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JKEY _RESULTS OF TIHE SihPLE SURVEY ON RICE CONSUMPTION IN THE
EGROPEAN COMHUNLTY

The main results of the sample survey on rice consumption in the
Europcan Community. ' '

Since the common organization of markets in the
rice sector first came into force, the special "rice" section of the
Advisory Committee on Cereals has been concerned with the difficulty of finding
markets for the Community's output of long-grained rice, which has been
increaning conﬂiderably,

The first queutlon to be consldered was whether the lype of long-
grained rice grown in the EEC met consiumers' requirements gnd how
far extent it was necessary to switch productlon t cultivation
of the harder long-grained, vitreous rice.

Producers took the view that various new European varieties would
reet requirements and could be put on the market in the fairly near
future. However, it was essential to aefune the nature of this
demand more accurately.

Jith this end in view, and as part of the work carried out by
the special "rice'" section of the Advisory Committec on Cereals,
the Ente nazionale Risi, the Office Interprofessionnel des Céréales
(ONIC), the Association des Rizeries belges, the Syndicat de la
Rizerie francaice, the Syndicat des Riziculteurs de France, the
Unione italiana dell'Industria risiera, the Verein deutscher
Reismiihlen e.V., the Vereniging van Rijstpellers in .Nederland, and
the Directorate=~General for Agriculture of the Commission of the
European Communities requested‘the Institut pour 1'EBtude des Marchés
en France et & 1'Etranger (ETMAR) to carry out a sample survey ameng
consumers in the Community to determine, firstly, their
preferences regarding the qualities of the longw~grained rice
available, and secondly buying motivation and consumption patterns for rice.
[ -\
. ‘ *@ .
This survey was completed in January 1971.
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The survey falls into threc parts:

A. A survey conducted among the general public to determine patterns
of rice consumption in the Community countries,; in September and
October 1969,

Be A consumption trizl covering four varieties of Italian rice = Anseaiico,;
LArborio, Italpatna and Rosa Marchotti - carricd out among housewives in
Belgiwy, Ceroany and the Netherlands to decide whish of thepe verioties
“should be %ested in part G,

C. A consumpntion test covering four varieties of rice - two Italian
(Arborio and Ribe), one French (Inra 68 - 2), and one American
(Blue Bonnet) carried out among housewives and institutions such as
schools and hospitals, in Belgium, France, Germany and the Netherlands,
in September and October 1970,

It should be noted that part A of. the survey was conducted
both in homes vhere rice was consumed and in those where it was
not, one of the aims being to determine the number of households
where rice was consumed, whereas part C was carried out in homes or

ingiitutions ~ etc. where rice was consumed at leact once a
month, the purpose of this part of the survey being to determine
vhether a preference existed for any specific variety of rice.

It is necessary, however, to make the usual reservations
concerning the results achieved by surveys of this type which are
carried out in a fairly limited context and should be interpreted
with some. caution,

Thus, it should always be borne in mind that the question of
the quantities of rice consumed was not dealt with in this survey.
What was ‘involved wac always the number of consumers or how
frequently rice was consumed, but never guantities (weight) or
expenditure (in monetary wnits),

I. RICE CONSUNPTIOIN TN FAMILIES IN BELGIUM, FRANCE, GERMANY, TTALY

i

AND TUE NETHERLANDS

+ Rice consumption varies appreciably from country to country, the
greatest quantities being consumed in Italy and the smallest
guantities in the Netherlands, but in no country does rice occupy
any privileged pecsition. Consumption of potatoes or vegetabdles
and products made of Italian pasta (except in the Netherlands)
considerably exceeds that of rice.
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1 Kaown by the trade name '"Delta'.
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¢ In all five countrles, the amount of rice consumed is
proportionate to income levels or the socio-eccnomic levels 1n
all five countries; too, there arec wide differences of consumption
~depending on the region concerncd,

« Patterns of rice consunptlon vary °ccord1ng to the country ard
the way in which it is prepared; in Italy, preparation is rather
different from the manner usual in the other Community ccuntries.
In all five countries, rice is seldom eaten as an hors-d'ocuvre
and, except in Belgium, rarely as a dessert.

