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Preliminery Results Of The Citrus Production

Survey In Egypf

Introduction

(1)
Statistical information published on citrus in Egypt

are not enough to realize opinions and Attitudes of citrus
producers about the various problems and constraints facing
them either in production or in marketing of the produce.
Therefore, & questionnaire was designed specially for this

purpose and filled in for the agrzcultural gseason 1980/1981.

This paper hendles the sample methodology &and ereas of.
gtudy in eddition to some préliminary results which concern
the opinions of produceis towards production end marketing
of orangé. At the same time, &ll the data collected ere being
processed by the computer to get some descriptive &nd quantitea -

ti#e analyses for orange production and merketing .

The important results mentioned in this paper are releted
to the following subjects 3 '
1. The decision meker, his educetionsl status and his off-

ferm occupation if any.

2. Tenure system, experience geined and reasons for producing

oranges . ,

(1) Specielly orange the production of which amounted to some
84.8 % of the average totel citrus production during the
period 1975 - 1978, end its value was about 85.1 % of
the totel value of citrus during the same perlod .




Sources of seedlings and yield of oranges .
Problems facing‘the establishment of new orange orchards.
Difficulties encountered in orange production .
Method of estimating production .
State of production in the year of study (1980/1981)
Insects and diseases which éffect production .
Methods of selling the produce .
V'Reasons for following é certain method in merketing the
produce .
Sources of financing .
Channels for selling the produce .
13, Method of determining the selling price .

14, Sources of informetion availaeble on selling pricé.

First'Method Of Selecting The Semple And Areas O0f Study.

It was decided to study the‘Egyptiaﬁ Citrus Industry
by sempling. Sampling procedure selected is‘the random
sampling one. The population considered as a sample frame
is the areas of citrus concentration, i.e areas where citrus

cultivation is greatest in terms of area and produc-
tion. These are the areas where farmers ere speciglized in.
citrus ferming and production. The sample of farmers to be

interviewed is selected on four consecutive stages es follows:




1- Selection of Governorates : -

A1l governorates of the Republic were studied to deter-

mine the relative importance of each in citrus produc- ¥

tion. As indicated in eppendix %ﬁ Beheira Governorate

is the most importanf Governorate in orange productlon,
es pianting 22% of the totel orange area in the country
and producing about 27% of fhe national orange preduction.
El Kalyoubia Governorate comes second in order as it
contains about 19% of the orange ‘erea end produces over
23% of the nationel orange produdtion. El Sharqgie
Governorate comes the third and E1 Menoufia the fourth

in order of priority as the first Governorate is planting
ebout 14.4% end produces some 12,2% while the seconc"
Governorate contains 12.5% and produces 11.2% of the
totel national orange area and production respectively.

The four selected governoretes are loceted in the Delta

Region, where 90.7% of the total orange production is

" produced.

Therefore these four governorates were selected
for studylng the Egyptian Citrus Industry since they are
considerd arees of citrus concertration and consequently

they are well representing the citrus populatlon.(Appendix 1,

Z Orange is considered & good indicator to citrus as it

represents the bulk of citrus production.

% 1980 figures




o~ Selection Of Districts

- The administrative districts (Markaz) of the fou& éelect-
ed governorates were rated according to the area planted
to oranges and the three largest districts were selected
for study ( APPENDICES 2 - 5 ) .

Accordingly 12 districts were selected &s follows :
Districts of Kefr Eldewer, Hosh Eisa and Eldelengat from
- ElBeheirea .

Districts of Tokh, Kafr Shokr and Banha from Elkalyoubia,
Districts of Nemis Elkemh, Fekkous end Belbais from El-
Sharkia .

Districts of Quesna, Ashmoun end Elbagour from Ellienoufia

3- Selection Of Villages 3

Two villages from each markaz were selected on the bese®s

of the eree planted and production of oranges .
Accordingly 24 villages were selected for study as follows:

District (Merkez) Villeges
¥enie Elkamh ‘Banadf

bistrict (Merkaz) Villages
Kefr E1 dewar El Tarh

Hosh Eissa
Eldelengat

- Tokh

Kefr Shokr

Banhe

C.Abou Keir

Hosh Eisa Fekkous
Elrobomie _
Albostan Belbais
Zewiat Hemour

Aghour ElKobra Quesna

¥eit Kenana

Kefr Shokr - Ashmoun
Asneit _

Degwi ~ Elbagour
Menshat Benha ‘

Alwelege
El Sealhie
El1 Khattar:
El Tghevie
E1l Kateibe
Shoubra-

| Bkhoum.

