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[I. ANNEXE

1. STATISTICAL ANNEX

Table 18 Main agricultural indicators and farming productivity in Italy

Indicator Geographical Average Average Average
area (81-83) (90-92) (00-02)

North 5.466.537,3 5.206.319,5 4.858.125,8

UAA: Utilized Agricultural | Centre 3.409.180,3 3.228.130,4 2.881.943,7

Area (.000 ha) South 6.966.785,9 6.611.448,8 5.472.582,6
Italy 15.842.503,5 15.045.898,7 13.212.652,1
North 985,6 761,4 501,0

AWU: Agricultural Working | Centre 541,6 320,5 206,7

Unit (.000) South 1.172,1 900,6 630,0
Italy 2.699,3 1.982,5 1.337,7
North 2.112,7 2.297,3 2.937,3

Land Productivity (AAV/UAA) | Centre 1.498,9 1.451,3 1.691,2

- euro 1995 South 1.431,6 1.514,3 1.915,4
Italy 1.681,1 1.771,7 2.242,2
North 11.718,3 15.709,1 28.480,7

Labour Productivity | Centre 9.435,2 14.615,8 23.583,3

(AAV/AWU) - euro 1995 South 8.508,8 11.117,1 16.637,7
Italy 9.866,5 13.446,3 22.146,4

UAA: Utilized Agricultural | Objective Competitivenes * | 11.190.078,9 10.667.505,6 9.515.606,9

Area (.000 ha) Objective Convergence * 4.652.424.6 4.378.393,1 3.697.045,3

AWU: Agricultural Working | Objective Competitivenes * | 1.700,0 1.209,9 792,7

Unit (.000) Objective Convergence * 999,3 772,6 545,1

Land Productivity (AAV/UAA) | Objective Competitivenes * | 1.598,3 1.678,5 2.179,9

- euro 1995 Objective Convergence * 1.880,2 1.998,8 2.402,8

Labour Productivity | Objective Competitivenes * | 10.520,9 14.799,4 26.168,2

(AAV/AWU) - euro 1995 Objective Convergence * | 8.753,4 11.327,6 16.297,7

*In the tables the comparisonis between the lagging behind regions (belonging to the Convergence Objective of the EU cohesion policy, for this reason
called Convergence regions: Basilicata, Calabria, Campania, Puglia, Sicily, Sardinia) and all the other Italian regions (belonging to the Competitiveness
Objective of the cohesion policy: Abruzzi, Molise, Lazio, Umbtia, Marche, Tuscany, Emilia-Romagn a ,

Bolzano, Veneto, Friuli-Venezia Giulia).

Liguria,

Table 28 Share of agriculture and food industry in Italian economy

Lombardy,

Average Average Average
198182-83 19969192 20000102
Agricultural Added Value / Total Added Value (%) 5,6% 3,6% 2,8%
Food Industry Added Value / Total Added Value (%) 2, 7% 2,5% 2,1%
Agricultural and Food Industry Added Value / Total Added
Value (%) 8,3% 6,1% 4,9%

Source: Istat- Regional Economic Accounts

*In the tables the comparison is between the lagging behind regions (belonging to the Convergence Objective of the EU cohesion policy, for this reason
called Convergence regions: Basilicata, Calabria, Campania, Puglia, Sicily, Sardinia) and all the other Italian regions (belonging to the Competitiveness

Objective of the cohesion policy: Abruzzi, Molise, Lazio, Umbria, Marche, Tuscany, Emilia-Ro ma g n a ,

Bolzano, Veneto, Friuli-Venezia Giulia).

Liguria,
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Table 3- Share of added value of agricultural and agiedustry on the total added value by geographic area in Italy (current

pricesaverage200@ 002, mi |l |l i ons Q)
Agricultural and
Agricultural Food Industry Food Industry
Added Value / Added Value / Added Value /
Agricultural Total Added Food industry | Total Added Value| Total Added
Added Value Value (%) Added \alue (%) Value (%)
North 14.195,56 2,4% 13.856,64 2,3% 4,7%
Centre 5.191,30 2,1% 4.068,79 1,6% 3, 7%
South 11.033,43 4,5% 5.354,83 2,2% 6,7%
Italy 30.420,29 2,8% 23.277,33 2,1% 4,9%
Objective
Competitiveness * | 21.068,31 2,4% 18.795,86 2,1% 4,6%
Objective
Convergence * 9.351,98 4,5% 4.484,40 2,1% 6,6%

Source : Istat- Regional Economic Accounts

*In the tables the comparison is between the lagging behind regions (belonging to the Convergence Objective of the EU cohesion policy, for this reason
called Convergence regions: Basilicata, Calabria, Campania, Puglia, Sicily, Sardinia) and all the other Italian regions (belonging to the Competitiveness
Objective of the cohesion policy: Abruzzi, Molise, Lazio, Umbria, Marche, Tuscany, Emilia-R 0o ma g n a ,

Bolzano, Veneto, Friuli-Venezia Giulia).