+ In Italy, fewer than half the households stated that thay kept
stocks of ricey whereas in the other four countries four families
out of five kept such stocks. The tcrm "stocks" dis fairly vaguely
defined, and often small quantltles {250 grams or less) are
regarded as "stocks'",

The wealthier classes and people living in areas where a great
deal of rice is consumed, tend to hold bigger stocks of rice in
their homes.

« Precooked and preprOCeused varieties of rice are mainly purchased
in Belgium aznd the Nethcrlando,‘and housewives state that they
mainly buy long-grained rice, which - excopt in Belgium -~ has

been conflrmed by +the samples. ’ L

« In Italy, importance is attached to the various factors.
determining which tyope of rice is thosen, whereas in France
customers seem tc buy rice on a more or less random basis.

Varicties of rice are chosen according to.different criteria
depending on the countries concerncd,; but, in all counfries, very
little importance is attached to the geogranhlcal origin of the
rice. :

IT. TEST or TOUn VHLIFWIEO OF ITALIAN RICE

Four varletles of rice were tested in Belgium, Germany and
the Netherlands -~ Anscatico, Arbor;o, Italpatna and Rosa Marchetti.

The VAnseatico" variety finds most favour w1th Belglan,
German and Dutch housewives.

This ch01ceawhlch was mmde clear after a series
~ trinls on appearance, taste, ‘and easy cooking .as well as on
"the basis 'of the results obtained with cach of the varieties tested,
is only partly explained: a second variety "Italpatna" was awarded
just as high a mark in some' countriecs; such as Belgium, .as far as
results werc concerned and it was even more favourably assessed
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in all three countries as regards the appsarance of the rice.

It woild seem that the most supericr feature of the "Anseaticol
variety as compared with "Italmnatna' is its taste. This criterion
is extremely important; to judge by the reasons given spontaneously

by housewives to Juctlfy their finzl choice. The reasons most of
given are as follows, in order of importance:

-

nsistency

L ]
l—]O

o
aste

. Apvearance
Basy cooh;ng.

STWY -

a
l:

The appearanco of the rice comes only third among the
criteria governing choice, so that it is not surprising that the
superiority of the "Italpatna" variety in this respect exercises
little influcnce on final assensment.

The importance of the taste factor in determining the
variety chosen also explains why the "Arborio" variety, vhich
less favourably asscssed in all countries as regards appearance,
easy cooking and consistency after cooking, is nevertheless prcfe
to the other varicties by some houscwives,-:

Finally, the "Rosa Marchetti" variety is fairly favourably
and rather differently assessed depending cn the country ccncerne
but on the whols lags behind- the "Anseatico'" and "Italpatnal
varieties in populiarity.

Sumingupy it would not seem to be over-diagrammatic to make
the following clessification: ’

"Anscatico!" ric
"Italpatna rice
"Rosa Marchetidi" rice
"Arborio" ricec.

. o a9

Ea O\ RN

-

However, the Italian jolnt contracting partices decided that
the YArborio!" variety should be the fourth variety to be tested i
part C for the following rcasons:

- the "Anscatico", "Italpatna',; "Rosa Marchetti" and "Arborio!
varieties were all four favourably assessed by consumers,
particularly in Belgium and Germanys

~ the "Anseatico" wvariety is at present an experimental variety;

ten

only a

18

rrcd

dy

n

- sufficicent stocks of "Arborio! rice are avallable to satisfy any

p0551blo market demands;g

- the "Arborio" variety is different from the other three varicties

to be used in the final test, on account of its non-vitreous
appearance.