Begerm
Seraweh
Elberenieh
Xenewaghle
Bey Elerebd




These villages represeht the most important orange

producing units in the four selected governorates .

4~ Selection 0f Farmers 3

It wes decided to randomly select 10 farmers from each
 village plus at least three farmers as a reserve to
replace any of the principal fermers. In addltron,four
other farmers were purposively selected to represent
'~ various cases Whish are considered important to the
studylas follows @
big commercial orenge grower (of not less than 10'
feddens of oranges) |
farmer dealing with Ei-Wadi public co. for export.
farmer supplying oranges. to processing factories, and |
fermer who has & newly established orchard (5 years
old or less) . .
¥ethodology of selecting the faermers was as follows :
In each Agriculturel Directorate, there ere files for
fruit Permers in each villege . |

Numbering of orange fermers only after excluding other
fruit farmers and &lso excluding orchards established

efter 1976

Using Random Flgures tables, 10 orange’ farmers are

selected in addition to another 3 farmers as reserves.




Second : Some Preliminary ResultBVOn Opinions Of Produbers

Towards Orange Production

1., The decision maker,'his educational status end his

bff-farm occupatioﬁ if any .

() The decision meker .

Teble 1. indicetes that there are 178 owners who
operate their farms by themselves . This figure
represents ebout 74.2 % of the totel number of
observation’ amounting to 240 producersgl)On the other
hand, there ere 58 managers OT 24.2 % who operete
the farms for the owners (whether those owners &re
absent or present on their farms) . The third group
of decision mekers is the tenants who are renting
the orchards &nd whose-humber wes only 4 repiesenting
gbout 1.6 % of the totel number of observations.

| Despite the dominance of owner-operated orchards
in the semple as & whole, the relative importence of
this phenomenon varies within governorates. In Qelubuie
governorate for exemple, 88.3 % of gll decision mekers
ere owners of their orchardi>‘While this percentage *
is 80 % in Behera, 76.7 % in Sharkyie and 51.7 % in

. ¥enoufyia .

(1) Totel number of observations in the sample is 305 producers.
In this paper 65 producers &are excluded; nemely 24 lerge
producers, 24 producers of newly established orcherds end

17 producers deeling with export .




TABLE 1. The Decision Meker, His Education And Occupation
: outside The Farm. s

Citrus Survey Sample 1980/1981

Ly

The decision maker ‘? Educational Level EOccupation outside the farm

|

"~ Governorate g
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- 5303325000 - 11.671000010.00
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10,0020.00 -

75
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Sharkyla

L

T76.67

21.67

29.03%9.03

3.23 9468 -

31

28

T 13 .21 1 14 |5 3

16 6

- 9 1

hehofyia

46.67.

1.66 21.67 45 + 1.67 23.338.33 8.57

motal No.; 178

1]

T I3 2% I8 1T

45.71[17.14 = 25.71 2.8
42

-19 —

of

sat)e T® | 4.7 24,17 1.66 31.67 49.58 1.2510.00 7.5016.35

40,3817.31

6.73 18.27 0,9,

Source g Calculated from original data collected by the questionnaire 1980/1981 .




On the other hand the number of farm managers of
orange orchérds iﬁ the sample wes highest in Menoufyia
: gbvernorate, followed by Sherkyia then Behere and |
Qaluby'ia . '

With regard to the tenants, we find that their

percentage is 3.3 ¢ of the sample observation in Behere,
1.7 % in each of Sharkyis end Menoufyia while no tenants
ere found in Qalubyia .

(b) Educationsl status of the decision meker - |
The study indicates that 50% of the decision mekers
in the study sample read and write , about 32% of

them ere illiterate, 10 % have obteined intermediete
educetion, 7% got university education while there
is only 1 % students, table 1.

Considering each of the educafional statuses of

the decision maker, the situation varieé among .
governorateé.'llliteracy for example is found to be
minimum in Sharkyia followed by Menoufyia then
Behera and Qalubyia fespéctively.Naturally, the
status of reading ahd writing foliows e logicel
path to the stetus of illiteracy, where we find

its percentage is highest iﬁ Sharkyie followed by
Behera then Menoufia and Qalubia .
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| With regard to the intermediate educetion, if was
found thet the highest percentage of decision mekers
 obteining that type of education in the semple Wes in
Menoufyia goveinofate followed by Qalubyia, Sharkyie,

and Behera respectively.

