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SUMMARY

A yearly Farm Structure Survey is organised in Luxembourg since 1953. This survey isused to
meet the requirements of the European FSS. Until 2009 included, this survey was organised as a
census with an indirect collection mode (i.e. viamunicipalities)

For the reference year 2010, Luxembourg organised a direct data collection to satisfy the
requirements of the Regulation (EC) no 1166/2008 of the European Parliament and of the
Council of 19 November 2008 on farm structure surveys and the survey on agricultural
production methods and repealing Council Regulation (EEC) No 571/88 (hereafter referred to as
“the Regulation™).

Theinstitutes involved in the data collection were:

- STATEC, the National Statistics Institute, as a coordinator to ensure the achievement of the
data collection and in charge of the data collection ;

- The Service d économie rurale (hereafter referred to as “SER”), a department of the Ministry
who has agriculture in its mission statement, as the data provider for administrative sources
and the national producer of economic accounts of agriculture.

SER managed the data collection of surfaces and animals via the application forms for subsidies,
which were sent to al agricultural holdings, and organic farming and rural development via
dedicated administrative registers. These data were made available to STATEC as an
administrative source to minimise the statistical burden on agricultural holdings. Consequently,
STATEC covered the characteristics related to machinery, labour force, other gainful activities
and agricultural production methods through the survey.

At the beginning of April 2010, the agricultural holders received the STATEC gquestionnaire
(reference date May 15, 2010) together with the SER application forms for subsidies (reference
date April 1, 2010). The questionnaires were sent back by the agricultural holdings to SER
during the period covering May until June 2010 and then transferred as a single package to
STATEC at the end of June 2010.

Questionnaires data entry was performed by STATEC staff as from July onwards using the
Blaise software tool for managing survey forms. In autumn 2010, the administrative sources
obtained through SER were combined with the survey data using an official common identifier to
form a combined micro data set. Micro data validation was performed at STATEC to check the
accuracy and plausibility of both the survey and the administrative data. Analysis was also
performed at national aggregate level with prior year data. Moreover, SER assisted the data
validation by providing feedback on the aggregated data at national level for the purpose of the
production of economic accounts of agriculture.

While data imputation was achieved at February 2011, the data validation process was only

completed by the end of the year 2011. This was due to several reasons:

- in order to satisfy al the requirements of the Regulation, STATEC and SER had to
completely revise their system of variables. As a result, the complete data production and
validation processes had to be rewritten while ensuring comparability with past data ;

- acontingency involving akey person significantly delayed the data validation process ;



- the farm structure survey for reference year 2011 had to be organised at the usua yearly
timeline to satisfy the needs of the economic accounts of agriculture produced yearly by SER.
Therefore, the resources could not al be dedicated to the completion of the 2010 data
collection.

The final target population comprised 2 201 agricultural holdings for the reference year 2010
defined in conformity with the Regulation and was based on the database of agricultural holdings
managed by SER.

Item non-response was addressed using cold-deck imputation, hot-deck imputation and, to a
minor extent, ratio imputation as well as deductive imputation.

The unit non-response rate was 2.73%, which is very low. Had it been for reasons of bias, unit
non-response would not have needed to be accounted for. However, given that the Regulation
requires a completely imputed micro data set in case of census data, i.e. including unit non-
response, the imputation procedures had to be extended to impute the characteristics covered by
the STATEC survey to entire agricultural holdings. This process was performed in January and
February 2012. The impact of thisimputation was low, except for the work force characteristics.

Meanwhile, the transmission format, i.e. the passage from national variables to the characteristics
defined in the Regulation had to be rewritten in March 2012.

On March 30, 2012, the first batch of micro data established in conformity with the farm
structure characteristics (including rural development) defined in the Regulation was transmitted
to Eurostat via the Edamis platform. A revised micro data set was transmitted to Eurostat at the
end of April 2012.

1. CONTACTS

Contact organisation L uxembourg

Contact organisation unit || ENT3 " Statistiques structurelles d’ entreprises”

Contact name Georges Zangerlé

Ingtitut national des statistiques et des études économiques (STATEC),

Contact person function Head of unit

Contact mail address B.P. 304, L-2013 Luxembourg

Contact email address georges.zangerle@statec.etat.lu

Contact phone number +352 247-84242
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2. SURVEY METHODOLOGY

2.1 National legidation

At a nationa level, the farm structure survey (hereafter referred to as “FSS’) and the survey on
agricultural production methods (hereafter referred to as “SAPM”) were based on the modified
Law of July 9, 1962 organising the STATEC. The law allows STATEC to carry through and/or
coordinate public interest surveys for exclusively statistical purposes with the constraints of
mandatory response for the respondents and statistical confidentiality for the NSI.

For the annual agricultural census as of May 15, the Law was complemented by a national
executing regulation (“Réglement grand-ducal”) as of February 18, 2003, which specifies the
census and coverage, the frequency (annual), the time reference (May 15), the characteristics to
be covered, the role of each administration as well as the technical organisation of the census.
According to this framework, the data collection of the annual census was supervised and
coordinated by STATEC, the actual data collection being carried through by the municipalities.
The annual census was organised within this framework until the reference year 2009 included.

As from reference year 2010, in order to minimise the burden of the survey on agricultural
holdings and municipalities and to ensure the best possible quality of the FSS and SAPM
variables, the survey was still organised as a census but by directly contacting the agricultural
holdings, using alist of agricultural holdings extracted from the database managed by SER. After
a test period covering the period 2007 to 2009, the list was deemed sufficient to satisfy al the
needs of the data collection. Administrative sources now cover most of the FSS variables, except
for labour force.

SER is in charge of the data collection of surfaces, animals, organic farming and rural
development. Surface and animal figures proceed from the application forms for subsidies, which
were sent to all agricultural holdings. Data on organic farming exist in the Organic farming
register and data on rural development are provided by the Ministry of Agriculture MAFEA
database (payments supporting rural development). These data were merged and made available
to STATEC as an administrative source to minimise the statistical burden on agricultural
holdings. Consequently, STATEC is in charge of collecting the characteristics related to
machinery, labour force, other gainful activities and agricultural production methods through the
dedicated census.

The necessary funding is provided for by the articles of the national budget, for each of the two
administrations separately.

It should be noted that as from the reference year 2012 onwards, the data collection is no longer
named annual agricultural census but farm structure survey (despite the collection mode being a
an exhaustive one). The change in name came along with the Law of July 10, 2011 organising
STATEC, which has repealed the old national framework. Given that the data collection no
longer involves the municipalities since reference year 2010, a dedicated national framework is
no longer required.



2.2 Characteristicsand reference period

There were no changes of definition of characteristics, reference time and measurement affecting
the comparability with previous survey data. Only the thresholds for farms changed since 2007
without involving comparability problems (see 2.5).

Consequently, the characteristics that have been surveyed and their definitions are in general
those of the Regulation N° 1166/2008 of the European Parliament and the Council of the 19"
November 2008, as they are specified in the Handbook implementing the definitions of the FSS
and of the SAPM (rev.9), without distinction between the data obtained via SER from
administrative sources or the data obtained directly from the survey. The reference period is
April 1, 2010 for surfaces, animals and rural development and May 15, 2010 for the other
characteristics. Labor force characteristics refer to the 12-months period ending on May 15,
2010. Rural development characteristics refer to the 3 years period from 2007 until 2009
included.

For reasons of consistency with economic accounts of agriculture in Luxembourg, the definition
of the Annual Work Unit (AWU) had, asin 2007, to be adapted as follows: “a person is
considered working full-time with an average of 8 hours a day during 275 days (2 200 hours a
year). Persons with less than 15 years or with more than 80 years are excluded. Persons aged
between 15 and 18 years as well as persons aged at |east 65 years while being declared as full-
time working in the survey were transformed into part-time working using fixed coefficients
which in line with national economic accounts of agriculture recommendations.

There were no other definition adaptations strictly speaking, but as opposed to former surveys,
STATEC collected data for agricultural group holdings separately.

To satisfy national needs, STATEC surveyed the following characteristics in addition:

- agricultural machinery, i.e. tractors, combine harvesters and other fully mechanized
harvesters ;

- affiliation to anational health and retirement insurance ;

- SUCCEeSSion prospects.

Some of the FSS and SAPM characteristics have not been collected, either because they do not
exist, either because they are irrelevant for the Luxembourg territory.

The inexistent characteristics are:

- A_3 2 3 4 Organic farming - sugar beet: there are no transformation factories nearer than
more or less 200 km ;

- A_3 2 3 90rganic farming - citrusfruit: climatic reasons;;

~3 2 3 10 Organic farming - olives. climatic reasons;;

~1 1 7 Rice: climatic reasons;

1 4 Sugar beet: there are no transformation factories nearer than more or less 200 km ;

1 6 1 Tobacco: climatic and agronomic reasons;

1 6 2 Hops: climatic and agronomic reasons;

~1 6 3 Cotton: climatic reasons;

1 6 6 Soya: climatic reasons;;

4 1 1 2 Fruit species of subtropical climate zones:. climatic reasons;;

_4 2 Citrusfruit: climatic reasons;

4 3,B_4 3 1,B 4 3 20lives: climatic reasons;;

1
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4 Vineyards - table grapes: climatic reasons;

B 44

B_4 7 Permanent crops under glass: climatic and agronomic reasons ;
B_6 3 1 Energy cropson set-aside area;

B 6
1

4 Genetically modified crops: not allowed in Luxembourg in 2010 ;
1 Rural development support: advisory services. no direct payments to farmersin

G
Luxembourg ;

G_1 3 Rura development support: adding value to products: not implemented in
Luxembourg ;

G_1 4 Rura development support: Community standards: not implemented in Luxembourg ;
G_1 5 Rura development support: Food quality scheme: not implemented in Luxembourg ;
G_1 7 Rura development support: payments under Water Framework Directive: not
implemented in Luxembourg ;

G_1 9 Rura development support: Animal welfare payments: not implemented in

L uxembourg.

G_1 11 Rural development support: Encouragement of tourism activities: not implemented
in Luxembourg ;

M_4 2 1 Common land grazing: Number of animals: climatic reasons, different evolution of
agricultural laws;;

M_4 2 2 Common land grazing: Number of months with animals outdoors: climatic reasons,
different evolution of agricultural laws;

M_5 3 2 Anima housing - Laying hens - Battery cages (all types): housing of laying hensin
battery cagesis prohibited in Luxembourg.