coe/o0ee
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Four variesties

Ribe

Arborio '
Inra 68 - 2
Blue Bonnet,

The overall results

The same clas

~ of Blue Bonnet.

of rice were subjected to consumption tests:

in the four countries in which testing
took place = Belgium, France, Germany and
that the variety most favourably assessed
followed by Inra 68 - 2, after which came

seification was made by
hospitals, etc., 11though the latter were

the Netherlands
was Blue Bonnet,
Ribe and Arborio. =

~ show

housewives as by schools,

mere clearly in favour

¢ The following
| were awarded

to the various varieties

percentage of first placesg

b, test
. housewives

test
.schools, hospitals, etc.

Blue Bonnet
Inra 68 -~ 2
Ribe -
Arborio

39%
29%
19%
T 13%

50%
'26%
109
(i

Ekcept in onc casc "(Rive prefbrrﬂd to Inra 68 - 2 by
- housewives in Germany), Blue Bonnet lwayu took first piace,

followed by Inra 68 - 2, .

X/308/71

. {The..following vercentage| Germany} Belgium{ France | Netherlands

of first places was :

awarded to the various ;
varieties by 100 fTamilics 5
i[testing them ’ .

Blue Bonnet Lg © 51 50 66 -

Inra 68 - 2 33 Y L5 2
éRibe 39 20 21 27

Arborio . 16 - 20 - 22 - 17

--o/ai.



e R, R T T A T T S T T YT L o T T T T S T N T TR S TSI TRy LT R LA o T M AR T,
"{The following percentage [Germany} Belgium | France | Netherlands
of first places was ‘ i
Jawarded to the various
varieties by 100 schools,
hespitals, etc. testing

them
-
Blue Bonnet 82 50 55 77
fInra 68 -~ 2 35 b1 35 36
tRibe ‘ . 7 22 19 10
“lArborio 11 22 ° 32 13

However, the fact that houscwives and ingtitutions _ : .
awarded first place to a specifie variety, deoes not necessarily
mean that they regarded the other varietics tested as unsatisfactory,
as can be sccen from the following tadles.
Whether appcarance, casy cooking, or prepvaration are considered,
Ribe was usually preferred to Arborio, while Blue Bonnet most often
took first place. :
. 1t was further noted that those responsible for inotititticnal
catcering . in fermany and the Netherlands adopted a more
‘critical attitude towards the Arborio and the Ribe varieties, whereas
housewives usually accepted all types of rice. DNone of the four
varieties of rice was considered to be really poor, bui, where
houscwives and thosc responsible for schools, hospitals, etc. had
the choice, they vreferred Blue Bonnet or Inra 68 -« 2 to both Italian
~varicties.

Cood or excellent preparation resulis

Housewives

Germany | Belgium | France | Nefherlands

Rice tosted - 5 | o %
{Blue Bonnet 71 79 ™ 83
Inra 68 < 2° ok 7o oy 81 78 1 57
'Ribe 78 58 64 56
- Arborio 54 L8 55 41

~Schools, hospitals, ctc.

Blue Bonnet | 95 67 79 82
Inra 68 « 2 73 68 75 671
Ribe 37 62 60 35

TArborio Lo : 53 ; 65 28




The appearance of the rice is undoubtedly an important factor
in determining the cverall assessment, and this is more particularly

the case in schools and hospitais thon in private families.

Certainly,

thereg is a prefcrence for a homogeneous, long-~grained rice.

After the test, a higher mark was awcrded for easy cooking,’
but appearance undoubtedly influenced the way taste, and ecasy
preparation, were assessed. '

Blue Bonnet
Inra 68 - 2
Ribe
Arborio

|

i

Out of 100 houscwives who tested the variety,|
the percentage shown below awarded a mark ;
between 7 and 10 for appearance before cooking!

