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Tapic

There is a very 1arge income gap between the poorest areas and the richest ones in European agriculture. For example, added value per worker varies from one to ten between Isernia in the Mezzogiorno and Marne in France. If we consider the Bremen are a as the highest then the ratio is one;fifteen. During the last two decades instead of decl ining, regional income differenti al s in agr icul ture have increased.

Geographic field

To estimate regionaJ disparities in agricul ture the area unit must be smalJ enough to be homogeneous regarding agricul ture, but it is necessary to consider large enough areas to take into account general economic and social features. So we have to compromise between these opposing needs and the availability of statistical figures. It has been possible to work at the f olbwing 1evels of spati al aggregat ion for the EEC : regierungsbezirke in Germany, French départements, provinces in Benelux and Italy, Dansk amter and Irish counties. Counties are also the basic unit for Northern Ireland. For Scotl and we worked with five sets of count ies and for Engl and and Wal es with Standard Regions. Finally the total nlJmber of regions for the nine is 295.

Methods

We attempted to explain the mean regional income in agriculture (measured by added value per worker) with a set of simple variables. They describe agriculture and its position in the economic and-social environment. ln fact we specified various models which have been estimated with statistical data for the year 1970.

Resul ts

An important part of regional differentials in income (70 % of the variance) is accounted for by the following model : VAAG = 24, 95 + 18,75 PB -13,20 RU + 1, 08 

Conclusion

The ... esults we got are satisfacto ... y despite the models simpl icity and the ... ather poor quality ( ... egarding homogeneity) of the data. This type of study explains the state of dispa... ities for a given yea .... Nevertheless we suggest that since dispa... ities ... esult from an histo ... ical p ... ocess, it seems necessa... y to compare seve ... al cross'sections to get a better understanding.
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  Eu ... : Eu ...opean moneta... y unit. Comments This model shows the ... espective cont ... ibutions of va ... iables desc ibing agricul tu ... e and the propo ... tion of the working population employed in ag icultu ... e. This latte... variable, togethe ... with arable land and capital intensity (estimated using deadstock pe ... hecta... e) a"'e quite dominant. Special featu ... es of the Nethe ... lands' ag ... icul tu ... e (very high capital intensity) a ...e taken into account in the model using the dummy va ... iable PB. Conve ... sely the dummy va ... iable RU ... ep ... esents the low capital intensity of agricultu ... e in the Un ited Kingdom. Deepe ... econometric anal yses sepa ... ate out the influency of fa ... m size st ...uctu ... e f ...om that of the composition of the 1ivestock ente ... p ... ise, the cropping pattern and the investment per hectare in deadstock.

	•				
	PB =	1 fo ... Nethe ... ' ands o othe ... wise		RU	(1 fo ... United Kingdon (0 othe ... wi se
					STL -0, 68 STH
		(14,95)	(7,48)	(5,60)	(7,12)	(5,92)
	+ 4, 69 SVF + 0,56 UGB + 3, 16 CAP -0,42 PAR	0,70
		(7,31)	(6,16)	(4,75)	(9,61)
	(figures in brachets are Student t values)	
	VAAG	agr icul tural added value (100 Eur per worker)
	STL STM	arable land permanent grass 1 and) a per wor er )(h k	)
	SVF	permanent crops	)	
	UGB	number of animal units per worker
	C~.P ...	deadstack in 100 Eur per ha.	
	P~,R	proportion of the working population employed in agriculture (percent)