Concerning those decision makers in the etudy
sample who -acquired university edueetion; we notice that
the highest pefcentage of them was in both Qalubyia end
Sharkyie followed by Menoufyie then Behera respectively.

(¢) Off-ferm occupation of the decision maker

Teble 1. also shows the qccupations practiced by

" the decision mekers outside their fanmes. Since
orange production does not require full time
residence of the decision maker, it is noticed
that 104 of the decision makers of the sample
represehting gbout 43.3 % of the sample are working
outside their orchards. While there are T8 decision
mekers representing some 32.5 % do not_have off-farm

occupations. The balance of 58 decision mekers

represent about 24.2 % of the total are fﬁll—time

‘managers.

Looking at the oceupations practiced by those
who work outside the farm and. whose number totals

104, we find 42 of them are government employees,
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18 ere aeif-employed 1ike an attorney, & physicien or
carpenfer eeo etc., 17 wofking in business, 7 in egri-
culture outside '.theirfarms, 19 women working at home

and one student only.

As wes expected, the percentage of decision meakers
working in verious occupationsoutside the farm varies
between governorates. For example, the highest percentage
of those working in business {5 found in Sharkyia followed
by Behera then Qelubyia end Henoufyié respectively.

Coming to government employées, we find the highest
percentage in Qalubyia then Menoufia followed by Sharkyla
then Behera .

With regerd to the self employed decigion mekérs, we
find the highest percentage in Sharkyie then Menoufyia
then Behera end Qelubyia. While the highest percentage

‘of decision makers working in agriculture.qutside their
ferms is found in 3ehera then Qelubyia followed by
Sherkyie. It is noticed that the sample of Kenoufyia did
not include any case in which the decision maker is work-
ing outside his ferm in egriculiure . ' |

 Looking at the women who are_working outside the
farms, it is clear that the highest percentage working
at home is found in ¥enoufyia then Qalubyia followed by

Behere then Shearkyisa which includes the lowest percentage.




It is notable that Kenoufyia is the only governorate

of the sample in which it was found one decision meker

who works outside his orchard as a student.

2- Tenure system, experience geined and reasons for

producing oranges.

(&) Zenure system _
| There are two tenure systems in bholding of orange

orchards : either owner operated or cash rented
from the original owner.‘Téble'Z indicates that
the majority of the sample farms are owner-operated,
‘while the cash rented orchards do nét exceed 2 %.
~This pﬁenomenon is common to all governorates of

the sample without exception.

(b) Experience geined in orange;produdtion

Asking the'decision meker about the yeers of-exper-
ience geined in producing oranges, the study re-
vealed that the general avérage of the sample is
vabout 14 years. This figure varies among governorates.
It is about 16.3 years in Qelubyia, 15 years in
Menoufyia, 13.7 years in Sharkyia and 11.9 years in

Behera .




TABLE 2. Tenure, Source Of Seedlings ,Yield, Expereince And
' Reasons For Deciding To Grow Oranges

Citrus Survey Sample 1980/1981

Tenure | Source of |Yield | Exper
, Seedlings { Ton/ -ience

!Owner ' Cash [overn Privatefeddan i?ant' Profit{Needs like | have | Do not
Governorate operated rented ment | nursery . { able less my o time plant
! : nursery ogg e - labor meigh~| to . Other oranges
| i % ang R bours manage
s ! ' (years) l Field .
: | | crops

Reasons for deciding to Grow Oranges

| | ;
' 96,67 ;3.33 .45 1 : xxx [43.37 ]21.69 20.49 ! 6,02 . 8.43
60 |1 16.3 |33 jzl i13 9 4

.58 2 4 1.9 |36 s 17 {5 .7
6

|
|
| oox | 37.93 124,14 [14.94{10.34  4.60

98,36 |1.64 0
13.7 |25 17 19 8 4

'_59 2

| 96.72 |3.28 x| 32.47 24.68;10.39 ; 5.19

60 1 52 17 23 §12 18

81.25 | 18.28 24,73 12.90 19.35

' 98,36 | 1.64

d

23 7 1|6 23 0 111§ 79 72, 34 33
l .

!

93.50 XXX 32,65| 23.23( 21.18 10.00 9.71
[ . ;

|
4
|
|
?
|

| 97.53 | 2.47

Producer questionnaire, Aricultural year 1980/1981.




