in the regions referred to in that Article (50 % of the dairy cows in herds
of less than 11 dajry cows). These regions are listed in Annex 1.

Results in the Coxmnuni'by_ a8 a whole

The Community Regulation stipulates that applications for this premium may
be submithed on or after 1 October 1973 (Article 1 of Regulation (EEC)

' No 1021/73). However, in certain Member States; first applications were
- made at a later date since a time limit- for implementation of the premium

systenm had to be wespecteds

The situation as regards the applications submitted in ‘tHe Member “.S'b_arbes
by 30 September 1974 and approved by the competent authority is set out in
Tab19 1. ) '

. In.only a very small nmumber of cases is the reference date differen'e from
the one fixed as a general rule by each Member Sl:a.‘be4

_The total mmber of livestook units (1SU) kept on the reference date

corresponds, in each Member State (with the emception of Denmark and the

' Netherlands), to approximately twice the number of dairy cows kept on the

1)
2)

same dates

Decision of 21 December 1973, OJ No L 34 of 8 February 1974

Decision of 21 December 1973, OJ No L 30 of 4 February 1974, comple'bed by
decision of 30 Jamuary 1974, 0J No L 59 of 1 March 1974

3).
4)



TABLE ..
Breakdown by Member State of applications for"pzjemiums for conversion

of dairy cow herds to meat production, to be approved by the competent authority
over the period October 1973 to September 1974 2

of which submit- Total of quantitics of.,
ted by producers milk and milk products’
- of whom the ree~ ) ceded during the 12
St No of applications{ference date is [No of dairy cows | Total LSU on reference | month period preceding
Member State approved that referred injon the-reference |date of which LSU of the reference date
Article 14a of date ewes
: B Regulation (EEC) :
Absolute value % {No. 1821/73 Absolute value % Absolute value %
Belgium . 529 " 4,0 - 10,750 3,8 20.597,75 555 28.516.971,1) 2,8
Denmark 505 3,8 - 12,168 443 17.173,0 - 464,659,077 4,5
France 3.811 29,0 - T3.495 26,2 1 163.574,26 - 2464347430 23,7
Irelaand 331 245 1 6.855 2,41 13.163;5 335,70  17.594.388 | 1,7
Luxcmbourg 34 0,2 4 635 0,2 1.031,0 - 2,182,297 0,2
Netherlands 362 2,8 - 7.576 2,7 9.845,4 - 32.341.984 3,1
United Kingdem| 2.935 22,4 7 102,672 36,51 239.173,0 }52.152,0 398.841,774 | 38,4
1 Total EEC 13.155 100 45 281.299 {100 | 579.417,21 |53.424,15 | 1.040.243,154,0 |100

lExpressed in milk equivalent (in litres)
A )

-

October 1973 = August 1974; Netherlands :

Germeny ¢ Jaruary - August "1974; France :

; s : November 1973 ~ Septemb.74
Belgium § Felruary - September 1974; Ireland ¢ February - September 1974 United Kingd.:December 1973 = Septem’o.;ll
Denmark : Jaruary -~ September 1974; Luxembourg : November 1973 « August 1974
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It should be pointed out that the imumber of LSU of sheep is extremely bhigh
in the United Kingdom (1/5 of 'botal LSU),

1

No application has apponently been submitted via a produ.wers' association.
Four Member States have transmitted to the Commission the situation as

regards the very limited number of applications to be withdrawn (Gemany ]
283 Netherlands s 28; Ireland : 1; United Kingdom s 0).

3

Three Member Stdtes = Germany, France, and the United Kingdom ~ account for
86.7 % of applications, 1.ee 86.6 % of the total number of dairy cows and 87._.7%
of the drop in production of milk and milk products.

German producers have submitted 35.3 % of applications however, as regards
the quantity by whioh supplies of milk have dropped, the major contribution
is that of the United Kingdom with 38e4 % of the Community t'otal.ﬂ

In the other Member Stated, the premium system had very limited results in
absolu?.e values; in relative values, Table 2 shows ‘that this system covered,
in the Commnity as a whole, 1.1 % of all dairy cows and 1.28 % of supplies;-
in the United Kingdom the figure was in the reglon of 3 4 y for ‘bw@ Member -
Sta:f‘es on the other hand, the results are well below average’ (Irela.nd and
the Ne'bherlands) T

-

. ‘ o
In ‘khe Membe{;r States not mentioned ‘abovey; the relative impact of the premium
system approximates the Community z%,verage; v

i

Table 3 shows that the applicants have both herds which are bBigger than
average (EEC average 3 (10,4) cow/farm) and a yield per cow which is much
higher (EEC average 3 3200 li'breé/cdw'j. 'Ge'rn;a.ny ié a somewhat séeoial case
girco 1L has made great use of the authorization o grant the premium to
hewds of 5 to 10 .cowss In the United Kingdom the herds are very much la.rgar
than in other Member States. L e ‘

4 ‘lli
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TABLE 2
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Relative impact of the premium system

(on the basis of appllcatlons approved for the period October 1973

to Sept@mbe“ 1974).

No of cows for which premium |[Drop in milk yield as & pere
Member Eas been granted as compared jcentage of +the deliveries to
State o totel number 'of dairy cowsi{dairies in 1973
n 31 Décember 1973
CERMANY 1,25 1,42 i
BELGIUM 1,03 1,05
TENMARK 1,05 1,03
FRANCE 0,96 1,16
TAELAND 0449 0,56
LUXEMBOURG 0,89 1,0
NETEERLANDS 0,35 0, 36
UNITED XINGDOL 2,93 2,92
TCTAL BEC | 1,1 1,28
s s seshioornoemur e s e o e s ooy ey mm T e e

IABIE 3
averaze number of cows por anplican® end average yield per cow
Membor Average number of dairy cows iAverage yield over the 12
State bn the refercnce date months Prio? to the reference
date (in litres)
GERMANY 14,5 3080
BELCIUM 20,4 2660
IEWIARK 24,1 3340
FRANCE 19,3 3370
IIEIL 20,7 2650
! LUXENBOULG 18,7 440
NETEERLANDS 20,9 4270
UITTED KINGDOM] 35,0 3890
TOTAL EEC 21,3 3760
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Breakdown, by size

of herd, of appiications for the premium for conversion of dairy cow herds to meat