The insignificant characteristics are :

A_3 3 1 Morethan 50% of production self-consumed by the holder: due to the evolution of
social life and of the organization of economy and society during the last 100 years,
subsistence farming has nearly disappeared in Luxembourg (as el sewhere in north-eastern
Europe;

B 1 1 2 Durum wheat: climatic reasons;

B_1 6 5 Sunflower: climatic reasons,

B 1 6 7 Linseed (ail flax): climatic and agronomic reasons;

B_1 6 9 Flax: climatic and agronomic reasons,

B_4 1 2 Berry species: very small area, added to “Fruit and berry plantations - Fruit
species’;

B_4 1 3 Fruit and berry plantations — nuts: very small area, added to “Fruit and berry
plantations - Fruit species’;

B_4 4 2 Vineyards - other wines:. inside the wine-producing scope, al the grapes are
potentially suited for quality wine; the distinction between quality wines and other winesis
made only after the tests of the ingtitute in charge of the quality appellation;

B_6 2 1 Total irrigable area: climatic reasons for agriculture, prohibited for viticulture;
B_6 2 2Irrigated once ayear — Total: climatic reasons for agriculture, prohibited for
viticulture;

M_3 1 B Linear elements maintained: tree lines: historical and climatic reasons (no priority
for protection against wind, important part of the country covered by woods, ...);

M_3 1 CLinear elements maintained: stone walls: historical, climatic and geological
reasons,

M_3 2 B Linear elements established: tree lines: historical and climatic reasons (no priority
for protection against wind, important part of the country covered by woods, ...);



- M_3 2 CLinear elements established: stone walls: historical, climatic and geological
reasons,
- M_8Irrigation: climatic reasons for agriculture, prohibited for viticulture.

2.3 Survey organisation

The actorsinvolved in the survey organisation are :

- STATEC as a coordinator to ensure the achievement of the data collection and in charge of
the survey ;

- SER as the data provider for administrative sources and the national producer of economic
accounts of agriculture.

Technically, each actor is only responsible for the variables under their respective supervision.

Nonetheless, the cooperation and coordination goes beyond the data collection. Both actors meet

regularly every year:

- to coordinate any joint data collection ;

- todefinetheroles of each administration ;

- todiscuss the needs addressed by the survey as well as the burden on agricultural holdings;;

- toexplorethe availability and quality of potential administrative sources ;

- toanalyse aggregate results of the survey, including the burden on agricultural holdings;

- to discuss any methodological issues regarding the survey that may arise in the context of
economic accounts of agriculture ;

- to coordinate the dissemination of statistical results;

- €tc.

Since the reference year 2010, the municipalities are no longer involved in the survey. The
survey guestionnaires were sent directly to the agricultural holdings via SER together with the
subsidy application forms and then returned to STATEC via SER. However, since this
experience caused a few technical issues and delays, it has been decided that STATEC directly
contacts the agricultural holdings as from reference year 2011 — to avoid any additional burden,
the survey questionnaires are practically sent out at the same moment by STATEC than the
subsidy application forms by SER.

24 Calendar (overview of work progress)
Key activities of the survey

The organisation of the survey 2010 started in the end of 2009 with a consultation of user and
lobby groups regarding the structure and contents of the survey questionnaire. It had to be
decided to what extent administrative sources could actually replace the survey characteristics in
the questionnaire. Due to the importance of administrative sources, it was decided that
municipalities would not need to be involved anymore in the census, a direct data collection
being more efficient and less burdensome for most actors. It also became clear that it would be
too burdensome to organise two separate surveys, i.e. one for FSS and one for SAPM.
Consequently, the FSS 2010 questionnaire had to be re-designed to provide for all these changes
in the environment. These discussions ended in January 2010.

The printed questionnaires were available in the end of February 2010.

SER managed the data collection of surfaces, animals, organic farming and rural development.
Surface and animal figures proceed from the application forms for subsidies, which were sent to



al agricultural holdings. Data on organic farming exist in the Organic farming register and data
on rural development are provided by the Ministry of Agriculture MAFEA database (payments
supporting rural development). These data were merged and made available to STATEC as an
administrative source to minimise the statistical burden on agricultural holdings. Consequently,
STATEC covered the characteristics related to machinery, labour force, other gainful activities
and agricultural production methods through the census.

In the beginning of April 2010, the agricultural holders received the STATEC survey
guestionnaire (reference date May 15, 2010) together with the SER application forms for
subsidies (reference date April 1, 2010). The survey questionnaires were sent back by the
agricultura holdingsto SER during the period covering May until June 2010 and then transferred
as a single package to STATEC during summer 2010. Due to a high SAPM item non-response, it
was decided to launch afinal reminder to agricultural holdingsin February 2011.

Data entry of survey questionnaires was done by STATEC staff as from July 2010 onwards using
the BLAISE software tool for managing survey forms.

In autumn 2010, the administrative sources obtained through SER were combined with the
survey data using an official common identifier to form a combined micro data set. Micro data
validation was performed at STATEC to check the accuracy and plausibility of both the survey
and the administrative data. Analysis was also performed at a national aggregate level with
historical data. Moreover, SER assisted the data validation by providing feedback on the
aggregated data at national level for the purpose of the production of economic accounts of
agriculture.

While data entry was achieved in March 2011, the data validation process was only completed by
the end of the year 2011.

The final target population comprised 2 201 agricultural holdings for the reference year 2010
defined in conformity with the Regulation and was obtained from the database of agricultural
holdings managed by SER.

Before preparing the micro data for Eurostat, the imputation procedures had to be rewritten in
February 2012. Item non-response was addressed using cold-deck imputation, hot-deck
imputation and, to a minor extent, ratio imputation as well as deductive imputation — the type of
imputation applied depended on the nature of the variables to be imputed. Imputation was aso
extended to unit non-response for regulatory reasons. Meanwhile, the transmission format, i.e.
the conversion program of national variables into the characteristics defined in the Regulation
had to be rewritten in March 2012 due to the modernisation of the national variable system.

On March 30, 2012, the first batch of micro data established in conformity with the farm
structure characteristics (including rural development) defined in the Regulation was transmitted
to Eurostat via the Edamis platform. A revised micro data set was transmitted to Eurostat in the
end of April 2012.

At the moment of finalising this report, national data dissemination was still work-in-progress.

I ssues which significantly impacted the established calendar



For severa reasons, the production of 2010 farm structure and production methods micro data
got delayed:

- inorder to satisfy all the requirements of the Regulation (in particular SAPM), STATEC and
SER had to completely revise their system of variables. Furthermore, the increased use of
administrative sources rendered the production process applicable until reference year 2009
obsolete. As a result, the data production and validation processes had to be completely
rewritten while ensuring comparability with historical data. It wasn't before February 2011
that this work was achieved ;

- acontingency involving a key person significantly delayed the actual data collection and
validation process;;

- 2010 reference year data collection also saw the rise of some serious item non-response
issues, mainly for SAPM variables but which also spread over to a few FSS variables, in
particular labour force related variables (e.g. other gainful activities dimension). The cause
for this was the volume and complexity of the combined FSS-SAPM. To minimise the effects
of item non-response and in order to receive better quality responses from targeted
agricultural holdings as well as a few major agricultural holdings still missing completely, a
late reminder was organised in February 2011. To deal with the remaining item non-response,
arewriting of imputation procedures was necessary and due only in February 2012 ;

- the annual survey for 2011 had to be organised to satisfy the yearly needs of economic
accounts of agriculture produced by SER. Therefore, the resources could not be all allocated
to the completion of the 2010 data collection.

2.5 Population and frame

(Target) Population and definition of a holding

The questionnaire was sent to all the agricultural holdings which were on the list communicated
by SER in March 2010.

Not all agricultural holdings in that list are considered to be agricultural holdings as specified by
the Regulation definition. Only those agricultural holdings which met any of the following
criteria at the reference date were obliged to respond to the survey:

- at least 3 hectares of utilised agricultural area, i.e. arable land, permanent grass land,
permanent crops, kitchen gardens;;

- at least 0.25 hectares of fresh vegetables, melons and strawberries, flowers and ornamental
plants or at least 0.30 hectares of fruit and berry plantations or at least 0.50 hectares of
nurseries ;

- a least 0.10 hectares of vineyards;

- at least 10 horses/donkeys or 10 bovines or 20 sheep or 20 goats or 50 pigs or 1 000 laying
hens or 1 000 other poultry or 1 000 rabbits.

Holdings with less than 3 hectares of utilised agricultural area don’t have to answer if they hold

woods or bushes or if they keep riding horses or fatten pigs for their own consumption or
cultivate vegetables, strawberries and so forth for their own consumption.
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The survey is carried through at the headquarters of the holding. It is considered that the whole
surface of the agricultural holding resides in the municipality where the headquarters are located,
even if the surfaces are all in another municipality or outside the national borders.

Surfaces on lease are not indicated by the owner but by the tenant.

There were no changes in the definition of a holding, but there were differences in the thresholds
applied. In 2007, the threshold was 1 hectare, in 2010 it was 3 hectares. This did not lead to any
comparability issues (see below). Also STATEC did not survey group holdings separately in
2007 (but as family holdings); potential comparability issues can thus be solved by adding group
figuresto family holding figures.

The final target population comprised 2 201 agricultural holdings for the reference year 2010
defined in conformity with the Regulation.

The thresholds applied nationally differ from the Regulation. On one hand, the cut-off threshold
of 3 hectares of utilised agricultural area differs from the 1 hectare threshold. On the other hand,
the physical cut-off thresholds are less strict in the national survey than in the Regulation. The
final list of agricultural holdings provided by SER and used by STATEC as a basis to determine
the target population contained 2 353 registered agricultural holdings with a total utilised
agricultural area (total UAA) of 131 166 hectares. The following table illustrates the impact due
the differencesin criteria:

Criteriaasapplied by STATEC criteriawith Regulation criteria as
STATEC with UAA of at | UAA of at least 1 hectare | laid out in Annex Il with
least 3 hectares UAA of at least 1 hectare
Size characteristic relative difference with (A) in | relative difference with (A) in
(A) parentheses parentheses
Number of holdings 2201 2228 (+1,23%) 2071 (-5,91%)
UAA 131 105, representing 131 158 (+0,04%), 131 092 (-0,01%),
99,95% of total UAA representing 99,99% of representing 99,94% of
total UAA total UAA
LSU 173 724, representing 173 768 (+0,03%), 173 768 (+0,03%),
99.89% of total LSU representing 99,91% of representing 99,91% of
total LSU total LSU

This table proves that the national criteria satisfy both:
- the condition according to which not more than 2% of the population in terms of UAA
and L SU should be excluded if another threshold than 1 hectareisused ;
- thephysical thresholdslaid out in Annex |1 of the Regulation.

Frame

The type of frame was a list with administrative source data.

The initial frame referred to February 2010. The time frame of the administrative source data
collection was April 2010. Updated frames for April 2010 were provided in November 2010 and
January 2011.

Alsoreferto 3.1.2  Non sampling errors ().
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2.6 Survey design
The survey design was based on a census data collection.

2.7 Sampling, data collection and data entry

27.1 Drawing the sample—for SAPM and/or OGA, if applicable

This section of the report is not applicable because the survey design was based on a census data
collection and not on a sample survey.