(¢) Reasons for producing oranges

Inquiring the reasons for producing oranges in
perticular, responses are listed below in order of
importance @ | |

l. profitable

2. Does not require much labor

3. As neighbours and following the dominant sgriculturel
- pattern in tHé area .

4. No time available to the farmer to spent in planting
‘field crops and vegetables which-need more management

end supervision than oranges.

In addﬁtion some farmers mentioned that there are reasons
other&;ﬁose ?reviously mentioned. Also, tbere is a very
.smali percentage of the farmers Who iniormed that they
did not cultivate the oranges themselves, that is they
have either bought the orchards‘abready cultivated, or

they have inherited the orchards or they are tenants only.

3- Sources of seedlings and yield of oranges

(a) Sources of seedlings

Farmers' responses revealed that their majority
prdvide its requirements of seedlings from private
nurseries. ‘ | |
Only 7 % of the samplt's ferms are depending on
government nurseries in getting their seedlings.

Tt is notable that fermers of the sample in both
Qelubyie end Sherkyia governoratés'are~providing
their entire requirements of seedlings through




private nurseries and no one of them has ever resorted

to & government nursery.

(b) Yield of oranges

Average yield of orenges at the level of the sample
gs a whole is 7.06 tons. The highest yield is in
Qalubyla of 7.62 tons and the lowest in Behera of
€.39 whlle Sharkyla is 7.18 tons end Menoufia T. 06

tons .

4~ Problems facing the establishment'of new orange orcherds

- One.of the objectives of the study was to inquire
about the probléms-which face the farmer when estiblish-
ing new orange orchérds. Preliminary results (table 3)
indiceted that the most important problem in this regerd
is the lack'of ggriculturel land. Shortage of labor
requlred for the purpose comes second in order of

importance. Then other problems appear to be of less

importance as the unaveilability of government seedlings

comes third in weight, followed by'high costs of
esteblishment, lack of capitel required, difficulty of
getting a license for establishing the orcherd ;lack of
credit, lack of experience'inAorange production and
then lack of good privéte seedlings. Shortage of water:
was one of the least important reasons indicated. The
importance of these reasons indicated veries from one

governorate to another but it is epparent that shortege




TABLE 3. Difficulties Facing The Establishment Of Orange Orchards

Citrus Survey Sample 1980/1981

Governotate

:'ty of

Difficulties in establishing orange

Qrchards

getting of good ty

ment ate
geedl—

ings ings

Difficul] Unavaid Unavall
abilitylabili

of.
a license govern-privJ

geedl-

sing

costs

ncrea] Lack of

estab-
1ishing

caplital

required land

Shortage
of

Lack

of
credit

Lack o
experien
ce in
orange
Produc-
tion

Shortags
of
labor -

No.

15 1

;%

15.00

No.

32

%

24,81

No.

3

%

3.19

Menofyla

No.

5

14

%

T.46

20.89

Total of
Sample

,NoJ

17 55 T

53

j8

108

14

%

4.36 | 14,10 | 1.79

13.59

9.74

27.69

3.59

Source t Pro

ducer questionnaire, agricultural year 1980/1981.




of land is an importent reason which takes priority in ell
- governorates as indicated by farmers. Shortage of labor

comes next in priority in &ll governorates except Behera.

5- Difficulties encountered in orange production

The study was &lso concéfned with exploring the difficulties
which face the orange producers. Therefore & question was
deéigned for this purpose and the result is indicated in
table 4. Responses reveal that the most importeant problem
faced by orange prbducers is the shortege of human labor.
The second most importent problem is the high cost of

pesticides end then followed in order of less importance

by the problem of government pricing, defects of soilé

and/or high water table or both, unfavorable weather
conditions, lack of pesticides and then comes last the

problems of marketing and selling of the produce.

6- MNethods of estimating production

Farmers of the sample inforﬁed that "eye estimation" is
the most widely used method in estimeting production. The
second important one is the method of estimation based on
yields of previous years. The method of estimating by

weighing is the least employed one as clear from teble 4.

State of production in the year of filling the questionnéire

80/81.

Growers of the sample were different when expressing their

L




TABLE 4. Difficulties encouhtered in Orange production, and Methods of estimating
‘ ' Production.