production, approved by the compctent authority -

over the neriod October 1973 to Sentermber 1974 -

Size & Yo bf spplicam |of which subni~ [No of dairy cows ] Total LSU on | Total of quantities of
(No of livestock -~} tions approved ted by producers jon the reference | reference date of milk and milk products
dair, cows = kapt for whom the re-— date which LSU of ewes ceded during the 12
by the aprlicant ference date is month period preceding
on the roference that referred to the reference date
date) . |in Article 14 a )
Absolute "o+ 1of Regulation | Absolute q Absoluc %
value # {(ERC) No 1821/73] value A value
5%0 9 1,710 §13,0 20 11,751 . 4;1 ) 23.610,56 188, 35 42.267,592;4 1 4;1
10 to i4 £.,051 1} 30,9 10 49.112 I7;5. | 114.266,80 1 7.990,75 172,903.441,~ } 16,6
15 to 19 2,455 118,6 6 41,734 }114,8° | 90.621;451 6.164,60] 150.847.023,5 | 14,5
20 to 20 2,535 119,2 3 59.021 21,0 | 122.695;55 | 9.243;10 215,821.912,1 {2046
30 and more - 2,404 -118,4 ) 119,681 42,6 | 228,222,85 {29.837,35} - 4584403.185,~ { 44,2
TOTAL 13.155 {100 45 281,299 | 100 | 579..017,21 {53.42.1,15] 1.0404243.154,~ | 100
Thxpressed in milk equivalent (in litres)
Germany & January - August 187, Ireland . . : February' = September 1974
Belgium ¢ February - September 1974 Luxembourg s November 1873 ~ August 1974
Denmark : January . = September 1974 Netherlands ¢ November 1973 « September 1974
France ¢ October 1973 =~ August 1874 United Kingdom :

December 1973 « September 1974
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Table 4 shows that epplications are. fairly. evenly spread according jo size of
herd, although the 10 to 14 bracket has clearly sabmitted more than the othersj
howevery as regavds the economic resnlts (rumber of cows withdrawn), $his lead
disappears and is %aken over by the 30+ bracket whish conbalns 426 % of all
cows and 44.2 % of the drop in production; impact is negligeable on very

small herds (5 %0 9).

I should also be noted thal the LSU of ewes are malnly kept in 30+ herds.

Table 5 glves a breakdown in time of applications for premiums, The rate
of submission increased regularly up uaiil June 1974 and has decreased
regularly thereafber, Various explanations can be put forward %o this 3

~ The relative strength of the price ®f Ilivestock on the Community market
in Sentember 1974 could well have led a larger number of producers to
2pply for the bomus during the month in question. Iater on; the market
situation had deteriorated and applicabions were feower in numbers

~ Experience of the premium gystem if {the non-delivery of ths milk shows

that there are more applications during the bad season.

-~ The potentlal applicanis are wware that they have until 31 December 1974
4o submift their apprliications and a ceriain number of them have parhaps

denld~d to leave thei: application until the last minuie,
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TABLE 5

Monthly communications fo the Commission on the eituation as regards successful
) B applications for premiums

I, Number of applicants o

" Period Ger— |Bele |Den—|France | Ire=|Luxem |Nether U.K, [Total |
many }gium |mark land |bourg{lands | EEC
October 1973 -l - =] w9 - |- - -] 1w
November 1973 -] - =] 51| -1 9 s ~| 631
December 1973 -] -] - 686| - 4f 264 15| i
January 1974 1041 - 471 627| - 2l 18} 101| 899
Februsry 1974 103 | 119 | 146] 397| 29 6 99| 381 1.280
March 1974 400} 301{ 102; 399| 29 2 51 378 1.345
April 1974 3} 151 700 2931 70 4y 66} 432]1,391
May 1974 1.094 | 129 22 2071 35 1 36| 520 2.044
June 1974 1.384 | 33} 29 203} 62 4] 211 338] 2.074
July 1974 1.020 81 231 141| 50 1l 17| 281} 1.54
August 1974 202 | 48| 18f 132| 32 3 13! 253| 699
September 1974 - 41| 48 -] 24] = S| 236 364
October 1974 - - - -] - - - - -
November 1974 -} -] - -] =] - S T N
December 1974 -l - - -] e - - - -
! v I ; i '
Total 4.648 1 529 | 505) 3.811{ 331 344 362 F.935 13155
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JIe Number of milk cows kept on reference date
Period Gere | Belw | Denw r}a.nce Iree jluxem~|Nether{ UK, }Total
many { gium | mark la_:ad j bourg| lan EEC

October :1973 - - | « 13002 - | = - | = ] 3.092
November 1973 - - - Q1717 - 165 [1.007| - [12.899]
December 1973 - - - 12,609} = 66 627 647{13.949
Jamuary 19741 1.224] = | 96T{11.942}F =~ | 29 306 | 3.419]17.887]
February 1974 1.218] 2,777{3.415] 7.368| 635 | 110 }{2.229 12,589}30.341
March 19740 - .4.150] 654]2.387] 7.1981 552 | 28 129 13.,163{28,261
April 1974 44150] 2,337114569| 5¢5T74 1,500 59 §1.263 (14.556]31.008
May 1974 16.876] 2.402] 616 4.,315| 735 | 17 760 18.,133|43.854
June 1974| 19.608| 510f T17| 4.18311,130 | 87 | 441 11.681138.357 -
July 1974} 17.278f 205 531{ 2,721[1.079 | 56 380 | 94380} 31.630
Mugust  1974| 2.644] 74| 424) 2.776| 707 | 18 | 213]8.765]16.288]
September 1974 - | 1.24{1.502) - 517 | = 211 }10.339 {13,733
October , 1974 - -l =l - -] - PR B
November 1574 - - -] - - - - - -
December 1974 - - -l - - - - - -
Total 67.148]10,750] 12168} 73.495 6,855 | 635 | 7,576 L0272 281299

LN
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In these conditions, a slight inorease in the rate at which applications are
submitted can be expected over %he last weeks of 1974« Furthermore, in the

United Kingdom and Ireland, in partioular, many applications are still being
exami ed (see pages 13 and 15).

The Commission therefore considers that the action which is plannedy and which
ghould 1a.st until 31 December 1974 at the latest, will cover
17 500 appln.ca'bions
400 000 cowss

In these conditionsy the result achieved will be slightly lower than {that
estimated by the Commission when the proposal was put forward to the
Council (450 000 cows),

oI, Resultsﬁ;gy Member States

GERMANY

"i'he' majority of the applications come from areas of small and medium~sized
farms. Thus the Ldnder concemned by this measure are the following 3

~ "Niedersachsen" (30 % of total applications)

- "Nordrhein-Westfalen" (27 % of total applications).

" Bavaria, a land which had $he highest amount of livestock (dairy cows) in
Federal Germany, only submitted 15 % of %otal applica.ﬂons t 50, as was the
cass in 1970/71, the relative impact of the premium system was very weak in
this land and this can be explained by the extent of the grassy iégloné and
the relatively small average size of farms which makes the changeover from
milk and meat somewhat diffioult,

In Schleswig Holstein the impact of the system was also rather weak 3 T %
of %otal applications. However, the figure for 1970/71 was 25 %, In fact,
in $¥his region, large farms, that is to say strmuotures whioh favour the
production of meat t0 the detriment of milk,

*es
L X 2



had already been set up and conversion had taken place before the present
premium system was applied, particularly when the premium system. for
non~delivery of milk was introduced (1970 and 1971).