Germany E Belgium |France } Netherlands E
% i % % % i
68 76 85 78 i
68 | 87 75 82 f
66 | 68 59 61 '
35 | 32 30 23

Blue Bonnet
Inra 68 - 2
Rive
_|Arborio

Out of 100 schools, hospitals, etc. which
tested the variety, the percentage shown belov
awarded between 7 and 10 for appearance befure

,cooking

o -y
82 78 65 87
63 75 78 : 59
29 63 66 4o
25 L6 35 23

T T TIITTR IO TR A T
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The following percentages of housewives and
, schools; hospitals, etc. respectively awarded
a mark between 7 and 1C for easy preparation

. Housewives

i .

i Germany Belgium France | Netherlands

% 7 7 7

Out _of 100 vho hed tested ‘ / ~ 4
Piue Bonnet 72 8y 74 84
Inra 68 - 2 71 88 i 79 77
Ribe 72 69 66 65
Arborio i 48 62 62 L7

; Schools, hospitals, etc.
Blue Bonnet 93 77 72 f 82
Inra 68 - 2 70 82 72 5 66
Ribe ; 37 70 62 33
Arborio F 40 70 66 29




So the Euvopean varicties, Inra 66 ~ 2 was the cne

assessed by houscwives or taliing part in the
test . as the closest to the assocssment made of the American
variety, Bluec Bonnet. The Italian variety Ribe, and more particularly
the Arborio variety, less frequently met with approval on the part of
housewives or schools and hospitals, but Jjudgements varied from one
country to another, depcnding moinly on patterns of consumption.

Where rice was often eaten in the form of soup, or rice

with milk, less importance was &utuChed to outwqrd appearance and

cooklng methods. -
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-struufaye of ferms in the EEC

The Statistical Office of the Furopean Communities announces
‘the publication of the first of a series of thirteen volumes
containing the recapitulative “esultu of the Communlty survey carried
out in 1966/67 on farm structures.

This volume is of special interest in several respects. In
the first place, it is the first official EEC publication containing
statistics on farm structures. Although the survey, whose results

are . summarized, is similar to an agricultural census in
scope,y, it is different inasmuch as its organlzers lay stress on the
.characteristic agpects of the farming world, i.c. a full
description is given of farms, the means of production they use, and
of the special features which even today distinguigh the farming
world from other spheres of economic life.

Linked 2s it is with cycles of biological growfh, and widely
influenced by meteorological factors, agriculture is both an economic
activity and a way of 1life. These two aspects are often so closely
connected that only by detailed analysis is it poscsible to distinguish
one from the other. . '

The Mrecapitulative results" now sent to the printers, thus aim to
saticfy a demand for gencral information as much as’ to serve as a
framework for a study. 7The value of the information is guaranteed by
the relative stability of farm structures, despite the time which
has elapsed since the survey was carried ocut. The main aspects of
this information are in fact very complex: it therefore arouses
interest not on account of its topicality, but because the comprehensive
statistics quoted give an cverall picture of agriculture in the six
Member States at a specifie time in their existences

Tho firat volume i6 mainly composed of 19 tables and an appendix,
cach of these parts dealing with a specific sﬁbject, ranging from
the legal status of farmers to the employment of labour, and from
soil utilization to livestock, and so on. ‘

The information thus collected is classified according .to the
size of the agricultural aren occupied by the farm, up to 100 hectares
and over. The information is re pe"teé for cach country, region or
arca covered by the survey, i.e. "Regicrungsbezirk" in the case -of
Germany, "Département" in the case of France, "Provipces" in the
case of Belgium and the Netherlands and altimetrical zones in each
region 4n the case of Italy. Luxembourg.is regarded as’a separate
area for the purposes of the survey. : g ‘

The remaining volumes of thiuipublicatiom, which supplies the
reader with brief information on'a subject of immensge topical 1ntereut,
will appear durlng the conming months.

Some data3dramn from this survey arc summarised i@,thc
following tables,

.{a/f..