Citrus Survey Sample 1980/1981

Difficulties of Orange production Methods of estimating

Governorate

Production

Unfav-

Unavail| High

ourableability] prices| labour

weather] of

of

condit~pestic~| pesti

ions ides

-cldes

| Lack of

Market
ing or
gselling
of the
produce

Eye
egtimate

Weigh-
ing

Based on
Previous
years

Behera

0

49
|

8 -
/

4.28

2

Kalubyle.
- %

’ NO.
Sharkyla

4T

%

42.73

No.

24

35

‘lenofyla
' %

21.43

31.25

of

120

146

24

8l

Sample

21.28

25.89

4.25

14.36
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opinions as to fhe‘state of production at the year

of undertaking the questiommaire. About 40% of the
growers indicated that production has increased than
the preceding years, while 33% of them asserted the
eqﬁivalence'of production to the foregding years and
26% mentioned that productioh haed decreased than
-before, table 5. There was a small percentage of less
then 1% of the sample growers which refered to a
continual decline in production. This case has apeaéed

in Behera governorate only.

Insects and diseases which affect production

Growers' Tresponses indicate that about 21% of them
reported on Scele Insects, 21% on Aphids, 18% on
Gummosis, 14% on Lichens, 14% on Fruit Fly end 12%
reported on Kites.

It is noteworthy that scale Insects was the
highest among other insects and diseases in both
Behera end Qelubyie Governorates, while Aphids was
highest in Sharkyies and Hites'was highest in Menbufyia

as shown in table 5.
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Table‘(S): State IOf‘Production In The Year Of Study,
And Insects - [iseases bhich /iffect Production

Citrus Survey Sample 1580/1981

Governorate

State of production in
the year of study

Insects & diseases which

~ effect production

d
N

gI89L BNOTADI
usY]l 9IO0

d
T

usy] €89

5199 BNOTAOX

sI8ak

snotasxd exTT

FutaTTIeP
LTTONnpBID

No.
El-Beheira

(Vo]

=
o

%

No.
El-Kelubia

%

No.
El-Sherkia

32

%

14.35

No.
El-Monofia

10

43

25

3

38

34 13

%

16.95

23.62

13.74

12.64

20.88

18.68 10.44

‘| Total

No.

95

61

75

2

154

120

100 -

173

1175

118

of
Semple A

40,08

25.75

33.33

0.85

18.33

14.28

11.91

20.60

20.83 14.05

. Source : Producer questionnaire, agricultural year 1980/1981 .
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. ,
Third ¢ Some Preliminery Results On.Growers Opinions end

- Attitudes Towards Orange Kerketing.

This section includes some important indicetors
like the method. of selling the produce and reasons for
following & certain method in marketihg, source of
financing production, the most importent channels for
merketlng the produce, method of setting the selling price
and sources of informetion aveileable to the grower on

selling prices .

S~ Eethods of selling the produce

Teble 6. indicates that about 53m of the sample's
growers prefer selling on trees while 47% prefer
picking and gelling on their own. In generel however,
there is no pattern prevailing in all governorates .
Qalubyla and Xenoufyia governorates for example are

characterized by the tendency to sell on trees while the

fo
sample's growers of Behera governorate preferkplck and-

gell on their own . On the other hand, the growers of
the sample in Sharkyia governorate are glmost equal in

their preference for the method of selling .

Reaesons for following e certein method in merketing the

produce.
Inquiring ebout the reasons for prefering the method of
selling on trees, resSponses of growers_were as follows

in order of percenteage of eanswers :




&)
b)

c)

d)

e)
ff)
g)
h)
i)

e source of financing during the marketing season 35.5%
trying a new method of selling 12.7%

to guarantee & certein revenue from the begining of

the season » ' 12.7%
reglizes better price ‘ 11.2%
easier in marketing , ' 10.7%

other reesons - I . 10.7%
sccording to the prevailing treditions 3.0%
grower is not residing on the farm : 2.5%

to avoid the government's ceiling price 1.0%

It should be noted that reasons for preferencé varies

emong governorates &s clear from teble 6.

Op the other hend, growers who prefer to pick the fruits

and sell on their own, had their reasons for prefering this

method of marketing. Justifications for this preference were

as follows reted in order of percentage of enswers :

g) easier in merketing ’ 36.6%

b) to guarantee e certain revenue from the begining

c)
d)
e)
f)

of the season o ' ‘. 24.4%
e source of continuing finance . 19.1%
other reaaonsv | - T7.7%
trying & nev method of merketing . 6.2%
to get the best price : L | 1.5%




Teble (6) ¢ Methods 0f Selling The Produce And The
~ Reasons for Prefering The ethod 0f Selling

On Trees .