In the Federal Republie, consequently, interest was mainly shown by
owners of small herds of whom & great percentage will leave agrioculture
in the medium~term; the suppression of milk production is a first

step in this direoction. The premium system has thus speeded up the
process whereby farms will be made larger if they are to survive.

Table A 1 in annex shows the importance of owners of 5 to 14 cows;
they constitute 2 / 3 of applicants (i.e. approximately 60 ¢ of the
total number of cows kept on the reference date).

The impact of this measure on milk production should be underlined.
In fact, the quantities of milk and milk products féken off the

market due to the premium represent l.42 % of production in 1973 .
(Table 2). ‘

BELGIUM

Four of the nine provinces - Western Flanders, lLiege, Namur and Luxem-
bourg -~ have submitted 60 % of the county's applications.

Forty per cent of the applications were submitted by keepers of 10 to

14 cow herds (Table B 1 in snnex) where yield .per cow is low : 2650 litres
on average. The majority are elderly farmers : in this case abandoning
milk production is a first step towarde closing the farm. The premium
system has thus accelerated evolution of a structural nature. On the

other hand, only 13 % of applicants kept herds of 30 + cows : these

are also farms with & very small milk yield (2700 litres).

In the province of Namur, which was well in the lead at the time of
the system of premiums for non-delivery of milk by reason of its

G'Q/ﬂl‘



development as an area of specialiged production (the existence of a breed
specially adapted for this purpose), the current premium system has
not had the anticipated results.

Thus, in Belgium, the situation of the market in meat and veal in
1974 has not warranted frequent recourse to the premium systems;
the breeders prefer to develop really specialized meat production
in a lasting manner.

DENMARK

More than 90 % of the applications come from Jutland. This region, which
contains 80 % of the total national number of dairy cows, contains
90 % of total cows for which the premium was granted.

';n the other regions, where there was less interest in the prepium,
the decrease in the size of herds kept for milk production had al-
ready begun in the sixties (to the benefit of fruit and vegetable

growing).

In Jutland, on the other hand, the milk potential had not been
greatly touched. But the problém of lack of labowr has now reached
this region. Two categories of farmer are particularly interested

in the premium :

~ the 50 to 60 age group, and
- very young farmers.

The recipients are leaving dairy cows and speé¢ializing in breeding
young cattle without the help of salaried labour.

l‘./...
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The applications are fairly evenly spread throughout the different

sizes of herds (see Table No Cl in annex).

However, as regards number of cows, the impact of the 30 + bracket

is very high (45 % of the total of cows for which a premium was
given); The recipients in question keep an average of 45 cows.

Their farms whoge capacity for milk production is unguestionable,

the average yield per cow being 4 000 litres (as against 3 700 litres
for the other classes - see Table No C 1 in Annex).

In this Member State, 80 % of the premiums awarded have alrcady -

been paid (lst instalment).

FRANCE

The impact of the premium system has not been negligible : 0.96 %
of livestock kept for milk production, and 16 % of the milk yield
(Table 2). Most recipients keep large or medium-sized farms (30 or
50 ha or even more). Their average is quite low : approximately 353

very few of the applicants are more than 50 years old.

It can be seen that the premium in question was mainly used in areas
where the farms were large : Normandie, Lorraine, Nord-Picardie in

particular.

Out of the 3267 recipients from 20 regions (excluding the Nord) for
whom the applications were officially received between 1 October 1973
and 31 May 1974 their intentions are as follows :

- to raise nursing cows (11,1.2)
-~ to produce store animals (§i££=ﬁ)
- to produce young bulls (iégégé)
- to produce steers (6145 %)
- to raise sheep (13,6 %)

- to raise other types of animals

(fattening calves, cows for the slaughter, etc. ) : (7,2 %)

ll(/lhl
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In the light of the premium system, in each Member State a certain
amount of specialization is being developed - regional (e.gs in
Champagne, herds of dairy‘cows’are being created) or interregional
(Brittany fattens 8 day old cows bought in neighbouring areas; cereal
farms in the north of the Paris basin byy store animals in the
producing areas of the Massif central).

The premium has had very little effect on 5 to 9 ocow herds (5.1 %
of applicants representing 1.4 % of cows for which a premium was
given). On the other hand, the impact has been fairly homogenous
on herds of other sizes (see Table D 1 in annex).

In France, the premium system makes an effective contribution to the
development of herds of nurging cows and thus brings an element of
solution to the problems of absorbing the excess milk while maintaining
of the potential of the calves. It is useful to remember that, between
1970 and 1972, the increase in the numbers of these cows was similar

to the decrease in the number of milk cows and corresponded to the
total number of cows for which the effect of the premium for non-
marketing of milk had been obtained (120 000 cows approximately).

In conclusion, the balance is positive both from the point of view
of the milk market (absorption of the exoess), of beef and veal '
(retaining 50 % of the number of cows on the recipient's farm

which could otherwise have stopped functioning without the premium
by putting their animals onto an already flooded market), and the
structural improvement to farms side by side with regional

specialization. ,

IRELAND

Most of the applications come from regions whioh specialize in milk
production (in the south of the country). For the majority of the

‘.Q/OUD
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recipients, the premium system brought forward the decision to
abandon milk production.

Although the applications are evenly spread over the various sizes
of herd (see Table E 1 in annex), in fact, the average applicant
holds more than 20 cows per farm, i.e. twice the national average.
The 30 + herd account for 45 % of the quantity of milk withdrawn
from the yield.

Although the premium system has not had a great impact in Ifeland,
one of the main reasons for this is that the farmers are not, in
general, willing {0 devote a period as long asg four years to a type
of farming which involves abandoning milk production given the bad
state of the market in beef and veal in that Member State. Never-
theless, for the recipient, the commitment to maintain an equivalent
number of LSU during the given period raises no major difficulties
on a technical level (crossing is a frequently used technique) ncr

on the level of administrative verifioation.

The relevant authority expects 600 applications, corresponding
. 10 12 000 cows, to be submitted for the period 1 February 1974 to
31 December 1974 and this includes applications still being

ponsidered,

. LUXEMBOURG

‘Applications are mainly from small herds with a low milk yield
(in the 10 to 14 category the average yield is 2550 litres

per cow); 7347% of applications come from holders of herds of
10 to 20 cows (see Table F 1 in amnex). Most of the recipients
have decided to make the change. They are very often elderly
farmers for whom abandoning milk production is the first step

towards retirement.

efaen
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NETHERLANTS

The rate at which applications have been submitted has’ dropped regularly since
April 1974 (see Table 5).