Please provide information in the following tables:

NUTS2 regions with more than 10000 holdings
Crop characteristics:

NUTS2 regions

Precision requirements Field codes

Number of holdings in the NUTS2 region

UAA, ha of the NUTS2 region A3 1

B_11
Area of cereals in ha in the NUTS2 region -

% Cereals in the UAA of the NUTS2 region

Area of potatoes and sugar beetinhain | B 1 3+B 1 4
the NUTS2 region - -

% potatoes and sugar beet in the UAA of
the NUTS2 region

Area of oilseed crops in ha in the NUTS2
region - =

% oilseed crops in the UAA of the NUTS2
region

Area of permanent outdoor crops in ha in B_4-B_47
the NUTS2 region

% permanent outdoor crops in the UAA of
the NUTS2 region

Area of fresh vegetables, melons,

strawberries, flowers in ha in the NUTS2 B17+B18
region
% fresh vegetables, melons, strawberries,
flowers in the UAA of the NUTS2 region
B_191+B_3

Area of temporary grass and permanent
grassland in ha in the NUTS2 region

% temporary grass and permanent
grassland in the UAA of the NUTS2 region
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Livestock characteristics:

NUTS2 regions

Precision requirements Field codes
LSliin the NUTS2 region
< C 21904 + C.22907 +
C_2 3*0.7 + C24
Z Number of Bovine animalsin | +C_ 2 508 + C 26 +
g the NUTS2 region, in LSU C 2 99*0.8
© % of the LSU in the NUTS2
region
L
=8 % of national share of bovine
,3(_8 g animals in LSU
s
@ Number of Sheep and goats | C_3_1*0.1+ C_3_2*0.1
g in the NUTS2 region, in LSU
(2]
2 % of the LSU in the NUTS2
© region
Q‘f\
] % of national share of sheep
52 and goats in LSU
Number of Pigs in the 8—3—;;2'0037 * CA4205 +
NUTS2 region, in LSU — '
% of the LSU in the NUTS2
region
2y % of national share of pigs in
o LSU
Number of Poultry in the g—g—éigggg + C5.20.014 +
NUTS2 region, in LSU — =
% of the LSU in the NUTS2
> region
= % of national share of
g poultry in LSU
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NUTS2 regions with less than 10000 holdings

Crop characteristics:

NUTS2 regions

Precision requirements

Field codes

Number of holdings in the NUTS2 region

Associated NUTS1 region

Number of holdings of the associated
NUTS1 region

UAA, ha of the associated NUTSL1 region

A31

Area of cereals in ha in the associated
NUTS1 region with at least 1000 holdings

B 11

% Cereals in the UAA of the associated
NUTS1 region with at least 1000 holdings

Area of potatoes and sugar beet in ha in the
associated NUTS1 region with at least 1000
holdings

B13+B. 14

% potatoes and sugar beet in the UAA of
the associated NUTS1 region with at least
1000 holdings

Area of oilseed crops in ha in the associated
NUTS1 region with at least 1000 holdings

wl
[
ol
~N o+
+
@]

B165+B166

168

% oilseed crops in the UAA of the
associated NUTS1 region with at least 1000
holdings

Area of permanent outdoor crops in ha in
the associated NUTS1 region with at least
1000 holdings

B_4-B_4. 7

% permanent outdoor crops in the UAA of
the associated NUTS1 region with at least
1000 holdings

Area of fresh vegetables, melons,
strawberries, flowers in ha in the NUTS2
region

B17+B18

% fresh vegetables, melons, strawberries,
flowers in the UAA of the NUTS2 region

Area of temporary grass and permanent
grassland in ha in the associated NUTS1
region with at least 1000 holdings

B191+B3

% temporary grass and permanent
grassland in the UAA of the associated
NUTS1 region with at least 1000 holdings
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Livestock characteristics:

NUTS2 regions

Precision requirements

Precision requirements Field codes

LSU in the associated NUTS1 region

Number of Bovine animals in

C *0.4 + C_2 2*0.7 +
the associated NUTS1 | C

+

C

1
' 3%0.7 + C24
region with at least 1000 2508 + C26 +

holdings, in LSU

% of the LSU in the
associated NUTS1 region
with at least 1000 holdings

% of national share of bovine
animals in LSU

Bovine animals (all ages)

Number of Sheep and goats
in the associated NUTS1 | C_3 1*0.1 + C_3_2*0.1
region with at least 1000
holdings, in LSU

% of the LSU in the
associated NUTS1 region
with at least 1000 holdings

% of national share of sheep
and goats in LSU

Sheep and goats (all ages)

Number of Pigs in the
associated NUTS1 region | C_4_1*0.027 + C_4_2*05 +
with at least 1000 holdings, | C_4_99*0.3

in LSU

% of the LSU in the
associated NUTS1 region
with at least 1000 holdings

% of national share of pigs in
LSU

Number of Poultry inthe
associated NUTS1 region | C_
with at least 1000 holdings, | C_
in LSU

Pigs

5 1%0.007 + C_5_2%0.014 +
5_3%0.030

% of the LSU in the
associated NUTS1 region
with at least 1000 holdings

% of national share of
poultry in LSU

Poultry

2.7.2 Data collection and data entry
Data were sent back by agricultural holdings via mail. Data entry involved manual inputting of
data.

For the survey characteristics covered by STATEC, the software Blaise was used for this task.
Some application controls were configured. However, most data accuracy and plausibility tests
were only performed and documented after data entry.
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273 Use of administrative data sour ces

The characteristics of the sections A_2, D, E, F and M of the FSS and SAPM have been obtained
directly from the holders whereas the characteristics of the remainder of section A and of the
sections B, C and G were taken from administrative sources.

The administrative data were gathered by the SER and provided to the STATEC.

The administrative data sources used are the following:
1. integrated administration and control system (IACS) ;
2. Bovineregister (SANITEL) ;
3. Data base of the Ministry of agriculture on the payments made to farmers and other
beneficiaries eligible for FEAGA or FEADER (MAFEA) ;
4. organic farming register.

1) Integrated administration and control system (IACS) of the common agricultural policy
(CAP)

Legal basis

- EU legidation: Regulation (EC) 73/2009, chapter 4,

- Nationa legidation: Reglement grand-ducal du 25 novembre 2011 portant application, au
Grand-duché de Luxembourg, du régime de paiement unique, de la conditionnalité et du
systeme intégré de gestion et de contréle dans le cadre de la politique agricole commune.

Definition of the reporting unit (holding)
See article 2 of Regulation (EC) 73/20009.

Identification of the units

By the “numéro d exploitation (Kannennummer)” a 6-digit identification number for agricultural
holdings, a common identifier managed by the Ministry of Agriculture. A link to the socia
security identifier (“matricule national de la sécurité sociale’) for physical and legal persons
exists. The administrative data are made available to STATEC using the common identifier.

Population covered, completeness

The register of agricultural holdings of the Ministry of Agriculture is complete for al holdings
applying for payments within CAP or which have to be officialy registered at the Ministry of
Agriculture following the EU and national legidlation (for example bovine register, food safety,
animal welfare, etc.).

Information on quality issues
There are no processing or measurement errors.

Purpose of the administrative source used
The administrative sources are used as direct data source, not for building the sample frame or
for validation of results.

Information on the characteristics
There are no differences in the definition of the characteristics between administrative source and
FSS.

Reference date of the information used
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Crop year for crop productions, day of application for payments by the farmer (the deadline was
the May 15 in 2010) for animal productions.

Checking the reliability, accuracy and coherence
There are no comparisons between the data originating from administrative sources with other
data.

Record linkage a gorithm; rate of false matches and their handling
Record linkage was done using a common identifier. No record linkage a gorithms were needed.

Information on the methods of integration of administrative datain FSS
The administrative data are used as actual values in the farm structure survey.

2) Bovineregister (SANITEL)

Legal base

- EU-legidation: Regulation (EC) 820/97;

- Nationa legidation: Reglement grand-ducal du 22 avril 1999 portant mesures d’ application
du reglement (CE) 820/97.

Definition of the reporting unit (holding)

Holder of bovine animals.

A link with the reporting unit in IACS (agricultural holding) exists. Regular exchange of
information and permanent mutual updating between IACS and SANITEL concerning the list of
reporting units (holding/holder).

| dentification of the units

Different identifiersin SANITEL and IACS but a permanent link between the 2 identifiers exists.
List of characteristics taken from administrative source: See “liste des caractéristiques FSS
MPA XIS™.

Population covered, completeness
SANITEL coversall units holding bovine animals.

Information on quality issues

The characteristics requested in FSS are cal cul ated/deducted from the characteristics registered in
SANITEL per individual animal (date of birth, gender, age of first calving, date of saughtering,
etc.).

Information on the characteristics
The characteristics in FSS are not as such in the administrative database SANITEL but are
calculated from the characteristics registered in SANITEL per individual animal.

Reference date of the information used
SANITEL is apermanently updated database.

Checking the reliability, accuracy, coherence
SANITEL hasto meet the quality criteria set by the European legislation for bovine registers.

Record linkage a gorithm; rate of false matches and their handling
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Record linkage is done using a common identifier. No record linkage algorithms are needed.

Information on the methods of integration of administrative datain FSS
The administrative data are used as actual values in the farm structure survey.

3) Database of the Ministry of agriculture on the payments made to farmers and other
beneficiaries eligible for FEAGA or FEADER (MAFEA)

The data for the characteristics on support for rural development (chapter V11 of annex 111 of the
regulation (EC) 1166/2008) come from the database of the Ministry of Agriculture on the
payments made to farmers and other beneficiaries eligible for FEAGA or FEADER (MAFEA).
This database is fully integrated with the IACS database. The information given on IACS applies
to this database, too.

4) Organic farming register

The register of agricultural holdings certified or under certification in organic farming is
managed by Administration des Services Techniques de I’ Agriculture (ASTA), an administration
of the Ministry of Agriculture. Thisregister is fully compatible with IACS (same identification of
the units). The information on the status of the holdings concerning organic farming at a
reference day (deadline for application for payments by the farmers) is uploaded in IACS yearly.

2.8  Specifictopics

28.1 Common Land

Tough existing in the Middle Ages, common land has disappeared in Luxembourg due to a
specific evolution of agricultural laws.

2.8.2 Geographical reference of the holding

The municipality and section of municipality where the living place of the holder (sole family
holder) or the address of the holding (other legal personalities of the holding) is situated in was
prefilled in the IACS questionnaire. The respondents were asked to indicate the municipality and
municipality section where the major buildings / agricultura areas of the holding are located in
in the case where the living place or address of the holding was not situated in the same
municipality section than the major buildings/ agricultural areas of the holding.

A geo-reference (longitude, latitude) was assigned to each municipality section. The rounding
rule stated in the regulation (within an arc of 5 minutes or less) was applied. By doing so, the
rounded geo-reference of a certain number of holdings situated near the borders of the national
territory fell outside these borders. For these holdings the initial value(s) of the coordinate(s) was
(were) modified as far as needed so that after rounding the geo-reference of the holdings fell
again within the borders of the national territory.

2.8.3 Volume of water used for irrigation

Due to obvious climatic reasons (agriculture) and legal reasons (viticulture), irrigation is a non-
significant characteristic in Luxembourg.
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284 Other issues
Not applicable.

2.9 Response-burden policy

The following measures were initially planned to increase response rates:

- Thesurvey questionnaire was sent by SER together with the subsidy application package.
The plan was to avoid agricultural holdings having to delve twice into their reporting systems
and thus accelerating the response. Technically, the response management was in the hands
of SER. In practice, follow-up was difficult because questionnaires would only be transferred
to STATEC as a package during the summer and not on an on-going basis.