Citrus Survey Sample 1980/1981

v

Methods of :
Selling Reasons for Prefering selling on trees
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Source : Producer questionneire, egricultural yeer 1980/1981.




g) eccording to the preveiling treditions
h) grower is not residiﬁg on the farm .
i) to evoid the government's ceiling price

It should be noted however that the last two

reasons are not logical as they contradict with this second

method of merketing, table 7.

11.

Sources of financing

Sourcésbof financing pfoduction,are considered of

" utmost importence when discussing the problems facing

egricultural production in generel. Therefore, it wes

"necessary to conceive the sources of financing available

to citrus growers.

It was reslized that citrus growers depend on

their own sources in financing their production.

" Answers indicate that 84.6% of the growers in the

semple depend on self-finencing, while 3.9% of the

sample observetions obtein financing from the peacking

_ them .
houses, 2.9% of the acquire loans from banks. The

remainder of the sample who represent gsome 8.6% are
getting their finance requirements from other

undetermined sources of finance as shown in table 8.




Teble (7) : Reasons for Prefering of Marketing On
"Fermer's Own (Pick and sell)

Citrus Survey Semple 1980/1981
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Channels for selling the produce

Answers of the sample growers indicate thet the most
important buyer for their production of oranges is

the wholeseler. The retailer comes second in order of
importance, followéd by contracting with export
compenies, then the agents for export companies. The .
fifth channel in order of importance is the agent who.
essemble for e group of retailers, followed by the
egent who assemdle for e group of wholeselers and
eventually there are some undetermined answers.
Percenteges representing the eforementioned channels
ere respectively 3

55.2 , 26.2 , 6.0 5 5.5 , 2.7 4 2.2 , 2.2 . The
relative importance of the different chennels veries
emong governorates, but the predominating trait is

the importance of the wholesaler as he ususlly contracts
on the highest,percentage of the crop as cleer from

teble 8 .

¥ethod of determining the selling price

The grower's questionnaire has included an inquiry

about the method of determining the selling price of
the produce in cese the grower is following the second
method of marketing the prcduce, namely; pick end sell

on grower's own. The eight methods practiced in setting

[




the price can be reted in a descending order according

_ f :
‘to their importance with regaIQ(answers of the sample

grovers: ‘ _
g) The highest brice offered by buyers 1 28.,3%
b) sellers request on bases of preveiling
h prices and bergaining . _ 25.7%
¢) other methods (undetermined) | 12.4%
~d) grower's request 6n the basis of the
preveiling prices ~ 10.6%
e) through auction | 10.6%
f) buyer's offer 9.7%
g) compute the costs plusvthe profits and
bergein for them - 1.8%
h) compute the costs plus the profits and
eccepts less than totel 0.9%

As expected , the importance of these methods differ
among governorates.AWhile the second method for exemple is
the most important inlBehera‘governorate, the first‘method
is renking the first in importence in both Kelubia and
Menofia goyernorates. The first and fifth methods - on the
other hend - ere elmost equal in importence in Sherkia

governorate as shown in table 3.
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Teble (8) : Source Of Credit, and The Purcheser of

Production .

Citrus Survey Somple 1680/19&1

Source of Credit The purchaser of procuction
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Teble (9) : Liethods Of Determining The Selling Price

Citrus Survey Semple .1580/1981 .
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Sources of information eveilsble on sellinz price

When esking the growers about the sources of

informetion aveilable to them on prices of selling
oranges, enswers of the Sample observations showed
thet the following sources are essential for price
. . Jescendhy

information. They ere renked in a - ' s“order in
terms of their importance from their own points of

views ( teble 10 )

e) government ceiling priceé 24.2%
b) merket pricé | ‘ 18.1%
c) grower's own observations in the villagel2.8
- d) grower's own observations in the market 11.4%
e) neighbours : 10.7%
f) consult with other growers T.4%
~ g) the buyer himself - 6.7%
h) broker or merchant in the village‘ 4.,7%
i) other sources . 3.4%

j) the first buyer 0.6%




Tedble
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(10) : Sources Of Informetion On Selling Prices

- Citrus Survey

Semple 1980/1981
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'APPEKDIX 1.

MTotal Area And Production of Orange
In The Various Governorates of Egypt.