Interest in the premium system has not been very great; this is due mainly to
the bad state of the beef and veal market. To this must be added that it is
compulgory to keep the ISU replacements for milk cows for four years. This
period seems long to potential applicants. Table No Gl in annex clearly shows
the impact of the premium on average Netherlands herds (between 15 and 20

cows ).

A survey, ’balsed. on 300 applications, has been carried out in this Member State.
The results ocan be seen in Table G2 in Ammexs .

- half the recipients are running farms of between 5 and 15 haj

- very few large farms are concerned with the measures ‘

- & third of the applications are from farmers of 50 to 60 for whom abandoning
milk pfoduction is a first step towards leaving farming.

Consequently, in this Member State, the premium system contributes to speeding
the rate at which the siructure of farming changes by specializing production
and bringing about the departure of the older farmers.

The breakdown by province shows that the impact of the premium has above all
been noticeable in the provinces of Noord Brabant, Gelderland and Limburg
which are regions where milk production is less important and where substitutes
already cxist (cereals, vegetable, crops, pigmeat, poultry, mushrooms etc.).

In this Member State 90 % of the premiums awarded have already been paid (first
instalment ),

ono/ooo
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UNITED KINGDOM

In this Member State, the premium system has had a considerable effect. At

the present time, the monthly rate of submission of applications is still high
(236 applications for 10.339 cows in Scptember as against 253 requests for
8,765 cows in August), it the end of the year, there should be a total of more
than 5,000 applications corresponding to 200,000 cows i.e. 5.7 % of national

livestock and of deliveries to dairies.

Table Hl in amnex shows that the applications are mainly from large farmsj in
fact, holders of 30+ herds account for 43.5 % of the applications and 72.3 %
of cows in respect of which a premium has been given. In this category, the
average herd isg 55 cows and average yilell per cow 4’000 litres approximately.
‘Thus; in the United Kingdom, large farms are beginning specialized production
of ‘beef and veal to the detriment of milk production, The premium is not at
the origin of thisj; however it does appear to have accelcrated the process
which is resulting in a devrease in the mumber of dairy cows ( — 1.3 % between
June 1973 and June 1974 ).

It should be noted (see Table No H2 in amnex) that there is a noticeable in-
crease in the average size of herds in applications submitted on or after

July 1974, This confirms the considerable impact of the premium system on

large farms. They, in fact, in order to satisfy their commitment to keep the

LSU replacements for dairy cows, can at the present time obtain young animals

at very low prices (less than & 10 e.g. for a new born heifer of a milk producing
breed).Thus the constitution of a beef and veal production workshop, thanks to
the prenium and counting on a.improvement in the beef and veal market over the
next two years, can be envisaged with minimum risk and every likelihood of a

reagonablc profit,

The anti-gyclic role of the premium system should be emphasized in this

particular case.

l.’/".
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IV. EONCLUSIONS

l. The yield of milk and milk products over the 12 months prior to implementation
of the premium gystem from cows in respect of which the premium had been
made represents the.equivalent of 1,040 million litres of milk, i.,e. 1,2 %
of 'thg estimated yield for 1974 in the Commwnity.

It is ‘interesting to note that the increase in the 1974 yield as compared
to the 1973 yield is estimated at 1,7 %; in 1973 this increase was of

2.3 % as compared to 1972. The premium systemthus helps to slow down the
progress of milk yield between 1973 and 1974.

Total costto the BAGGF of expenditure involved in implementing the prepiun
gystem in 1973/74 will be less than 60 million u.a, This expenditure,
spread over several years, is of the same order as the supplementary
expenditure that the EAGGF would have had to provide from the 1974 budget
alowe in the sector of milk products, in the absence of this premium system,
for the abeorbiion of the excess milk which would have been put on the
market.

GiVen' the balance of the milk market, the premium system thus has a positive
impact which justifies its maintenance after 31 December 1974.

?
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24+ Maintenance of the premium system can also be justified from the point of

3e

view of the forgeeable evolution of the beef and veal market; the rate of
increase in the cattle population must be slowed dowmn as in the following
table:

Table 6

Community catile population — Annual rate of variation in %
2/ 13/12 14/13 5/14 13/8
+ 4,4 + 5,1 + 1,2 + 1 (+1,6)

The large increase in the cattle population which was apparent in 1972 and
1973 led to a large increase in production in 1974. However, it can be
considered that the annual rate of increase of the home production of meat
from livestock, which for 1974 should be of the order of 14 %, will only
be from +2 to 43 % in 1975. The very high rate at which livestock has been
slaughtered since Autumn 1973 is partly due to the beginning of running
down the numbers of female breeding animals, the consequence of which, in
the medium term, will be an appreciable reduction in the rate of increase
of beef and veal production. Given that, moreover, the annual increase in
consumption of beef and veal in 1975 and 1976 should be of the order of
300,000 tons, continuing the action should not in itself lead to the
creation of excess beef and veal.

that
It is clear/the premium system has only covered a very small number of
breeders; this was anticipated by the Commission which, when the draft
Regulation was drawn up, estimated that the impact of the measure would
not be on more than 500,000 dairy cows during the period 1 October to
31 December 1974.

It is clear that the premium was mainly useful for breeders in certain
production gtruciures and particularly in farms which are toPsmall to be
able to make milk production profitable and in certain large farms where

such production is faced with a serious problem of traimed labour.

ama/ouo
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In farms of this type, the premiwum sysiem has undeniably led to a speeding up
of evolution towards a structure which is better adapted to conditiong of

cattle breeding.

" The need to improve production structures is continmually being felt in the
Community; the premium system contributes to it, and it should therefore be
maintained after 31 December 1974,

4.The fact that at the present time a slowing down of the rate at which
applications are being submitted is apparent, is in favour of the maintenance
of the premium system after 31 December 1974. No disturbance is to be feared
in the short-term on the beef and veal market through a massive number of
dairy eows being put on the market as a result of implementation of the premium
system. On the contrary, the bencficial effects of maintaining ISU other than
dairy cows on the farm for a four year period will mean that effects are felt
in the medium term when the market has improved.

It would thus be suitable to keep open the possibility offered to farmers to
benefit from the bonus system from which more of them can benefit once certain
conditions are fulfilled,

In conclusion it is proposed that the Council postpone until 31 December 1975
the period during which the applications for premiums can be submitted.
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ANNEXT T

Autorisations érevues & l'article 2 du
Reglement (CFE) No 2353 / 73

Ireland : Comtés de Carlow, Cavan, Clare, Cork, Donegal, Galway, Kerry,
| Kildare, Kilkemny, Laois, Leitrim, Longford, Louth, Mayo,
Meath, Monaghan, Offely, Roscommon, Sligo, Westmeath,
Wexford, Wicklow.

Deutschland :

1) Linder : Eessen, Rheinland-Pfalz, Saarland, Baden-
Wiirttemberg, Basyern.