X/308/71 ‘



3
»

£ - -
ANCE
I . . . .. . . . cq . Humber of -
3ize of ! Total Professional activity outside farming So0il utilization 1ivestock Labour
cicultural I nunber of
area farms Tarns* where the head of the farm Agricultural area Total unit Total
' is not 13 employed outside the farn number of labour/year
i employed for half his for more than Farms hectares livestock units
: ontside worlins hours "half his : ’
: the farm cr_ less worxing hours
1ectares | 1 2 3 b 5 6 7 8
0 3 019 1 565 155 1299 117 242 3 127
0-{ 1 129 721 72 380 2 3hh 5h 997 129 721 67 607 142 594 72 710
1< 2 127 486 75 485 3 625 43 377 127 488 182 836 185 239 90 822
=< 5 2k7 357 164 287 10 866 72 20k 2k7 357 831 860 679 102 | 253 856
5-4 10 206 924 .| 246 975 15 911 bl 037 306 9zk 2 260 956 1 922 487 b7 1k
0-< 20 413 148 374 770 15 953 22 k25 413 148 5 959 L4¢| 5 176 362 833 665
:0-4% 50 371 938 349 006 ~12 279 10 653 371 938 11 275 hh2y 8 422 197 908 359
30-< 10 8% 913 78 956 3 107 2 850 84 913 5 560 998 3 175 027 268 203
ZJ_OO 21! 199 22 059 393 1 lil»? 254 ]’_99 3 876 031 1 4co 519 128 395
fotal | 1768 707 1 385 484 | 65 234 257 989 1 705 683 | 30 115 168| 21 220 769 | 3 032 251
X . - : v
| L5967 1311539 | 62 735 201 693 1575 967 | 30 Oh7 561| 20 960 933 | 2 956 L1k

t including

farus where the head of the farm forms part of

the labour

employed outside the family,




a - 11 - )
BELGIUM
2 Size of Total Irofessional activity outside farming Soil utilization ﬁgmbei of Labour
. agricultural nunber of - : - — ivestock
; area ' farms Farms where the hedd of the farm Agricultural area . Total unit-}-—DPgtal
: % is not - | is employed outside the farm _ number of ' } labour/y
{ eniployed . for half his . for more than Farnms hectares | livestock .units
j outside : working hours hal? his ’ '
% the farmv h or less working hours
% hectares i 1 2 ; 3 b 5 6 7 8
| o} 2 934 | 925 | 242 1767 f | 56 696 20
§ So-< 1 : 6a 713 | 27 857 | L oLy 27 909 | 60 713 32 4h6 158 028 346
=22 18 725 9 703 | 1357 7 665 | 18 725 26 865 105 145 14 8
. 2-< 5 38 391 25 635 | 3 h93 9 263 I 38 39t 129 759 318 470 43 5
; 5-< 10 41 458 32 k77 | 5 hs2 3525 | 41458 302 052 726 611 65 9
| | | | | : AR .
@ 10-£ 20 - 3L 923 29 k45 g 4 596 1182 | 34 923 | 489 660 97 338 675
20-< 50 * | - 15 327 13 149 | 1837 340 15 327 | 433 138 551 086 35 1
| 50-< 100 2 028 1703 | 281 Ly 2 028 | 135 973 112 658 59
i >100 335 268 ; 49 17 335 43 188 21 1486 1 4
- Total 214 834 | 140 862 || 22 254 51 712 211 900 | 1 593 081§ 2 952 018 ¢} 271 1
N 151 187 112 080 | 17 065 22 036. | 151 187 | 1 560 635 | 2 737 294 | 7 234 i

Hlot including farms ‘vhere the head of

X, 308/71
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Ilumber oz

Size of Toteld i rrofessional activity outside farming Soil utilization . Labour
ot 1T ey s U SO S — . livestock
agricultural ! number or .

arca " farns TFarms where the head of the farm Agricultural area | Total unit Total

: ' is not | is em?loyed outside the faru | nunber of labour/ye:

§ { exployed | for half his for more %thanf Farms nectares livestock : units

! ; outside working hours} half his : !