- Reminders were managed by SER for the reference year 2010. While unit non-response was
acceptable, the volume and complexity of the combined FSS-SAPM questionnaire seemed to
have had a significant impact on item non-response, in particular for SAPM characteristics.
Consequently, alate reminder had to be sent out by STATEC to agricultural holdingsin
February 2011 to improve the response rate on these characteristics. In the end, no legal
actions were taken, as the unit non-response was only 2.73%.

- No special priority was given to important agricultural holdings. However, non responding
agricultural holdingsidentified as being part of the final target population were subject to a
dedicated final reminder in February 2011.

For the 2010 reference year, we asked the agricultural holdings how long it took them to
complete the questionnaire. 1 820 holdings responded to this question, the average time being 43
minutes to compl ete the combined FSS-SAPM questionnaire. This duration excludes any post-
collection procedures. The impact of SAPM on the burden of agricultural is significant - for the
FSS concerning the reference year 2011, the average time to complete the questionnaire dropped
to 15 minutes.

3. ACCURACY AND RELIABILITY OF THE DATA COLLECTED

3.1 Data processing, analysis and estimation

311 Estimation and sampling errors—for SAPM and/or OGA, if applicable

This section of the report is not applicable because the survey design was based on a census data
collection. Moreover, the unit non-response rate was very low, so that the impact of any
Imputation or estimation on bias and variance was minor.

3.1.2 Non sampling errors ()

The list of the SER with all the holdings of the frame was transmitted to STATEC three times
(March 2010: frame to launch the survey, September 2010: first version, January 2011: revision).
Over-coverage was countered by afilter program based on the national thresholds that eliminated
al the holdings in the frame that did not belong to the target population. Under-coverage was
eliminated by revising the frame and by accounting for non-response via a reminder or in the
worst case viaimputation.
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The administrative data of the SER were tested for multiple listing and misclassification errors.
Multiple listing was possible because surface data were collected on viticulture by the SER for
holdings that had also other surfaces and by the Institut viti-vinicole (1VV) for holdings with only
vineyards. The multiple listing issues were solved on a case by case basis. There were no
misclassification issues.

For measurement errors, please refer to the section 3.1.4  Control of the data.

Regarding unit non-response and item non-responses, please refer to the section 3.1.3
Methods for handling missing or incorrect data items.

3.1.3 Methods for handling missing or incorrect data items
At the stage of data entry, we distinguished between two scenarios:

1. the questionnaire was insufficiently filled out for an agricultural holding in the target
population: we contacted the agricultural holding either by phone or by mail to request the
remaining information ;

2. the questionnaire contained a few minor item non-responses. If the missing item was a
structural characteristic (e.g. legal status, holding manager, etc.) and the prior year
guestionnaire was available, the information was directly imputed. This procedure was not
performed for characteristics that are likely to change every year (e.g. labour force, other
gainful activities, etc.).

At the stage of data production, we used automated rules to impute:

1. Cold-deck imputation was used for labour force and related characteristics. The cold-deck
contained 2009 survey information. Data available in 2009 was then directly imputed without
any other adjustment for a given agricultural holding. This imputation procedure concerned
2% of the target population in terms of number of units;

2. A few characteristics required deductive imputation in case of item non-response. These were
mainly the characteristics related to the manager in case of group holdings and legal persons
but also for some national characteristics.

3. Hot-deck imputation based on random sampling without replacement was performed by
predefined strata. The procedure was mainly used for characteristics related to the manager in
case of sole holder holdings, labour force characteristics, other gainful activities and their
importance in the production, machinery and qualitative characteristics of SAPM.

4. Hot-deck ratio imputation based on ancillary information available in the administrative
sources managed by SER was performed by predefined strata. The procedure was mainly
used for quantitative variables of SAPM. The underlying assumption is a linear correlation
between the variable of interest and the ancillary information. This procedure alows to
maintain a certain consistency between characteristics obtained from the administrative
sources and those obtained through the survey ;

Item non-response was addressed before unit non-response.
For methods 3) and 4), the strata were defined so that they would best explain non-response.

Various combinations of variables available in administrative sources, provided by SER and thus
for al agricultural holdings in the target population, were tested against unit non-response using
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alogit regression model. The strata defined on the basis of the following ancillary information

were found to sufficiently explain unit non-response:

- UAA sizeclass: lessthan 10 ha, at least 10 ha;

- 1% digit of the farm type code in reference to the typology defined in Commission Regulation
(EC) No 1242/2008 ;

- agro-environment payments (rural development support): yes, no.

While agro-environment payments were found to significantly explain non-response, taking into
account holding size and activity was also important to avoid any unwanted and uncontrolled
side effects during imputation.

The strata were used both for item non-response and then for unit non-response.

Cold-deck imputation was performed in the main production engine, namely SPSS. The other
imputation procedures were programmed in Stata.

314 Control of thedata

The questionnaires are first checked manually to find the missing items and obvious errors in
order to complete and correct the answers even before entering the data (along to the
methodology described sub 3.1.3). The comparison with the prior year begins here. At this stage,
the questionnaires are made ready for coding. Moreover, it is decided whether or not the
guestionnaire can be accepted as such. Sometimes, a high item non-response causes the survey
manager to get back to the agricultural holding for further information.

The second set of checks occurs when coding the data into Blaise. The checks are implemented
as application controls. The software reacts with dialogue windows if it finds any missing,
inaccurate or implausible items; alternative coding possibilities are sometimes suggested.
Moreover, some items only allow afixed list of responses (e.g. single or multiple choice, yes/no,
etc.). For numeric figures, the number of digits may be limited by alower and/or upper bound or
checked for out-of-plausible-range items.

Blaise is aso suited for internal consistency checks, but in order not to render the 2010 coding
too burdensome, these checks were performed ex-post, i.e. after the coding stage. Typically, the
tests are written using a stati stics software syntax (e.g. SPSS).

As the survey FSS data did not include any surface and animal figures, arithmetic checks and
ratio edits were not necessary when entering the data, but the administrative data (i.e. surfaces
and animals) were checked for arithmetic, ratio and coherence issues at the integration with the
survey data of the STATEC. Same as above, the tests were written in statistical software.

The SAPM data on surfaces and animals were checked for consistency by comparing them to the
administrative data on surfaces and animals; for a given holding and a given characteristic, the
SAPM data could not exceed the value of the administrative data, if a certain characteristic fssX
existsin the administrative data, a characteristic saspmX must exist in SAPM and the reverse.

3.2 Evaluation of results

Administrative data, in particular animals and surfaces, were checked for consistency with the
survey data, in particular labour force, number of holdings and production methods. Moreover,
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results were compared over a period covering the last 4 years. This was mainly necessary due to
the complete revision of the data production and validation processes.

The following 2 tables should be completed by MS in order to collect exact information of the
number of surveyed units in a uniform way. They will be considered as a part of the data-
validation process.

Survey
FSS (excl. OGA in SAPM
cae of sample | OGA (if sample
survey) (if sample survey) | survey)
Initial list of units 2 353 n.a n.a
Initial sample not applicable (n.a) n.a n.a
Number of holdings with 2201 n.a n.a
completed  questionnaires
(incl. Eventual imputed
guestionnaires):
Number of units under the 147 n.a n.a
threshold applied *
Holdings  with  ceased n.a n.a
activities:
- (If information s not available n.a n.a
available) of which
definitely ceased, i.e. the
land is abandoned
- (If information is not available n.a n.a
available) of which holdings
with change of the manager
Unit Non-response: 60 n.a n.a
- Refusals — not corrected 0 n.a n.a
- Refusals — corrected 60 n.a na
(imputed)
Number of records 2201 n.a n.a
transferred to Eurostat *
Common land units (A_2 1) 0 na na

* Units that do not meet the national threshold criteria (in some countries there could be completed questionnaires
for them, in others — not). In case it's impossible to provide this information, a short explanation about the reasons
to be provided.

**The number of holding with completed questionnaires for FSS 2010 may be different from the number of records
transferred to Eurostat in case that very low national threshold is applied.

The evolution from 2007 to 2010 reflects the main features of the structure of the Luxemburgish
agriculture: The number of holdings decreases whereas the UAA remains stable; thus the average
surface per holding increases. The holdings specialised in raising herbivores are important
compared to other holdings.
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From FSS From FSS | Difference
2007 2010 in% | Comments

Number of holdings; 2300 2201 -4.30
UAA (A_3 1), ha 130 880 131 106 0.17
Arableland, ha; 61 070 61 951 1.44
Permanent grassland (B_3), ha; 68 290 67 593 -1.02
Permanent crops (B_4), ha; 1510 1503 -0.46
Wooded area (B_5 2), hg; 6518 6 029 -7.86
Unutilised Agricultural area(B_5 1), ha; 440 339 -22.95 | Minor.

Dropping of subsidies for
Falowland(B 1 12 1+B 1 12 2), ha; 1347 139 -89.68 | frozenland

Due to the change of the

conversion coefficientsin
LSU inLSU; 160 820 173724 8.02 | 2010.
Cattle (C_2), head; 191 930 198 830 3.59

Dueto decreasein
Family Labour force - in persons; 4750 4169 -12.23 | number of holdings.

Dueto decreasein
Family Labour force - in AWU, 3180 2793 -12.17 | number of holdings.
Non family labour force - in persons, 540 893 65.37 | Minor.
Non family labour force - in AWU 500 759 51.80 | Minor.

3.3 DataRevision Palicy

Generaly, STATEC performs revisions when receiving packages of administrative data
from the SER or in case of mgjor errors detected in the STATEC survey. The first package
was received in November 2011 to produce preliminary data to SER for the purpose of
economic accounts of agriculture. In January 2011, a revised package was received to
produce revised data to SER. Given that the whole production process had to be renewed as
from 2010, figures released were again revised during the second semester of 2011 aswell as
during the beginning of 2012. A fina revision is scheduled based on the final data

transmission of FSS to Eurostat.

ACCESSIBILITY AND PUNCTUALITY

4.1 Publications
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The results of the Farm Structure Survey 2010 (FSS) and of the Survey on Agricultural
Production Methods 2010 (SAPM) have not been disseminated before the transmission to
Eurostat. The reason was the huge revision of the production process and thus it had to be
ensured that the quality met Eurostat criteriafirst before any national transmission. However,
data were indirectly disseminated by SER through the national economic accounts of agriculture.

The publication of reports other than the National Methodological Report NM S 2010 for
EUROSTAT is not intended, but methodological notes will accompany the publications of the
data. The on-line glossary explains the main terminology.




Action plan for nationally disseminating FSS data:

- adetailed report (“Bulletin du STATEC) containing the FSS results as well as a brief
description of methods and sources used ;

- thereport is published with a press release containing key figures ;

tables are made available on-line on the Luxembourg statistics portal :

http://www.stati stiques.public.lu/stat/ReportFol ders/ReportFolder.aspx 2 F_L anguage=fra& Main

Theme=4& FldrName=2

The key results are al'so published in the statistical year book (“Annuaire statistique du
Luxembourg”) of the year 2012, with a methodological introduction.

4.2 Timelinessand Punctuality

The reference date was May 15 2010 and provisional results (FSS) were expected for the
November 15 2010 (t+6 months); these results have not been published but only made available
to the SER for the economic accounts in agriculture; key datawere also sent to EUROSTAT.