2) Dens les Linder Nordrhein-Westfalen et Niedersachsen les
Landkreise et Stiddte suivants : '

" Lkr. Schleiden, Stadt Bottrop, Lkr. Steinfurt, Lkr. Tecklenburg,
Stadt Bielefeld, Lkr. Biiren, ILkr. Herford, Lkr. ILiibbecke, Lkr.
Minden, Lkr. Paderborn, ILkr. Warburg, Lkr. Wiedenbriick, Stadi

" Iserlohm, Lkr. Brilon, Lkr. Olpe, Lkr. Siegen, Lkr. Unna,

Lkr., Wittgenstein, Hameln, Grafschaft Diepholz, Grafschaft

Hoya, Grafschaft Schaumburg, Lkr. Niemburg (Weser), ILkr.

Schaumburg-Lippe, Lkr. Duderstadt, Lkr. Minden, Lkr. Osterode

am Harz, Stadt Osnabriick, Aschendorf-Hlimmling, Lkr. Bersenbriick,
| Lkr, Lingen, .Lkr. Melle; Lkr. Meppen, Lkr. Osuabriick, Lkr.

Wittlage, Stadt Goslar, Stadt Delmemherst, Lkr. Cloppenburg,
Lkr. Vechta.

France ¢ 1) régions de programme : Alsace, Aquitain, Bourgogne,

Limousin, Rhdne-~Alpes.

2) Départements : Allier, Aridge, Indre, Lozéré, Vendée,
Haute Provence et Hautes Alpes. ‘



Tabelle A 1 ‘ DEUTSCHLAND

Gliederunz der Primienantrige zur Umstellung von Milchkuhbesgtinden (je nach GroBe der Herden), denen im

Zeitraum Januar bis August 1974 von den zustiandigen Stelle stattgegeben worden ist

i f 1 ¥

aréfenklasse 3 Zahl der -1davon durch Erzeu-'Zahl der zum Be- |Gesamtzahl der idavon $tﬁc@«sze§amfmenga von gilch
(in Abhinzigkeit von stattgege- ger eingereicht, ‘zugszeitpunkt tzum Bezugszeit-§zahlaE1nh§1— fund Ml}chgrzeugnlssen
der im Bezugszeitpunkt jbenen AntiZger |fir die der Be- gechaltenen punkt gehalte- jten an weib- i(1), die in den 12 Mo-
vom Antragsieller ge-— i zugszeitpunkt der Milchkiihe nen Stiickzahl-~ {lichen 1na§en vor dem Bezugs-
haltenen Anzahl der § in Artikel 14 a ?Einheiten an %Schafen §ze1tpunkt abgegcben
1ilchkiibo) i der VO (EWG) Nr. ausgewachsenen | rworden ist
i 1821/73 genannte ' Rindern : i
; ist | :
| Anzahl % Anzahl % E | Menge A
| t H
. H .
. 1 I
5 bis 9 i 1496 | 32,0 20 10272 | 15,2 19533,55 ¢ 165,30 37697795,4 114,0
10 bis 14 1568 | 34,0 5 18295 | 27,3 | 33702,45 i 72,00 74418230,5 |27,9
. . . i
15 bis 19 . 725 | 15,6 6 13034 { 19,4 21183,50 : 66,15 52922824,0 119,8
20 bis 29 . 569 | 12,2 | 1 | 13188 | 19,7 21573,85 [ 235,95 54273305,0 | 20,3
30 und mehr 290 6,2 1 12359 | 18,43 18865,95 ! 391,50 48047075,0 18,0
I , ‘ . —+ .
H i : ;
insgesamt ; 4648 .1(0 } 33 67148 {100 114859,30 } 930,90 i267359229,9 100
i i ! )
; ! ! !

|
(1) in Milchmenge umgerechnet (in Liter)

ceifon
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Tabolle 42 DEUTSCHLAID

Mielerin der P:um ena..ﬁrﬁ"fe g o Umstellung: von Milchluhbesttinden, aufgeteilt nach Léndern,
d.euen in Ze:.traugx_h e m b:.s Auggst 1974 von der zustﬁndigen §telle stattﬂe"eben wordan ist

asram.. = o L T D AR RS 2R B e T AR M AL A LR 6

N GrdBen= Fiedor- NO!‘dl‘héih— ‘ . %aile;‘a o ’S;_l';l'e‘;v;i‘.‘g- wl;‘k;éinlandi - éga;land Bremen
| ilosse_ | - soohsen | Westfslen ?iyfﬁ o] lePen | Wirttenmpers] Holstein | Pfalz . | .
I. Zahl der sta.ttgxag_ebenen Antrb.gg_ ~ - o . '," . | S
9 SR YR BPYE 327 - o123 | 203 - 121 15 -
jloai1a}- - 521 510 181 ' 89 9 - 73 39 - 4. 5
15 al9 | 218 245 103 23 29 7 20 - 4 - z
- {e0 329 161 1179 . 59 26 18 121 -3 1 2
.} 30 et plus- 113 69 11 S ¥ | 8 66 N -
| Motal | 1.367 1.276 | 681 | 320 347 337 240 o5 1 7
7 I, gahl der zum Bezmgszeitpunkt gohaltenmen Milehkithe | - E :
] 539 | 2um 1.870 2307 1.299 - | 1.4 L= "} @m0 -} o b - b
. jloalg 6162 5.990 2,161 1 1.025 1,047 1903 i 852 52 59 {
o Jisa19 | ai613 4,110 1,700 {386 481 | 1302  f 33 - 61 - -
©.}20 4 20-1 -3,706 4,103 1399 | 605.. | 382 2.823 | 6 20 5
30 et plus 4,704 2,881 373 664 319 3,086 .300 32 T .
Total | 21,676 18.954 7.941 3.979 -3.570 8.134 2,372 260 . 102

Hamburg uwnéd, Berlin ¢ 0O
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Tgbleau B 1

BRLGTQUE

14nart1t10n en fonction dc la teille des troupoaux des demandes de primes 3 la reconverswn vers la production

3 ,v1a.nde agréées par:l'autorlt( compatente au cours de la piriode F2

‘yrier - Sentembre 1‘)74

viasse ¢

Norh~e de de-

dont or <sent.ﬂfes

Nombre de va,c‘f‘..es

Total des U G B

aont L C R Iotar der ">

. man.ss agréles: (par des produc- ‘laitidres A*tenucsjd*tenucs 2 1a au titre tités de lait '
~onetion -de 1'im- teurs pour les |'4 le date de rf dgte de r°f 7~ des ovins | et de produits lai~
sortance du cheptel quels la date de f<rence : rence @ femelles tiers (1) cédés
e vaches laitidres rifirenceest | pendant la période
létenues par le lcelle visie 3 | de 12 mois pri-
demarfdgur a la date 1'erticle 14bis |- cédant la date
de référence) du réglement  |i S de référence :
’ (CEE) noll321/73 y, "
‘lvaleur sbsolue® veleur absolue % valeur absolus %
— O WMW
54 9 — - | — — - . -
410:_ 314 213 | 40,2 2962 27;7 5176 0;75 7683271,5 27,0
15:4 19 117 |} 22,2 1960 13,2 . 4052.9 0,90 5231204,5 18,3
20229 121 | 22,9 . 2776 25,3 5673.3 0;30 7533553,1 26,4
30; ¢t plus ‘75 14,7 3052 23,3 5695, 55 3,60 8068942, - 28,3
Tetal 529 {100 - 10750 100 20R97,7% 5.55 P8516971,1 % 100
N }