1980

Governorate Area % - Production
' Feddan.v : Ton.

Adlexendria 1378 0.85 13898 1.51
Behera 35670 22,01 247431 26.87
Gharbis | 10598 6.54 . 64601 7.02
Ka%r Bl-Sheikh 3525 2.18 13754 1.49
Dekhlia 6855 4.23 46844 5410
Demietta 1169 0.10 1218 0.13
Sharkia 23346 14.40 112385 = 12.20
 Bsmailia 3651 2.25 . 12840  -1.39
Suez 112 0.07 375 . 0,04
Monofia 20266 12,50 103544 11.24
Kalubia 30630  18.89 215686 23.42
Cairo 410 ' 0.25 2747 0.30

Lower Egypt 136620 84.28 835323 90,71

Gize €061 3.74 16635  1.80
Beni Swaif 2918 1.80 12714  1.38
Faium ' 2729 1.68 -~ 10272 1.12
Menia 11500 0.93 5224 0.57

¥iddle Egypt | 13208 8.15 44845 4.87

- Assiut - 8301 5.12 25891 = 2.81
Sohag | 2090 1.29 8168 0.89
Kens 1330 0.82 5673 0.62
ABwan ' 560 - 0.34 981 0.10

Upper Egypt 12281 Te57 - 40718 4,42
Total of Egypt 162109 100 920881 100

Source 3 Ministry of Agriculture, Agricultural Economics
_ Research Institute, Unpublished Data «




APPENDIX 2.

Total Area of Orange in The Various
Districts of Behera Governorate .
' - 1980

-]
o

Districts Ares A
(Peddan)

Abou Homes | 3493 9479
Abou El-Katemer v 795 2.23
Ety Bl-Barod 941 2.64
Hosh Bsa | 5483 15.37
Bl Delengat 4442 - 12.45
Demenhor 1165 3.27
Reshed - e | 3459 9.70
Shobre Khet 1229 3.45
Kafr El-Dewar - 8189 - 22.96
Koom Hemada 2684 f'“7L52
El Mahmodie 927 2.60
El Rehmenie 269 0.75
Gensklez 2470 6.92
Bdko | 124 0.35

1
2
3
4
5
¢
7
8
9

EE R E S

‘Total of Governorate 35670 100

' Source : ¥inistry of Agriculture, Agricultural Economics
~ Reseerch Institute, Unpublished Data .




APPENDIX 3.

‘Total Ares of Orange in The Various
Districts of Kelubia Governorate

1980

Districts Area
(Feddan)

Benhs | - 5234
Kefr Shokr 6429
El Khenks : 2179
Tokh | 12715
Ealub | 1054
Kanatr El-Kheyria | 1503
Shebin El-Ksnetr 1516

17.09
20,99
7.11
41.51
3044

4.91

4.95

Total of Govermorate 30630

100

Source : ¥inistry of Agriculture, Agricultursel Economics

BResearch Institute, Unpublished Date .




APPILDIX 4,

Totel Aree of Orenge in The Various
Districts of Sharxia Governorete,

1880

Districts Area
(Fedden)

Abou Hemad 2122 9.09
Abou Kebeer o 7 118 3.33
Bellbes . 4356 | 18,66
El-Busseinyis 2818 12,07
Dierd Hegs 115 0.49
Zégazig ' €88 - 2.95
Fakos 5619 24.05
Kefr Sekr 223 0.96
Awlad Sekr 1 0.05
Menia E1 Kemh 5846 25.04
Hehie | 97 0.41
- Meshtol ‘ 287 1.23
E1 Ebrahimie Y 0.40
El Kénayet | " 292 1.25

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

O R R

Totel Ares of Governorate 23346 100

Source : Ministry of Agriculture, A griculturel Economics
Research Institute, Unpublished Data .




APPENDIX 5.

Todel Ares of Orange in The Various
Districts of Monofie Governorate,
1980

Districts ATea
(Fedden) .

Ashmon ‘ 4109
El-Bagor 2684 13.24
Berkit El-Sabe . 935 4.61
Tala 1813 8.95
Shebin El-Koom 2178 10.75
E1-Shoheda 2143 © 10,57
Kewisna o 4912 24.24
~ ‘Monof ' 1492 ‘ T.36

1
-2
3
A
5
6
7
8

Total of Governmorate 20266 - 100

Source 3 Ministry of Agriculture, Agricultural Bconomics
Research Imstitute, Unpublished Date