Thefinal results (FSS) were expected for the 15 February 2011 (9 months); due to various issues,
this deadline could not be met for the whole of the characteristics. Whereas the data for surfaces
and animals remained nearly unchanged since February 2011, reliable data for labour force
characteristics were not available before February 2012. A data file with these results has been
sent to EUROSTAT but they have not yet been published nationally.

Also refer to 2.4 Calendar (overview of work progress) for further information.

5. CONFIDENTIALITY AND SECURITY

Confidentiality islaid out in the national framework. Pleasereferto 2.1  National  legidation
for further details on this framework. STATEC staff and assimilated persons have to guarantee
the protection of confidential data. Any non-compliance can be punished by law - for further
details please refer to article 16 of the aforementioned law.

Tabular data are protected using the following approaches:

- table design: very detailed tables are avoided (e.g. data published by municipality) unless the
datais not confidential (e.g. number of agricultural holdings, total UAA, etc.). On a national
level, amost any data (i.e. low occurrence variables) can be published. Problems arise with
national data broken down by one or more spanning variables (farm type, size class,
municipality, etc.). The table design usually results in a compromise between relevance and
confidentiality ;

- cell suppression: any cell that contains confidential data according to a sensitivity rule (n,k)
or a minimum frequency rule are suppressed due to primary confidentiality. Any cell that is
needed to protect one or more primary confidential cells are suppressed due to secondary
confidentiality. In practice, suppression comes down to aggregation for one-dimensional
tables and to flagged cells for multi-dimensional tables — linked tables are also accounted for.
To guarantee the proper protection of tabular data, the exact parameters used to apply the
above rules are kept confidential.

The protection of tablesis performed with the software tau-Argus.
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External users have so far not been allowed any access to FSS/SAPM micro data for research
purposes. The procedure to access the data for such purposes is defined in the nationa legal
framework (article 16). To ensure the anonymisation of micro data files in case of access granted
for research purposes by external users, the software mu-Argusis used.

REFERENCES

e Methodological notes available
e Main scientific references

ANNEXES
e Questionnaire(s)

e Formulas applied for estimation methods and cal culating sampling errors
e Other

ENDNOTES

() Non-sampling error isthe error attributable to all sources other than sampling error. Non-sampling errors
arise during the planning, conducting, data processing and final estimation stages of all types of survey.
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SAVOIR POUR AGIR . :
MINISTERE DE L'AGRICULTURE, DE LA VITICULTURE

ET DU DEVELOPPEMENT RURAL

Statec Service d'économie rurale Institut viti-vinicole

LUXEMBOURG

Kontaktperson: M. Jean Haupert

E-mail:  Jean.Haupert@statec.etat.lu
Tél.: 247-84238
Fax: 22 84 96

Landwirtschaftliche Zahlung vom 15. Mai 2010

Landwirtschaftliche Strukturerhebung und Erhebung Uber die landwirtschaftlichen Produktionsmethoden laut VO (EG) 1166/2008
(Amtsblatt der EU L321/2008)

Sozialversicherungsnummer (matricule national) des Betriebes

Nationalitdt des Betriebsinhabers falls nicht vorhanden diejenige des Betriebsinhabers

Allgemeine Erlauterungen

Dieser Fragebogen dient der Erhebung von Daten zur Erstellung von Statistiken ber die Struktur und die Produktionsmethoden der
landwirtschaftlichen Betriebe zur Erstellung der Statistiken Uber deren Struktur und Produktionsmethoden. Die Erhebung wird im
Rahmen der Verordnung (EG) No 1166/2008 des Europdischen Parlaments und des Rates vom 19. November 2008 liber die
Betriebsstrukturerhebungen und die Erhebung iiber landwirtschaftliche Produktionsmethoden und auf der Grundlage von
Artikel 1 des abgeanderten Gesetzes vom 9. Juli 1962 betreffend die Schaffung eines Zentraldienstes fiir Statistik und
Wirtschaftsstudien (STATEC) ausgefiihrt.

Gemass dem abgeanderten Gesetzes vom 9. Juli 1962 betreffend die Schaffung des STATEC sind die landwirtschaftlichen Betriebe
verpflichtet diesen Fragebogen auszufiillen. Laut Artikel 7 des erwahnten Gesetzes kénnen die Antwortverweigerung, falsche
Angaben sowie zu spat zuriickgereichte Fragebdgen mit einer Geldstrafe von 251 bis 2 500 Euro geahndet werden.

STATEC garantiert die vertrauliche Verarbeitung der Einzelangaben der landwirtschaftlichen Betriebe, welche ausschlieBlich der
Aufstellung von Statistiken oder der Durchfiihrung wissenschaftlicher Studien dienen.

ANZEIGEPFLICHTIG sind:

- alle Betriebe mit 3 Hektar und mehr Kulturflache (die Kulturfliche umfasst Ackerland, Wiesen und Weiden, Hausgarten und
Dauerkulturen);

- alle Inhaber von gewerbemassig betriebenen Gartenbaukulturen ab 0.25 Hektar, Obstanlagen ab 0.30 Hektar oder
Baumschulen ab 0.50 Hektar;

- alle Inhaber von Weinbergen mit einer Gesamtflache von 10 Ar und mehr;

- alle Halter mit mindestens 10 Pferden oder 10 Rindern oder 20 Schafen oder 20 Ziegen oder 50 Schweinen oder
1000 Legehennen oder 1000 Stiick sonstiges Gefliigel oder 1000 Kaninchen.

NICHT ANZEIGEPFLICHTIG sind also Inhaber mit weniger als 3 Hektar Kulturflache, welche:
- Walder und Lohhecken besitzen,

- Reitpferde halten,

- Schweine zum eigenen Bedarf masten,

- Gemuse, Erdbeeren usw. zum eigenen Bedarf anbauen.

Die Zahlung erfolgt am Sitz des Betriebes; es werden bewirtschaftete Flachen erfasst die in der Erhebungsgemeinde, in anderen
Gemeinden des Landes oder im Ausland liegen.

Bei verpachteten Flachen ist nicht der Eigentiimer, sondern der Pachter anzeigepflichtig.

STATEC, B.P. 304, L - 2013 Luxembourg http://www.statec.lu







|. Landwirtschaftliche Gerate, technische

und bauliche Einrichtungen

1. Schlepper, Maschinen und Gerate

Maschinen im Alleinbesitz des
Betriebes

Maschinen in gemeinschaftlichem
Besitz mit anderen Betrieben:
Maschinengemeinschaften, AMAS,
etc. (Nur vom Eigentumer
anzugeben bei dem sie am 15. Mai
untergestellt waren)

Uberbetrieblich
genutzt:
Machinenringe,

Maschinen werden

Nachbar schaftliche
Hilfe etc (ankreuzen)

Es sind nur im Gebrauch oder normalen Einsatz
befindliche Gerdte und Maschinen anzugeben

Zahl der Maschinen am
15 Mai 2010

durch
andere

Zahl der Maschinen am far

15 Mai 2010

andere

Einachsschlepper, Motormaher

Zweiachsschlepper mit 2-Rad-Antrieb

bis 39 Kw (bis 54 PS)

40 bis 59 Kw (55 bis 81 PS)

60 bis 99 Kw (82 bis 137 PS)

100 Kw und mehr (138 PS und mehr)

Zweiachsschlepper mit 4-Rad-Antrieb

bis 39 Kw (bis 54 PS)

40 bis 59 Kw (55 bis 81 PS)

60 bis 99 Kw (82 bis 137 PS)

100 Kw und mehr (138 PS und mehr)

Hoftraktoren, Teleskoplader, Radlader

Mahdrescher

Andere voll mechanisierte Erntegerate

Ladewagen

Exakthacksler (Selbstfahr-u. gezogen)
(einschl. Spezial-Maishacksler)

Pressen (Rundballen, ...)

Kartoffelvollernter

Traubenvollernter

2. Einrichtungen zur Erzeugung von erneuerbarer Energie

Es sind nur die Einrichtungen anzugeben die fiir den Verkauf . E_lgene Elnr!chtunge_n Betelllgung_an Elnrl_chtungen n

. . . (installierte elektrische Leistung) gemeinschaftlichem
von Energie (Anschluss an ein Netz) oder fiir den Verbrauch (bei Biomasseheizungen Besitz (2.B. landw. Genossenschaft)
innerhalb des landwirtschaftlichen Betriebes bestimmt sind . . 9 . L . :

thermische Leistung) (installierte elektrische Leistung)

Anlage zur Erzeugung von elektrischem Strom aus Windkraft kW kW
Biogasanlage kW kW
Biomasseheizung kW kW
Photovoltaikanlage kW kW
Anlage zur Erzeugung von elektrischem Strom aus Wasserkraft kW kW
Andere kW kW




Il. Landwirtschaftliche Produktionsmethoden

1. Methoden der Bodenbearbeitung

Falls Sie kein Ackerland bewirtschaften, kreuzen Sie hier an und gehen Sie zu Punkt 3

Nach welcher Methode haben Sie in den letzten 12 Monaten ihr Ackerland bestellt ?

Herkdmmliche/wendende Bodenbearbeitung (Pflug + Saatbettbereitung) ha

Konservierende/nicht wendende Bodenbearbeitung / Mulchsaat

h
(Scheibenegge/Grubber + Saatbettbereitung) a

Keine Bodenbearbeitung (Direktsaat) ha

2. Erhaltung der Bodenstruktur/Bodenfruchtbarkeit

2.1 Bodenbedeckung im Winter

Welche Bodenbedeckung hatten Sie auf dem Ackerland im Winter 2009-2010 ?