é the farm or- less working hours | :

i ; ' 3

i hectares | 1 2 3 b ) 5 6 7 8

{ . {

L. ' ' , ;

| o b 931 2 046 | 210 2 668 | 6k 304 | 2 96

P S0-< 1 ! 38 775 18 888 | 1 286 18 502 ¢ 38 776 17 256 146 930 | 31 00;

o 2 29 102 16 332 1 2h7 11 516 29 102 40 890 121 681 f 27 91

Po2~L 5§ L1 429 26 132 3 215 | 12 054 | k1 k29 135 578 ¢ 353 207 | 43 9o

L s¢ 10 | ko 20k | k2 by 2 72h | b'410 L 49 20k 364 201 1 000 421 | 70 72

L 10-< 20 55 395 | 52 530 | 1568 | 1281 b 55393 77h 568} 1639 218 | 96 48

. 20-< 50 26 017 | 24 663 | 798 | 505 | 26017 § 741822} 850 382 | 59 héC

; - H ; t ! :

- 50-< 100 1999 | 1 749 | bk 83 § 1995 . 124 828 k7 552 | 7 b3

2100 183 | 143 | 27 | 16 | 188 { = 33 319 5839 [ 1 66

s i i i . . LT -

5 Total 247. 039 184 532 E 11319 | 51 033~ E 2k2 108 | 2 232 464 | b 228 93k I 341 65¢

f > 207 332 | 163 598 |- 9 723 | 29 863 | 203 332 2 215 206} 4 017 700 | 307 68t
| f 2 ' . ;

i . -
Tiot including farms

where the head . of

x/308/71

the farm forms

part of the labour empIOyed outside the familye.



= e \ .\‘
y L
- ~ 1% =
N, GIRIIALY
i~ . - : . e . * Number of
i Size of - Total : Professional activity outside farming - Soil utilization (ivestock Labou
agricultural number of | — fa—
arvea | farnms ! Farms where the head of the farn Agricultural area } Total unit Total
is ucht | iz emplcred outside the farn number of labouz
 employed [ fay half his { for more tshan Farms hectares livestock - unite
. cutside | werking hours half his '
i i the farm | or less - woviking hours ;
§ < : :
hectares ] 1 ' 2 3 K 5 6 ‘ 7. 8
o ¢ qz2ht | 4 788 } 336 7 14k | b 115997 6
>0m< 1 98 16k I 47 097 } 2 700 48 279 98 16k 46 673 116 .202 75
- 2 138 86& | 58 159 . 5 140 75 540 138 888 201 028 248 214 120
2~ 5 277 113 | 414 562 27 654 134 782 277 113 ¢ 932 5351 1 154 .6L4 371
5~ 10 270 891 g 166 089 L4 970 59 753 .t 270 891 | 1 97k 626% 2 547 714 536
b i .
_ j : _
110-< 20 291 321 257 375 23 609 10 222 291 321 | 4 134 092§ 5 350 419 722
20 50 140 084 | 134 967 4 3 509 . 1 509 140 08% | 3 933 8had 4 757 671 | Lo3
50-» 100 512 4 13 802 | 313 | 322 M 512 935 330F  957-860 63
. 100 2 808 ; 2 581 'f 72 78 2 808 || 470 075 377 685 30
[ i 1 : i
Total 1246 G22 | 799 420 ; 108 343 - | 337 599 1233 781 {12 678 201 | 15 620 126 | 2 329
= 1 {1135 617 | 747 535 i- 105 307 - - 282 206 | 1135 617 |12 631 528} 15 398 207 | 2 248
! } I . ' ! v :

Hot including farms where the head of the farm forms part of the lalbour empleoyed outside the family,
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ITALY