Liguria

, Lombardy,
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Table 46 Trade balance of agrdood systemand the Italian economydv al ues i n
Average Average Average
Agriculture 199092 200002 200304
Trade balance(Exportsimports) -4.342.738 -5.048.913 -5.312.487
Normalised balance ((El)/(E+l)) -0,50 -0,38 -0,40
Rate of trade coverage (E/I) 0,34 0,45 0,43
Export orientation (Exports/Production) 9% 14% 13%
Import orientation (I/(P+| -E))) 23% 26% 25%
Food industry
Trade balance(Exportsimports) -4.452.460 -2.722.750 -2.559.942
Normalised balance ((El)/(E+l)) -0,29 -0,09 -0,08
Rate of tradecoverage (E/I) 0,56 0,84 0,85
Export orientation (Exports/Production) 33% 59% 56%
Import orientation (I/(P+| -E))) 47% 64% 60%
Agro-food balance
Trade balance(Exportsimports) -8.795.198 -7.771.664 -8.068.555
Normalised balance ((El)/(E+l)) -0,36 -0,18 -0,17
Rate of trade coverage (E/I) 0,47 0,70 0,71
Export orientation (Exports/Production) 19% 34% 33%
Import orientation (I/(P+l -E))) 33% 42% 41%
Italian economy
Trade balance(Exportsimports) -7.380.976 6.260.966 52.316
Normalised balance((E-1)/(E+l)) -0,03 0,01 0,00
Rate of trade coverage (E/I) 0,94 1,02 1,00
Export orientation (Exports/Production) 16% 24% 22%
Import orientation (I/(P+l -E))) 16% 23% 22%

Source: ISTAT, Regional Economic Accounts and INEA Il Commercio con I'Estero dei prodotti agro-alimentati - Rapporto 2004

prices.
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Table56Agr i cul tural , food industry and non
1995 2002
Food Non Agricultural Non
Agricultural industry agricultural | employmen | Food industry | agricultural
employment | employment | employment t employment | employment
North 439,40 278,00 10.792,30 370,40 279,30 11.882,70
Centre 193,80 86,80 4.810,70 175,50 89,40 5.334,80
South 694,20 126,40 5.054,30 567,20 135,00 5.668,40
Italy 1.327,40 491,20 20.665,10 1.113,10 503,70 22.895,60
Objective
Competitiveness * | 734,20 385,00 16.326,00 621,60 391,70 18.032,70
Objective
Convergence * 593,20 106,20 4.331,30 491,50 112,00 4.853,20

Source : Istat- Regional Economic Accounts

*In the tables the comparison is between the lagging behind regions (belonging to the Convergence Objective of the EU cohesion policy, for this reason
called Convergence regions: Basilicata, Calabria, Campania, Puglia, Sicily, Sardinia) and all the other Italian regions (belonging to the Competitiveness

Objective of the cohesion policy: Abruzzi, Molise, Lazio, Umbria, Marche, Tuscany, Emilia-R 0o ma g n a , Liguria, Lombardy, Pie
Bolzano, Veneto, Friuli-Venezia Giulia).
Table 60 Gross fixedagricultural capital investments in Italy
Gross fixed agricultural capital
investments/Gross fixed total capital
investments in the economy (share average (883) average (9602) average (0602)
%)

North 23% 26% 39%

Centre 23% 29% 30%

South 27% 28% 28%

Italy 25% 27% 34%

Objective Competitiveness * 26% 29% 37%

Objective Convergence * 22% 25% 26%

Rate of change (1995 =100) average (81-83) average (90-92) average (00-02)

North 89,6 82,2 126,2

Centre 112,6 110,6 108,3

South 140,1 117,3 113,7

Italy 109,6 982 119,2

Objective Competitiveness * 102,5 91,3 119,7

Objective Convergence * 131,6 119,8 1175
Source : Istat- Regional Economic Accounts
*In the tables the comparison is between the lagging behind regions (belonging to the Convergence Objective of the EU cohesion policy, for this reason
called Convergence regions: Basilicata, Calabria, Campania, Puglia, Sicily, Sardinia) and all the other Italian regions (belonging to the Competitiveness
Objective of the cohesion policy: Abruzzi, Molise, Lazio, Umbria, Marche, Tuscany, Emilia-R 0o ma g n a , Liguri a, Lombardy, Pie

Bolzano, Veneto, Friuli-Venezia Giulia).