Winterkulturen ha

Zwischenfruchtanbau ha

Feldfutteranbau ha

Ausfallgetreide und -raps ha

Unbedeckter Boden (Mais- Erbsen- Bohnen- Kartoffel-stoppel,...) ha

falls unbedeckter Boden: gegrubbert ? (falls ja: ankreuzen)

2.2 Fruchtfolge

Wie gross ist die Ackerflache die nicht in die Fruchtfolge eingebunden ist ?

h
(mindestens 3jahriger Anbau derselben Kultur auf derselben Flache, Feldfutter ausgenommen) @

3. Hecken und Streuobstwiesen

Sind auf der bewirtschafteten Flache Hecken vorhanden ? (falls ja: ankreuzen)

Wenn ja: Auf welcher Lange wurden wahrend den 3 letzten Jahren Hecken neu angepflanzt ? Meter

Wurden die bestehenden Hecken in den 3 letzten Jahren gepflegt oder erhalten ? (falls ja: ankreuzen)

Sind auf der bewirtschafteten Flache Streuobstwiesen (Bongerten) vorhanden ? (falls ja: ankreuzen)

Wieviel Obstbdume (Hoch- oder Mittelstamm) wurden wahrend den 3 letzten Jahren neu angepflanzt ? Stiick

Wurden die bestehenden Streuobstwiesen (Bongerten) in den 3 letzten Jahren gepflegt oder erhalten ? (falls ja: ankreuzen)




4. Weidehaltung

Falls Sie keine Weidetiere (Rinder, Schafe, Ziegen, Pferde) besitzen kreuzen Sie hier an und gehen Sie zu Punkt 5.2

Wie gross war die Flache Ihres Betriebes die 2009 beweidet wurde ?

ha

Anfang

Mitte

Ende

Monat

Beginn der ganztagigen Beweidung (ankreuzen & Monat)

Anfang

Mitte

Ende

Monat

Ende der ganztagigen Beweidung (ankreuzen & Monat)

5. Stallsysteme

5.1 Stallsysteme fiir Rinder

Falls Sie keine Rinder halten kreuzen Sie hier an und gehen Sie zu Punkt 5.2

Anzahl der Stallplatze nach Stallsystemen

Festmistsysteme

Glllesysteme

Festmist und Giille
kombiniert

und nach Art der gehaltenen Rinder

Anbindehaltung

Laufstallhaltung

Anbindehaltung

Laufstallhaltung

Laufstallhaltung

Milchkihe

Mutterkiihe

Mastbullen (ab 8 Monate)

Jungvieh (mannlich 6 - 8 Monate, weiblich 6 - 30 Monate oder bis
zur ersten Kalbung)

Kalber (bis 6 Monate)

5.2 Stallsysteme fiir Schweine

Falls Sie weniger als 50 Schweine halten kreuzen Sie hier an und gehen Sie zu Punkt 5.3

Anzahl der Stallplatze nach Stallsystemen

Festmistsysteme

Systeme mit Giille

und nach Art der gehaltenen Schweine

Schieber Strohbett Vollspalten Teilspalten Schieber

Zuchtschweine (Zuchttiere mannlich u. weiblich > 25 kg
Lebendgewicht)
Mastschweine (Masttiere > 25 kg Lebendgewicht)
Ferkelaufzucht (Tiere < = 25 kg Lebendgewicht)
5.3 Stallsysteme fiir Geflugel
Falls Sie weniger als 50 Legehennen oder 200 sonstiges Gefliigel halten, kreuzen Sie hier an und gehen Sie zu Punkt 6

N . Bodenhaltung Volieren- Bodenhaltung
Anzahl der Stallplatze nach Stallsystemen und nach Art der gehaltenen Gefligels mit Auslauf haltung ohne Auslauf

Legehennen

Sonstiges Geflugel




6. Produktion, Lagerung und Ausbringung von wirtschaftseigenen Diingern

6.1 Wirtschaftseigene Diinger (Mist, Giille, . . .)

Mist

Welche wirtschaftseigene Dinger fallen | Giille

auf Ihrem Betrieb an ?

(Zutreffendes bitte ankreuzen) Biogasgtille
Keiner
Wieviel Prozent der insgesamt anfallenden Mist- und Glllemenge wurde in den letzten 12 Monaten an Dritte abgegeben ? %
. . . . L . Kapazitét fur Mist oder Glille
6.2 Lagerung von Mist und Giille (es sind nur die Anlagen anzugeben die im Gebrauch sind) (einschl. Anteil an gemeinschaft Anlagen)
Festmistplatten m2
Offene Giillelager m3
Geschlossene Giillelager m3
Gillelager unter Spalten m3
Endlager Biogasglille auf eigenem Hof m3
Anteil an Endlager Biogasgllle von gemeinschaftlicher Biogasanlage m3
6.3 Ausbringung von Mist und Giille
Geben Sie bitte die Flache (Ackerland und Griinland) an auf der nach den Mist Giille Biogasgiille
verschiedenen Systemen Mist, Glille oder Biogasgiille ausgebracht wurden : u 9asg
Injektor, Gullegrubber ha ha
Schleppschlauch, Schleppschuh ha ha
Ausbringung auf Ackerland mit anschliessender Einarbeitung innerhalb h h ha
von 24 Stunden in den Boden a a
Ausbringung ohne Einarbeitung in den Boden auf Ackerland ha ha ha
Ausbringung ohne Einarbeitung in den Boden auf Griinland ha ha ha




7. Bewdsserung im Freilandanbau (nur fiir Betriebe mit Gemiise-,Zierpflanzen-,Obstanbau und Baumschulen)

Durchschnittlich in den letzten 3 Jahren bewasserte Flache mit Gemiise, Blumen, Zierpflanzen, Obst und ha

Baumschulen

In den letzten 12 Monaten mindestens einmal bewésserte Freilandflache ha
Gemiise ha
Blumen und Zierpflanzen ha
Obst ha
Baumschulen ha

Bewaéasserungsmethode (Zutreffendes bitte ankreuzen)

Sprinklerbewasserung (Mikrosprinkler, Spriihnebler,...)

Tropfchenbewasserung

Sonstige Bewasserung

[o =T aE= LU= Ta Lo =T o 1= o LTS P PO PPRUPTRIOt

Herkunft des im Betrieb verwendeten Bewédsserungswassers ? (Zutreffendes bitte ankreuzen)

Grundwasser im Betrieb

Oberflachenwasser (Teiche oder Staubecken auf dem Betriebsgeléande)

Oberflachenwasser aus Seen, Fliissen und Wasserlaufen ausserhalb des Betriebsgelandes

Wasser aus offentlichen Versorgungsnetzen

Regenwassersammlung von Gebauden

Sonstige Herkunft

Lo LT E= LU= TaTo [T o T=Y o TSRV SPPPPPPRPI

lll. Personal- und Arbeitsverhaltnisse

Erlauterungen :

Juristisches Statut :
- Unter 2 ist der Betriebsinhaber einzutragen, d.h. die (naturliche und juristische) Person flr deren Rechnung und in deren Namen der Betrieb
bewirtschaftet wird.
- Einzelpersonen oder Gruppen von Personen, wie Ehepaare, Geschwister, Erbengemeinschaften etc sind als naturliche Personen zu verstehen.
- Ein Fusionsbetrieb wird von einer oder mehreren natirlichen Personen gebildet, die Gesellschaftler in einem Gruppenbetrieb sind und diesen
zusammen leiten.
- Religiose Gemeinschaften, der Staat, Gemeinden, Kommunalverbande, Aktiengesellschaften etc sind keine naturliche sondern juristische

Personen.

Arbeitskrafte :

- Unter 3 sind alle zum Haushalt geh6érenden Familienangehdérige einzeln aufzufihren, einschliesslich der zeitweilig Abwesenden.

- Arbeiter(innen) werden einzeln unter 4 eingetragen, auch wenn sie im Haushalt des Betriebsleiters leben.

- Als vollbeschaftigt gilt derjenige, der im Durchschnitt mindestens 8 Stunden am Tag im Betrieb arbeitet und keinen anderen Hauptberuf ausubt.

- Als teilweise beschaftigt sind zu betrachten alle im Haushalt lebenden Personen, welche nur gelegentlich im landwirtschaftlichen Betrieb
aushelfen, z.B. bei Heu-und Getreideernten, sowie alle Personen, welche weniger als 8 Stunden am Tag im Betrieb arbeiten. Darunter fallen
auch Personen, welche grosstenteils im Haushalt arbeiten und im Durchschnitt weniger als 8 Stunden am Tag in der Landwirtschaft arbeiten,
sowie Betriebsinhaber die einen anderen Beruf ausiiben und im Betrieb nur nebenbei beschaftigt sind.

- Bei diesen Personen ist entweder die Zahl der durchschittlich pro Tag geleisteten Arbeitsstunden anzugeben, oder die ungefahre Zahl der
innerhalb des letzten Jahres geleisteten Arbeitstage.

Arbeitszeit :
- Als nicht im Betrieb beschaftigte Personen gelten Kinder unter 15 Jahren, sowie alle Personen, die das 80. Lebensjahr tberschritten haben.
Desgleichen sind in diese Rubrik einzutragen alle ibrigen Personen die weniger als 20 Tage pro Jahr im Betrieb tatig sind.
Auch ausschliesslich zu Arbeiten in der Forstwirtschaft eingesetzte Arbeitskrafte sind nicht als landwirtschaftliche Arbeitskrafte zu betrachten.
- Unter Nichtlandwirtschaftliche Erwerbstéatigkeiten des Betriebsinhabers oder seiner Angehdrigen ist jede Tatigkeit, fur die ein festes Entgelt
oder ein Einkommen erzielt wird, zu verstehen.



lll. Personal- und Arbeitsverhaltnisse (Fortsetzung)

1. Juristisches Statut

Liegt die rechtliche und wirtschaftliche Verantwortung fir den Betrieb (Zutreffendes bitte ankreuzen):

- bei einer natirlichen Person die alleiniger Inhaber eines unabhangigen Betriebes ist (Familienbetrieb)

[]

- bei einer oder mehreren natirlichen Personen die Gesellschaftler in einem Gruppenbetrieb sind (Fusion) |:|

- bei einer juristischen Person

[]

(1) Die Liste der ausserbetrieblichen Erwerbstétigkeiten die in direkter Verbindung

mit dem landwirtschaftlichen Betrieb stehen finden Sie unter Punkt IV.2

Geschlecht

1= méannlich
2= weiblich

0= juristischen
Person

z.B.

Geburtsjahr

119]12]7

Arbeitszeit im landwirtschaftlichen Betrieb

Voll Teilweise beschaftigt
beschaftigt | Stunden Tage
pro Tag pro Jahr
falls ja:
Ankreuzen | z.B. | 4 | oder 0| 3 9|

Nicht

Nichtlandwirtschaftliche Erwerbstatigkeiten

(Zutreffendes bitte ankreuzen)

beschaftigt

falls ja:
Ankreuzen

Keine

Hauptberuflich

Nebenberuflich

falls ja: in
direkter
Verbindung mit
dem landw.
Betrieb (1)

falls ja: ohne
direkte
Verbindung mit
dem landw.
Betrieb

2. Betriebsinhaber(in)

L

EEEE| B

L]
L]
L]
L]
L]

EEEE

i

i

i

3. Familienangehorige (gefragt ist das Verhaltnis zum Betriebsinhaber: Ehepartner, Séhne, Téchter, Enkel, Eltern, Grosseltern, Geschwister, andere Verwandte, andere Personen)

FEEE

R S A I A
EEEEREEE
N
N

N

LOOOoHoon) (oo ooy

LOOOoHoon) (oo ooy

LOOOoHooo | | O ooty




4. Regelmidssig beschiftigte familienfremde Arbeitskréfte (alte, pensionierte Arbeitskréfte die im Haushalt leben, gehéren unter "Familienangehdrige-Andere Personen'

EEEEEEEEEEEEEE
N O B I B B B B
LOOO0HOHOHOoHn
CCCCCC
N

]

LOOO0HOHOHOoHn

LOOO0HOHOHOoHn

LOOO0HOHOHOoHn

5. Arbeitstage der Tagelohner einschliesslich Praktikanten und Studenten in den letzten 12 Monaten
Manner |i| m | |
Frauen |i| |i| | |

6. Arbeitstage von nicht unmittelbar vom Betrieb beschiftigten Personen in den letzten 12 Monaten (z.B. Maschinenring oder Lohnunternehmen)

Anzahl der Personen |i|

]




IV. Zusatzfragen

Zutreffendes bitte ankreuzen

1. Betriebsfiihrung

Wer ist der Betriebsleiter ?