(1) Exprimésén équivalent lait (en titres).

e,
g



Tableau B 2 b BELGIQUE

Révartition par province des demandes de primes & la reconversion vers la production de viande

agrébes par l'autorité compétente au cours de la période février — septembre 1974.

agréées . retipées
Antwerpen . 31 . -
Limburg 23 . 1
. Qost--Vlaanderen 43 -
L West-Vlaanderen 95 2 .
Vlesams Brabant . 25_."' o C ' S
Total 218 ’ 4! :
Luik 7 72 ’ 6
Namen . 15 -
Luxemburg 86 4
Henegousen 53 ' 4 '
Waals Brabvant ' 25 o
Total RS S | 14

Total général 529 A 18



_nalysis by egize of herds in respect
production approved by the competent

Table

C 1

January -~ September 1974

X

LAY

AR
h R

DENMARK

of applications made for premium for the conversion of dairy herds to meat
anthority during the period

Class -2 Number of of which presente Nu@ber of To?al of the of.which Total .
" (defined by the size | applications by producers for | dairy cows units of gdult ovine quan?itles
e : approved: whom the referencd kept on the bovine animalsf female of milk
P the herd of dairy | app ; pA Kent th cmal roducts(1)
cows kept by the date is t?e one Eeterence ? on g . animals pu §ie§
epplicant on the re- forgseen in ate reference datg 2 199 s
Terence date article 14bis uring ne
of Regulation 12 months
(EEC) n® 1821/73 periog.
preceding
the re-
ference
- date:
‘ Number % Number e quantities] %
i
-5 to © - - - - - -
10 to 14 113 22,3 - 1.400 11,5 2.116,45 - 5.182,899 11,1
15 to 19 151 29,9 - 2.494 20,6 3.521,65 - 9.178,316 19,7
20 to 2¢ 118 23,4 - 2.749 22,6 4.087,85 - 10,257,452 21,9
30 and more 123 24,4 - 5:525 45:3 1.447,05 - 22,040,410 47,3
505 100 - 12,168 100 17,1734 - 46,659,077 | 100
(1) expressed in milk equivalent
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DENHARK
Table C 2
1. Examination of 320 amaroved senlicaotions
part of  humber pct ! number | pct Liters pet
the of of of I of of of
country pppli- appli~ | milk~ milk- milk milk
cants cents | cows cous (1000 liters)
jylland 300 91,2 | 5.802 90,4 26.229 90,3
sjaelland)
lolland )| 15 446 418 5,6 1.727 6,0
falster )
fym ) 12 3,6 255 3,4 903 3,1
langeland)
i N ] 1
‘i i
Denmark 329 100,0 | 7.522 | 100,0 | 29.035 10C,0

"o, Goneral statistios

Cows (census of Junc 1972)

i

in 1000 pct.
Jylland 898,5 80,5
sjuelland g
lolland 12,5 1C,1
falster )
fyn ) a
langeland ) 101,0 210
bornholn 4,5 0,4
1,116,5 170,0

P -
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Tablegu D 1 FTANCE

PRy

Répartition en fonction de le taille des troupeaux des demandes de primes & la reconversion vers la production

lo viande agréées par 1lautorits compstente au gours de la période Octobre 1973 - Aokt 197%

a—

Classe : Nombre de deman |dont prisentfes Nombre de veches |T tal des U.G.B. dondiU2@sB. | Total des quan
(fonction de 1'ir- | des egrifes : . per des produc |laitidres d<tenues étenues 4 la + au titre - tités de lait et
portance du ch@}picl teurs pour les & la date de ri’f% | date de »rif4 des ovins de produits lai -
de vaches laitidres| ‘quels la date dgrence @ rence @ femelles tiers (1) cédés
détenues par la réfirence est ¢ pendant la pério;
.’dsmandeurra la date celle visfe & de de 12 mois
de référenoce) 1'article 14bis précédant la date
‘ du réglement de référence :
valeir _‘ {CEE) n°l321/73 valeur valeur
jabsolue| % absolue| % absolue , %
g e b v b e e st o . e > v = n . v ed) e . . e men
- 53 9 154 4,1 1060 1,4 1 313501 ~3642595 1,4
10 3 14 1429 37,5 17423 23,6 |[4204%2.30 53724092 { 21,8
15 3 19 818' . 21,4 13351 13;2 3135415 44336649 | 18,0
20 & 29 892 = 23,4 P0R17 29,0 144905 90 70425452 | 28,6
30 et plus 518 13,6 21139 23,3 | 41622,90 74218732 | 30,2
et cam ot e e W o S i S e B e 8 2w b sk hr s oas - =
Total 3811 100 73495 1100 163574, 2€ 246347430 | 100
i |

(1) Exprimés en équivalent lait (en litres).

ooc/aal
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Egyleau D2

Répartition, par résion-programme, des demandes de primes 3 la reconversion

vers la production do viande agrééespar lfautorité compéteate au cours de

la pérdode 1/10/73 = 31/8/74

Nombre de Nombre de Litres de 1ait{U.G.B. détenues
REGIONS demandes vaches cédés par les
agréées laitiéres en un a2n bénéficialres
11 - RREGION
P/RTSTENNE 23 567 1.7854473 1.058,50
21 - CHANPAGNE 264 5.509 19.349.487 14.392,50
22 = PICARDIE 274 64340 23,674,760 14,081,15
23 - HWU1E :
NOEMANTIE 292 5949 21.138,094 16,126,110
24 = CENTRE 170 3.073 10,592,720 6.519,50
25 =~ BLGIE
NORMANDIE 241 56372 18,103.752 12.414,60
26 = BOURGOGNE 185 2,740 8,746,162 7424945
31 « NCRD 251 4,722 16.632.370 10,596,405
41 - LORRATIE 298 Te223 244,336,084 18,007, 70
42 = ALSAJE - 35 579 1.968,.530 1.267,25
43 = FRAIUCHE .
COMTE 127 2.477 849744414 5.175,60
52 = PATS TH
LOIRE | 293 4,663 14.493.846 11.676,41
53 « BRETAGHE 586 11.187 36.941.330 20.60%,95
54 « POITCU
CHARENTE 281 4,664 14.609,344 10.,112,95
T2 ~ AQUITAINE 113 1.819 6,140,538 2.758,85
73 - MIDI
PYRENEES | 108 1.758 44745 .822 2.568,75
74 - LIMOUSIN 21 440 1.119.769 921,40
82 -~ RHONE ALPEY 214 3.386 11.756.332 6.236,80
83 = AUVERGNE 82 2,177 5,762,018 44003450
91 » LANGUEIOC
ROUSSILLON] 2 41 87.567 119, e
92 = PROVENCE
COTE dtAZUR 6 17 231.888 213y
TOTAL FRANCE 3566 14753 : 251.193.310 166.108,01
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Table Bl _I&EJQQ.