Table 78 Gross Domestic Production of Agriculture (GDPA) and internal composition

Type of production Average 80-82 | Average 90-92 | Average 00-02 |
Livestock 43% 44% 45%
Field crops 41% 37% 35%
North Tree crops 12% 15% 16%
Connected Services 3% 4% 4%
Total 100% 100% 100%
Livestock 31% 26% 27%
Field crops 49% 50% 42%
Center Tree crops 16% 19% 25%
Connected Services 4% 6% 6%
Total 100% 100% 100%
Livestock 19% 18% 20%
Field crops 42% 43% 40%
South Tree crops 34% 33% 34%
Connected Services 5% 5% 6%
Total 100% 100% 100%
Livestock 33% 32% 33%
Field crops 43% 41% 38%
Italy Tree crops 20% 22% 24%
Connected Services 4% 5% 5%
Total 100% 100% 100%
Livestock 40% 39% 40%
Objective Field crops 43% 41% 37%
Competitiveness * Tree crops . 13% 16% 18%
Connected Services 4% 4% 5%
Total 100% 100% 100%
Livestock 15% 14% 15%
Objective Field crops 42% 44% 40%
Convergence * Tree crops _ 38% 37% 39%
Connected Services 5% 5% 6%
Total 100% 100% 100%

Source : Istat

*In the tables the comparison is between the lagging behind regions (belonging to the Convergence Objective of the EU cohesion policy, for this reason
called Convergence regions: Basilicata, Calabria, Campania, Puglia, Sicily, Sardinia) and all the other Italian regions (belonging to the Competitiveness
Objective of the cohesion policy: Abruzzi, Molise, Lazio, Umbria, Marche, Tuscany, Emilia-R 0o ma g n a , Liguria, Lombardy,
Bolzano, Veneto, Friuli-Venezia Giulia).

Table 86 Main characteristics of the Italian agriculture by geographical area

Italy North Centre South Conve:gence
Farm holding (n.) 2.594.825 641.882 561.087 1.391.856 1.163.272
% of total 24,7 21,6 53,6 44,8
Utilised Agricultural Area (hectares, .000) 13.206,3 4.865,9 2.888,9 5.451,6 3.677,7
% of total 36,8 21,9 41,3 27,8
Utilised Agricultural Area per farm
holding (hectares) 51 7,6 51 3,9 3,1
Utilised Agricultural Area per working
unit 10,1 9,9 14,2 8,8 6,9
Irrigated area/ Utilised Agricultural Area
(%) 19,7 34,8 7,4 12,7 15,6
Plain area/ Utilised Agricultural Area (%) 31,9 56,2 7,7 23,1 26,9
Farm holdings with livestock (n.) 675.835 258.603 221.090 196.142 133.896
% of total 40,3 39,4 14,1 11,5

Fonte: Istat, 2000

*In the tables the comparison is between the lagging behind regions (belonging to the Convergence Objective of the EU cohesion policy, for this reason
called Convergence regions: Basilicata, Calabria, Campania, Puglia, Sicily, Sardinia) and all the other Italian regions (belonging to the Competitiveness
Objective of the cohesion policy: Abruzzi, Molise, Lazio, Umbria, Marche, Tuscany, Emilia-R o ma g n a , Liguri a, Lombardy,
Bolzano, Veneto, Friuli-Venezia Giulia).