Der (die) Betriebsinhaber(in)

Der (die) Ehegatten(in)

Andere Familienangehdérige

Ein(e) Angestellte(r)

Ist der(die) Betriebsinhaber(in) als Landwirt Mitglied der Nationalen Gesundheitskasse (CNS) ? (falls ja: ankreuzen)

Ist der(die) Betriebsinhaber(in) Empfanger einer Rente ?

Ja, einer Altersrente

Ja, einer vorgezogenen Altersrente

Nein

Ist die Betriebsnachfolge gesichert ? (Nur zu beantworten von Betriebsinhabern welche élter als 54 Jahre sind)

Ja

Nein

Ungewiss

Welche landwirtschaftliche Berufsausbildung hat der Betriebsleiter ?

Ausschliesslich praktische Erfahrung (Landwirtschaftliche Berufsausiibung)

Landwirtschaftliche Grundausbildung (Fachschule ohne Abschluss)

Vollstandige landwirtschaftliche Ausbildung (Fachschule mit Abgangsdiplom)

Hat der Betriebsleiter wahrend der letzten zw6lf Monate eine berufliche (Weiter)bildung absolviert ? (falls ja: ankreuzen)

Gibt es eine 6konomische Buchfiihrung fiir den Betrieb ? (falls ja: ankreuzen)
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2. Entwicklung des landlichen Raumes

Falls Sie keine ausserlandwirtschaftlichen Erwerbstatigkeiten auf dem Betrieb und in direkter Verbindung mit Ihm ausiiben,

kreuzen Sie hier an und gehen Sie zu Punkt 3
(Hier sind Erwerbstatigkeiten gemeint bei denen die Betriebsmittel (Land, Gebaude, Maschinen) und/oder die Produkte des Betriebs eingesetzt werden.
Nur Tatigkeiten die vom Betriebsinhaber und/oder seiner Familie ausgeiibt werden sind anzugeben)

Falls doch, welcher Art sind dann die ausserlandwirtschaftlichen Tatigkeiten, die auf dem Betrieb und in direkter Verbindung
mit ihm ausgeiibt werden ? (Zutreffendes bitte ankreuzen).

Fremdenverkehr, Beherbergung, Freizeitgestaltung (Alle Tatigkeiten im Fremdenverkehrsbereich bei denen der Grund und Boden,
bzw. die Gebadude des Betriebs eingesetzt werden, zB. Ferien auf dem Bauernhof)

Empfang von Schulklassen und Gruppen auf dem Hof

Pensionshaltung von Pferden, Rindem, etc ...

Handwerkliche Tatigkeiten (Erzeugung von handwerklichen Erzeugnissen im Betrieb mit den Rohstoffen des Betriebes, auch Holzmdbel)

Verarbeitung landwirtschaftlicher Produkte (Fleischverarbeitung, Kaseherstellung, Weinerzeugung, usw. im Betrieb)

Erzeugung von erneuerbarer Energie (Erzeugung von Biogas, Windenergie, Strohheizung, usw.)

Be-und Verarbeitung von Holz (Sagen von Nutzholz, Erzeugung von Brennholz zum Verkauf. Keine Mébel)

Aquakultur (Zucht von Fischen, usw.)

Uberbetriebliche Arbeiten (Maschinenring, Betriebshilfe)

fur landwirtschaftliche Betriebe

fur nichtlandwirtschaftliche Betriebe

Forstwirtschaft

Sonstige Tatigkeiten in direkter Verbindung zur landwirtschaftlichen Tatigkeit

Art der Tatigkeit Ditte GENAU @NGEDEN: ........ooi i ettt e ettt e bt oottt e ettt e e b e e e et e e e ab et e e e e nan e e ane s

Wie gross ist der Anteil der oben erwdhnten Erwerbstatigkeiten an der Endproduktion des Betriebes (in %) ?

unter 10%

10 - 50%

Uber 50%

3. Bestimmung der landwirtschaftichen Produkte des Betriebes

Entfallen auf Direktverkaufe an die Endverbraucher (auf dem Markt zB.) mehr als 50% der Gesamtverkaufe des Betriebes ?

-11-



Personlicher Kommentar

Stunden
Wieviel Zeit haben Sie ungefahr benoétigt um diesen Fragebogen auszufiillen ?
Minuten
Die Richtigkeit und Vollstéandigkeit der gemachten Angaben bescheinigt:
............................................................. den .................... Mai 2010

(Unterschrift)

-12 -




Betriebsnummer Name des Antragstellers

2 ANTRAGSTELLUNG 2010

Ich, der/die Unterzeichnete, reiche diesen Flachenantrag zu folgenden Zwecken ein :

bitte
Zutreffendes
ankreuzen
JA NEIN - .. . .
Beantragung der Betriebspramie fur das Jahr 2010
Ich bewirtschafte mehr oder gleichviel beihilfefédhiges Land als ich tber Anspriiche (Jetons)
verfige. Deshalb melde ich ALLE Anspriiche, die in den beigefluigten Tabellen aufgefihrt
sind, fur die Betriebspradmie an (mit Ausnahme etwaiger Junglandwirtanspriiche). In diesem
Zutreffendes Fall brauche ich keine Eintragungen in den Tabellen zu machen.
ankreuzen Ich bewirtschafte weniger beihilfefdhiges Land als ich Gber Anspriiche (Jetons) verflige. Aus
diesem Grund melde ich einige Anspriiche, die in den beigefuigten Tabellen aufgefuhrt sind,
fur die Betriebspramie ab. In diesem Fall muss ich die entsprechenden Anspriiche in den
besagten Tabellen kennzeichnen. Eintragungen sind ebenfalls notwendig, falls ich ab
diesem Jahr einige Junglandwirtanspriiche nutzen will.
JA_1 NEN ] Beantragung der Ausgleichszulage fiir Erzeuger in benachteiligten Gebieten fur das
Jahr 2010
JA_1 NEIN | Bestatigung der Einhaltung der von mir im Rahmen der Landschaftspflege-
prémienregelung eingegangenen Verpflichtungen und Beantragung auf Gewahrung der.
besagten Pramie flur das Kulturjahr 2009/2010

Falls ich mich fir das Erntejahr 2010 fur ein oder mehrere Férderprogramme im Rahmen der
Verordnungen (EG) Nr. 1257/1999 oder Nr. 1698/2005 verpflichtet habe, so werden die von mir in
diesem Antrag gemachten Angaben zur Berechnung bzw. Kontrolle der betreffenden Pramien
herangezogen.

Des Weiteren werden die von mir gemachten Angaben zur Berechnung meines Beitrags zur

landwirtschaftlichen Sozialversicherung bzw. der von _mir_im Rahmen des Agrargesetzes

beantragten Beihilfen_herangezogen. _ Sie kénnen ebenfalls zu statistischen Zwecken und unter
Berucksichtigung der Prinzipien des Datenschutzes an die Statistikbehdrde STATEC sowie an die
Abteilung ,Agrarstatistik” des Service d’Economie Rurale weitergeleitet werden.

Mit meiner Unterschrift erklare ich ferner von den im GroRherzogtum Luxemburg geltenden
Durchfuhrungsbestimmungen der von mir ausgewahlten Pramienregelungen Kenntnis genommen zu
haben (u.a. von den Bestimmungen zur Cross Compliance). Des Weiteren bescheinige ich die
Richtigkeit und Vollstandigkeit der von mir gemachten Angaben und erklare mich bereit, den in den
besagten Bestimmungen enthaltenen Verpflichtungen nachzukommen (u.a. Genehmigung von Vor-
Ort-Kontrollen und Gewahrung etwaiger notwendiger Hilfestellung bei diesen Kontrollen).
Abschlie3end bin ich mir im Klaren, dass die von mir bezogenen Beihilfebetrage veroffentlicht werden
[gemar Artikel 44a der V(EG) Nr. 1290/2005] (siehe beigefiigte amtliche Mitteilung).

Falsche oder unvollstandige Angaben kénnen zu Pramienkirzungen, Prdmienausschl uss und,
gegebenenfalls, zu einer gerichtlichen Verfolqung fihren.

(Ort und Datum) (Unterschrift)




Zusammenfassung der vom Antragsteller
bewirtschafteten Flachen des Betriebs

Bewirtschaftete |

davon gelegen in/im

Flachen insges. |

LUXEMBURG

AUSLAND

NUTZUNG DER FLACHEN

ha | a I

ha

| a ha | a

ACKERLAND

Getreide (fur die Kérnererzeugung )

Winterbrotweizen

Winterfutterweizen

Sommerweizen

Spelz/Dinkel

Winterbrotroggen

Winterfutterroggen

Sommerroggen

Winterbraugerste

Winterfuttergerste

Sommerbraugerste

Sommerfuttergerste

Winterhafer

Sommerhafer

Wintermenggetreide

Sommermenggetreide

Koérnermais

Wintertriticale

Sommertriticale

sonstiges Getreide (z.B. Buchweizen, Hirse, Kanariengras)

Getreide insgesamt

1)

Olsaaten

Winterraps und —riibsen

Sommerraps und —riibsen

Olhanf (Ol als Haupterzeugnis)

sonstige Olsaaten (z.B. Sonnenblumen, Leinsamen)

Olsaaten insgesamt

)

Hulsenfriichte zur Kérnergewinnung

Erbsen

Ackerbohnen

sonstige Hulsenfriichte zur Kérnergewinnung (z.B. SuRlupinen)

Hulsenfriichte zur Kérnergewinnung insgesamt

©)

Anderes Ackerland

Speisekartoffeln

Pflanzkartoffeln

Futter- und Halbfutterriiben / sonstige Knollen- oder Wurzelfr.

Rollrasen
Saatgut- | Futtergraser
erzeugung | Futterleguminosen
Silomais

Getreide als Ganzpflanzensilage (GPS)

gr[jgﬂgeerntete Raygrass
anzen Feldfutter- Futterleguminosen
bau gemischtes Feldfutter
Energie- Miscanthus (Chinaschilf)
pflanzen Sudangras

Andere Faserhanf (Fasern als Haupterzeugnis)
Handels- Medizinal-, Aroma- und Gewdirzpflanzen

gewachse | sonstige Handelsgewachse




Zusammenfassung der vom Antragsteller Bewirtschaftete davon gelegen in/im
bewirtschafteten Flachen des Betriebs Flachen insges. LUXEMBURG AUSLAND
NUTZUNG DER FLACHEN ha a ha a ha a

Ackerland | Langjahrige Stilllegung [V(EG) Nr. 1257/99 oder 1698/2005]

ohne Kultur | Andere Flachen (einschlieBlich Wildacker)

Anderes Ackerland insgesamt (4)

| ACKERLAND insgesamt W+@+@)1+4) =) |

DAUERGRUNLAND (einschlieRlich Streuobstwiesen mit einer Baumdichte von héchstens 100 Baumen pro Hektar)

Wiese (NICHT BEWEIDET)

Landwirtschaftlich

genutzt Weide oder Mahweide (BEWEIDET)

Hutungsflachen (*) (NICHT beihilfefahig!)