: siz;: of herds :tn #~gpect of applications made for- p!:'em:l.um for the conversion of da:.ry herds to meat prbduot:,on

A sis by
“ gp zlqu d 'by the competen‘b a.uthorlty dur mg the period oo
.o . F'ebruary - september 1974
a1 ass" Nmnber of . of which p;resénte_a Tuubér of dsiry Total of the of whihcbw%tal ,
“db ined Y7 the sizd applications by producers for |[cows kepl on juaits of eoult ovine quantitiss of
"%f tlge herd of duiry pproved: ‘&ihen the refercence]the reference © {bovins animalg female §nilk projucts
1 cows kept oy the | iate is the one {date ~ {kept on the animals f(1) supplied
spplicant on the re-j oreseen in ’ {reference datg { during the 12
foronce fate .article- 14bis _ - : menths period
N Y ' L Regulaticn ' rreceding the
§! S L&,) n® 1§21/73 | g o ' ’ reference date:
: - — _Jomber . , Number’ ) - quantities
o ls w9 18,1 - | a9 611 929 | 23,05 | .927.202
{10 tol4 23,3 |} 1 i -935 . 13,7 ¢ 2.145,5 | 39,— | 2;330.203
f E .l_ lb N - - ) R - - ",. . - . ] ' .
115 to %9 - . .. | 50- 18,1 - - 989 | 144} 1.783,— 21,55 | 2.457.919
-?.0 to 29 21'5 ' ’ - : 1.649 ] 24,1 . X 3:401,- R 124,85 4.184.811
Jo and moref o e 19, 4 - 2.863 | 41,7| 4.895,~ | 127,25 | 8.094.163
' Tf’“l o 331 A nq 1 6.855 - 100 13._1636 | 335,70 17.994.388
i 'Q ’ -
w, 3pressed ir milk ‘equivalent..
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Table B 2 IRELAND

Bresk down by oounties of applicotions for premiums for comversion of dairy

herds to meat production approved by the competent amihority during the period

February-Qotober 1974

No. of No. of dairy
COUNTY Approvals to cows thereon Total Units of
31lst Oct 1974 on the reference Adult Cattle
. date
" Carlow 2 15 45
Cavan 14 196 340
Clare 30 548 11054
Cork 61 1096 1904
Donegal 4 51 T2
Dublin 6 249 555
Gelway 12 300 534
Zerry 25 300 446
Kildare 6 188 424
' Kilkenny 11 211 534
Laois 9 21¢ 489
Leitrim 3 21. k¥
Limerick 55 1325 2019
~ Longford 1 44 44
Louth 3 34 T2
Mayo 3 34 53
Heath | 10 _2AY - 835
Monaghan 6 80 161
Offaly 3 a7 110
Roscommon 3 35 T0
Sligo 5 144 285
Tipperary . 50 1083 2104
Waterford 8 218 439
Westmeath ) 141 303
Wexford 10 220 480
Wicklow ) 274 658
TOTAL 355 7314 14061




Tabelle F 1

LUXFMPURG

Gl: 3 srung der Primienantréige zur Unstellung ven Miléhi;g’g}bes*g_anden. (ie nach Gr'fie der Herden), demen im

Zed paum November 1973 bis August 1974 von der zustindigen Stellie statteegeben worden ist

~

GriBenklasse : Zahl der davon durch Erseu-|Zahl der zum Be- !Gesamtzahl der davoi. Stiick~|Gesamimenge von Milch
(in Abhingigkeit von stattgege - ger eingereicht, (zugszeitpunkt. |zum Bezugszeit-| zahl-Einhei-}und Milcherzeugnissen
der im Bezugszeitpunki| benen AntrZge: ; fiir die der Be- |gchaltemen punkt gehalte- |ten an weib-!(1), die in den 12 HNo-
vor Antragsteller ge-| ~ zugszeitpunkt der (Milchkihe nen Stiickzabhl- !lichen |naten vor dem Bezugs-
hiltenen Angabl. der. in Artikel 14 a ' . Einheiton an a | Schalton 'zeitpmtch abgegeben
,_,Milchkﬁhe) , der VO (EWG) Nr. susgewachsenen worden ist A
1821/73 genaunte Rindern :
. ist o
Anzahl { % Anzahl % Henge A
5his 9 - - - - - -
15 vis 14 12 35,5 4 176 | 27,8 259,5 - 452592 | 20,6
©, 15 bis 19 13 ]38,2 - 248 | 39,1 388,— - 730813 | 33,6
30 und mehr 3 |88 ~ 121 | 19,0 150,~ 3 475599 21,8
insgesamt 34 hoo -4 635 | 100 1031,0 - 2182297 100

/,(1) in Milchmenge umgerechnet (in Liter)

[}

‘--’o/ooo
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Tabe

s 11 e

G1

. ., .
. AT

G;iedertmg der Pram:v.enazitrage zur Umstellung von Milchkuhbestinden (JG nech GroBe der Hcrd.en), denen im Zeitraum

Nerbmooy 1973 bis September 1974 von der zusténdigen Stelle stattgegeben worden is:

+

o

T

am

Grédenklasse: Zahl der davon durch Erzeu-f Zahl der zuxa Ee-|Gesomtszahl der davon Stiick-d Gesamtmenge von
{in Avhtngigkeit von stattgege~- ger eingereicht, | zugszeilpunkt zum Dezugszeit— zahl-Ein- | Milch und Milch-
i der im Bemugszeitpunkt |benen Antrige: fiir die der Be- gehaltenen punkt genalte~ |heiten an erzeugnissen (1),
1von Antragsteller ge-~ zugszeitpuakt der } Milchkiihe Jnen Stiickazahl~ jweiblichen | die in den 12 Mo-
{ Waltenen BAnzahl der in Artikel 14 a Einhcitan an Sckafen naten vor dem Be-
3 Milchkithe) - der VO (EWG) Nr, ausgewachsenen zugszeitpunkt ab~
. 1821/ 73 genamnte {Rindern: gegeben worden
ist ist _
Anzahl % Anzahl % NMenge %
5- 9 - - - - - -
10 - 14 98 27,0 - 1,208 16,0] 1.640,6 - 4.981.124 15,5
15 - 19 107 29,6 - 1.846 24,441 2,409,25 - 7.401.649 | 22,8
20 - 29 105 29,0 - 2,380 | 31,4 3.090;15 | - 10.417.074 | 32,3
30 - 49 43 11,9 - 1.486 | 19,6| 1.945,4 - 6.498.889 | 20,0
50 = 99 3 2,2 - 535 7,0]  618,- - 2.438.732 | 1,5
3 . N ‘ . : '
E 100 una wchr 1 0,3 - 121 1,6 - 142,~ - 664.516 1 1,9
insgesemt 362 100 7.516 | 100 | 9.845,4 27 32.341.984 |100