!  Size of g Total 2 Frofessional activity ouiside farming : Soil utilization Eg§gg¥08§ % Labous
Fag:icultural? nuiber of i i, ) _

: araa i fTarns : Fzrms~ where the head of the farm | Agriculitursl area Total unit Total
{; t is not : ie esnlceyed outsides thas farm : number of labour/ye
.} é emplcyed oy haitf his | for more than Farns ! hectares livestock units
i ﬁ . outside torking hours half hie . ' :

i : i the farm | = or less ' vorking hours

r . E ] :

'i hectares i 1 i 2 3 ; L > ‘ 6 7 8

J‘ .! . I 3 ’ .

3 5 k 16 815 Ei 12 157 | 1 o3l 3 418 o [ 677 kB ol
>0-< 1 397 €58 1 212 171 25 835 159 052 357 058 I 243 631}  3ko 359 267 ¢
=< 2} 788 6%6 | L56 052 49 408 273 206 788 685 | 1 111 h6k{ 722 784 614 -
% 2~< 5 978 073 % 716 205 | 65 L3o : 196 411 978 073 | 3 072 024} 2 058 411 1 229 ¢
| s-< 10 ¢ 63 759 ¢ 3940097 21 853 47 863 463 759 | 3 195 584 2 132 745 892
. . i i : . : .

g1o—< 20§ 213 888 g 188 474 7 346 18 011 213 888 2 895 2320 1 869 176 563 "
:20-£ 50 ; 86 805 é 74 539 i 3 115 9 112 86 805 2 556 195{ 1 371 015 299
50-< 10 | P2 151 | 18 468 876 ‘ 2 790 22 151 | 1516 ok6| 683 920 114 1
: x100  f 1% ozsh | 10 488 557 2 194 13 255 [ 3 338 098} 701 703 119
% o | T

. Total 2 980 k89 | 2 092 563 | 175 660 . 712 057 2 963 674 [ 17 928 272 {10 557 541 k127 ¢
| .z s e el

‘ =1 2 566 616 | 1 858 235 143 591 ; 549 587 2 566 616 [ 17 684 6111 9 539 754 3 835 ¢

Lot dincluding farms where the head of the farm forms part of the labour employed outside the family.
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£3 e e

Size of

Number of

¢ Total Professional activity outside farming Soil utilization . Lapour
. i livestock
agricultural ! number of o :
area ? farms Farms where the head of the farnm Agricultural arca Total unit Total

i is not is employed outside the farm number of labour/ye

§ employed for half his for more  than Farms heckares | livestock - | - units -

i outside working hours half his

= H the farm or less working hours
hectares % 1 2 3 L 5 . 5 ? 8
E .
0 ; _
>0-< 1 P 665 455 7 203 665 398 1175 880
i _
1-L 2 f 560 448 112 560 4 1.277 580 -
v ¥ . _
2-& 5 § 1358 973 385 1 358 Lk 586 8 288 1. 665
- ; o ] ) .
5410 3 1 307 1 001 306 1 307 9 798 13 225 2 177

§

: . |
f0-¢ 200 2 028 1915 11 102 2 028 30 271 35 157 k226
20-¢ 50 P2 467 2 411 & 50 2 467 73 876 86 901 6 704
~0-Z_ 100 L2172 211 : 1 212 12 934 15 151 262

>100 | 9 9 9 1 243 1 4ok 46
i X :
i - L ! o o 3 oo : AU I
; Total ., 8 606 i 7 L23 2k § 1 159 8 606 t 133 9k7 162 678 17 o4O
> ALY £ 6 968. 7 956 7 951 | 133 549 | 161503 | 16 160
i J : : ]

~ Jdot including farms where
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SOMMUNITY
T i ) ] i T “‘
: . .ze of . Total Professional activity outside farming Soil utilization | fumber of | Labour
in . ~ultural | number of i ' ; livestock
3 i a2z H 13 T
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