NICHT landw. genutzt | NUR in gutem landwirtschaftlichen Zustand

DAUERGRUNLAND insgesamt (6)

(*) Wanderschafhaltung im der Sinne der nationalen Bestimmungen bezuglich der Beihilferegelungen zum Erhalt der Biodiversitét

| Ackerland + Dauergriinland G)+6) =) |

ANDERE LANDWIRTSCHAFTLICHE NUTZFLACHEN

Kleingarten und Hausgarten (nur fir den Eigenbedarf)

Hoch- + Mittelstamm | nichtim Ertrag
Obstanlagen (= 100 Baume/ha) im Ertrag
(keine Streuobstwiesen) Niederstamm nicht im Ertrag
(= 400 Baume/ha) im Ertrag

Baumschule (ohne Forst)

Forstbaumschulen

Weihnachtsbaumkulturen

Gemiuse und Erdbeeren Landwirtschaftlicher Gemiiseanbau

im Freilandanbau Gartnerische Gemiiseanbau

Blumen und Zierpflanzen im Freilandanbau

Gemuse und Erdbeeren unter Glas

Blumen und Zierpflanzen unter Glas

Andere landwirtschaftliche Nutzflachen insgesamt 9

[ Landwirtschaftliche Nutzflache insgesamt @+ =) |

ANDERE FLACHEN

Hecken, Straucher

Wald (Nadel- und Laubwald)

Lohhecken

Kurzumtriebwalder

Brachland/Odland [nicht landwirtschaftlich NUTZBARE Flachen]

Sonstige Flachen
(Gebéaude- und Hofflachen, Wege, Industriegelande, Steinbriiche usw.)

Pilze (z.B. Champignons) Anzahl Ernten [ ]

Andere Flachen insgesamt (10)

| GESAMTFLACHE DES BETRIEBS ©+10) = a1 |




A. Zusatzliche flachenbezogene Angaben

1) uber die NutznieBung der landwirtschaftlichen Flachen
| Landwirtschaftliche Nutzflache insgesamt (*) | ha |
davon - Eigentumsland | ha
- Pachtland

* von Dritten ha
* von Familienangehdrigen ha
- sonstiges Land ha

(Nutzniel3ungsland und sonstiges Land)

(*) Dieser Wert muss der Flache unter (9) in der um  seitigen Zusammenfassung der Flachen entsprechen.

(2) uber die auf dem Betrieb verwendeten organischen Diinger

Verwendung von Jauche/Gille, Mist und Kompost

Treten Sie im Rahmen eines Dingerabnahmevertrags organischen
Dinger an einen anderen Betrieb ab? (Zutreffendes ankreuzen)

JA

NEIN

Ubernehmen Sie im Rahmen eines Diingerabnahmevertrags organischen
Diinger von einem anderen Betrieb?  (Zutreffendes ankreuzen)

JA

NEIN

Angaben zu dem/n Vertragspartner(n)

Betriebs- Name Ortschaft
nummer von

Laufzeit des Vertrags

bis

Vertragliche
Menge (m®Jahr)

Verwendung von Biogasgille aus einer Biogasanlage (durchschnittliche J

ahresmenge)

vom eigenen Betrieb

aus anderen Betrieben (*)

m
m3

falls aus anderen Betrieben, Name und Anschrift des Betreibers der Biogasanlage

(*) Gemeinschaftsanlagen gelten als ,anderer Betrieb". Jedoch ble

relevant sind, haftbar!

iben die Mitglieder bei
VerstoRBen in der Gemeinschaftsanlage, welche gegebenenfalls Cross-C ompliance

Verwendung von Klarschlamm

Durchschnittliche Jahresmenge |

Name und Anschrift des jeweiligen Zulieferers




3) Uber Zwischenfriichte (im allgemeinen) und NONFOOD-Kulturen

Art der Die Kultur Bei NONFOOD-Kulturen:
N ist eine Voraussichtlicher Verwendungszweck,
utzung . A
Erzeugnis
Art der Kultur oF 3 § £l s
A = =] =3
(Rohstoff) Anbauflach 5 2 ; £/82|8|glg anderer Zweck
e S3|8|5|58|2 /8% (angeber)
(ha) ~s| 22|27 2122
DA DN I DN D DR EDIED
*) Entsprechend ankreuzen
**) Die Hauptfrucht muss spatestens den 31. Mai eingesat werden; die Ernte erfolgt nach dem 31. Mai.
Die Vorfrucht wird vor dem 31. Mai eingesét und geerntet.
Die Nachfrucht wird nach dem 31. Mai eingesét und geerntet.
4) Uber die Erzeugung von Hanf im Rahmen der Betriebspramienregelung :
Name der Sorte Anbauflache Aussaatstarke
ha a (kg/ha)

Der Antragsteller flgt die amtlichen Etiketten der

verwendeten Saatguts gemalR Richtlinie 2002/57/EG bei.

Verpackung des




B. Angaben Uber die Tierbestande am Tag der Einre  ichung des Antrags

Erlauterungen zur Meldung der Tierbestdnde

In den folgenden Tabellen tréagt der Antragsteller die Gesamtzahl der Tiere (pro Kategorie) der auf seinem Betrieb
vorhandenen Bestande ein [Anzahl am Tag der Einreichung des Antrags, sowohl der Tiere im Besitz , als auch
der Tiere von anderen Besitzern auf dem Betrieb des Antragstellers _ (Pensionshaltung)]. Im Fall von Tieren
in Pensionshaltung miissen die Halter die Bestimmung zur Registrierung der Tiere einhalten (im Fall von
Rindern, Schafen/Ziegen : Eintragung im Stallbuch; im Fall von Rindern : zusatzlich Ummeldung in der
Datenbank SANITEL).

Gesamtanzahl der am Tag der
RINDVIEHBESTAND Antragstellung auf dem Betrieb

vorhandenen Tiere

Unter 6 Monate alte Kalber

6 Mon. Bis unter 1 Jahr alte Tiere

1-2 Jahre alte Tiere

- mannlich

- weiblich (noch nicht abgekalbt)
Uber 2 Jahre alte Tiere

- mannlich

- weiblich (noch nicht abgekalbt)

Milchkiihe

Mutterkihe
Insgesamt

SCHWEINEBESTAND Anzahl am Tag Anzahl Stallplatze

der Antragstellung | (unbedingt angeben !
Zu Zuchtsauen gehorende Ferkel (bis zirka 8 kg)

Ferkel (8 bis 30 kg)

Eigene Mastschweine (> 30 kg)

(einschlieR3lich Schlachtsauen und
Schlachteber)

Ferkel (8 bis 30 kg)

Auf Mastschweine (> 30 kg)
Kontraktmast ) -
(einschlieBlich Schlachtsauen und

Schlachteber)

Zuchtschweine
Gedeckte Sauen (zum 1. Mal gedeckt)

Ubrige gedeckte Sauen

Ubrige Sauen (nicht gedeckt)
Weibliche Zuchtlaufer (30 — 50 kg)

Jungsauen >50 kg  (noch nicht gedeckt)
Méannliche Zuchtlaufer (30 - 50 kg)

Jungeber (> 50 kg)

Zuchteber
SCHWEINE insgesamt




SCHAF- UND ZIEGENBESTAND

Gesamtanzahl der am Tag
der Antragstellung auf dem
Betrieb vorhandenen Tiere

Mutterschafe (einschl. schon

fur die Milcherzeugung

gedeckte weibliche Lammer)

fur die Fleischerzeugung

Schafe
Lammer (weniger als 1 Jahr)
Andere
) fur die Milcherzeugung
Mutterziegen - -
. fur die Fleischerzeugung
Ziegen - - -
Zicklein (weniger als 1 Jahr)
Andere
Anzahl am Tag | Anzahl der Tiere, die nicht| Durchschnittliche
Pferde der am Tag der Dauer dieser
Antragstellung Antragstellung, jedoch zeitbegrenzten
Ponys wahrend bestimmten Haltung (Monate)
Esel Jahresabschnitten
gehalten werden
_ Im Besitz Fohlen (< 6 Monate)
Arbeits- Pferde (> 6 Monate)
Zugpferde ) Fohlen (< 6 Monate)
In Pension
Pferde (> 6 Monate)
<
Im Besitz E?hljn ((_Z hl\;lonate))
. erde (> onate
Reitpferde
) Fohlen (< 6 Monate)
In Pension
Pferde (> 6 Monate)
Im Besitz
Ponys -
In Pension
Im Besitz
Esel -
In Pension

Anzahl am Tag

Gefliigel, Kaninchen, Bienen

der Antragstellung

Anzahl Stallplatze

(unbedingt angeben 1)

Masth&hnchen

Legehennen

Anderer Hithner (Hahne, ...)

Génse

Enten

TruthUhner

Straul’e

Anderes Geflugel (Perlhihner, ...)

Mutterkaninchen

Sonstige Kaninchen

Bienenvolker

Sonstige Tiere

Anzahl am Tag
der Antragstellung

Damwild Muttertiere

Sonstiges Damwild

Andere Nutztiere (z.B Pelztierzucht)




LISTE DER PRAMIENANSPRUCHE IM RAHMEN
3 DER BETRIEBSPRAMIENREGELUNG
FUR DAS JAHR 2010

Erlauterung :

In den folgenden Tabellen findet der Antragsteller Angaben Uber die Pramienanspriiche,
Uber die er am Tag des Vordrucks des Flachenantrags verfugte.

Es handelt sich um folgende Tabellen :

- Ubersicht der Betriebspramienanspriiche fur das Jahr 2010

In dieser Tabelle ist eine Zusammenfassung der Pramienanspriiche aufgeflihrt. Sie enthalt
die Gesamtanzahl, die Gesamtflache und der Gesamtwert aller Anspriiche.

- Meldung der Anspriche fir das Jahr 2010

Diese Tabellen dienen zur MELDUNG bzw. ABMELDUNG vo _n Anspriichen fir das Jahr
2010.

DETAILLIERTE ANGABEN UBER DIE VOM
4 ANTRAGSTELLER BEWIRTSCHAFTETEN
FLACHEN DES BETRIEBS

Zur detaillierten Meldung der vom Antragsteller SAMTLICHER im Jahr 2010
bewirtschafteten Flachen sind folgende Dokumente beigefugt :

- Ubersichtskarte;

- Liste der bewirtschafteten Parzellen : Die Tabelle enthalt als Vordruck die vom
Antragsteller im Flachenantrag 2010 gemeldeten und bei der der Kontrolle festgestellten
FLIK-Parzellen;

- Liste der nicht landwirtschaftlichen Restnutzungen der FLIK-Parzellen;

- Orthophotos, auf denen die vom Erzeuger im Flachenantrag 2009 gemeldeten und bei der
Kontrolle festgestellten FLIK-Parzellen aufgefihrt sind.

WICHTIGER HINWEIS :

Sollten die Orthophotos nicht alle vom Antragsteller im Jahr 2010 bewirtschafteten FLIK-
Parzellen aufweisen, so muss er die notwendigen zusatzlichen Orthophotos beim Service
d’Economie Rurale, Abteilung ,Direktzahlungen® [Tel.: 247-82589, -82568, -83559 oder -
82592] anfordern.
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