(1) =n Milchmerge umgerechnet (in Iiter)
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b) Ace du demandeux

&°

4 T 2080 | 3040 | 40%0 T 50855 | 55460 | GO 65010 1 j0 et 1 Total

{ . - | plus . ,J
(froningen 1 5 5 | - | 3 1 | - - 15 }
\riesland - 2 | 4 2 3 1 - - 2|
|)renthe - 7 5 4 2 2 - - 20 |
| werijesel 3 6 8 5 4 4 1 1 2
;-lljsselmeerp; - —- 2 1 3 - - - 6
lioiderland - | 1 9 9 7 6 3 2 - 37

| recht .| = 4 1|1 2 - - - 8
AHelland | - 1 31 4 - 1 - - 9

7, Holland - 3 - 2 4 1 1 - 11
Yiseland - 1 4 4 - 1 - - 10

|7, Brabant 4 22 22 13 19 10 2 1 93

{{ s mburg 3 9 12 T 3 7 | 2 - 43

o s o e o s o fomw ot et fow e o ---_---—-——~*---—-~L-—-——'-r—----—--d
IT7tal .12 69 15 ’ 50 49 31 8 2 296

Total par catégories groupées 3

E

69

99 39{2]295
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AnalysiS'ﬁyusize of kerds i ' '
approved by the competent authority during ©

Table

-

- %

g1

October 1973 = September 1974

- STTR T
UNI AT KINSDOM

n respect of applications made for premium for the conversion of dairy herds to meat production
he period ‘

i Class: Number of of which presented|Number of dairy Total of the of whicH Total
. (d;fined by the size applications by producers for |cows kept on units of adulti! ovine quantities of
; of the herd of dairy approved: whom the reference|the reference bovine animalg female |milk products
§ cows kept by the date is the one date kept on the animals | (1) supplied
8 applicant on the re- foreseen in reference date during the
| fercnce dete article 14bis 12 months
A, of Regulation period
(ERC) n° 1821/73 _ preciéding the
! reference date:
Number % Humber % quantities A
5- 9 wil Fil Nil Wii Nil Nil
10 - 14 541 18,5 Nil 6.708 644 27,177 7.879 | 24.131.029 6,0
20 - 29 653 22,2 2 15.672 15,1 39.730 8.882 58.206.972 14,5
30 end more 1.277 43,5 5 72.480 1 71,0 146.841 29.315 [287.916.127 72,3
Total 2.935 100 7 102,672 100 239.173 52.152 [398.841.774 100
Nil Nil Fil Nil Fi1 Fil

¢1) expressed in milk equivalent.
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.Table H 2 . UNITED KINGDOI ¢
Breﬁk down ol Pvﬁl1ca+1 ns for<premiums for converq1on of d g to meat productlon approved hxrthe competent

= 31 & T ara or thne nacher of avpplications approved

ﬂl.l\u'
o rof \.'U i

e STy 29 Octcber ;“_3

. ""'\. ...—r'_n.‘dn-‘w ——

“a.
LERN L%

Al s jiusDer of L"'_;_*_y___ SIS LEXOOn wil Lo

Cen* ~re of Adminisiration No, Dairy Cows Centers of Adminigtration No. Dairy Cows
Bvro £t Tdmunds 19 1,136 Caernarvon 51 971
(H N lmsiord 22 1,056 Cardiff 13- 1,782
Hurtingdon 6 290 Carmarthen 199 4,795
Fryca 5 151 Llzndrindod Vells 43 1,019
Leiwich 10 473 Ruthin 83 1,756
Tivcoln 36 1,171 - . ‘ _
Northampton 17 2,921 VALES 445 10,323
Fottingham 110 3,591 _ :
Alnwick 37 951 Argyll 8 287
Carlislo 177 5,402 Borders 7 286
Tuvham 83 2,030 Central 7 595
“crthallerton . 82 1,781 Clyde 35 1,706
cvilaford ! 3,573 Bastern, 13 "478
liziistons 20 929 Highland 3 173
Cxtord 62 3,174 Lothians 2 135
¥inchestor 41 2,084 N, Tlastern 23 1,113
Txoter 141 44176 Northern 2. ' 27
Gloucestor 128 51549 8. Western .53 3,089
Tounton 143 6,107 Southern 28 1’261
Traro 124 3,336
reuc 12 ,
Strcusbiry 61 e SCOTLAND 118 9,150
forccetor - 8 il O B
Forotos 33 %:gi)g NORTHERi! II?LLAND 167 3,822
Harregate 99 3,148
Preston 94 3,279
ENGLAND = " > -

1,909 69,028 UNITED KINGDOH 2,699 92,333
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UNTTED KINGDOM -
' Break down Yy monthg of applicabion ¢ and aupro»ed %ppllcatlons for the oonverszon of
da.lry“‘hers to meat £roduﬂt10n ’ .

. - | = ;Z;éiilf;» .. ‘,f,,n.lz ,'..Z'.".:“...‘T,'._ZZ%? Zif.ifﬁ,, o .c.’".: ’.I..'.'.: SR SRR I 7 DR
November 73 C1,313 . 46,513 35,5 ‘ - | -
Decomber 173 756 | .24;603 32;" 15 647 43,1
Jarmary  '14 793 28,875 35;1 | 3;219 33;9
February '74 - 544 19,674 36,2 | 3 | 1589 | 330
March  '74 502 18,0183 35;8 378 | 13,163 34,8
| dpril 74 -, 361 12,619 34,8 432 14;556 33;7

" ey *74 1. 25 10,572 35,8 520 13,133 - 348

' Jme 14 237 8;410 | 35,5 | 338 11,661 34,7
Jay 74 \ 228 | 9;844 A1;3 281 | 930 | 335

L dugust 174 I 25 110,524 43,0 253 8,765 34,9

| Total to dato 5,209 | 189,652 35,9 24699 | 92,333 34,2
September 'T4 ) o) 236 10,334 | 43,7

(1) not availzile


collsvs
Text Box