Table 9- Weight of single area/total: Italy

A A Areas B B Areas C C Areas D D Areas Ttaly Ttaly CONV
Aregs CONY Areas CONY Aregs CONY Aregs CONY
Population (no. inhab.) 25.056.767 7.221.477  12.852.205  2.423.742  13.862.222 5142351 6.967.556 2.096.504 58.732.463 16.884.074
{%6) 430 430 22% 14% 24% 31% 12% 12% 100% 100%
Area (sg. km) 23.870 5.888 50.719 11.533 96.768 29.185 129.977 27.138 301.333 73.744
(%) 8% 8% 17% 16% 32% 40% 43% 37% 10094 100%
Average density 1.049,7 1.226,5 253,4 210,2 143,3 176,2 53,6 77.3 194,5 229,0
Agricultural employees (n.) 200.503 75.594 341.578 103.448 385.964 173.881 225.633 94.027 1.153.568 446.950
(%) 17% 17% 30% 23% 34% 39% 20% 21% 100% 100%
Agro-industrial employees (n.) 134.313 34.160 138.265 14.622 118.266 30.357 53.086 10.810 443.906 89.949
(%) 30% 38% 31% 16% 27% 34% 12% 12% 100% 100%
Agricultural VA& {million of euro) 30.882 9.410
(%) 12% 14% 38% 25% 33% 39% 18% 22% 10084 100%
Table 103 Socioeconomiccharacteristics
piS O ArEas B B Areas C C Areas [0} O Areas
Areas COMY Areas COMY Areas CONY Areas CONY Nl el
Ageing Index 132 79 121 g2 135 ] 141 122 131 o0
A population 0,2% 0,9% 10,6% 3,3% 5,7% 3,5% -1,0% 5,7 3,5% 1,1%
Migratory balance/1,000 inhab. a1 -3,1 a0 -0,9 7,0 1,9 2,0 -2,4 5,2 -1,1
Table 116 Characteristics of Agrefood sector
A A Bregs B B Areas [ C Areas C O Areas
Areas CONY Areas CONY Areas COMY Areas CONY Ly Sl e
LAs (ha) 830,263 234.701 3.150.713 673.447 4565566  1458.297 4609755 1.311.281 13.206.257 3.677.725
TaA (ha) 1.173.327 286417 3642, 343 750,421 6465065 1828582 832784 1.811.065 19,605,519 4,676,485
UAA/TAL (%) 75,0% 81,9% 85 ,5% 89,7% 70,6% 79,8% 55,4% 72,4% 67.4% 78,6%
£ UAS, -15,5% -75,5% -5, 7% -12,8% -11, 7% -17 9% -15,9% -13,5% -12,2% -16,0%
LAS in Less Favoured Areas (ha) 228.274 53.0239 473,159 259,407 2.637.3587 929826  4.467.790 1.723.858 7.806.570 2,966,130
TaA in Less Favoured Areas (ha) 392,137 85,114 512,487 311,399 4108260 1246933 8.1561.383 236819 13.274.247 4,030, 255
UAA/TAA N Less Favoured Areas (%4) 58,2% 62,3% 77,3% 83,3% &4, 2% 74,6% 54,7% 72,2% 58,8% 736%
Agricultural +Agroindustrial emplovees () 334,816 109,754 479.843 118.070 504,230 204,238 278.719 104,837 1.597.608 53099
() 21% 20% 30% 22% 31% 38% 18% 205 100% 100%
A Agricultural employees 15,0% 94% -15,2% -6,0% -26,5% -28,9% -24,9% -25,5% -17,4% -19,1%
VA AJAA (8D 4,273 5.703 3.674 3.453 2.215 2,485 1177 1.599 2338 2,553




Table 120 Other sectors/services

Protected Area (ha) 162.005 23.519 150.660 54.430 620.422 296.495 1.993.277 607.522 2.926.364 981.966
% 5,6% 2,4% 5,2% 5,5% 21,2% 30,2% 658,1% 61,9%

Craft WU Total WU 18% 16% 28% 21% 26% 23% 24% 21% 22% 19%

Hotel bed places/ 100 inhab.
% self employed

Farmers with other gainful activity (%)
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3. LIST OF ACRONYMS

AWU: Agricultural Work Unit

CAP: Common Agticultural Policy

CDO: Controlled Designation of Origin

CGDO: Controlled and Guaranteed Designation of Origin
CMEF: Common Monitoring and Evaluation Framework
CMO: Common Market Organisation

CSFE Community Support Framework

CSG Community Strategic Guidelines

EAFRD: European Agricultural Fund for Rural Development
EAGF: European Agricultural Guarantee Fund

EDI : Electronic Data Interchange

EFF: European Fisheries Fund

ENPI : European Neighbourhood and Partnership Instrument
ERDF: European Regional Development Fund

ESF European Social Fund

ESU: Economic Size Unit

FT: Farm Type

GAEC: Good Agticultural and Environmental Conditions
GDP: Gross Domestic Product

GP: Gross Product at Market Price

ICT : Information and Communication Technology

IPA: Instrument of Pre-Accession Assistance

LAG: Local Action Group within Leader

LDAF: Less Developed Areas Fund

LDP: Local Development Plan for Leader Implementation
LFA: Less Favoured areas

LRT: Large-scale Retail Trade

MA: Managing Authority

NEN : National Evaluation Network for Rural Development
NMN : National Monitoring Network for Rural Development
NRN : National Rural Network

NSF: National Strategy Framework for Cohesion Policy
NSP: National Strategy Plan
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NVZ: Nitrate Vulnerable Zones

OGM: Genetically Modified Organism

PDO: Protected Designation of Origin

PGI: Protected Geographical Indication

PIGE: Plan for Innovation, Growth and Employment
PLM: Pollution Level by Macro-determinant (index)
PO: Producers Organisations

PPS Purchasing Power Standard

QWPSR Quality Wines P.S.R.

RDP: Rural Development Programme

SCI: Site of Community Importance

SGM: Standard Gross Margins

SME: Small and Medium Enterprises

SMR: Statutory Management Requirement

SPA Special Protection Area
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